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CHAPTER 111.-COLOR, TENURE, 
Introduction.--This chapter presents, by color, tenure, 

and race or the farm operator, statistics collected in the 1940 
census of Agriculture tor number and acreage or farms and for 
values or specified classes of farm property. Data are pre­
sented by tenure for each color, and by tenure for each race 
classification. The statistics presented include, in addition 
to ~umber or farms and all land in farms, the land classified 
according to use in 1939. The specified classes of fatm prop­
erty for which values are given are (1) land and buildings, 
(2) buildings, and (3) implements and machinery. Supplemental 
information tor part owners is given for the acreage and value 
·Of tb.e land and buildings tor the owned and for the rented 
portions. Supplemental information for cash tenants and for 
part owners renting on a cash basis is given for the amount of 
cash rent paid. Certain of these data are also shown for ir­
rigated· farms in 20 States. 

comparative data, when available, are shown for earlier 
census years although much of such comparative data are shown 
only for the United States as a whole. Census data were first 
classified by the tenure of farm operator in 1880. For that 
census and· that of 1890 only the number of farms were classi­
fied by tenure. Classifications by color and by race of the 
farm operator anq interclassifications by color and tenure 
were first made in the census of 1900. The classifications 
and interclassifications by tenure, color, and race, and the 
items available by these classirications have varied from cen­
sus to census. Comparative data for previous censuses are 
presented in the 1940 Census of Agriculture Reports only ror 
those classifications and those items for which 1940 census 
data are shown. 

Data for the continental United States (comprising the 48 
States and the District of Columbia) have been summarized in 

-tables 1, 2, 4, 8, and 10 to 16, inclusive. Because of the 
relatively high concentration of tenants and of nonwhite oper­
ators in the southern part of the United States, data are·also 
presented for "the South" as a whole in tables 3, 5, and 9. 
The South, as here used, consists of 16 States and the District 
of Columbia and comprises the South Atlantic, East South Cen­
tral, and West south Central Divisions. Data for each of the 
48 States, the District of Columbia, and for the 9 geographic 
divisions, or groups of States, are presented in the remaining 
tables. In these latter tables, the classification by tenure 
and the interclassifications by color and tenure and by race 
and tenure have been restricted for some of the areas because 
of the relative unimportance of some of the classes in these 
areas. Most of .the data presented in ,this chaptet by tenure, 
color, and race of the farm operator are shown simply as State 
totals in chapter I, and by size of farm in chapter II of thl:s 
volume. Some of the data presented ttere by color and by tenure 
are also presented by counties in the First Series State Bul­
letins and in volume I. 

Other data by color and tenure of ttte farm operator are 
presented in this volume in chapter ·rv, Farm mortgages and 
farm taxes; chapter V, Work off farm, age, and years· on farm; 
and in chapter VI, Cooperation, labo~ expenditures, machinery, 
facilities, and residence. Some of these other data are also 
presented by counties in the Second Series State Bulletins 
and in volume I. ' 

Fa,rm operators.-.!. "farm operator,• according to the cen­
sus definition, is a person who operates a farm, either per­
forming the labor himself or directly supervising it. The 
census definition of a farm (see chapter I) is on the basis of 
operat1rtg un1 ts, rather than ownership tracts. A farm may con­
s-ist of a number of separate. tracts and these may be tteld under 
dtl!erent tenures, as wtten one tract is owned and another tract 
is rented by the fanm operator. Similarly, when a landowner 

AND RACE OF FARM OPERATOR 
has several tenants, renters, or croppers, the land operated by 
each is considered a separate farm. Therefore, the number of 
farm operators, for all practical purposes (see discussion 
following under "Tenure of operator"), is iden;;lcal with the 
number of farms and these items are used interchangeably. 

Farms reporting.--Not all items included in this chapter 
were reported by every farm. For example, less than one-half 
of all farms have woodland. The number of farms for which 
specified items were reported are given in the tables under 
the term "farms reporting." 

Color and race of farm operator.-The color and race 
classification of farm operators was made by the enumerator. 
The schedule inquiry was as follows: 

The race oabulations include a break-down or the "other" group 
into the races represented therein. In the classification by 
color it will be noted that "white" includes ·Mexicans; "non­
White" includes Negroes, Indians, Chinese, Japanese, and other 
nonwhite races. 

Tenure of operator.-- Eacn rarm was classified according 
to the tenure under which the operator controlled the land, on 
the basis of replies to the following three inquiries on tne 
schedule: 

9. Do you operate this farm for others as hired manager?_ 
(Yes or No) 

10. How many acres in this farm do you own? ·---- Acres ___________ _ 
11. How many acres in this farm do you rent from 

others? --·---------------·----------------------- Acres _________________ _ 
sum or Questions 10 and 11 must equal Qnestton 12., unless operated by a !:J.Ired manager_ 

The enumerator was insoructed to consider as owned, land Which 
the operator or h~s wife held under title, homestead law, pur­
chase contract, or as one of the heirs or as trustee or an Q~­
divided estate. If both an oYmed and a rented tract were 
farmed by the same operator, these were to be considered as 
one farm even though the tracts were not contiguous and each 
was locally called a farm. If, however, one tract of land was 
managed for ano.ther, 1t was to be reported as a separate farm. 
Farm operators were classified into tour major tenure groups: 

Ful! owners own all the land they operate. 
Part owners own a part and rent from others the rest of 

the land they operate. 
Managers operate farms for others and receive wages or 

salaries for their services. Persons acting merely as care­
takers or hired laborers were not classed as managers. Farms 
operated for institutions or corporations were considered to 
be managed even where no person was specifically indicated as 
being employed as the farm manager. 

Tenants operate hired or rented land only. 
If a farm Op;!rator used land to which he did not hold title, 

and did not lease, this was not permitted to affect his tenure 
classification. If Wild hay was cut or other crops harvested 
from· land neither owned nor leased by the operator, such land 
was to be l:nruuded in the farm acreage and considered as though 
owned provided the operator owned any of the land in the farm. 
It he did not own anY of the land in the farm such land was to 
be considered as rented. Range lands used by' the operator, but 
neither owned nor leased by hlm, were not considered a part of 
the farm and did not enter into the determination . of the ten­
ure of the farm operator. If the farm represented livestock 
grazing on open range and no land was owned or leased, the 
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136 CENSUS OF AGRlaJLTtiRE: 1940 

operator was considered a full o~er. There was a total ot 
only 489 such operations recorded in the united States in~ 
Indian operators whose holdings consisted or allO'tted lands 
were considered as owners whether the allotted land represented 
allotment in tee or trust, or merely a simple destgnattan or a 
certain acreage as the place ot residence or agricultural 
activity of the operator. 

Tenant operators were subclassified into five groups, de­
pending upon the contractual arrangement with the landlord, as 
indicated by replies to the following :Inquiries on the sohed1tle: 

'1. What does the landlord f\llW 
Dish as his share in the oper­
ation of this farm? 

(a) Work animalli-------
(AII, Part, or NODe) 

(II} Tractor power------------· 
, (AJI,Part,orNone) 

(e) Fertilizer -----------------
(All, t,l,ete..orNODO) 

(d) Seed -------------------
(All, t,l, ele.. or N01111) 

(e)' Other ----------­(Name !"'d pve abare) 

8. What did you epee to P&¥ u 
,rent for the year!' 

Cash tenants pay a cash rental, such as $4.50 per acre tor 
the cropland or $500 for the use of the whole farm. Included 
under this classification were those reporting a fixed sum or 
money; those whose rentals were stipulated to be made in cash 
but the amount not given; and those whose payments were Cksely 
akin to cash, such as farm real-estate taxes, board for land­
lord, expenditures for repairs and for upkeep of the farm. 
upkeep of the farm, with no indication that this represented a 
cash expenditure, was not considered as cash rent. 

Share-cash tenants pay a part of their rental in cash and 
part as a share of crops or livestock production. 

Share tenants pay a share only of etther the crops or nve­
stock production, or both. 

Croppers have been defined as share tenants to whom their 
landlords furnish all of the work animals, or tractor power in 
lieu of work animals. Croppers are shown separately only tor 
the southern States except for a few additional specified coun­
ties for which data are shown in table 7. 

Other tenants include those Whose rental agreement was un­
specified and those who did not fall definitely into one of 
the other subclasses. Standing renters, i. e., those paying 
a stated amount of farm products for use ot the farm, as 3 
bales or cotton or 500 bushels of corn, were included in this 
subclass. 

The contractual arrangements between landlords and tenants 
are extremely varied. Although each of the above subclasses 
of tenants represents in general a particular type of arrange­
ment, the extent and nature of the items furnished by the land­
lord and of the rental paid may vary considerably within the 
subclass. For this reason t~nants of a particular subclass 
will not necessarilY be entirely comparable for all areas. 
EXcept for the amount of cash rent paid by cash tenants and by 
part owners renting entirely on a cash basis no data were tab­
ulated as to the nature and extent of the items furnished by 
the landlord or as to the kind and amounts of the rentals pal~ 
In some instances, cash tenants paid their entire rental on 
the basis of the cropland; in others, the rental appeared to be 
primarily tor use of the farm as a place of residence. This 
latter was particularly true a.-ound urban centers and in indus­
trial and mining areas. For share-cash tenants the cash rental 
is often tor the buildings or tor pasture or hay land, the 
crops being rented on a share basts. However, share-cash ten­
ants represent all sorts of share ana cash rental combinations. 

Croppers, as in former censuses, are published separately 
only tor the southern States. In the northern and western 
states many of the share tenants whose landlords furnished the 
work animals were sons ot the landlord. Therefore, the basis 
used tor classifying croppers in the southern States was not 
generally applicable to the northern and western States. In 
the cotton-growing counties in southeast Missouri, however, 
the situation is much like that of the other upper Mississippi 
Delta counties. Therefore, supplemental data for croppers .in 
these counties are given in table 7. The united States totals, 

as sl:!own 1n the sllUJDI1ary. and di v1&1 on and s:tate table-a, are re­
stricted to croppers tn the sout!lle;rn states- a)ll(f tlter&:ll'Gl>I'e do 
not include thos:e shown for these seven li4'.1:SSOT!llrt tt»llmt:n.es. T!le 
1'1:1r!I1Shing ot tracto.r pow.er; in 118'1ll' orr! w01rk amiJlallls, was taken 
into account for the first time lm. till& ll!!!40: CelllisllllS m d&tel"­
m!ntng cropper operations. Ali.sc :!i.llll the l.!l*Jl C'eiDIStiS a sUght 
change in the rental agreements 1n s&veral ot the cropper 
areas was recognized and taken into aecauat 1n classttylng 
cropper farms. This change was the practice a:r charging a cash 
rental for noncash cro:ps such. as corn, 11ith the cash crop 
such as. cotton or tobacco remaining an a sl:\are basis. Where 
the amount ot cash was relat1vely small, and in all other re­
spects the tenant was a cropper, the operator was classed as a 
•cropper" rather than as a "share-cash tenant.• The number of 
such croppers was relatively small. Figures for this class of 
cropper are given by States tn table 6. 

"Other tenants,• as classified for the 1940 Census, in­
clude standing renters and tenants whose rental agreement was 
such that they dtd not fall tnto any ot the other subclasses 
of tenants, also those for which the method ot payment was un­
specified and was not determinable. 

The particular tenure classes tor which'data were classi­
fied and the basis of classification have varied somewhat !rom 
census to census. The particular tenure classes included in 
the reports for each census in their Ielatton to the 1940 clas­
sification are given in table 1. In tables 8, 10 to 12, and 
14 to 16, 1n which are presented summary data for the United 
States as a whole, comparable data are presented for the ear­
lier census years. Footnotes call attention to those classes 
for which the data are not considered as being entirely com­
parable. Classes that are not considered reasonably comparable 
are, in general, omitted from these tables. 

In the censuses ot 1880 and 1890 only two major tenure 
classes, owners and tenants, ·were recognized, and all tenants 
were classed either as renting tor a fixed money rental or as 
renting for a share of the products. Part owners and managers 
were first classified in the Census of 1900. The subclasses 
of tenants have varied considerably from census to census. 

In the historical tables, comparative figures are shown 
for cash tenants from 1910. Since tenants whose rentals were 
unspecified were included with cash tenants for 1900, 1890, 
and 1880, no data for cash tenants are shown for those years. 
The 1910 data tor cash tenants are not strictly comparable 
since they include standing renters. In the 1920 Census al­
though data for standing renters were tabulated separately, 
they were published separately only for the southern States; 
therefore, cash tenants for that year include standing renters 
for the North and West. Data for share-cash tenants were tab­
ulated separately only for the 1940, 1920, and-1910 Censuses. 
Comparative data :l'or'share tenants are available only for ~U 
In 1910 share tenants included croppers and prior to 1910 share 
tenants also included share-cash tenants. · 

Croppers were classified separately for the first time in 
the 1920 Census and data for this class have been secured at 
each succeeding census. For these censuses croppers have been 
shown as a separate subclass of tenants for the South only. In 
the Censuses of 1920, 1925, and 1930 croppers were defined as 
share tenants whose landlords furnished the work animals. For 
the Census of 1935, the schedule carried no inquiry in regard 
to the method ef paying rent and, therefore, croppers for that 
year included all tenants whose landlords furnished the work 
animals. The furnishing or tractor power was not taken into 
account in classifying croppers until the Census of 1940. 

Most croppers work under close supervision, and the land 
assigned each cropper by his landlord is often merely a part 
of a larger agricultural enterprise operated as a single work­
ing unit in respect to a central farm headquarters, to the 
control of labor, and to the managerial and supervisory func­
tions. Such a multiple-farm unit, generally designated as a 
plantation, may include operations of Share tenants and stand­
ing renters as well as that of croppers. A part or all of the 
farm implements and machinery and demestic animals may be fur­
nished the croppers 'or tenants and these may or may not be 
left in their possession. Cash or credit advances may be made 
by the landlord to or for the croppers' or tenants, and he may 
make expenditures tor them tor labor and fertilizer. In many 
such cases the crops wUl be marketed by the landlord. In many 
instances, the croppers or tenants and their families are also 
wage hands on the "home farm• of the plantation. 
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T~LE 1 -TENURE CLASSES INCLUDED IN THE REPORTS FOR EACH CENSUS, WITH THE NUMBER OF FARMS IN EACH CLASS! 1880 TO 1940 . 
1940 1955 1930 1925 1920 1910 l900 1890 l800 

OWners 

Full oliJlera Full owner11 Full OIID0%'8 Full owners 
Ollnere ...ming Olmero OIIDiDg 3,148,648 
entire .tana entire fam. 1 

OWners and 
3,0B4,138 3,210,224 2,9ll,644" 3,313,490 3,386,510 3,354,897 tenants 1 

55,299 Cultivated by CuJ.tmted b:r 
011llel'8 owners 

Part <>liMrs Part OlfJlera Part cnmera part; ownere OWners hiring Owners renting Part. <nmera 5,269,128 2,984,306 
add1 tionsl lBnd add1 tional lBnd 

615,039 sea,867 656,750 554,842 556,560 595,825 451,376 

Manager a Ilana gore ~era Ilana gars Jtanagers Jlanagers llan&gere 

56,351 48,1<>4 55,Be9 40,700 68,449 56,];04 59,085 

All tenanta All tenanta Tenanta Tenants 'l'enmzta Tenants Tenants Rented Rented 

2,561,271 2,865,155 2._,664,.365 2,462,608 2,454,804 2_,354,676 2,024,964 2,294,913 1,024,601 

Cash Caah - Caah 751,665 Rented for fixed Rented ror :fixed Cash Caeh Caeh -480,009 712,294 money value money rental <'> (Includes etand- (Includes stand-
514,438 489,210 .'195,452 (Includes stand- ing renters and 1ng renters :tor 

ing renters) unspecified ten- 454,659 322,557 
North and West) ants) 

Bhruoe-aaah (") (") (") Share-cash Sb&re-eash 

VS,llll'k 127,822 128,466 
Share 

Share (") (2) (2) Bhare 1,275,299 Rented for share Rented for share 
or products of products 815,:799 1,117,721 Share (Inclodeo shore-

840,254 702,244 cash tenants) cropper.a (South Croppers (South .Croppers (Soath t!roppera (South Croppero (South 1,599,923 ~) ~) ancy) ~) ancy) 

541,291 716,256 :776,278 623,058 561,091 

Standing renters (Standing renters (South only) inclnded with (Includod nth Other (•) (2) (2) 104,996 caeh tenants) cash tenants) (Included in (Iocluded in 
above tenant. above tenant 2ll,:L38 

Unspecified U118pecl.!ied 
classes) cla.a.ses) 

63,165 ll3,993 

1 •OWner aDd tena.ntW .!'am8 -were operated j~ by the owner and a tenant 110rk:l.ng £or a share o£ the products. This tenure class was recognized in the instructions to 
eumaeMtor.s i"or bath GJ.e .l5lO and 1900 censuses. Inasmuch as the nu:mber of such cases was very l..ia1 ted and the owner 11'88 often a parent and the tenant a son, thia class 
....., eonaolidated. in -the 1~ >:epOrts 'ldth :rams operated by ~eir o1111ers. 

:a For 1935, All teruu:ltfJ other than croppers were publ.ished aS •Other tenanten; for 1950 and 1.925, all. tenants otner than cash tenants and croppers were published as 
•other tenants.• , 

Some believe croppers ought ~ot to be considered as ten­
ants but as hired hands recelvlng a share of the crop in lieu 
of a wage, and that the land worked by each cropper ought to 
be considered as a part of the landlord's farm rather than as 
a separate farm. There are several reasons why lt is not de­
sirable to do this. A cropper differs from a wage hand 1n tlJat 
his payment is not fixed but involves rlsk and therefore he 
partakes someWhat ot the nature of an entrepreneur, The laws 
of some States define sharecroppers as tenants, others hold 
that sharecroppers are laborers, and in still others their 
status hinges on whether they pay or receive a share of the 
crop. Also, many cropper operations are not a part of a mul­
tiple-farm unit. Where the cropper operations ar~ a part of a 
plantation set-up there is often but little difference between 
the croppers and the share tenants or standing renters on the 
same plantation. In considering each cropper operation as a 
separate farm, it was possible to retain comparability with 
previous censuses. It croppers had been considered as other 
than farm operators, labor and other statistics would also have 
been upset. However, in order to make possible a statistical 
treatment of each plantation operation as a unit and to avoid 
the danger of duplications and omissions in the returns, a 
Plantation or Multiple-Farm Unit Schedule was used in the 
southern States to supplement the information Obtained tor the 
individual farms included in the plantation. 

Data are shown for "Other tenants• tor 1920 and 1910 al­
though the data are not strictly comparable. Those for 1920 
exclude standing renters for the northern and western States 
and those for 1910 ~xclude all standing renters. 

Farms. farm acreage. and specified farm values.-­
Data presented 1n this. chapter by color, tenure, and race of 
farm operator include the number of .farms (identical wlth the 
number of farm operatorsh all land in farms, 6 classes or farm 
laad according to use in 193~, the value of the farm (land and 
buildings), the value of the buildings alone, and the value of 
implements and machinery used. in the operation of the farm. 
Each of the 6 classes of land according to use are defined and 
discussed i'll chapter I of this volume. 

The 6 classes are: 

Cropland harvested-land !'rom which crops were harvel5ted in 1959. 
Crop .failure-land from which no crop was harvested in 1939 because of crop 

failure or destruction. 
Cropland idle or !allow-cropland lyi.ng idle or in summer fall.o• in 1.9'39. , 
Plowable pasture-land. used on.1y ror pasture or grazing in 1.959 which could be 

plowed and UBed for eropa Without addi~iona.l clearing, drainage, or irrigation. 
Woodlan!l. . 
All other land. 

Comparative data for number of farms are available by ten­
ure for all censuses from 1880. With a few exceptions, com­
parative data for the number, acreage, and value of farms and 
for the value of buildings and of implements and machinery·are 
available by color and tenure from 1900, and for specified 
classes of land according to use from 1925_ The values for 
buildings and for implements and machinery are available for 
1925 by tenure but not by color. These values were not secured 
for 1935. For 1925 cropland harvested, plowable pasture, and 
the value or farms are available for the United states as a 
whole by tenure but not by color. Comparative data for crop 
failure and cropland idle or fallow are available only ~or the 
Census of 1935. (Chapter III, p. 137, or p. 3,bulletinl 

Separate acreage figures have been secured for the owned 
and rented portions ot part-owner-operated farms beginning 
with the Census ot 1925. The value or the owned portion was 
secured for the first time in the Census of 1940• These data 
make· it possible to determine the total acreage and value of 
farm land operated by the owner and the total acreage and vaJDe. 
of farm land rented by the operator. The value of the rented 
portion is secured by taking the difference or the value or 
the owned portion and the value of the entire farm. 

Farms and farm acreage by tenure of the farm opel'­
ator.- Ot the 6,096-,799 farms in the United States on April 1, 
1940, owners operated 60.7 percent; managers, 0.6 percent; and 
tenant~ 38.7 percent. Although there were fewer farms in 1940 
than in 1930 ·there were more owner operators. Much ot the in­
crease in owner operators was in the sou1;hern States. Howe-ver, 
29 or the- 4B States showed net increases for the decade in the 
number ot owner operators. The largest decreases in owner­
operated farms were in the northern Great Plains. 
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NUMBER OF FARM OPERATORS, BY TENURE, AND PERC~::NT OF· TENANCY, FOR THE UNITEJ) STATES: 
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The relative importance of the principal tenures from 1880 
is shown in the accompanying charts. The decade 1930 to 1940 
is the first to show a decrease in tenancy. The 1935 Census 
showed a decrease in the percentage of tenancy, but not in the 
number of tenants. The 1940 Census showed a decline both in 
percentage and number. In 1940 there were 11.4 percent fewer 
tenants than in 1930. The decrease in tenancy was due largely 
to fewer tenants in the southern States·. In most of the north­
ern and western States the proportion of tenant-operated farms 
continued to increase. However, there was little change in the 
proportion of tenancy in the northeastern and Middle Atlantic 
States, and in the eastern Corn Belt. The largest increases 
in tenancy were in the northern Great Plains. In North Dakota 
the proportion of tenant-operated farms increased from 35.1 
percent to 45.1 percent and in South Dakota, from 44.6 percent 
to 53.0 percent. 

For the Unl~ed States as a whole, owner-operated farms 
average larger than tenant-operated farms. For the North and 
West, except for the Mountain States, however, tenant-operated 
farms tend to be larger than owner-operated farms. In these 
areas tenant operators, even though their capital 1s more li~ 
ited, operate larger acreages than owners. Much of the capital 
of owner operators is tied up in land and buildings. 

Tenant operations in the South represent, in general, an 
entirely different situation than for the North and West. Many 
tenants in the South have little or no working capital, as in­
dicated by the large proportion of cropper operators. Also, 
in this general area, cotton and tobacco are the principal 
cash crops, both requiring much hand labor. For these reasons 
tenant-operated farms in the South tend to be small. The pro­
poruton of tenancy is high in this area amounting to 48.2 per­
cent of all farm operators. Approximately 44.9 percent of all 

c==J MANAGERS ~ TENANTS 

cropland harvested in the southern States is on far~ of ten­
ants or' c·roppers. Although less than one-half of the rarms in 
the United States are in the South more than three-fifths of 
the tenants are in this area. Until 1935 each census showed, 
for the South, smaller farms on an average and a higher pro­
portion of tenancy. The larger &oldings were in process of 
being broken down into smaller units operated by tenants and 
croppers. In the past decade the tendency has been in the op­
posite direction, small farms being consolidated into larger 
units operated by the owner. A very large proportion of the 
decrease in tenant-operated farms has been in the number of 
croppers. 

Of all owner operators, 10.1 percent were renting addi­
tional land on April l, 1940. These part owners operated 
larger acreages, on an average, than either full owners or 
tenants. Part-owner-operated farms are most prevalent in the 
States west of the Mississippi River, particularly in the Great 
Plains section. Although there were somewhat fewer farms in 
this class in 1940 than in 1930 they included a larger acreage. 

On APril 1, 194~ there were 36,351 managed farms in the 
United States or 0.6 percent of the total number of farms. 
However, these contained 6.3 percent of all the farm land. 
Managed farms are very diverse as to type, many representing 
countr:l' estates and institutions on Which often there is little 
in the way of agricultural operations. They also include many 
large corporation farms haVing extensive agricultural opera­
tions. For a considerable number of operations, it was not 
easy for the enumerator to distinguish whether or not they 
were managed. This was particularly true where a caretaker or 
hired laborer did most of the farming operations with varying 
degrees of supervision on the part of the employer. Enumera­
tors were instructed that, "Caretakers and hired laborers 
should not be confused with managers. Usually a hired manager 
is not employed unless the returns received from the farm jus­
tify such employment. A caretaker who has the use of land 
in payment, or partial payment, for his services should be 
considered as a tenant." The comparability of data for managed 
farms from one census to another may have been affected to a 
considerable extent by the way these borderline cases have 
been handled. 

Of the subclasses or tenants, share tenants, exclusive of 
cropper~ are the most prevalent group comprising 34.5 percent 
of all tenants in the United States. Croppers are second in 
importance representing 22.9 percent of the total, followed by 
cash tenants with 21.8 percent and by share-cash with 11.8 
percent of the total. Share tenants and cash tenants are im­
portant groups in all States. Share tenants, exclusive of 
croppers, are the dominant type of tenant· in Kentucky, Ohio, 
Indiana, Michigan, and most of the Great Plains and Mountain 
States. Croppers are the dominant type of tenant in most of 
the southern States and ~omprise 37.3 percent of all tenants 
in that area. Cash tenants are the do~inant type of tenant in 
most of the leading dairy States, including Wisconsin, Minnesota. 
ani! all of tl)e New England and the Middle Atlantic States, and 
in West Virginia, the Pacific States, Arizona, and Nevada. 
Share-cash tenants are of especial importance in the Corn Belt 
and in the eastern Great Plains and are the dominant type in 
Iowa, Illinois, Nebraska, and South Dakota. 
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Specified farm values by tenure of the farm oper­
ator.--When comparing the specified values of farm property 
by tenure of the !arm operator it should be kept in mlnd that 
these do not represent the comparative investments of operator.s 
ot the different tenures. Often much of the implements and 
machinery as well as the land and buildings are rurnlshed to 
tenants by their landlords. This is particularly true of crop­
pers and may explain why the percentage of croppers reporting 
implements and machinery is so much lower than tor the other 
'tenure groups. The implements and machinery, being furnished 
by the landlord, were probably kept at the plantation head­
quarters and would therefore be reported on the "home farm." 

For most States, both the per farm and per acre values ot 
· land and buildings averaged higher tor tenant-operated farms 
than tor 6wner-operated !arms, although the per farm value or 
owner-operated farms averaged higher for the United States as 
a whole. This apparently anomalous situation results because 
mos·t of· the tenants in the United States . are in the South and 
the tenant farms in that general area tend to be small. The 
bu:Udings tor owner-operated tarms generally had a higher av­
erage value than tor tenant-operated farms. Also the value or 
implements and machinery averaged higher for owners than tor 
tenant-operated farms. 

Part-owner-operated farms, being larger, had higher aver­
age values per farm than did tull owners. Generally, the value 
per acre, however, was lower for farms of part owners than tor 
tal:ms·:6t full owners. Thls difference may be due, in part, to 
a t6Ed~cy•on the part of a few part-owner operators to report 
the. value or the. owned portion as the total value or the farm. 
The inQUiry in regard to the value of the owned portion of 
part-owner-operate~ farms, included on the 1940 Farm and Ranch 
Schedule,· is belie'ved to have reduced but not to have entirely 
eliminated this tendency. The per farm values tor managed 
tarms: _gerierany exceeded by far those tor all or the other 
tenure classes. 

The· -li'elat1ve. average values of land and buildings and of 
tmplements and machinery tor the various subclasses of tenant 
farms varied considerably from State to State. For most States 
fa~'qp~rated by _share-cash tenants had higher values, on an 
average, than did farms of share tenants and these, except in 
the s·outh, generally averaged higher than farms of cash ten­
ants. Cropper farnis had much lower values on an average 'than 
did other tenant farms.· 

Farms, f~rm· acre~e, and specified farm values by 
color and tenure, and by race and tenure of the farm 
operator.-- on April 1, 1940, there were 719,071 nonwhite farm 
operators in the United States. These nonwhite farm operators 
were c+assed by tenure and are presented by divisions and 
States· in..... table 21. White operators by tenure are shown in 
table 20. Data tor farm 'acreage and specified farm values are 
presented by tenure ror white ·and for nonwhite operators in 
tables 22 and 23 for each of the southern States and for each 
geographic divi:sion.. Only totals for white and for nonwhite 
operators are snown in these ·tables for each of the northern 
.and western S~ates. Farms QY race of ~perator with nonwhite 
races classified by tenure are presented by divisions and 
States in table 26. Farm acreage and specified farm values for 
each of the nonwhite races are. presented by divisio~s and 
States in tables 27 to 30, inclusive. In these tables, the 
da:ta for each race are presented by tenure for each State where 
50· or mo~e ~arm operators of that race were reported: Data by 
color and by race of the farm operator with comparative data 
:t'r>om 1900 are pres~ted for the Urtited States in tables 8, 10 
to 12, and l!4. 

Nonwhite farm operators comprised 11.8 percent of the to­
tal ·Of all farm operators in 1940. The number of nonwhite farm 
operators recorded at th1s census was the smallest ever re­
corded since ce~us. data were first secured by c~lor'of the 
rarm operator in 1900. The 1910 Census snowed an increase in 
the number or nonWhite oP.erators or nearly 20 perqent over the 
number reeorded in 1900. In the decade Which followed there 
was a slight increase, but each' census since 19~0 has shown a 
decline. The north~rn and western _states, however, continued 
to show an increase in number or nonwhite operators through 
1935 but a decline was recorded in the Census of 1940. Most 
of the decline in number or nonwhite operators for the country, 

as a whole, since 1920 was in the decade 1930 to 1940 when the 
number of nonwhite operators dropped 196,999, or 21.5 percent. 
White operators increased 0.1 percent during that decade. The 
decline in the number of nonwhite operators was largely in the 
South and resulted almost entirely from the loss of Negro ten­
ants, particularly croppers. 

Most or the nonwhite o~ors are in the States designated 
as "the South." In these States approximately one-fourth of 
all operators were nonwhite and nearly all the nonWhite oper­
ators were Negroes. In Mississippi more than one-half of all 
farm operators were nonwhite. In the northern and western 
States only 1.3 percent of all farm operator~ was classed as 
nonwhite. In these State~ in general, Indians comprised a rel­
atively larger proportion of the total nonwhite operators than 
in the South. In the West North Central States approximately 
2 out of 5 nonwhite operators were Indians,and in the Mountain 
States about 16 out of 17 were Indians. In the Pacific 
States the number of Japanese operators exceeded that of DXUan 

operators. 
In most areas, farms of nonWhite operators averaged much 

smaller in size than did farms or white operators. The average 
values per farm of land and buildings, of buildings only, and 
or implements and machinery, were also lower than for farms 
or White operators. Relatively few nonwhite operators were 
owners. The prq>Ortlon of tenancy was 71.9 percent for nonwhite 
operators as compared with 34.3 percent for white operators. 

Negro farm operators accounted for approximately 19 out of 
20 nonwhite farm operators in the United States. Since such a 
large proportion of the nonwhite operators are Negroes the 
comparisons given above for nonwhite operators apply, in ~ 
to Negro !arm operators. 

In 1940 there were 29,742 farms in the United States oper­
ated by Indians. Each census has shown an increase in the 
number or Indian operators, except that of 1920. In that year 
the fewer number of Indian operators recorded was largely at­
tributed to a difference in the method of enumerating Indian 
reservations, many reservation groups being enumerated as 
single farms in that year. Comparability or data for other 
census years may also be affected somewhat for a few areas by 
differences in the enumeration. Consequently the figures may 
not, in all instances, necessarily represent changes in the 
number of Indians actually engaged in farming. More than 5 
out or 6 Indian operators were classe~ as owners. In this con­
nection it should be pointed out that allotted Indian lands 
were considered as owned whether the allotment was in tee, in 
trust,·or merely a simple designation of a certain acreage as 
the place or residence or agricultural activity or the opera­
tor. Also, each Indian having sufficient livestock operations 
on unallotted reservations, National forests, and public do­
main to classify ~s a farm, but with no allotted or rented 
land, was classed·as an owner operator. Arizona, New Mexico, 
Oklahoma, North Carolina, and South. Dakota, in the order named, 
led in the number or Indian farm operators. These 5 States 
accounted tor 76.3 percent of all Indian ~arm operators in the 
United States, 

Of the 6,978 Japanese farm operators in the United States, 
5,135 were in California, 706 in WaShington, 290 in Colorado, 
and 277 in Oregon, and they comprised 76.3, 46.8, 72.1, and 
44.5 percent, respectively, or the total nonwhite fa~1 opera­
tors in these States. Most of the Japanese farm operators were 
tenants. The Japanese-operated farms were, in general, small, 
averaging only 50 acres, but w1 th most or the land used ror 
crops. The per acre value of these farms averaged considerably 
higher in most instances than di~ other farms in th~ same ~ 
The number of Japanese farm operators recorded in the Census 
of 1940 wa~ 19.5 percent higher than in 1930 and was greater 
~an that recorded tor any previous census. 

Each census has Shown a decline in the number or Chinese 
farm operata~ o~ly 327 being reported in the United States in 
1940. Most of these were tenants. The Chinese-operated farms 
averaged op.ly 83.2 acres. or which 60.9 were ctqlland harvested. 

Data·for n~nwhite races, other than those already men­
tionea, were first secured in the Census of 1930. In 1940 
these "Other nonWhite• operators included 210 Filipinos, 19 
Koreans, 3 Hawaiians, 1 Oriental Indian, and 1 Siamese. In 
1930 there were 56 Filipino farm operators, 30 Koreans, and 1 
Hawaiian. 
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Owned and rented portions of farms operated by part 
owners.--The acreage and value of the owned and rented por­
tions of part-owner-operated farms are presented for the Uffited 
States in table 15 and by divisions and States in table 24. 
The proportions of owned and rented land in part-owner farms 
varied considerably for the various States. For the United 
States as a whole the acreage in the rented portion exceeded 
the acreage of the owned portion. However, the value of the 
rented portion was less than that of the owned. The average 
value of the owned portion was $25 per ·acre and of the rented 
portion $16 per acre. The lower value of the rented land may 
be attributed in part to a greater amount of improvements and 
of cropland on the owned portion. The rented acre~ge on part­
owner-operated farms, particularly in the western Great Plains 
and in the Mountain and Pacific States, included a high pro­
portion of grazing lands. 

The break-down of the part-owner-operated farms into the 
owned and rented portions makes possible a classification of 

all farm lands according to the tenure under which they are 
operated. Farm lands operated by the owner, consisting or larill 
in farms or full owners plus the land in the owned portion of 
yart-owner-operated farms, amounted to 49.7 percent of the 
total farm land in the United States. The value of this land, 
including the buildings thereon, amounted to 56.1 percent of 
the value of all farms. Land rented by the farm operator, com­
prising land in farms of tenants and the rented portions of 
part-owner-operated farms, accounted for 44.1 percent of all 
farm land and to 39.6 percent of the value of all farms. Tne 
remaining farm land, that operated by managers, represented 
6.3 percent of the total acreage and 4.3 percent of the total 
value. Farm land operated by the owner had an average value 
of $35.81 per acre as compared with $28.52 for that rented by 
the rarm operator. 

Cash rent. -The cash rent paid or payable by cash ten­
ants and by part owners renting on a cash basis is shown for 
the United States in table 16 and by divisions and States in 
tables 31 and 32. Cash rent for irrigated farms is shown in 
tables 18 and 34. The schedule called for the rent paid for 
the year. This presumably referred to the current year, but 
the enumerator was not instructed as to Whether the question 
referred to 1940, 1939, or to some other 12-month period. The 
average rentals per acre varied greatly from State to State. 
In some areas, particularly near urban centers, farms were 
rented primarily for residential use and in such areas the per 
acre rentals were high. Also,. in some areas, the rented land 
was mostly cropland, while in others it ·consisted only of pas­
ture, or it was mostly rough or waste land. 

The differences in the per acre rentals for land rented by 
part owners and that rented by tenants may be attributed ~ly 
to differences in the land and to the fact that part owners 
often rent land on which there are no buildings. The per acre 
values or the rented portion of part-o~Tier-operated farms were 
generally lower than for the owned portion and also lower than 
for tenant-operated farms in the same area. The difference in 
the per acre rentals for land rented by part owners and for 
land rented by tenants was most pronounced in the western part 
of the Great Plains, and also, in the Mountain and Pacific 
States. In these areas much of the land rented by part owners 
was grazing land, while for most tenant operators the farms 
included considerable cropland and also farm buildings. 

Variations in the cash rent per $100 of value may be due 
in part to differences in che general level of investment re­
turns for the different sections of the country; to values at­
tributable to other than the rental income from the property, 
such as values attributable to the presence of minerals; to 
differences in taxes; and to differences in improvemen~ since 
the rental usually takes into account depreciation or upkeep 
of such improvements. 

Irrigated farms by tenure of the operator.--Irrigat­
ed farms by tenure of the opera tor are dis cussed briefly alCIJg 

with the presentation of tables 17 and 18. 
Maps.-- Several maps presented in this chapter show the 

geographic distribution of farm operators by tenure, color, 
and race. These maps were prepared on a county unit basis. 
Thus, for the dot map showing the number of nonwhite farm op­
erators, where the scale of one dot equals 500 operators, any 
county having as many as 250 nonwhite operators but less than 
750 received one dot. Counties having less than 250 nonwhite 
operators received no dots. Thus for Kentucky, although there 
was a total of 5,547 nonwhite operators, only 2 dots were 
required as only 2 counties had as many as 250 nonwhite 
operators. 


