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UNITED STATES CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE: 1945

REPORTS ON AGRICULTURE

Volume I.-—Statistics for farms, acreage, value, characteristics,
livestock, livestock products, crops, fruits, and value of
farm products. This volume consists of 33 parts, comprised
of State réports with statisties for counties.,

Part 1. New Eangland States:” Part 13. Kansas

. Maine 14. Delaware, Maryland, and sttrlct
T New Hampshu'e . . of Columbia >
Vermont 15, Virginia and West Virginia
Massachusetts - "~ 16. Borth Carolina and South Carolina
Rhode Island . 17. Georgia
Connecticut -~ 18. Florida °
2. Middle Atlantic Stateés: ) 19. Kentucky
New York ) 20. Tennessee . N
New Jersey . ) 21, Alabama
Pennsylvania - 22, Mississippi
8. Ohio ) 23, Arkansas
4. Indiana ) . 24. Louwisiana
5.. Illinois ’ . ... 25, Oklahoma o
6. Michigan ~ ' 26, Texas N
7. Wiscomsin - " 27. Montana
8. Minnesota 28, Idabo
9. Iowa 29, Wyoming and Colorado

10, Missouri 80. New Mexico and Arizona
11. North Dakota and South "31. Utah and Nevada -

Dakota ' 82. Washington and Oregon
12, Nebraska 33. Calitornia.

,

Volume II.—General Report—Statistics by subjects for the United
States, geographic d1visions, and States (one volume)

Chapter I. Farms and Farm Property ) VI, Farm Facilities, Roa.ds, and
: II. Size of Farms Farm Machinery
o III. Color and Tenure of ) VII. Livestock and Livestock
. Farm Operator . Products
IV. Age, Residence, . Years ‘VEIX. Field Crops &nd Vegeta.bles
on Farm, and Work ’ IX. Fruits and Nuts, and
A off Farm = Horticultuyral Speecialties
V. Farm Population and . X. Value of Farin Products, and
Farm Labor Type of Farm’

SPECIAL REPORTS

Multiple-unit Operations—Units, subunits, acreage, value,‘chér-
' acteristics, specifiedcropsand livestock and value of: products.

Ranking Agricultural Counties-—The rank of the leading counties

in the United States in &griculture and agricultural products,
1945 and 1944, with comparisons, 1940 and 1939. ~

Reportfor 1945 Sample Census of Agriculture——statistics by States
for items for which data were ¢ollected on a sample bgsis and
date for farms classified by size of farm, color and tenure of
farm operator, type of farm, value of products, and economic
class.



LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
Washington 25, D. C.

June 20, 1947

Sir:

I transmit herewith a special report for the 1945 Census of Agriculture entitled
“‘Multiple-Unit Operations.”’ This report covers selected areas in nine Southern
States. Farm units operated by croppers and tenants in Southern States, even
though these cropper and tenant units comprised a part or subunit of larger operat-
ing units, have -been considered as separate tarms in the various censuses of agri-
culture. Requests for the tabulation of data on the basis of the actual operating
units resulted in the preparation of this special report. Statistics are given in this
report for some of the principal characteristics of multiple units and their com-
ponent subunits.

Legal provision for the 1945 Census of Agriculture was made by the Act pro-
viding for the Fifteenth Decennial Census, approved June 18, 1929,

The compilation of these statistics was made under the supervision of Ray
Hurley, Chief of the Agriculture Division, assisted by Henry G. Brown and Snider
W. Skinner, Agricultural Statisticians. Acknowledgement is made of the coopera-
tion and technical assistance in the planning and preparation of this report by Lee
E. Langsford, Roscoe ]. Saville, and J. J. Morgan of the Bureau of Agricultural
Economics of the United States Department of Agriculture.

Respectfully,

J. C. CAPT,
Director of the Census

HON. W, AVERELL HARRIMAN,
Secretary of Commerce
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 MULTIPLE-UNIT OPERATIONS

Introduction.~There exists in southern agriculture a
pattern of farm operation not found to any extent 1in other
parts of the United States., It-is an arrangement by which the
1andlord or operator provides capital and management, and share
croppers provide labor in carrying on farming operations on an
integral unit. This pattern 1is, in part, an outgrowth of the
abrupt change in the economic status of farm workers which de-
veloped Immediately following the Civil War. In thé shift in
the status of the workers from that of slaves to that of freed-
men, it .became necessary for landowners to develop new arrange-
ments in order to continue farming operations. Under the-new
arrangement, landowner and worker continued to farm the same
land resources. In the early stages of the development of this
system, plantation-operators frenuently did not have suffi-
clent funds or credit to pay cash wages while the crop was being
.madée and to meet other_production expenses. Croppers did not
have the funds or managerial experience to set themselves up as
', independent farm operators, but they and their families were
Awable to supply labor to operate the multiple unit. They 1ived

on the place, usually recelved advances for the purchase of
food and other items, .and obtained a share of the crop, or pro-
ceeds therefrqm, as a return for their labor. Under ~this sys-~
tem, the cropper partlally shared In the economic risks brought
about by changing prices and fluctuating ylelds. In the trans-
1tion to this pattern of farm operation, the working of the land
has not been copfined to Negroes as many white farmers are re-
corded as croppers in the censuses of agriculture.

Plantation agriculture in which the land 1s regarded as a
unit for gemeral administration, even though farmed with crop-
pers, or other classes of tenants, has continued to exlist. Also,
other tracts of land not locally thought of as plantations, but
éncompassing more than one farm, as defined for Census purpocses,
are  opgrated as a unlt from the standpbint of the cropping
system or managerial or supervigsory functions. In many cases
the tenants under these arrangements are sﬁbjected to as close
supervision by the owner, general lessee, or hired manager as
that to which wage laborers are subjected either on the same
farms, in the same local area,or in other parts of the country.

This basis of farm operation caused 'sharp changes in the
statistics reported ' because the operating unit which had been
enumerated as one "farm" under .slavery conditions became many
farms aceording to the Census. definitions. A "farm" for Census
purposes is, -in brief, a tract of land on which some agricul-
tural operations are performed by one. person, either by his.own
labor alone or With the agsistance of wunpald members of his

’household or hired employees. Under this definition, each tract
of land operated by a tenant—whether a renter in a more re-
stricted meaning of the word "tenant" or whether a share crop-
per—has ‘been considered as a separate farm,

The tract of land operatéd by each cropper or other class
of tenant has been recorded @s a separate farm even though a
part of a 1arger€%perating unit.,
land thet. is actually assoclated with the operating wnit (here-
after designated as multiple unit), it is necessary to record
all land other than that assigned to croppers or tenants as the
home farm. Sometimes no crops are grown on the home farm; in
other " ¢ases, only feed crops are grown; and, in st1ll other

cases, a part or all of the cropland is used ror the growing or'

cagh crops with the help of wage hands. The cropper parts of
the multiple unit often haveé no work stock or machinery to re-
port as the operator of the multiple unit furnishes the work
power and machinery. Such work stock and machinery, in.accord-
ance with the instructions to report these items on the schedule
for the unit or fdrm where they are kept, are usually reported
for the home farm. Thus, néither the home farm nor the other
Subunits of a multiple-unit operation, when enumerated individ-
ually, represent complete operating units.-

Sharing in the proceeds from the crops grown provides an
Incentive for the croppers -to follow good husbandry under the

' units elsewhere in the United States.

In order to enumerate all the.

multiplé—unit operator's direction and assists in holding the
croppers on the place until completion of the harvest. The
usual share for the cropper is one-half of the crop, but many
variations occur because of variation in the amount of the pro-
duction items each participant furnishes and for other reasons.
Each cropper - is charged with his share, usually one-half, of
the fertilizer used and, in the case of cotton, he may pay a
share of the cotton-ginning cost,.

Multiple units are closely assoclated with _the production
of major crops in the South that have high“labor requirements.
Cotton and -tobacco have been important cash crops grown under
the cropper system; consequently, cotton- and tobacco-growing
areas are the centers of high concentration of multiple-unit
operations. (See figures 1 to 4.) Machinery and work power re-
quired for these two crops have been such that they can be used
offectively by croppers. Sometimes the work stock and imple-
ments are kept at the cropper farmstead, particularly when no
home farm exists, but usually they are kept on the home farm
and the cropper goes there to get:the work stock and implements
needed for each day's work.

" The concept of a farm as being a tract of 1and on which the
agricultural operations are performed by one person, either by
his own labor or with the assistance of unpaid members of his
family or hired labor, must be complied with under the present
procedure for the taking of a census of agriculture, Statistics
collected in this manner are useful ' in comparing the contri-
butions of capital, management, and labor to agricultural oper-
ations; In comparing the shares of income accruing to the vari-
ous tenure groups; and 1in comparing characteristics of farm
fanilies. However, it has long been recognized that this con-
cept of a farm is inadequate for comparing information relative
to the organization and income for complete operating units
when some operating units are comprised of several subunits
designdted as farms under the Census definition. When subunit
operations are combined into complete operating units (multiple-~
unit operations), comparison may be made with other operating
units not only within the same area but also with operating
It is the operating ar-
rangement, not the size of the land holding, that furnishes the
basis for the consolidation of subunits into multiple units in .
ordqr to obtain over-all statistics on an operating-unit basis.

There are different degreses of management exercised by
landlords, or hired manégers, over thelr croppers or other
c%asébs of tenants. In most cases, the croppers are closely

supervised in such matters as when . to plant, fertilize, cul-

tivate, or harvest _their crop. In many cases, the wishes of
the cropper are ascertained before the landlord sells the crop;
and some croppers may have the privilege of marketing their
share of the crop when and where they choose. On some planta-
tions "renters" are supervised about as closely as croppers.,
However, most renteéers and some croppers are subjected to very
little supervision at any time. Between these two extremes—on
the one hand, very close supervision and direction on the part
of ‘the laendlord in all or most phases of crop production and,on
the other hand, little or no supervision or consultation cou-
pled with freedom in marketing-—are varying desrees or direc-
tion, consultation, etc. .

DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATIONS

‘The descriptive terms and explanations which follow refer
principally to multiple units and single units, -as used in this
report, and to their relatlon'to comparable 1items shown in
volumes I and II of the reports for the 1945 Census of Agricul-
ture. All 1tem§ for which the table descriptions are consid-
ered inadequate are discussed. The exact phrasing of the
inquiries and the instructions for enumerating farms and multi-
ple-unit operations appear in the facsimile of the 1945 Farm and
Ranch Schedule shown in the Appendix to this volume.

VII
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FIGURE 2

FARMS OPERATED BY CROPPERS*
NUMBER, JANUARY 1, 1945

UNITED STATES TOTAL
432,15
# CAOPPERS INCLUDED WATH SHARE TENANTS ™

THE HORTH AND WEST EXCEPT 5,563 GROPPERS
W 7 COUNTIES M SOUTHEASTERN MrSSOUR

U 8 BEMATONT Of COMMERE

I DOT+250 FARMS
*(OOUNTY UNIT BASIS)

FIGURE 3

PEANUTS FOR ALL PURPOSES™
ACREAGE. 1944

UNITED STATES TOTAL
4,052,028

GROWN ALONE AND-WITH
OTHER CROPS

1 DOT= 2,000 ACRES
{GOUNTY UNIT BASIS)

U8, OCPARTINT OF. CONMERCE “PREAU OF ThE CANSUS.

FIGURE 4

COTTON HARVESTED
ACREAGE, 1944

UNITED STATES TOTAL

18, 961, 891 1 Do(moge u:&)RES
¥ & SEPAATMINT OF emantnet ¥ w e g
Multiple-unit operations.—For the Census of 1945, the

following definition of a multiple-unit operation was decided
upon after ‘consultation of members of the. Bureau of the Census
with representatives of the United States Department of Agri-
culture, State agricultural workers, and farm operators:

"pA multiple-unit operation is one in. which two or more subunits are
handled as a single-farm enterprise. It usually involves supervi-
sion of cropper or tenant operations and central oontrol of such
items as sale of produots, work power, machinery and equipment,orop
rotation, or purchase of supplies. A multiple~unit operation con-
sists of two or more subunits, one of which must be & cropper or

tenant operation under the close supervision of the multiple-unit -

One of the subunits may consist of land worked by the
Plantations .should usually be

operator.,
operator, his family, or wage hands.
reported as multiple-unit operations."

The facsimile of the schedule and accompanying instructions
used 1In the 1945 Census of Agriculture shows that the book=~type
schedule contained 20 numbered lines and, at the bottom of each
page, 4 lettered lines. The numbered lines were to'be used for
enumerating farms other than multiple-unit operations and for
enumerating the subunits (each cropper, renter, and home farm)
of multiple-unit operations. The 1lettered 1lines were to be
used for enumerating the over-all operations of the multiple
units, Under this general plan, provision wes made for the
enumeration of farms in accordance with the definitions used in
previous censuses of agriculture and also for the enumeration
of multiple-unit operations in the following States:

Alabama Louisiana South Caroline
Arkansas Mississippi Tennessee
Florida Missour! Texas

Georgla North Carolina Virginia
Kentucky Oklahoma

' cropper

TOBACCO HARVESTED
AGREAGE. 1944

UNITED STATES TOTAL 1 DOTe 1,000 AGRES '

1,630,221 TGOUNTY UNIT BASIS)
WS JEPIATMEAT 6f commEnct ~oomgav of Te cewsu

Beveral of the above States were included, not because of the
widespread occurrence of multiple-unit operations, but because
the Farm and Ranch Schedule for 1945 was regionalized from the
standpoint of kinds of*crops gfown in a general area.

Based on the definition above, the term "multiple uunit,"
as used throughout tkis report, relates to two or more subunits
combined Into one operating unit. One of the subunits 1s usu-
ally the "home farm."

Subunit.-=The term "subunit" is ,ased to denote a component part of
a mltiple-unit operation. The component prarts of a multiple unit ar(
two or more farms as defined by +the Census ~“of which one must be ¢
or tenant <farm. One of these Census <farms is usually the

"home farm." ‘

Home farm.--The term "home farm" refers to ‘that part of the multd.
ple unit handled by the multiple-unit operator with the help of family
and/or hired labor. It usually contains the home of +the multiple-unit
opsrator or the headquarters where work stook and equlpment are kepi
for the entire operation. The home farm includes all the land asgso«
clated with the over-all multiple-unit operations not assigned ¢
other subunits, ' :

With croppers often .reporting only cropland in their sub-
units, the home farm often represents the difference between
the total land in the multiple unit and the cropland assigned
to croppers or other classes of tenants, A home farm, when
reported, was 1included as a subunit of the multiple-unit
operation, ) ) )

Some multiple-unit operators assign all of the land to crop-
per and tenant subunits. Such multiple units are without a home
farm and, in most of such cases, the multiplé-unlt operator
does not live on the farm or multiple unit. The number of home
tarms, therefore, 1is less than the number of multiple wnits,

§ingle unit.—A "single  unit" is a farm whioh is. operated as a
oomplete farm business by the operator, his fémily, or hired mirkers.



INTRODUCTION

in this report, represent farms ac-
definition which are independent of
multiple-unit operations. Since the operator of a single unit
may be of any tenure, "croppers" who are independent of any
multiple-unit operations .are counted as single units.

From these definitions and explanations, 1t should be clear
that the number of single uniys plus the number of multiple
wits does mbt equal the Census number of farms for any county
or State. However, since a multiple unit consists of a combi-
nation of Census farms, the number of single units -plus the
number of subunits of multiple units equals the number of Cen-~
sus farms in a county or State. '

. Unit.—The term "unit," as used throughout this report, relates to
an operating wnit. It 19 a complete farm business consisting of either

a single unit. or a multiple unit. Thus, edoh multiple-unit operation
is counted as éne unit. S

Single units, as used
cording to the -Census

A multiple-unit operator is the person who direots and supervises
the multiple~unit operatiens including the operations - of oroppers or
tenants. He usually has central control of such items as the sale of
produots, work power, machinery and equipment, crop rotations, or
purchase - of supplies. If the multiple-unit operator lives on the
multiple unit, he®has direct supervision of two or more subunit
operations, one of which 4s usuelly the land he operates with the
assistance of his femily or hired 1labor, If the multiple-unit oper-
ator does not live on the multiple unit, he must have direct super-
vision of two or more oropper or temant subunits that are handled as
one operating unit,

In this report, the term "multiple-unit operatér" refers to
the person, regardless of .residence or tenure, who directs the’
‘over-all operations of the multiple wnit.

A single-unit operator. i3 the pe_rsoh who operates & farm independ -
ently of any multiple operation. He directs the operations on the
1land worked by himself, his family, or hired laborers. This texm is ’
identical with the term "farm operator," as defined for Census pur-
poses. . -

Color of operator.--For Census purposes, farm operators are olas-
sified as "white" and "nomwhite." White, includes Mexioans; nonwhite
includes Negroes, Indians, Chinese, Japanese, and all other nonwhite
races. The color of a multiple-unit opeérator relates to the person in
control of the over-all operation. The oolor of a single-unit operator
relates to the person who direcots and controls a single-unit operation.

No data ars presented In this report conce}ning the cglor of
subunlit operators.

Tenure of operator.—The Census classifies farm opera-
tors according to the tenure under which they operate their
upits or farms. The several ‘tenure classes are defined as
follows: :

Full owners own all the land they operats.

Part owners own a part and rent from others the remaining part of

the- land they operate.

anagers operate units or fanns for others and are paid wages or
salaries “Por their services. Persons acting merely as caretakers
or hired as laborers are not olassified as ma(mgers.

Tenants operate hired or rented 1and only.

Cash tenants pay a oash rental, such as $10 per acre for the oxrop-
‘land or $500 for the use of the whole farm.

Share-cash tenants pay a part of thelr rai;tal in cagsh and & part
as a share of the orop or livestook production. '

Share tenants pay & share only of either the orop or the livestook"
produotion or both. .

Oroppers are defined as share tenants to whom their landlords fur-
nish all +the work animals, or <tractor power in lieu of work

_sented in the accompanying table.

IX

Traditionally, a cropper 1s a hired worker who 1is paid a
ghare of the crop in lieu of a cash wage. He differs from a
wage hand in that his payment 1is not fixed but depends upon
the quantity of crops he harvests and sells .and upon the price
he receives for the crops sold. The laws of some States define
a share cfopper as a tenant, others classify him as a laborer.
In most Stateb, questions as to his tenure status are declded
by the courts on the basis of whether he has title to the crop
and, upon harvest, pays the landlord - a share, or whether the
landlord retalns title to the crop and, upon harvest, pays the
cropper his share after deducting any advances in cash, credit,
supplies, etc. In order to facllitate the coding procedure, all
tenants with work power furnishéd, except those paylng cash

.rental only, were classified as croppers.

Other and unspecified tenants include those whose rental agreement
was unspeocified and those who could not be included in one of
the other subclasses.

The tenure of multiple- and single-unlt operators was based
on the above definitions and Tlassifications. Multiple-unit
operators are classified according to the tenure under which
they handle the over-all multiple-unit operation as a single
farm business. To determine the tenure of multiple-unit opera-
tors, the answers to several questions were examined from the
section of the schedule in which the over-all multiple-unit
data wers reported. Answers for comparable home-farm questions,
if there was a home farm, were considered also. The answers to
these principal questions were examined: "Soes this person rent
land from others?" "Name of landlord," "Acres rented," "Method
of rental," and "All work stock and tractor power furnished by
the landlord?"

No tenure data for subunits (component parts of multiple
units) are " presented in the county or type-of-farming area
tables. However, a Summary of the tenure of the subunit opera-~
tors, by States, for the area Included in the study, is pre-
It should be noted that.a
subunit is identical with a farm as shown 1In volumes I and II.
The tenure classification shown in the table is the sams as
that presented in the reports for the 1945 Census of Agricul-
ture. Since a home farm is classified as a subunit, the distri-
bution of subunit operators by tenure.includes the operator of
the home farm. The tenure of the home-farm opsrator is the same
as that of the multiple-unit operator with one exception: Soms
multiple-unit operators own all the land in the home farm and
rent from others all or a part of the land assigned to croppers
or tenants. Fully owned, partly owned, and managed subunits,
were generally included in multiple units, only as home farms.

Ake of operator.— Flgures are shown for four age groups of
multiple~unit and single-unit operators. Since the age of some
operators was not reported, the total number of operators for
these four age groups is less than the number of multiple and
single units. The data for multiple units relate only to the
multiple-unit operator.

Years on unit.-The schedule question on years on farm
called for the year in which the operator began to operate his
farm continuously. For multiple wunits, the figures represent
the year in which the operator of the multiple operation began
to operate the unit. No figures are shown for subunit opera-
tors. The figures given for "Less than 1 year" include all op~
erators reporting 1944 or 1945 as the year they began opera-

animals. P tions. In reporting the year when the operator began to operate
NUMBER OF SUBUNITS INCLUDED IN MULTIPLE UNITS, CLASSIFIED BY TENURE OF OPERATOR®, BY STATES: 1945
[The data given in this table relate only to'the area included in the multiple~unit study. See page XII for desoription of area]
TENURE OF TR OF : North South
OPERATOR OF SUBUNIT Total Aabama | Arkansas| Geacgia | Louisiana lﬂss}isaippi Hissourd Oarolina| Carolina| Virginia
ALL £enures. ... &uuuriinriveieteisrissasaiassiesanresncnsens] 568,224 55,668| 53,288 87,185 8,508 146,507 7,978| 87,141] 8,871 10,084
gull OWILBLSL e vsassensananssassnsnnonanne veavesd 98,188 8,896 4,928 19,088 8,085 21,592 847 19,051 15,58 2,399
BTL OWNOYB+ . 2sesseasnnssseanssssarssssenes eeesndd 120,848 1,784 908 1,754 701 2,045 210 1,758 1,522 218
Anlitge!'s--......'...........A................ T 2,237 150 312 Q2 214 750 28 161 207 $
ctenants................................n. eveesscorsesioans 440,954 41,888 47,148 85,763 31,508 122,120 7,088 86,171 51,804 7,462
s:ah BORANES. «vanssscrorssnasseercraoreasany ceecesreniined 20,688 6,094 1,527 5,587 834 4,696 281 284 2,086 119
share—oash LBNANLS. c v esreriannrds 8,729 225 1,085 135 . 899 7 308 222 350 8
Share BONENYE L eeeeeras crreee 65,858 7,285 7,512 8,884 5,388 15,17 1,382 11,@2] 10,50 801
otgspora................ Cerene 824,608 25,548| 34,628 50,6853 23,182 94,771 4,968 49,946] 34,780 8,180
T and wnepecified Lenantes..s.esrs 25,981 2,758 2,58 4,904 1,897 8,782 254 3,987 5,208 256

1The tenure of home-farm operators 1s ineluded. '
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the multiple unlit, there was a noticeable tendency to report
the year the operator first 1lived on the unit, regardless of
" whether he was the operator at that time or whether he had op-
erated the unit continuocusly since that date. Insofar - as the
results of +this inouiry are used to reflect the stablility of
operators on particular units, this tendency has had no appreci-
able effect on the usefulness of the figures, Date for the num-
ber of years on unit fcr multiple-unit and single-unit operators
are presented in four groups.

Restidence of operator.— Information was obtained in 1945
as to whether or not the operator of the farm resided -on the
farm he operated, The question read, "Does the operator live
on this farm?—(Yes or No)." Thls question applied to -operators
of multiple units as well as to operators of single wmits.

Work off unit.—Many unit operators supplement their farm
income with odd or spare-time jobs or businesses off the farm,
In some cases, the operator's principal source of income is
off-farm work, with farming activities only a secondary enter-
prise.

The 1945 Farm and Ranch Schedule called for the number of
days the operator worked off his farm in 1944 for pay or profit.
The schedule was so designed that the question was applicable
to multiple-unit operators as well as to single-unit operators.
Enumerators were Instructed that this question was Intended to
obtain a record of all the time spent off the farm 1In 1944 for
pay or profit. Work of the operator in cornnection with a £111-
ing station, store, garage,tourlst camp, or other nonfarm busi-
ness conducted at thé farm was considered as work off the farm.
Exchange farm work was not to be reported. Howevér, work on
another farm for wages was to be reported as work off the farm.
The flgures on the number of operators reporting'orr—rarm work
represent the minimum number of operators working off their
farms 1n 1944. Because a report was not secured for those op=-
erators not workihg off the farm, there 1s no accurate measure
of completeness of the reports for operators reporting off-farm
work.

For multiple units, data for days worked off the wnit are
presented only for multiple-unit operators. Since the number
of days worked off the unit 1is not shown for subunits, days
worked off single units plus days worked off multiple units
will not equal the totals shown in volumes I and 11 of the re-
ports for the 1945 Census of Agriculture.
of days worked off the farm by all subunit operators, including
the operators of home farms, of multiple units may be obtained
by subtracting the data for sitngle units from the comparable
totals shomn in volumes I and II. )

Units reporting. — The term "units reporting,” as used in
this report, indicates the number of units for which the speci-
fied items shown in the particular tables were reported. If
there were 250 multiple units in a county and only 175 of these
reported tractors, the number of multiple units reporting this
Item would be 175, In the tables presenting multiple-unit and
single-unit data, the term means either "multiple units report-
ing" or."single units reporting,” depending on the column head-
ing. The term "multiple units reporting” refers to the number
of operating units for which an item was reported, regardless
of the number of subunits reporting.

In the tables presenting data for "home farms" and "other

subunits,” the term "units reporting" is also used. The mean-
ing of the term is essentially the same as explained above ex-
cept that 1t relates to the number of home farms or other sub-
units (component parts of multiple units) reporting a particular
item.
’ Land in units, — The acreage designated as "All land in
units" includes all the land under the control of the operator
(cropland, pasture land, woodland, and all other land) that was
considered a part of his farming unit. However, large. areas of
timberland or other nonagricultural land held by an operator as
a separate business, and not used for pasture or grazing or for
any other farm purpose, were to be excluded. Land neither owned
nor leased but from which crops, including wild hay or prairie
grasses, were harvested was to be reported as part of the unit.

When cattle, sheep, or other 1ivestock was grazed or pastured
on land neither owned nor leased by the operator, such land was
not to be included as a part of the unit, '

For multiple units, "All land 1n units" includes not only

all the land associated with the home farm, but also all the

However, the number |

. because of low prices or lack of labor. -
.ed, even though the yield was very 16w, the land from which the
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land assigned‘ito cropber or tenant subunits.:urn ‘part 3,
"Table I.—Multiple Units Only," "Land in subunits" is shown
separately for home farms and other subunits,

_Cropland harvested.— The land from which cultivated crops
were harvested;- land from which hay (including wild hay) was
cut; and land 1n small fruits, orchards, vineyards, nursaries,
and greenhouses, When two or more crops were hatrvested 1in 1944
from the same acreage such acreage was included only once in
the acreage for cropland harvested, However, the acreage and
production of each individual crop were reported separately as
crops harvested. h

Cropland harvested, as shown for multiple ‘units, Includes
all land from which crops were harvested by the dpeérator,ehis
family,or hired workérs™plus ail the land from which crops were
harvested on units ‘that were assigned to croppers or tenants.,
For single units it 1ncludes all the land from which crops were
harvested by the operator with the assistance of his family and
hired workers. In part 3, "Table I.--Multiple Units Only,"
"Cropland harvested" is shown separately for home farms and
other subwnits,

Crop failure.-——The land from which no créps were harvested
in 1944 because of destruction by wind, hall, drought, floods,
‘insects, disease, or from any cause; or from failure to harvest
If a crop was harvest=

crop was actually harvested was included 1n the acreage for
cropland harvésﬁed, not ,crop fallure. The acreage designated
as crop failure does not represent the entire acreage of crops
which failed,but only that acreage of land in crops that failed
which was not successfully replanted to a crop that was harvest-
ed in 1944, Correspondence wlth individual operators indicated
that enumerators sometimes included under crop failure land

. which had not been planted to crops in 1944 because of rloods,

shortage of labor, or for other reasoms.

For multiple units crop fallure, as derined above, includes
all such land assoclated with all subumits of the multiple unit.

Cropland, idle or fallow.—Cropland which was lying idle
.or which was in cultivated summer fallow; or 1land on Wwhich
crops were planted for soil improvement or the prevention of
erosion, and which was not pastured, or from which no crop of
any kind was harvested in 1944. :

Cropland, idle or fallow -on miltiple units, incrudes all"
of such land associated with all® subunits ' of the multlple
operation.

Cropland used only for pasture.-—Cropland used only ron
pasture Iin 1944 that was plowed within the 1last 7. years. Al-
though practicaliy all such pasture 1s usually_assoqiated with
the homeé farm of a multiple unit, the figures presented in this
report include cropland pastured- for all subunits,i. e.,_ror the
entire multiple-unit cperation.

‘All other land.—For this report "All other .land" includes

411 land other than cropland harvested; crop fallure; cropland,
idle.or fallow; and cropland used only for pasture. Ip,this
category 1s included all other land used for pasture or grazing
in 1944; all wood 1lots or timber tracts, natural or planted(
cut-over land with young growth whether pastured or-grazed or
not; ‘and all wasteland,house yards, barnyards,feed-lots, lanes,
roads, ditches, etc. Such land reported for multiple wits in-
cludes all that associated with the home farm and all cropper
and tenant subunits of a multiple- -unit operation,

‘Farm labor.— The farm labor inquiry asked tfor separate
data for the number of persons 14 years old and over workihg on
the farm the equivalent of 2 -or more days during the week end-
ing January 6, 1946, for (a) operators, (b) unpald mémbers of
the operator's family, and (c) hired farm laborers, The enu-
merators were instructed to report the number of persons work-
ing at farm work, including farm chores, Inmates of institutions
and persons woPking at housework -and contract construction work
were not to be reported.

There was difficulty in securing accurate reports on farm
labor. 1In some cases, enumerators did not secure answers fo:
the inguiries and, in other cases, they included persons engaged
in housework, children under 14 years old, the maximum';number
of persons -employed during the year, or the operator' with -the
other family workers in additlion'to’ reporting him separately.
Although - such errors were usually detected during the editing
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process, adequate corrections could not always be made; conse-
quently, the data on farm labor,particularly the data on unpaid
members of the operator's family, are subject to considerable
reporting errors.

Another Inquiry on farm labor called for the total cash

paid 1n 1944 for farm labor (wage, contract, and plece-work
labor) Expenditures for machine hire and for any labor in-
cluded, 1n the cost of  such machine hire, and expenditures for
household and contract construction work were not .to be inclu-
ded, The.expenditures for farm labor - ‘represent the amount paid
in cash. For certaln types of labor, cash wages are often sup-
plemented with the furnishing of board, housing, preducts of the
farm for the use. of the laborer's famlly, feed, pasture for an-
imals, etc.

For multiple units these data relate to the totals for the

labor and wages that were reported for the home- ‘farim and other -

component subunits. In each case, the term "units reporting"
refers to the number of multiple units reporting any labor
(family or hired) and the total mumber of persons represents
all those on home farms plus all those on other component sub-
wits. The number of unpaid workers, as shown in the tables,
was obtained by tetaling all those workers reported for the
home farm (the operator and members of his family) and all those
reported for other component subunits (cropper and tenant
‘operators and members of their families) who did not receive
.wages. The number of operators shown as a subtotal of unpaid
workers in part 1,county table I, relates to multiple-unit op-
erators only; the number of \unpaia meribers  of the operator's
family includes all members of the multiple-unit operator's
family other‘than the operator and all. cropper and tenant oper-
ators and members of their families who did not recelve wages.
Hired workers rslate to the number of persons who worked on the
home farm for wages during the specified period plus any who
worked on component subunits for wages (hired by cropper and
tenant subunit operators). The amount of cash wages paid for
hired labor includes the total wages paid in 1944 for persons
working on the home farm and for all those working for cropper
and tenant operators of other component subunits,

Crops and livestoqk.-—For multiple units, information is
glven for the major. crops and classes of livestock. Correspond-
ing information 1s also given for single units. Data tor at
least three and a maximum of .four crops are presented for every
State, The acreage shown in the tables represents that harvested
in the crop year 1944, The acreagé presented for multiple units
represents the total acres harvested for the entire multiple
wiit., Thus, the acreage reported by the operator of the home
faim plus that reported for other component cropper or tenant
subunits éonstitutes the entire acreage harvested for the rml-
tiple-unit operation. The production for the various crops rep-
resents the quantity harvested during the 1944 crop year.

Data for only three classes of livestock (mules, horses,and
all cattle) are presented for multiple units. The numbers rep-
resent Inventories, as of January 1, 1945, of these classes of
livestock on multiple units and single unlts, regardless of
ownership. For multiple units, these totals represent an in-
ventory for each of these classes of llvestock on the homé farm
and on cropper and tenant subunits.

Value of farm products sold or used by unit households.—
The total value of farm products sold or used-on the farm is a
total of the tndividual reports of farm operators for the nine
value~of-products questions on the schedule, (See facsimile of
schedule shown in the Appendix.) The total value of farm prod-
ucts, or the sum of the value - of farm products sold and-the
value of farm products used by farm households,gives an approx-
lmate measure of gross farm income. For all the value-of-prod-
ucts questions, gross receipts or values were to be reported
without deductions for expenses of any kind, The enumerator
was also” instructed that, 1f the operator was a tenant, the
landlord's share should be included In reporting the value of
sales. The value-of-products figures do not include income from
nonagricultural sources,' such as work off the farm. Also, enu~-
merators were instructed not to include any goverhment payments,
such as go0il conservation or dairy production payments in the
value-of-products figures.

For multiple - units, the value of products represents the

" total for ~thé home farm plus the totals reported for cropper
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and tenant subunits. The Instructions to enumerators provlded
for a different procedure (see facsimile of the instructions).
In general, enumerators followed the plan of totaling the values
for the subunits to arrive at an over-all value for the multl-
ple unit. In constructing totals for multiple units in the ed-
iting process, 1t was impossible to follow a procedure other
than that of totaling the values reported for the subunits,

Fruits and nuts sold.—In general, the flgures reported
for these items-cover the value of all fruits and nutsharvested
in 1944 that had been, or were to be, sold, The value figures
on fruits and nuts cover all tree fruits, nuts, and grapes, as
well as small fruits, There was a noticeable tendency, In many
commercial fruit areas, for growers to report thelr net receipts
instead of the gross value of all fruit sold or traded.

Vegetables sold.—The values reported for this item rep-
resent the total value of vegetable crops harvested in 1944 for
sale, Irish potatoes and sweetpotatoes were not included under
vegetables, but were included under field crops.

Horticultural specialties sold. —Horticultural special-
ties included (1) crops grown under glass and propagated mush-
rooms; (2) nursery products (trees,- shrubs, vines, ornamentals,
etc.); and (3) flower and vegetable seeds, bulbs, and flowers
and plants grown in the open. The inguiry called for the value
of sales in 1944,

All other crops (field cropsi sold.-—This question
covers the value of the salés of field crops harvested in 1944,
such as corn, sorghums, small grains, annual legumes, hay, clo-
ver and grass seeds, Irish potatoes and sweetpotatoes, cotton,
tobacco, sugarcans, rice, etc. . The emumerator was Instructed
to include the value of sales of byproducts, such as cottonseed,
pea vines, etc., although no provision was made for reporting
the productien of such byproducts on the schedule. On some
schedules, the value of sales of cottonseed apparently was not
included Iin the value of fleld crops sold or traded.

Dairy products sold.—This question called for the value
of all dairy products sold or traded 1in 1944, including sales
of whole milk, buttermilk and skimmed milk, butterfat, and but-
ter. The value of dalry '‘products purchased for resale was to
be excluded.

Poultry and poultry products sold.-—Sales of ducks,
goese, guineas, pigeons, baby chicks, and poults were included,
as well as sales of eggs, broilers, fryers, other chickens, and
turkeys.,

Livestock and livestock products sold (other than dairy
and poultry).—This value question included the sale of horses,
mules, cattle and calves, hogs and plgs, sheep and lambs, meat
(except poultry), goats, goat milk, wool, mohalr, fur animals
in captivity and pelts, bees, and honey.

Forest products sold.—The sales of firewsod, fuel wood,
standing timber, sawlogs, veneer logs, pulpwood, mine props,
bark, charcoal, fence posts, railroad ties, poles and piling,
turpentine, resin, etc,

Farm products used by farm households.—This question
called for the value of products of the farm in 1944 that were,
or were to be, used by all households on the farm. The Tollow-
ing items were to be 1included in this question 1f consumed on
the farm where produced: meat, milk, c¢ream, butter, poultry,
oggs # Honey,_vegetables, frult, firewood, fuel wood, and Irish
potatoes and sweetpotatoes,

It should be made clear that for multiple units this item
included the value .of these products that were used by all
households on the "heme farm" subunit plus the value of these
products used by all the households on cropper and tenant sub-
units,

Units with no farm products sold or used.—These are
units for which there were reports of "none" for farm products
sold or used by uhit households. Such units include (a) new
units being operated for the rirst time in 1945, and (b) units
having a complete crop fallure 1in 1944 with no 1livestock or
livestock products sold and no value for farm products used by
unit households., Very few multiple units (two or more subunits
combined into one wni®) reported no income from farm products
sold or used by wnlt households.

Unclassified units.—When information on the farm pro-
duction -and value of farm products sold or used was Incomplete
or was not reportéd, the unit was designated as "unclassified.”
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A few single units could not be classified. However, no mul-
tiple wmits were unclassiflied, even though some component sub-
unlts were unclassified. -

Classification by type of unit.—All units have been
classified by type based on the source of incoms in 1944. The
type into which a multiple unit was classified depended upon
the source of income in 1944 for the home farm and the cropper
and tenant subunits combined into one operating unit. t

Multiple and single units were classified by type on the
sams basis of criteria. After eliminating "units with no farm
products sold or used" and "unclassified” units, the remainder
was separated into two groups: (1) wnits producing products
primarily for sale and (2) wnits producing products primarily
for home use. If the value of products used by unit households
was greater than the total sales, the unit was classifled as a
"unit producing products primarily for own household use,” i.e.,
for use by households on the multiple unit. If the value of all
sales was greater than the value of products for use of the
households, the unit was classified as a "unit producing pro-
ducts primarily for sale" and then furthsr classified on the
basis of the Source of income. The type into which a unit pro-
ducing products primarily for sale was subclassified was deter-
mined upon the basis of the followlng criterias

sales from

Frult-and-nut wits......e0vnen More than 50% of
frults and nuts.

Vegetable units............. ...More than 50% of sales from
vegetables, exclusive of

Irish and sweet potatoes.
Horticultural-specialty units. .More than 50% of sales from

horticultural products,
All-other-crop (field crop) :

L ¢ 5 28 o PP More than 504 of sales from
field crops, including Irish
and sweet potatoes.

Dalry UNILS.ueeiesnesonenenocas More than 50% of sales from
all dairy products.

........... More than 50% of sales from
poultry, eggs, etc.

Poultry wnits...... ’

Livestock units.....c.vevievnn. More than 50% of sales from
live animals, meat, wool,etc.

Forest-product wnits.v.....u... More than S0% of sales from
forest products.

General units.......... R No one gource contributing

more than 50% of total sales.

Examples: A undit with fleld crop sales of $900, livestock.
sales of $700, and & value of products used by unit households
of $200 would be classified as a all-other-crop (field-crop)
wiit. A wnit with fleld crop sales of $80C, livestock sales of
$400, poultry sales of $600, and a value of products used by
unit households of $200 would be classified as a general unit.

The terms "type of unit" and "type of farm" ugsed 1n the
value-of-products tables are not the same as the term "type-of-
farming area" used elsewhere in this report.

Size of unit.~Multiple and single units are classified
by size of unit on the basis of &ll land in the unit. All land
in multiple units includes the land in the homs farm plus the
land assigned to component cropper and tenant subunits.

Type-of -farming area.—Preceding the data for each“State
18 2 map delineating the type-of-farming areas used for this
report. These type~of-farming areas, designated by Roman nu-
merals, are those used by the Land Grant Colleges and the
United States Department of Agriculture., -Bhe boundaries of the
areas were verified by the respectivse Land Grant Colleges and
by the United States Department of Agriculture. -

Generally, the term "type~of-farming area" refers to a sub-
division within a State 1in which there 1s: general hompgéneity-
of economic and physical conditions. Usually thess conditions
include simllar characteristics of livestock, crop-production
practices normally followed, and of the pattern of natiiral re-
sources prevalling, For practical purposes, the boundaries for
these areas Tfollow county lines, even though natural divisions
seldom-follow the lines of political subdivisions.

PRESENTATION AND INTERPRETATION OF STATISTICS

Location of multiple-unit operations.—The general area
in which multiple-unit operations are important is shown by.
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figure 5. This area includes the counties in -which approxi-
mately 5 percent or more of the farm operabors), as reported in
the 1945 Census, were croppers.
of multiple unlts outside of this area, they are relatively
unimportant in relation to total units or farms.

The data presented in this report do not cover the entire
area of multiple-unit operations, but, in the main, they are
limited to entlre States, or parts of States, in which multiple-
unit operations are most important. (See figure 7.) Statistics
are included for 567 countles in nine States. Data are in-
cluded for all countles in Alabama, Georgla, Loulsiana, Missis-
s1pp1, and South Carolina, 46 counties in Arkansas, 7 in Mis—
sourl, 80 In North Carolina,‘and 18 in Virginia. 1In the four
States for which some countles were not 4ncluded in the report,
entire type~of-farming .areas, with two eXceptions, were In-
cluded. In a few areas in Arkansas and in North Cdrolina only
selected counties wers Iincluded becduse of the high percentage
of multiple units in these counties.

Presentation of multiple-unit statistics.—4%13 report
.contains all of the published data on multiple wnits for the

1945 Census of Agriculture., State and county data are pre-
sented in part 1, a series of four county tables. All of these
show comparisons for single wunits and for multiple units.
County table I gives the general characteristics of the units.
County table II presents the number of operators, all land in
multiple wnits, cropland harvested, and value of units (land
and buildings) by color and tenure of operator and ‘also Shows
the acreage and production of specifled crops and inventories
of livestock. Cownty table III presents the number, acreage,
value, and cropland harvested by size of unit based on the total
acreage in the unit. County table IV shows the value of farm
products by source of incomse.

Two groups of tables present statistics by type~-of-farming
areas, One group of five tables (comprising part 2) shows com-
parisons for single and multiple unlts; the other group of three
tables (comprising part 3), presents data for multiple units
only.

The tables presenting statlstics oy type-of-farming areas
include data for all of the items.shown in county tables I to
IV except the data for unpaid farm workers. In addiltion, these
tables show data for age, reslidence, and work off farm for
single~ and muitiple~unit operators, The tables also contaln
data showing the rrequency distributions for various items,
such as value of land and bulldings, cash wages paid, etc. Such
data ars not presented by countles because in many counties the
number of units was too small to Justify the publication of the
figures by counties.

Type-of-farming area tables I, II, III, and IV, contalin the
data for general characteristics of the units, tenure of opera-
tor, size, type of unit, and value of farm products. Type-of-
farming ftable V presents a-distribution of multiple units ac-
cording to the number of subunits in the multiple unit; i.e.,
2, 3, 4, 5-9, 10~19, and 20 and over subunits. The items shown
in table V include-acreage, valus of land and buildings, number
of dwellings, number of specified livestock, acreage and pro~
duction of specified crops, and value of farm products by source
of income.

"Table I.——Multiple Units Only" presents a -comparison -of

“the data for the "home farm" and "other subunits.® Information
is given for such items as total aecreage, acres of cropland
harvested, value of Implements and machlnery, dwellings, popu-

_lation, hired workers, cash wages, metor equipment, specified

.1ivestock and c¢rops, and value of farm products sold or used by
households. "Table II.—Multlple. Units Only" glves information,
by color and tenure of the multiple-unit operator, for tractors,
work stock, cattle, acreage and production ot specified crops,
value of farm products sold or used by households, and value of
farm products used by households. "Table III.—Multiple Units
Only" presents a distribution, by size, of the same items listed
for “Pable II.—Multiple Units Only."

Not all the material tabulated for multiple units and the
component subunits are presented in this report. For example,
data were tabulated separately for the characteristics of the
home farm and for the other subunits according to the distribu-
tion of the multipls units by the number of subunits as shown
in part 2, Type-of-farming area table V. Coples of the avail-
able, but unpublished, tabulated material may be obtained from
the Bursau of the Census for the cost of preparing the neces-
sary tables and making photostatic coples ‘therect-

'

While there Is a small number-



1o repregent a cropper operation.
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The distrivution of multiple units, according to the number
-of subunits per multiple unlt, is shown by figure 6. The rela-
tive importance of multiple units as reflected by the number
*of component subunits, 1s shown by figures 8 and 9. Other

measures of the relative lmportance of multiple-unit operations

are portrayed tor type-of-farming areas by figures 10 to 17.
These maps show the proportion of the total farm land . area in
multiple wunits, the proportions of the total corn, cotton, to-
bacco, and peanut acreages that were harvested on multiple
units, and the proportions of the number of tractors, work stock,
and cattle on multiple units.

) Interpretation of data for multiple units.-—In 1nter-
preting the data for multiple units, conslderation must be given
to the definitions used in connection with the 1945 Census of

Agriculture, how these definitions were applied by Census enu-
merators, and to the procédures used in the compilation of the”

data.
» The definition of multiple units was not clearly understood
by all Census enumerators in the multiple-unit area. In some
areas, enumerators assoclated multiple units with the size of
land holdings rather than with the operating criteria used for
determining the existence of multiple units. 1In other areas,
elther because of lack of understanding of the definition of a
multiple unit or for other reasons, some Census enumerators did
not enumerate any multiple units.

In order to Insure that data for multlple unitsmmre consist-
ent with data for component subunits and that the subunits of

- multiple units. were all properly ldentiried, it was -necessary .

to examine the reports for all farms in the multiple unit areas.
This examination involved the ldentifying of component parts of
multiple units and determining the correct over-all totals for
the multiple unit. To determine whether or not a Census farm
was a component 'part of a multiple unit, the answers to several
questions on the schedule were examined. These included (1) the
multiple-unit questions: on' page 1, columns - a, b, ¢, and d;
(2) the name of the person from whom the land was rented for
subunlts other than the home farm, as reported on page 1, column
37 {3) the name of .the operator of the home farm; page 1, column
1 (which should be the same as tne mame ©f the person from whom
the subunit operators rented land 1f there was a home farm);
(4) the method of rental-(cash, share, share-cash, other), page
2, column 16; and (5) whether all work stock and tractor power
were furnished by the landlord, page 2, column 17.

In the editing procedure 1ndividual farm reports enumer-

~ated as component parts of multiple unlts were retained or.

excluded from the multiple-unit operations. Editing clerks
identified and combined into multiple units other individual
farm reports that had not been 1listed by the enumerators as
component parts of multiple units., These clerks were instructed.
to adhere to the established definition of a multiple unit and
also to consider .the answers to the questlons listed in the
preceding paragraph. Some ténant operations, other than cropper
operations, were lncluded in the multiple units. When the com~
‘Ponents for a multiple unit included such tenant operations, and
there was no clear indication that these were independent oper-
ating units, they were retained as a part of the multiple unit.

In case the enumerator had not properly 1dentified or had
not. considered subunits as parts of multiple units, 1t was nec-
essary first to 1dent;ry all subunits comprising the multiple
units and 1to prepare a consolidated report for the multiple
unit. TPor two or more Census farms to be consolidated Into a
multiple unit, it was necessary for at least one of the subunlts
If the management conditions
for a tenant appeared to - be in much the same relutionship to
the “home farm" as those for a .cropper, the tenant operation was
included as a part of the multiple unit. Some croppers were not
included in multiple units because no such arrangement was evi-
dent. If it was evident thut a cropper operatéd a unit which
was not a part of a larger operating unit, this cropper farm
was considercd a single unit.  If & landlord had more than one
cropper. apparently located on separate units, each cropper unit -
was considered a single operating unlt.
some multiple units, as well as some subunits of other multiple
units, were omitted under tris procedure.

This procedure resulted in the preparation of reports tor
37,827 ‘multiple units not enumeruted by Census enumerators.
These constructed multiple units represented 27 percent of all
multiple units included in the tabulations for this report. The
number of multiple units enumerated and constructed 1s shown by
States in the followling table:

It is probable that
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NUMBER OF MULTIPLE UNITS WITH THE NUMBER FIELD ENUMERATED AND THE

NUMBER OFFICE CONSTRUCTED, BY STATES: 1945

Louisi~

ENUMERATED AND CONSTRUCTED Total Alabama | Arkanses | Georgia ana
Total.. . 141,316 15,481 9,098 26,610 8,065
Emmerated. .. ..d 108,489 8,089 7,201 ] 18,484 6,242
CoRBtructed. sevserfensesorsnsesed 87,827 7,342 1,897 8,126 | 1,828

T
Hissig~ North South

ENUMERATED AND CONSTRUCTED sippi Missourt | PP | capolina | ViTEinia
TOLAL. vseecross 28,886 ~ 2,194| 27,579 26,201 8,752
Baumsrated... ... 25,248 1,788] 17,501{ 18,682} 180
Constructed.... 3,138 47| 10,078 1,880 8,572

The proportion of all multiple units, that were enumerzted,
varied among . supervisors' districts, counties, and enumeration
districts, as well as among States. For the area as u whole,
the number of multiple units constructed contained an averuge
of 2.7 subunits us compured with un average of 4.4 subunits for
multiple units enumerated wndan average of 3.¢ subunits for ull

- multiple units.

Cautlon should be exerclsed in the
in type-of-farming ares table V.

Interpretation of data
Averages obtained by dividing

| totals by the number of subunits may be misleading because home

farms are included in the numberof subunits. Preliminary anal-
vals of the data Indicates that the composition of cropper and
tenant subunits does not vary materially, regardless of the num-
ber of subunits. However, the size of home farms tends to in-
crease as the number of subunits Increases.

' While most of the tables’ in this report show a comparison
of the characteristics of single units with those of multiple
unlts, no data are presented for the characteristics of subunits
except in "Table I.—Multiple Units Only” which presents limited
information on the characteristics ¢f the "home farm" and
"other subunits.”" However, additional Information, such as age
of subunlt operators, years on unit, work off unit, number of
subunits reporting specified items, etc., can be obtalned for
subunits (including the home, farm) by subtracting the statistics
shown for single units from cmmxuable data published in volumes
I and II.

Comparability of multiple-unit statistics with those
for prior censuses.— This s the first report of Census data
on multiple units based on the definitlon used herein, i.e., two
or more subunits, one or more of which is a cropper or tenant.

Multiple-unit operations have received attention 1n each
census of agriculture. However, the only other published re-
ports are chapter XII, "Plantations in the South" included in
volume V of the 1910 Census reports and a monograph based on
this and other statistical materlial 1ssued by the Bureau of the
Ceansus in 1916 entitled "Plantation Farming In the United
States:" .In the 1910 report the Bureau of the Census adopted
the following definition of a tenant -plantation:

vA tenant plantation 1s*a eontinuous tract of land of considerable
area under the general supervision or control of a single individ-
ual or firm,all or a part of smch tract being divided into at least
five smaller traects, which are leased to tenants.”

~Since each plantation contained a home farm, the multiple
unit included six or more subunits. In view of the definition
used at that time there are few, if any, comparisons that can be
made with.the present report.

For the 1940 Census, a compllation of data: for plantations
“(tnultiple-farm units) was made. The following definition of a
plantatlion was used:’ )

"4 plantation {as here used) comprises a continuons tract or closely
adjacent tracts of land on which five or more farm families (inclu-
.ding at least one cropper or tenant family) are regularly employed,
and which tracts are operated as a single working unit in respect
to a central farm headquarters and to the control of labor, cropping

{stsms and farming operations. Thus, a plantation should include

all the land worked. from a central farm headquarters with croppers,
. wage labor, or the opserator's family labor, plus an¥ additional

land, worked by share or other tenants, that maey be par

eration of the unlt or plantation as a whole."

The 1940 tabulations for plantations {multiple-farm units)
Incliuded many of the 1tems covered 1in the present study. In
addition, statistical tables were made for such items as rental
agreements, mortgages, taxes and credit and supplies furnished.
Photostatlc copies of the available, but unpublished, 1940 sta-
tlstics for plantations may be obtained from the Bureau of the
Census by paying the cost of preparing a photostatic copy.

of the op-
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FIGURE &

CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE: 1945

PRINGIPAL MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA (BASED ON THE PROPORT(ON‘ OF FARMS OPERATED -
BY CROPPERS) WITH THE AREA SELECTED FOR STUDY. GENSUS OF 1945

. (COUNTY UNIT BASIS)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

LEGEND
PERGENT

Ml 60 AND OVER
NO GROPPERS
BOUNDARY OF AREA " X
SELEGTED FOR STUDY - BREAY OF THE GENSUS

FIGURE 6

NUMBER OF MULTIPLE UNITS FOR 'SELECTED AREA
CENSUS OF 1945

U. 8. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

TOTAL NUMBER

~ SELECTED AREA 141,316
ALABAMA 18,431
~ ARKANSAS 9,098
GEORGIA 26610
LOUISIANA 8,065
] MISSISSIPPL 28386
- MISSOURH 2,194

NORTH CAROLWNA 27,579 -
_SOUTH GAROLNA 20,201
VIRGINIA RSN % 7 Y')

") DOT =100 MULTIPLE UNITS
{COUNTY UNIT BASIS)

‘.h’

BUREAU. OF THE GENSUS
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FIGURE 7. e

AVERAGE NUMBER OF SUBUNITS PER MULTIPLE UNIT,FOR SELECTED AREA
. CENSUS OF 1945 , .
(COUNTY UNIT BASIS) ' .

10 AND OVER :
g S NoMUTPLE LTS ) ‘ . BUREAU OF THE GENSUS

~U.S . DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERGE ~

CFIGIRE 8 -

| NUMBER, OF MULTIPLE UNITS AS A P_ERCENT OF TOTAL OPERATING UNITS, *
: FOR SELEGCTED AREA, CENSUS OF (945 -
(TYPE-OF -FARMING AREA BASIS)

v

PERCENT

¢
> 3 { \
24 /A \\ SELECTED AREA.. 138
R /////; - ALABAMA - 83
NN 2 D ARKANSAS . 96
T TN GEORGIA 16.1
& o i\ s LOUISIANA : 8.2 3
¥ w MISSISSIPPI 19.5
. g MISSOURI . 130
NORTH GAROLINA 15.2
. SOUTH GAROLINA 20.4
VIRGINIA 10.8

X : : , BB 20 AND OVER
.« & MITIPLE UNITS: PLUS SINGLE' UNITS NO MULTIPLE "UNITS ) - b

"7 2T M 8y DEPART»M?NT OF GOMMERGE - . 7 ] BUREAU OF THE CENSUS .




XVI ~ CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE; 1945

| FIGURE 9 »
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF MULTIPLE UNITS BY NUMBER
OF SUBUNITS, FOR SELECTED AREA - WESTERN PART,

CENSUS OF 1945
(TYPE - OF - FARMING AREA BASIS)

ALABAMA ARKANSAS GEORGM LOUISIANA MIsISSIPP




I’NTRODUC_TION’ XVII

FIGURE o9— Con’rmued :
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION. OF MULTIPLE UNITS BY NUMBER
'OF SUBUNITS FOR SELECTED AREA - EASTERN PART,

CENSUS OF 1945 -
(TYPE - OF - FARMING AREA BASIS)

LEGEND

" PERGENT OF MULTIPLE
UNITS WITH:

[ 2 SUBUNITS
[_13 SUBUNITS

MY 4 SUBUNITS

e O 10 9 SUBUNITS
Sl |0 AND OVER

* NO MULTIPLE UNITS

. ~ B
48372 O—47—9 :
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CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE: 1945
FIGURE 10 | . - |

CENSUS OF 1945
- (TYPE-OF ~FARMING AREA BASIS).

PERCENT OF TOTAL FARM LAND IN MULTIPLE ‘UNITS,FOR SELECTED AREA

- ‘§§§§f? §§§\\"m"

SOQUTH

XX 40 10 54
Il 55 AND OVER
NO MULTIPLE UNITS

U.S . DEPARTMENT OF - COMMERCE

MISSISSIPPI. ...

VIRGINIA ... ...... ...

v

oy

doOuDENOD

8

GAROLINA ...

n

~ BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

FIGURE |

TOTAL NUMBER OF CATTLE ON MULTIPLE UNITS. AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL
FOR SELECTED AREA, CENSUS OF 1945
(TYPE-OF-FARMING AREA BASIS)

VIRGINIA

LEGEND

PERGENT
N\ UNDER 10
BEEI0 TO 24
W25 TO 39
B 40TO 54
JRE 55 AND OVER .
NO MULTIPLE UNITS

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE -

CATTLE,

PERGENT

SELECTED AREA 35.4
ALABAMA_ ___ _______ 320

. ARKANSAS . ... ._.___28.0
GEORGIA. . ._.___._._39.6
LOUISIANA L2632
MISSISSIPPI_ _ .. _ . _482
MISSOURt .o 277

NORTH CAROLINA . _ __99.4
SOUTH CAROLINA - _ _ _43.9

v - 2).9

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
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~ FIGURE 12
: ® . h .
NUMBER OF HORSES AND MULES ON MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT
OF TOTAL HORSES AND MULES, FOR SELECTED AREA, CENSUS OF 1945
- (TYPE-OF -FARMING AREA " BASIS)
PERCENT
SELECTED AREA  36.0
ALABAMA 25.2
ARKANSAS 32.6
GEORGIA 39.2
LOUISIANA 25.7
MISSISSIPPI - - 50.4
MISSOUR! 28.0
NORTH CAROLINA 34.1
SOUTH CAROLINA 45.6
g7 LEGEND - VIRGINIA 21.8
,,y PERCENT.
\ UNDER 10
. \ 0 T0 24
- ; 25 TO 39
) - 8 40 TO 54
M 55 AND OVER
i} NG MULTIPLE UNITS . e ~
U, S, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE oy (. ) . BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
FIGURE 13 o

i

NUMBER ‘OF TRAGTORS ON MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL TRAGTORS,
ST ' FOR SELECTED AREA, CENSUS OF 1945
* (TYPE - OF -FARMING AREA BASIS)

PERGENT

. * SELECTED AREA__428
; % BLABAMA —ooecee 335

\"% \\\ ARKANSAS _______ 43.3

‘\,//’ N GEORGIA.. __..__  45.1

4 4 LOUISIANA . _ __31.3

Y \\\\ MISSISSIPPI__ _ _ _71.5
» . N MISSOURI_ _ _ . _ 35.8

NORTH GAROLINA . ...32.6
SOUTH GAROLINA_ -_54.7
VIRGINIA  _ . __ 22.5

LEGEND.
of ‘PERGENT
\ . UNDER 10

25 70 39
Bl 40 TO 54
Wl 55 AND OVER

NO MULTIPLE UNITS e

V.S DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERGE " BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
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FIGURE 14

CENSUS OF AGRICULTURE: 1945

CORN ACREAGE HARVESTED FOR SRAIN IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL
CORN AGREAGE HARVESTE

D FOR GRAIN, FOR SELECTED AREA, GENSUS OF 945 .
(TYPE-OF-FARMING AREA.BASIS) .

U.S.DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

PERGENT

SELECTED AREA . 383
ALABAMA 26.6
ARKANSAS 38.0
GEORGIA 42.9
LOUISIANA 29.6
MISSISSIPPi.. . . .503
MISSOURI oo 3.6
% NORTH CAROLINA . 35.2
SOUTH CAROLINA. . 475
LEGEND VIRGINIA . .

PERCENT
UNDER 10

P

310 TO 24

RR® 40 TO 54
Hl 55 AND OVER

NO MULTIPLE UNITS . .
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

FIGURE 15

COTTON

TOTAL COTTON ACREAGE HARVESTED, FOR SELECTED A

ACREAGE HARVESTED IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT OF

REA,

. CENSUS -OF 1945 :
(TYPE-OF-FARMING AREA BASIS)

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

PERGENT

SELECTED AREA... 52.|
‘ALABAMA 32.8°
ARKANSAS 52.1
GEORGIA 48.2
LOUISIANA “ 48.4
MISSISSIPPI 69.3
MISSOURI 44.4
NORTH CAROLINA -~ . 43.6
SOUTH CAROLINA 56.3
VIRGINIA 27.4

LEGEND
PERCENT
10 TO 24
25 T0 39
K 40 TO 54
I 55 AND OVER

NO MULTIPLE UNITS

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS




FIGURE 16

INTRODUCTION

XXl

PEANUT ACREAGE}PICKED OR THRESHED IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL
PEANUT ACREAGE PICKED OR THRESHED, FOR ALABAMA, GEORGIA, NORTH CAROLINA,
: SOUTH CAROLINA, AND VIRGINIA, CENSUS OF 1945

(TYPE-OF-FARMING AREA BASIS)

U.S.DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

LEGEND
PERCENT
UNDER 1O
£S 10 10 24
25 70 39
S| 40 T0 54
fll 55 AND OVER

-

e

PERCENT

SPECIFIED STATES 52.1

GEORGIA ... . .4
NORTH CAROLINA . 54.9
SOUTH CAROLINA...61.2
VIRGINIA. ... ... ... 19.9

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

FIGURE 17

\

TOBACCO ACREAGE HARVESTED IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT
~ OF TOTAL TOBACCO ACREAGE HARVESTED, FOR GEORGIA, NORTH
CAROLINA, SOUTH CAROLINA, AND ‘VIRGINIA, CENSUS OF 1945

- (TYPE-OF-FARMING AREA BASIS - TOBACCO BELT)

R

U & DEPARTMENT OF GOMMEACE

D

LEGEND

PERCENT
W 25 TO 39
W8 40 TO 54
Bl 55 AND OVER

-’
-'.

Z

w

GEQRGIA

VIRGINIA

2

PERCENT
SPECIFIED STATES 45.7

46.7

NORTH CAROLINA 449
SOUTH GAROLINA  60.0

32.7

BUREAU OF THE GENSUS
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