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MULTIPLE-UNIT-OPER ATIONS
INTRODUCTION

The landholdings of many landlords comprise two or more
farms according to the Census Bureau definition of a farm. If
a landlord has two or more share croppers or other classes of
tenants, the portion operated by each is considered a separate
farm. Likewige, if a portion is retained by the landlord for his
own use, that is a separate farm.

In the South, many landlords having two or more farms, as
defined by the Census, think of all of their landholdings as rep-
resenting one operational unit. This may be because the land-
lord follows an over-all rotation practice for the cropland;
because of a community use of the pastureland by livestock of
the landlord and tenants; because of the joint use of machinery
and work stock owned by the landlord; or because of other joint
ventures such as the purchase of, or sharing in the cost of, fer-
tilizer, feed, seed, and other supplies. The conception that all
of his land comprises one operational unit is given support if he
supervises the activities of his tenants, especially the seeding,
cultivating, or harvesting. If the landlord makes the decisions
in respect to marketing the crops, even though he has only a
part interest in them, he has stronger reasons for thinking of all
of his land as one unit. Thus, an operational unit which usually
does not, in the mind of the landlord, coincide with the Census
definition of a farm, is one in which the landlord or operator
provides the capital and management and the tenmant provides
the labor in carrying on the farming operations. In most cases,
such tenants are share croppers. This type of operational unit
is not widely found outside the South, except possibly in a lim-
ited number of father-son operations which have been generally
accepted as representing separate farms.

Hven in the South there is a great variation among States, and
counties within a State, in the frequency of occurrence of oper-
ational units which might be thought of as not coinciding with
the concept of a Census-defined farm. The differences in appli-
cation of the terms “operational unit” and “Census-defined farm”
are most pronounced in cotton- and tobacco-growing areas.
Among individual landlords, contributions to production costs,
whether in capital or management, may vary greatly for their
respective tenants. A landlord may rent land to one or more
tenants for cash and not concern himself at all with the cropping
operations; or, he may rent on shares to tenants who furnish
their own work stock or tractor power. Some of these tenants
who are financially able to bear all production costs, except pos-
sibly the acquiring of the land, may be given no supervision;
others may be given limited supervision. The landiord may also
have other tenants who need to be supervised closely and who
are not financially able to assume costs of production. These
tenants may be share croppers.

The concept of an operational unit which differs from a Census-
defined farm is more difficult to establish for general and com-
parable application than the farm concept. Field tests indicate
that subjective criteria regarding the operational unit, such as
the amount of supervision exercised by the landlord over the
farming operations and over the marketing of the crops, cannot
be effectively applied. On the other hand, objective criteria, such
as the furnishing of work animals and/or tractor power by the
landlord and the kind of rent paid, ean be more easily understood
and applied. For convenience, operational units not correspond-
ing to farms have been termed “multiple-unit operations” or
“multiple units.” (See “Definitions and explanations.”)

The multiple-unit type of operation was largely an outgrowth of
the change-over from slavery to “freedmen” and the rehabilitation
of soldiers following the Civil War. This arrangement, growing
out of the conditions following the war, permitted the landowner
and workers to continue to farm the same land resources. The
former slaves, with little opportunity for earning a livelihood
except on the land of their former owners or that of nearby own-
ers, continued to look to the plantation owner for direction and
subsistence. With neither funds nor credit for paying a cash
wage, the plantation owner paid his workers a part of the crop.

After the Civil War, the multiple-unit type of operation soon
became common throughout much of the Old South, with landlords
employing white as well as Negro tenants. TUnder the multiple-
unit system, the landowner provided the land, management, work
stock, and equipment. The worker or tenant provided the labor,
his own and that of his family. The landlord made advances to
the worker for food and other items. Cash expenditures for pro-
duction were shared equally, the tenant’s share being paid for by
the landlord and representing an advance against the tenant’s
share of the crop. The crop was shared equally, the landlord
deducting from the tenant’s share all advances made against the
crop.

Multiple-unit operations are closely associated with the produc-
tion of cotton and tobacco. Because of their high labor require-
ments, these crops are well suited to this type of operation. It is
not necessary for the landlord to risk the large amounts of capital
which would be required under a wage system. Risks of produc-
tion are shared by the tenanits. The landlord, through his manage-
ment and cloge supervision of the tenants, can exercise control over
farming practices. Handling the entire landholding as one man-
agement unit permits some economies of large-scale operation
which would not be possible if each tenant operated independently.
Sharing in the proceeds from the crop, the tenant is less likely to
leave before the crop is completed. Workers without funds or
managerial experience to set themselves up as independent farm
operators, can engage in farming, sharing in the proceeds from
their labor in the same manner as independent tenants.

History of census enumeration of multiple units.—For Census
purposes, each tenant operation always has been considered a
separate farm. Therefore, it was but natural that, beginning with
the first census following the Civil War, that of 1870, each portion
of a plantation occupied by the former slaves should be considered
a separate farm.

Statistics for larger operational units in the South were not
obtained until the Census of 1910. In that census, the statistics
for farms, as defined by the Census, were supplemented by special
statistics for plantations.

In the following census of agriculture, that of 1920, there was
no special enumeration of plantations or multiple units as such.
However, the reports for that census presented separately, for
the first time, a classification of tenants which has been closely
associated with the plantation or multiple-unit type of.operation.
These tenants were desighated as croppers and were described
in the reports for that census as being under a greater degree
of supervision by the landlord than regular share tenants
However, as a convenient means of classification, croppers were
defined as share tenants to whom the landlord furnished the
necessary work stock. Croppers have been included in the
tenure classification for each agricultural census since 1920.
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No further attempt to enumerate plantations or multiple units
as operational units was made until 1940 when special plantation
reports were obtained during the enumeration. In 1945, there
was again an enumeration of “multiple-unit operations.” A
presentation of the criteria used in the various censuses for
enumerating operational units larger than farms and a discus-
sion of the comparability of the data are given later herein under
the title “Multiple-unit statistics for prior censuses.”

Problems of enumeration of multiple-unit operations.—The
multiple-unit type of operation has heen extremely difficult to
define and to enumerate. Its very existence has also made it
difficult to obtain accurate totals for the various items in the
agricultural censuses for tracts defined as farms. In an enum-
eration restricted to farms, a multiple-unit operator, in answer-
ing the questions of the enumerator, may (1) correctly report
only for those crops grown on land not assigned to tenants and
for livestock and equipment kept on the land retained; or (2)
incorreetly include his part of the crops grown for him on shares,
and the work animals and equipment furnished to and kept by
his tenants; or (3) incorrectly report all crops, livestock, and
equipment for all the land under his charge. His tenants, on the
other hand, may (1) correctly report for the crops they grew
and the livestock and equipment kept on the land assigned them;
or (2) incorrectly report only their share of the crops and the
livestock and equipment they own: or (3) fail to report any of
their operations, assuming these will be included in the land-
lord’s report. Changes in tenant operators and changes in the
land assigned to the tenants between the end of a crop year
and the time of the census enumeration add to the difficulty.
Because of differences in the Census definition of a farm and
the local concept of the term “farm;” the Census enumerator
may obtain a return for the landlord only, overlooking, or
unaware of, the tenant status of the workers on the land.

The problem of obtaining accurate totals for geographic areas
in which the multiple-unit operations exist has been mentioned
in many of the Census reports beginning with that of 1870. The
difficulty of this approach has been described in the reports of
the 1870 and subsequent censuses of agriculture. The 1870 report
states, “The plantations of the old slave States are squatted all
over by the former slaves, whn hold small portions of the soil,
often very loosely determined as to extent, under almost all
varieties of tenure. In the instructions . . . efforts were made
to impose something like a rule which should govern in the re-
turns . . . but after a weary and unprofitable struggle, the super-
intendent was fain to accept whatever could be obtained . . .
without greatly criticising the form in which it came.” (Ninth
Census of the United States, 1870, Industry and Wealth, p. 72.)

Special instructions and procedures for the enumeration of
farms in the South have been used at the various censuses in an
attempt to prevent duplications and omissions. Usually, the in-
structions have suggested that the enumerator go first to the
landlord to get all the required information regarding the farm
operations for the home farm and for-each tenant. Such a pro-
cedure was designed to provide for counting all of the land, crops,
and owner’s livestock once and only once. After the enumerator’s
visit to the landlord, he was instructed to visit each tenant on
that landholding in order to obtain other necessary information,
such as operator characteristics, livestock owned by tenant, etc.
In addition to the problems arising from the considerable amount
of shifting in tenant operators and in the acreage assigned to
tenants, there are other problems for an enumerator. He cannot
always follow a fixed procedure. A landlord may not live in the
enumerator’s assigned area, or may not be located conveniently.

A portion of the land operated by tenants on a large landholding
may not be in the enumerator’s district. In the latter case, an-
other enumerator must be charged with the responsibility of
securing the reports for those tenants outside the first enumer-
ator's district. :

Not only has it been difficult to obtain accurate totals, but also,
the data obtained have not heen adequate to indicate the char-
acteristics and functioning of the larger operational units. On
multiple units, part or all of the farm implements and machinery
and domestic animals used by the tenants are owned by the
landiord and may or may not be in the possession of the individual
tenants, Hxpenditures made by the landlord for his tenants
may be included in the report for the landlord. No crops, or only
feed crops, may be grown on land retained by the landiord. The
pastureland, woodland, wasteland, etc., which normally would be
associated with the cropland, may all be retained by the landlord.
Thus, when the separate tenant operations and land not assigned
to tenants are enumerated as individual farms, the separate
reports do not represent complete units. Therefore, in the various
classifications of farms by size, by tenure, by type, by economic
class, or by any other grouping, the totals for some of the items
may be distorted for particular groups. This makes comparisons
of totals for one item with another difficult to interpret. or such
comparisons may lead to an incorrect interpretation.

Changes in the number of Census-defined farms in the South
from census to census do not reflect fully similar or corresponding
changes in the number of operating units. Workers paid a share
of the crop one year may be paid a cash wage in another year, or
the multiple-unit operator, in adjusting his crop acreages, may
increase or decrease the number of his tenants. Thus, changes
in the number of farms and of cropper farms reflect, in part,
changes in the methods of operation of multiple units, as well as
changes in the number of multiple units, and changes in the
number of farms not associated with multiple units.

The statistics for multiple units or plantations for the 1945,
1940, and 1910 censuses were prepared for the purpose of supple-
menting the basic reports of the Census of Agriculture in order
to indicate more fully the picture of the organization of southern
agriculture. However, differences in definitions and procedures,
and in the counties included have made comparisons of the data
for these years and the measuring of changes difficult.

Differences in definitions and procedures have resulted from
lack of information as to the wide variations in the organization
and degree of management in the multiple-unit type of landlord
holdings, The degree of supervision has varied widely from land-
lord to landlord and among tenants for the same landlord.
There has been no sharp distinction between the multiple-unit
type of operation and other landlord-tenant operations. Conse-
quently, there have been varied opinions as to just what should
constitute a multiple unit. )

As stated previously, the concept of an operational unit at the
plantation or multiple-unit level is more difficult to establish for
general and comparable application than the farm concept. Con-
sequently, many landlord holdings conforming to the intent of
the definitions were not enumerated as plantations or multiple
units, At each of these censuses it was necessary to assemble
or construct in the Washington office, from the reports of the
individual tenants and from the report of the landlord, planta-
tion or multiple-unit reports for those plantations or multiple
units which were missed in the enumeration. The accompanying
table gives the number of reports for each census which were
obtained by the Census enumerator, and the number which were
office-constructed.
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NUMBER OF MULTIPLE-UNIT OR PLANTATION REPORTS ENUMERATED AND OFFICE-CONSTRUCTED FOR AREAS SELECTED FOR STUDY, BY

StatEs : CENSUSES oF 1950, 1945, 1940, Anp 1910
[Areas included and definitions are not comparable for the different census years]
Multiple-unit reports, 1950 Multiple-unit reports, 1945 Plantation reports, 1940 Plantation reports, 1910
(902 selected counties) (567 selected counties) (372 selected counties) (325 selected counties)
State
Enumer- | Office-con- N Enumer- | Office-con- Enumer- | Office-con- Enumer- | Office-con-
Total erated | structed Total ated structed Total ated structed Total ated structed
Selected areas, total_ 147,829 135, 806 12,023 141, 316 108, 489 317,827 21,751 12,520 9,231 39,073 22,157 16, 916
8 d in—

elecAt]eabgggi_ 12, 660 11,720 940 15,431 8, 089 7,342 1, 558 499 1,059 7,287 *y ™
Arkansas_ 7,622 6, 686 936 9, 098 7,201 1,897 2, 665 1,759 900 2,674 * (‘g

Florida... 793 713 80 0] ! ! 0] U] ® 84 ™) (*
Georgia_....._. 19, 227 17,631 1, 506 26, 610 18, 484 8,126 2,326 1,056 1,270 6, 627 ™ (*)
Kentucky 12, 536 11,961 575 ® O} ® ® {n ® (O]} Q 0]
Louisiana... 5,244 4, 651 593 8,065 6,242 1,823 2, 531 1,724 807 2,480 * *)
Maryland 388 347 41 1 1 1 1 0] t Q)] (:)
Mississipp: 20, 904 19, 303 1,511 28, 386 25,248 3,138 7,275 5,410 1, 8656 7,980 *) ™
Missouri...... 1,981 1,747 234 2,194 1,723 471 343 204 139 O] (1) (:)
North Carolina._..__ 25,252 22, 695 2, 657 27, 579 17, 501 10,078 2,279 450 1,829 1,77 *) ™
South Carolina. ... 13,739 12, 877 1,162 20, 201 18,821 1,380 1,678 963 715 5,105 *) ™
Tennessee. . 15,895 14,953 "942 10} (1) ) 851 407 444 1,413 E') )
exas. ... 6,122 5, 668 454 0] 0] 1) ) O] 0] 3,468 (*) (.)
Virginia. . 5,466 5,064 402 3,752 180 3,872 245 48 197 200 ™ *

*Not available,

1 Not included in the selected areas.

Preparatory work for the 1950 Census,—The primary purpose of
preparatory work was to obtain a more objective and workable
definition of a multiple unit and to develop procedures which
would provide accurate over-all totals and characteristics of oper-
ational units both for Census-defined farms and for realistic larger
operating units. A subcommittee consisting of technicians of the
Bureau of the Census and of the Bureau of Agricultural Econom-
ics, United States Department of Agriculture, performed this
preparatory work.

The preparatory work included the pretesting in the field of the
proposed procedures. In this preliminary testing, several typical
multiple-unit areas were visited by the technicians. In each of
these areas, the technicians were assisted by representatives of the
State Office of Agricultural Estimates of the Bureau of Agricul-
tural Bconomics, United States Department of Agriculture, and in
Alabama and Texas, also by a specialist from the State Agricul-
tural College.

The most difficult task was that of defining a multiple unit.
All agreed that the multiple unit should include all land operated
by closely supervised tenants plus any land retained and operated
by the landlord. However, supervision varied in kind and degree
and was difficult to determine by objective standards. Numerous
questions were proposed and tried out in an effort to find suitable
criteria for determining which tenants should be included as part
of the multiple unit.

The most satsifactory single inquiry was that on work power,
which the Census uses in determining the cropper group of tenants.
Most of the croppers, as defined by the Census, were found to be
closely supervised. However, the work-power criterion for the
determination of closely supervised tenants was not fully satis-
factory because it did not provide for including dependent tenants
other than croppers. The characteristics of other dependent
tenants varied from area to area. Criteria which would work in
one area would not work in another. In some cases, dependent
tenants other than croppers were furnished all the fertilizer by the
landlord in lieu of work power, the crop being split 50-50, the
same as for share croppers. In another variation, the tenant
owned the work animals and paid cash rent but the landlord actu-
ally provided the credit for the purchase of the work animals and
held a mortgage on such work stock until paid for out of the crop.
Also, “furnish” was provided these tenants in the form of cash or
credit advances in the same manner as for croppers. The intro-
duction of tractor farming in the plantation area resulted in a
number of variations in the cropper system including a “through
and through” operation whereby most operations are performed
for the entire acreage without regard to the land assigned to the

several tenants, Under such an arrangement, the tractor drivers
are usually wage hands and the landlord makes a charge for the
tractor work performed for each tenant.

The possibility of using the share of crops paid as rent as the
basis for determining the closely supervised tenants was not
feasible because of the numercus variations from the traditional
“half and half” arrangement. Determination of the dependent
tenants by the terms used locally for these classes of tenants was
impracticable because of variations and inadequacy of the terms
used in different areas. Leaving the determination to the respond-
ent, as in 1945, was also discarded, as were inquiries on extent of
supervision, and control of sale of crops.

The plan finally adopted was the requirement, throughout most
of the South, for the enumerators to secure reports for all land-
lord-tenant operations regardless of the degree of supervision
given the tenants. Thus, no criteria which might be variously
interpreted were given enumerators. The decision as to which
operations represented multiple units was made during the
processing of the questionnaires in Washington.

The questionnaire,—The Landlord-Tenant Operations Ques-
tionnaire was used throughout most of the South. It supple-
mented rather than replaced the agriculture questionnaire
required for each Census-defined farm. An agriculture ques-
tionnaire was required for each cropper or tenant other than
cropper even though the landlord handled the entire holding
essentially as one operating unit. The landlord-tenant question-
naire was to be filled for the entire landlord holding. Thus, the
two reporting forms obtained the same type of information but
at different levels of operation.

Facsimiles of the landlord-tenant questionnaire and of the
agriculture questionnaire are shown in the Appendix. The in-
quiries on the agriculture questionnaire varied from State to
State. Most of the variations were in the inquiries relating to
crops. Inquiries for crops not grown in the State and for crops
grown only to a very limited extent were eliminated from the
questionnaire for thaf State. A facsimile of the agriculture
questionnaire is shown only for Georgia. There was only one
version of the landlord-tenant questionnaire. Since rice and
tobacco are mot grown in the same areas, a combined inquiry
was used for these two crops.

The landlord-tenant questionnaire was designed to serve two
main purposes. In addition to providing statistical information
for operations by persons who farm their land with tenants,
including croppers, it was designed to help in obtaining more
accurate reports for the individual Census farms represented
in the landlord holding. It determined, first, the entire acreage
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under the control of the landlord whether through ownership,
rental or lease, or management for others, and second, the acre-
age assigned to each tenant or renter, including croppers. Lines
were provided for listing the name of each cropper and other
tenant. Above the lines for listing the separate tenants, a line
was provided for entering over-all figures for the entire holding
or operation—total acreage in 1950, cropland harvested in 1949,
the acreage and production of principal crops harvested in 1949,
and the number of work animals. On each line reserved for
tenant information, corresponding figures were to be entered for
the land assigned to each tenant. Provision was made for sub-
tracting from the figures for the entire holding or operation the
totals for the several tenants in order to obtain net figures for
the “home farm,” that is, for land not assigned to tenants.

The questionnaire included, for each tenant, inquiries designed
to determine the relative dependence or independence of the vari-
ous tenants. The Yeplies to these inquiries were to be used in
determining just which tenant operations represented separate
operating units and which were operated along with the home
farm as a single operational unit. These inquiries provided
for a separation of horses and mules owned by the tenant from
those owned by the landlord; they inquired as to whether the
landlord furnished all work stock or tractor power to the tenant;
they inquired as to the nature and amount of rent paid; and
included one inquiry which asked directly whether the place was
farmed as a separate operating unit.

To aid in checking the landlord-tenant questionnaire with the
agriculture questionnaires for the temants and “home farm,”
a column was provided for entering the questionnaire number
of the agriculture questionnaire filled for each Census-defined
farm represented in the landlord-tenant operation. If the land
operated by a tenant was in a district assigned to another enu-
merator, the questionnaire provided for entering the name of the
county, and the township, district, precinct, ward, or beat in
which the land was located in lieu of the agriculture question-
naire number.

The enumeration.—Enumerators were instructed to fill a land-
lord-tenant questionnaire for every person who does—

(¢) Some farming himself, either alone or with the help
of his family or wage hands, and also rents farm land to others
or has land worked on shares by others.

(b) No farming himself, but rents farm land to two or more

persons or has farm land. worked on shares by two or more
persons.

If, in filling an agriculture questionnaire, a farm operator indi-
cated he was renting land from others, the enumerator was in-
structed to make inquiry regarding the landlord to determine
whether or not a landlord-tenant questionnaire was required.
Similarly, if a farm operator indicated he rented land to others,
the enumerator was to fill a landlord-tenant questionnaire, in
addition to the agriculture questionnaire.

Insofal as possible, the enumerator was to visit the landlord
and fill a landlord-tenant questionnaire in his name before visit-
ing any of his tenants. If a landlord-tenant questionnaire and
an agriculture questionnaire were both required for an indivig-
ual, the landlord-tenant questionnaire was to be filled first. Thus,
the landlord-tenant questionnaire could be used to determine,
for the specified items, the data required for the agriculture
questionnaire for each Census-defined farm. This procedure was,
designed to insure complete coverage of the individual farms with-
out duplications or omissions in respect to the items included in
the landlord-tenant questionnaire,

In filling the landlord-tenant questionnaire, all information was
to be obtained from the landlord unless better information could
be obtained from the cropper or other tenant. The enumerator
was specifically instructed to obtain from the landlord informa-
tion for all crops in which he shared, also, for crops grown on the
landlord’s acreage in 1949, in which the 1950 tenant did not have
an interest,

In addition to obtaining the landlord-tenant questionnaire, the
enumerator was required to visit each tenant, including croppers,
and fill an agriculture questionnaire for him. An agriculture
questionnaire was likewise required for any land not assigned
to tenants. When filling the agriculture questionnaire for each
tenant, the information obtained on the landlord-tenant ques-
tiopnaire was to be supplemented by the necessary additional
information to be obtained from the tenant.

Enumeration of land in more than one enumeration district or
county.—Land in a landlord-tenant operation may be located in
two or more counties. In all such cases, the entire landlord-
tenant operation was enumerated in one county. If the landlord
lived on the place, the landlord-tenant operation was enumerated
in the county where the landlord lived. If the landlord did not
live on the place, the figures for the landlord-tenant operation
were included in the county in which the “home farm” or landlord-
tenant headgquarters was located. If there was any question as to
the location of the headquarters, the landlord-tenant operation
was included in the county in which most of the land was located,

Each enumerator was assigned a specific area, called an enu-
meration district, and was responsible for the complete enumera-
tion of all farms in that district. An enumeration district never
included Iand in two counties or land in two minor civil divisions.
If the land in a landiord-tenant operation was located in two or
more enummeration districts, one enumerator was to fill the Land-
lord-Tenant Operations Questionnaire covering all the land,
including that in the other districts.

Each Census farm was to be enumerated in the enumeration
district in which it was located. If located in two or more dis-
tricts, the farm was to be enumerated in only one district in the
Same manner as outlined for the landlord-tenant operation. Thus,
one enumeratdr may have bhad the responsibility of enumerating
the landlord-tenant operation and one or more other enumerators
the responsibility of enumerating the tenant farms.

Office procedure.—When the questionnaires were received in the
Washington office each landlord-tenant questionnaire was checked
against the agriculture questionnaires for the tenants and the
home farm. This check was to insure reasonable agreement of
the two reports, to correct the errors, and to complete the reports
if either was incomplete. The landlord-tenant questionnaires
were also examined to determine which represented or contained
multiple-unit operations and which tenant-operated tracts were
parts of a multiple-unit operation.

Although Census enumerators were instructed to cross-
reference each agriculture questionnaire on the landlord-tenant
questionnaire, this was sometimes cmitted. In addition, the
enumerator could not enter cross-reference identification for
tenants in other enumeration districts since other enumerators
were responsible for getting the agriculture questionnaires for
those tenants. This made it necessary to match many of the
questionnaires on the basis of the. name of the landlord.
Matching the agriculture questionnaires with the landlord-tenant
questionnaires was a difficult and tedious task., A complete
matching was not always possible. Enumerators did not always
enter the name of the landlord on the tenant questionnaires.
The name entered for the landlord was in some cases an agent; in
other cases, either the owner or the immediate landlord when
the rented land was sublet; or either the manager or owner
when the land was managed. Different surname spellings, dif-
ferences in initials or in the first name added to the difficulty in
mdtching. Sometimes differences in the names of the tenants
listed on the landlord-tenant questionnaires and those for the
same landlord on the agriculture questionnaires indicated the
possibility that either the tenants in 1949, instead of those in
1950, had been listed on the landlord-tenant questionnaire or
that the agriculture questionnaires had been filled for land
operated in 1949 rather than that operated in 1950,
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After the landlord-tenant and the component agriculture ques-
tionnaires were brought together, the information pertaining to
all land in farms, cropland harvested, tenure of operator, number
of horses and mules, and crops specified on the landlord-tenant
questionnaire were compared with the corresponding informa-
tion on the agriculture questionnaires. Differences due to omis-
sions on one or the other of the questionnaires, entries which
apparently represented duplications in the reports for the land-
lord and tenants, or the inclusion of only their respective shares,
or the like, were harmonized. Slight discrepancies which might
represent differences in estimates by the respondents were not
harmonized. If agriculture questionnaires were found for un-
listed tenants for a given landlord, as was often the case if some
of the land was operated by tenants living in other enumeration
districts, these tenants and the information therefor were added
to the appropriate landlord-tenant questionnaire.

When agriculture questionnaires were found for two or more
tenants with the same landlord, and there was no landlord-tenant
questionnaire for the landlord, a landlord-tenant questionnaire
for the over-all operation was constructed in the Washington
office. The information for the assumed over-all operation was
obtained by totaling the information found on the agriculture
questionnaires for the tepant operators. Likewise, when an agri-
culture questionnaire was found for a farm operator who reported
land rented to others and there was no landlord-tenant question-
naire for this landlord, a report was constructed based on the
information shown on the agriculture questionnaire, Approxi-
mately 8.1 percent of the questionnaires for landlord-tenant
operations containing multiple units were constructed during
the processing operations. In 1945, the office-constructed ques-
tionnaires represented 26.8 percent of the total included in the
tabulations for that year; in 1940, they represented 42.4 percent;
and in 1910, they represented 438.3 percent. The counts of office-
constructed questionnaires do not include those which were
partially enumerated and had to be completed during the office
processing.

In some instances, it was found necessary to prepare agriculture
questionnaires for tenants, or for the home farm, based on the
information reported on a landlord-tenant questionnaire, supple-
mented where necessary by information obtained through corre-
spondence. However, because of the difficulties of matching the
questionnaires, failure to find an occasional agricultural question-
naire was not eongidered sufficient evidence that an agriculture
questionnaire had not been prepared during the enumeration.
Agriculture questionnaires were prepared in the office only when
it was evident that one or more enumerators had congistently
failed to obtain. agriculture questionnaires for certain groups of
tenants. For example, if an enumerator did not prepare agricul-
ture questionnaires for the land operated by tenants in his district
when the landlord-tenant questionnaire was obtained by another
enumerator, agriculture questionnaires were prepared in the
office.

After the matching and harmonizing of the two questionnaires,
the landlord-tenant questionnaire was examined to determine if
the landlord’s holding contained a multiple-unit operation. A
preliminary study of the landlord-tenant questionnaires indicated
that the replies to the inquiry, “Is this place farmed as a separate
operating unit?” could not be used as a satisfactory basis for
separating the closely supervised or dependent tenants from those
who operated their land independently., If the answers to this
inquiry had been accepted, a large number of cash tenants and
share tenants paying one-fourth of the crops as rent would have
been included in multiple units while many of the croppers, even
for these same landlords, would have been excluded.

Therefore, it was decided to use the presence of croppers, as
defined by the Census (all work power furnished by the landlord),
as the only basis for determining the existence of a multiple unit.
It was recognized that under this procedure some dependent
tenants would be excluded from the multiple-unit operations.

Likewise, a few croppers whose operations were wholly separate
as to cropping or rotation practices and who were given little,
if any, supervision would be included.

‘When the landlord-tenant operations containing multiple-units
were identified, totals were obtained at the multiple-unit level
and the questionnaires were coded for color and tenure of the
multiple-unit operator. To obtain totals at the multiple-unit level,
information for the croppers was added to that for the home farm.
Only these totals, plus a limited amount of data at the landlord-
tenant level, were transferred to punch cards. Only ome punch
card was used for each questionnaire. The clasgifications by size
of multiple-unit, by acres of cropland harvested, by type of farm,
and by kind of tenants were made mechanically from the punch
cards. )

Data for all farms were obtained from the tabulations of the
agriculture questionnaires. For a description of the office pro-
cedures in editing, coding, and tabulating these data see the
Introduction to Volume II, General Report, Statistics by Subjects,
of the 1950 Census of Agriculture.

Data for farms not in multiple units were obtained by subtract-
ing the totals for multiple-unit operations from those for all
farms. (See “Reliability of data” for discussion of the informa-
tion shown for these farms.)

DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATIONS

Definitions and explanations are presented only for those items
for which the table descriptions are considered inadequate. The
definitions consist primarily of a résumé of the questionnaire
wording, occasionally supplemented by the more essential parts
of instructions and procedures for enumerating and processing
the landlord-tenant and agriculture questionnaires. For the exact
phrasing of the inquiries and of the instructions, reference should
be made to thé facsimiles of the 1950 Landlord-Tenant Operations
Questionnaire, the 1950 Agriculture Questionnaire, and that por-
tion of the Enumerator’'s Reference Manual relating to the Land-
lord-Tenant Operations Questionnaire which are shown in the
Appendix.

The landlord-tenant area.—This is the area in which the Land-
lord-Tenant Qperations Questionnaire was used in the enumera-
tion. The landlord-tenant area included 977 counties, 967 of
which arein 18 southern States and 10 in southeastern Missouri.
For a complete list of the counties included, see the Appendix
to this volume, The area wag selected after mapping those
counties in which there were 50 or more croppers accounting for
10 percent or more of all tenants, .according to the 1945 Census.
In order to keep the enumeration instructions uniform for all
counties under one Census supervisor, some counties were in-
cluded in which less than 10 percent of all tenants were croppers
and in some instances counties were excluded in which croppers
made up 10 percent or more of all tenants.

The multiple-unit area.—The data shown in this Teport are
restricted to specified counties which are referred to as the
multiple-unit area. The multiple-unit area comprises 902 of the
counties included in the selected landlord-tenant area. In the
selection of counties to be included in the multiple-unit tabula-
tions, counties having relatively few multiple-unit operations were
excluded unless other counties in the same economic area (groups
of counties having similar agricultural, demographic, climatie,
physiographic, and cultural characteristics) had an appreciable
pumber of multiple-unit operations. Insofar as possible, the coun-
ties were selected to include an entire economic area. Since the
Census supervisors' districts were used in determining the coun-
ties for enumeration of landlord-tenant operations and economic
areas were used in determining the multiple-unit area, it was not
always possible to include entire economic areas in the area se-
lected for the multiple-unit study.

In the multiple-unit area there were 2,040,506 farms, or 37.9
percent of the 5,382,162 farms in the United States; and 341,986
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croppers, or 97.2 percent of the 351,991 croppers in the 16 southern
States and 7 counties in southeastern Missouri. For 1949, the
multiple-unit area accounted for 67.6 percent of the cotton acre-
age, 91.0 percent of the tobacco acreage, 80.8 percent of the peanut
acreage harvested for nuts, and 73.8 percent of the rice acreage.

NUMBER OF COUNTIES INCLUDED AND NUMBER 0F LANDLORD-TENANT
OPERATIONS IN THE LANDLORD-TENANT AND MULTIPLE-UNIT
AREAS, BY STATES: CENSUS OF 1950

Landlord-ienant area Multiple-unit area
Number of Number of
State Number | “jondiord- | N2 | Ylgndlord-
of tenant o tenant
counties | oyorations | COUNHES | operations
O 97T | 414,685 902 408,853
- 167 46,246 167 46, 246
i]&g?n]sna:"' - 65 23, 640 45 21, 9;3
G- N 1353 g 823 1 1%‘3 a 343
%3%?131& __________________________ - 112 40,908 105 30, 941
i 1 18, 164 19,923
Iﬁ’:rlfrﬁa """ % %g‘% 5 1,176
Mississippi 182 46,363 182 46,363
Missouri. .- 10 4,748 7 4, 4’{8
North Caroling. - cieomeeeraccmmanamnne 90 58,010 90 58,0
146 28, 065 146 28, 965
b 2| dem wl o
%?g%ﬁ.._ 62 15,255 52 14, 707

1 All counties in State.

A landlord-tenant operation consists of all the land held by a
landlord who rents land to one or more tenants, including crop-
pers, and retains some land not assigned to tenants, or who rents
land to two or more tenants, including croppers, and retains no
land for himself. The landlord may hold the land through owner-
ship or through lease, rental, or cropping arrangement, or as a
hired manager for others.

A multiple-unit operation or multiple unit is a landlord holding
of two or more subunits (Census-defined farms) one of which may
consist of land not assigned to croppers or other tenants (home
farm), but the other subunit or subunits must represent land
assigned to croppers. Land assigned to tenants other than crop-
pers was not considered a part of a multiple-unit operation. In a
multiple-unit operation, generally the landlord supervises the
tenants and maintains central control in respect to planning the
use of the cropland, the use of machinery, and the purchase of
fertilizer, seed, feed, and other supplies.

Census enumerators were not given the definition of a multiple
unit. The existence of a multiple unit was determined during the
office processing of questionnaires in Washington.

Tandlord-tenant operations containing multiple-units.—All mul-
tiple units represent landlord-tenant operations or portions of land-
lord-tenant operations. The home farm, if one, plus all compo-
nent tenant farms, including cropper farms, make up the landlord-
tenant operation. The home farm, if one, and one or more cropper
farms make up the multiple unit. If croppers were the only kind
of tenants represented in the landlord-tenant operation, the mul-
‘tiple unit was identical with the landlord-tenant operation. If
there were tenants in addition to croppers, the operations of the
additional tenants were a part of the landlord-tenant operation
but not a part of the multiple unit.

Subunits—A subunit denotes a component part of a landlord-
tenant or multiple-unit operation. The land assigned each crop-
per or tenant other than cropper is a subunit. The land retained
by the landlord, i. e., the land not assigned to tenants including
croppers is likewise a subunit. Fach subunit is a “farm,” as
defined by the Census, except for tenants, including croppers, who
own, or rent from others additional land. (See discussion under
“Tenants.”) One of the subunits of a landlord-tenant operation is

usually the “home farm.” The other subunits are classed as
cropper farms, share-tenant farms, and other-tenant farms (not
cropper or share-tenant farms).

A home farm includes all the land in a landlord-tenant
operation not assigned to tenants, including croppers. In a
multiple unit, the home farm includes the portion of land not
assigned to croppers. In a landlord-tenant operation contain-
ing a multiple unit, the home farm of the multiple unit is the
same as that of the landlord-tenant operation. The home
farm was determined by subtracting, from the over-all
landlord-tenant operation, the operations of all tenant sub-
units. (See discussion under “Office procedure.”) The home
farm usually contains the home of the multiple-unit operator
or the headquarters where work stock and equipment are kept
for the entire multiple-unit operation. It usually includes land
worked by the multiple-unit operator with the help of family
and/or hired labor. Occasionally, a home farm may merely
consist of pastureland not assigned for the eXclusive use of a
cropper or tenant, and woodland, or wasteland. Home farms
of landlord-tenant and multiple-unit operations were con-
sidered farms for Census purposes if they contained 3 or more
acres even though the agricultural operations on the home-
farm tract may have been insufficient to qualify as a farm.

In some multiple-unit operations all the land is assigned to
croppers. Such multiple units do not have home farms, In
most of these cases, the multiple-unit operator does not live on
the place.

Tenants rent from others or work on shares for others all
the land they operate. When used in reference to subunits
of a landlord-tenant or multiple-unit operation, the tenure
relates only to land operated in that landlord-tenant or
multiple-unit operation. For example, a tenant or cropper
of a particular landlord may also rent land from, or crop land
for, other landlords; or he may own land on his own account.
In such instances, in presenting statistics for landlord-tenant
and multiple-unit operations, the subunit operated by the
cropper, or tenant other than cropper, was treated as though
it were a complete farm in itself. This procedure was one of
convenience and varies from that used in tabulating data for
farms. In the data for all farms the entire acreage operated,
including land owned and/or land rented from others, was
counted as one farm. The term “tenant” may, in addition to
referring to a person who rents or works on shares a tract of
land comprising a component part of a landlord-tenant or
multiple-unit operation, refer also to a landlord-tenant or
multiple-unit operator, or it may refer to a person renting land
not a part of a multiple unit.

Croppers are crop-share tenants whose landlords furnish all
the work power. For convenience, the classification was based
entirely on whether the landlord furnished all the animal or
tractor power. Traditionally, a cropper has been thought of
as a hired worker who is paid a share of the crops in lieu of
a cash wage. He was said to differ from a wage hand in that
he was assigned a specific acreage and his payment was not
fixed but depended upon the quantities of crops harvested on
the land he worked, the price received from their sale, etc.
The laws of some States define a share cropper as a tenant.
In other States, a cropper may be legally classified as either
a laborer or a tenant, depending upon the nature of the agree-
ment under which he produces a crop. In most States, court
decisions as to his tenure status have been based on whether
he had title to the crop and, upon harvest, paid his landlord
a share, or whether the landlord retained title to the crop and,
upon harvest, paid the cropper his share after deducting any
advances in cash, credit, supplies, ete.

Most cropper farms represent subunits of multiple-unit oper-
ations. However, cropper farms may be operated as inde-
pendent units, the landlord neither having other croppers nor
farming any land with his own labor or with the help of
members of his family and/or wage workers. Thus, farms not
in multiple units include some farms operated by croppers.

Share tenants are tenants other than croppers who pay their
landlords a share of either the crops or livestock. products, or
a share of both.

Other tenants in this report refers to all tenants who were
not classified as croppers or as share tenants. In the other
reports of the 1950 Census of Agriculture, “other tenants” rep-
resents a more restricted group than in this report.

A farm.~—For the 1950 Census of Agricnlture, places of 3

or more acres were counted as farms if the value of agricultural
products in 1949, exclusive of home gardenms, amounted to $150
or more. The agricultural products could have been either for
home use or for sale. Places of less than 3 acres were counted
as farms only if the value of sales of agriéultural products in
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1949 amounted to $150 or more. Places operated in 1949 for which
the value of agricultural products in 1949 was less than these
minima because of crop failure or other unusual situation, and
places operated in 1950 for the first time, were counted as farms
if, normally, they could be expected to produce these minimum
quantities of farm products. As explained above, an exception
to the criterion in regard to the value of agricultural products
produced was made for home farms of landlord-tenant and mul-
tiple-unit operations.

All the land under the immediate control of one person or
partnership was included as one farm. Control may have been
through ownership, or through lease, rental, or eropping arrange-
ment. Land worked on shares for others was considered as under
the immediate control of the person working the land. Thus the
land assigned to a cropper or tenant other than cropper was
considered a separate farm even though the landlord may have
closely supervised the cropper or tenant other than cropper and
handled his (the landlord’s) entire holding essentially as one
operating unit.

Farms in multiple units are the cropper and home-farm
subunits comprising the multiple unit.

Farms not in multiple units are those which are not parts of
multiple-unit operations. Some of the farms not in multiple
units represent farms in landlord-tenant operations. In this
report, the totals for farms not in multiple units may include
some closely supervised tenants who were excluded from the
multiple unit by definition, since croppers were the only tenants
included in the multiple unit. The information shown for
farms not in multiple-unit operations was obtained by subtract-
ing the totals for multiple-unit operations from those for all
farms. (For an appraisal of this procedure, see “Reliability of
Data.”)

Operation unit.—An operation unit is a complete farm business
consisting of either a multiple-unit operation or a farm not in a
multiple unit. A subunit of a multiple-unit operation is not
considered to be an operation unit.

Multiple-unit operator.—A multiple-unit operator is the person

who directs or supervises the multiple-unit operation, including
the operations of the croppers. In this report, the multiple-unit
operator is frequently referred to as the landlord. He is the per-
son who controls the land either through ownership, lease, rental,
or cropping arrangement. The croppers in the multiple unit work
land on shares for him. He may be a hired manager employed
by the person who controlg the land. The number of multiple-unit
operators is considered the same as the number of multiple units.

Farm operator.—A “farm operator” is a person who operates a
Census-defined farm, either performing the labor himself or
directly supervising it. He may be an owner, a hired manager,
or a tenant, renter, or share cropper. If he rents land to others
or has land cropped for him by others, he is listed as the operator
of only that land which he retains. In the case of a partnership,
one member only was included as the operator. The number of
farm operators, therefore, is considered the same as-the number
of farms. :

Units, farms, or operators reporting.—-—)'!‘iguresvfor units report-
ing, farms reporting, or operators reporting represent the number
of multiple units or other designated units, the number of farms,
or the number of operators, for which the specified item was
reported. - For example, if there were 240 multiple units in a
county and 187 of these harvested tobacco in 1949, then the num-
ber of multiple units reporting tobacco would be 187. The dif-
ference in the total number of multiple units and the number
reporting an item represents the number not having that item,
provided the inquiry was answered for all multiple units,

Land owned and land rented from others.—The land to be in-
cluded in each landlord-tenant operation was determined by asking

the number of acres owned. and the acres rented from, or worked
on shares, for others.

Land owned includes all land which the operator or his wife,
or both, hold under title, purchase contract, homestead law, or as
one of the heirs, or as a trustee of an undivided estate. In the
case of a managed operation, the inquiry on the landlord-tenant
questionnaire related to the land owned by the employer.

Land rented from others includes land worked on shares for
others, and land used rent free, as well as all land rented or
leagsed under other arrangements. Tn the case of a managed
operation, the inquiry on the landlord-tenant questionnaire
related to the land rented from others by the employer. .

Land in the landlord-tenant operation represents the sum of the
land owned plus that rented from others by the landlord. The
total of the land in all subunits comprising a landlord-tenant oper-
ation is identical with the total land in the landlord-tenant opera-
tion.

Land in the multiple unit represents the sum of the land in the
home-farm subunit plus that in the cropper subunits. Land rented
by the multiple-unit operator to tenants other than croppers is
excluded from the multiple-unit operation, by definition.

Land in farms.—The acreage in each farm was obtained by
adding the acres owned by the farm operator and the acres rented
by him from others, or cropped on shares by him for others, and
subtracting the acres rented to or worked on shares by others.

The acreage designated “land in farms” includes considerable
areas of land not actually under cultivation and some land not
used for pasture or grazing. All woodland and wasteland owned
by farm operators, or included in tracts rented from others, is
included as land in farms unless such land was held for other than
agricultural purposes, or unless the acreage of such land held by a
farm operator was unusually large. If the total acreage of land
owned, rented, or managed by a farm operator was 1,000 or more
(5,000 or more in Texas and other western States) and less than
10 percent of the total was used for crops, or for pasture or graz-
ing, or was rented to others, any woodland not grazed and any
wasteland, in excess of the acreage used for agricultural purposes,
were excluded from the farm area. )

Cropland harvested.—This represents that portion of the land
in the multiple unit, or in the farm (subunit or otherwise), from
which crops were harvested in 1949 inciuding land from which
hay was cut and land in small fruits, orchards, vineyards, nurs-
eries, and greenhouses. Land from which two or more crops
were harvested in 1949 was to be counted only once,

Crops harvested.—The landlord-tenant questionnaire asked spe-
cifically concerning five crops harvested in 1949, viz, corn, cotton,
tobacco, rice, and peanuts. The inquiry for corn was restricted
to_’corn harvested for grain and that for peanuts to peanuts
harvested for picking or threshing. Data for crops shown for
all farms and for farms not in multiple units are limited to those
specified on the landlord-tenant questionnaire. The crops were
to be those harvested in 1949 from land under the control of
the operator in 1950 regardless of whether the crops were grown
by the operator or by someone else. Crops grown by the opera-
tor on Jand not under his control in 1950 were not to be included.

Horses and mules,—The inquiry was for horses and mules of
all ages. The horses and mules were to be reported for the farm
or unit where kept, regardless of ownership. If horses and
mules owned by a multiple-unit operator and furnished to the
croppers were kept on the cropper farms, they were to be
included on the agriculture questionnaires for the croppers; if
kept on the home farm, they were to be reported on the agri-
culture questionnaire for the home farm. Thus, in the multiple-
unit area, many of the farms not reporting horses and mules
represent cropper farms for which the horses and mules were
reported on the home farm.

CLASSIFICATION OF MULTIPLE UNITS

Multiple units by size.—Multiple units are classified by size
according to the total land area in each multiple-unit operation,
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Multiple units by color and tenure of operator—Multiple-unit
operators are classified by color as white and nonwhite. Non-
white includes Negroes and all other nonwhite races such as
Indians, Chinese, Japanese, ete. In the multiple-unif area nearly
all of the nonwhite operators of multiple units and of farms are
Negroes.

Multiple-unit operators are classified according to the tenure
under which they hold their land on the basis of the total land
owned and the total land rented from others, and on the basis
of the reply to the inquiry, “Do you operate this land as & hired
manager ¥’

Full owners own land but do not rent land from others.

Part owners own land and rent land from others.

Managers operate land for others, directing and supervising
the entire multiple-unit operation, and are paid a wage or salary
for their services.

Tenant-multiple-unit operators rent from others all the land
in the multiple-unit operation. They own no land.

Multiple units by type of farm.—Multiple units are clagsified
as to type on the basis of the kinds of crops grown and the relation-
ship of the acreage of each crop grown te cropland harvested
and to other crops grown, Only the cash crops—cotton, tobacco,
peanuts, and rice—were used as a basis for the classification by
type.

If only one of these cash crops was of primary importance, the
multiple unit was designated as that crop type. A crop was
considered as being of primary importance when its acreage rep-
resented 10 percent or more of the acres of cropland harvested
in the case of cotton, peanuts, or rice, or 2 percent or more in
the case of tobacco. )

To be considered of secondary importance, the acreage of a
given crop—cotton, peanuts, or rice—equaled or exceeded 10 per-
cent of the acreage of the primary crop, provided the primary
crop was not tobacco. If the primary crop was tobacco, it was
necessary for the acreage of cotton, peanuts, or rice to equal or
to exceed the tobacco acreage in order to be considered a second-
ary crop. Tobaceo was considered a secondary crop when it
comprised at least 1 but less than 2 percent of the total cropland
harvested.

If one of these cash crops was of primary importance with one
or more of secondary importance, or if two or more were of
primary importance, the multiple unit qualified as a combination-
crop type. For the combination types, all of these crops of either
primary or secondary importance are indicated by the type name.
For the combination types, the type name does not distinguish
the relative importance of the crops comprising the combination.
Thus, in a “cotton and tobacco” type, either the cotton may be
of primary importance with tobacco secondary, or the tobacco

- primary with cotton secondary, or both crops may be of primary
importance.

If a multiple unit did not qualify as either a primary-crop type
or a combination-crop type, it was classed as ‘“‘miscellanecus.”
Thus, the “miscellaneous” type includes multiple-unit operations
with none of the four designated crops reported; also, those for
which none of the designated crops were considered of primary
importance.

Multiple units by acres of cropland harvested.—This classifica-
tion was based on the acreage from which crops were harvested
in 1949 for each multiple unit.

Multiple units by number of subunits,—This classification was
based on the total number of subunits in each multiple-unit opera-
tion. Since, by definition, a multiple unit must have at least two
subunits, the classification begins with those having two subunits
only. In the classification, the home farm is counted as one of
the subunits. A distribution of multiple units by number of
croppers may be obtained from this tabulation. For example,
if there are 326 multiple units with 2 subunits and 291 of these
have home farms, 291 of these have only 1 cropper each, and 35
have 2 croppers each. These 385 added to the number having 8

subunits that have home farms gives the total number of multiple
units having 2 croppers each,

Multiple units by kind of tenants in the landlord-tenant opera-
tion—Multiple units were classified into the following groups on
the basis of the kinds of tenants in the landlord-tenant operation :

Croppers only.—In this group, each landlord-tenant operation
containing a multiple unit reported only cropper tenants. For
this group, the multiple-unit operation is identical with the
landlord-tenant operation.

Croppers, share, and/or other tenants only.—In this group,
each landlord-tenant operation containing a multiple unit re-
ported both croppers and share tenants. It may or may not
have included tenants other than croppers or share tenants.
For this group, the landlord-tenant operation is larger than
the multiple-unit operation.

Croppers and tenants other than share tenants only.—In this
group, all the landlord-tenant operations containing a multiple
unit included, in addition to croppers, “other tenants” (not
croppers and not share tenants), but no share tenants. Prob-
ably most of these other tenants represented cash tenants,
standing renters, ete., who operated their places entirely inde-
pendently of the multiple-unit operation. However, a few of
these other tenants may have been closely supervised with their

operations handled along with those of the croppers, and the
home farm.

PRESENTATION OF THE STATISTICS

This report presents data for multiple-unit operations from
the 1950 Census of Agriculture, supplemented by data for all
Census-defined farms and Census farms not in multiple units.
No comparative data are shown for preceding censuses since
multiple units, as defined in 1950, differ from those operations
for which statistics were gathered in previous censuses. (See
‘Multiple-unit statistics for prior censuses.”)

The data gathered in 1950 are presented for the entire multiple-
unit area, by States, by counties, and by State economic areas.

Summary data for the selected multiple-unit area.—The Sum-
mary Tables 1 to 24 present data for the entire multiple-unit
area. Most of the data presented were taken or derived from
tables giving data by county or State economic area. Some of
the tables present averages or percentages to aid in the use and
analysis of the statistics.

State data—State totals for all farms, for multiple-unit opera-
tions, and for farms not in multiple units are shown in Summary
Tables 1 and 3. State totals for multiple-unit operations classi-
fied by size, tenure, ete., are shown only in the State economic
area tables. State totals for the number of landlord-tenant
operations and for multiple-unit reports classified according to
whether enumerated or office-constructed are given in Summary
Table 2.

County data.—The county table presents, for the selected
counties, data for multiple-unit operations with comparative
data for all farms. This table also shows the number and total
acreage for farms not in multiple units,. No data by size, tenure,
or other classification of the multiple unit are shown by counties.

Data for such classifications are presented in the State economic
area tables.

State economic area data.—The numbers of landlord-tenant
operations and multiple-unit operations classified according to
whether enumerated or office-constructed are shown by economic
areas in Summary Table 2. Data for multiple-unit operations
classified by size of unit based on total acres in the unit, by color
and tenure of the multiple-unit operator, by type of farm, by
acres of cropland harvested, by number of subunits, and by
kind of tenants in the landlord-tenant operation, are shown in
State Economic Area Tables 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, and 6, respectively.

Data for all farms and for farms not in multiple units are not
shown by economic areas. The data for all farms and for farms
not in multiple units could be obtained for any items by adding
the figures for the individual counties comprising the State eco-
nomic area and making the necessary computations.
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State economic areas represent groupings of counties within
a State. The counties comprising a State economic area have
similar agricultural, demographic, climatic, physiographic, and
cultural characteristics. (For a description of State economic
areas, see the special report of the Bureau of the Census entitled,
“State Hconomic Areas: A Description of the Procedure Used
in Making a Functional Grouping of the Counties of the United
States.”) Xxcept for the metropolitan areas, the State economic
a,g'eas, in general, are the same as State type-of-farming areas.
Since the counties comprising each State economic area have
similar characteristics, data for a State economic area may be
used for describing, with reasonable accuracy, the characteristics
of the agriculture in each county making up the area.

For the most part, the counties selected for inclusion in the
multiple-unit area include entire economic areas. However, in
some instances it was not feasible to follow this general rule.
For economic areas for which all counties were not included, the
economic area designation is followed by the word “part” to in-
dicate that the area for which data are shown, represents only
a portion of the economic area. In Virginia, no data are included
for the Independent Cities. In Tennessee, only Sevier County
in Economic Area 8a was included in the selected counties.
Statistics for this county are included with Economic Area Sb.

A map of each State showing the counties and economic areas
with a designation of the counties not included in the multiple-
unit area precedes the county and economic area tables for the
State.

Reliability of data—In using the data presented in this report,
it is necessary to consider not only the effect of the procedures
upon the data but also the accuracy of the original reports. The
procedures affected the reliability of the data shown in this re-
port in at least five ways.

First, the definition of a multiple unit was established arbi-
trarily. Some of the subunits comprising multiple units may
not be under the close supervision of the landlord and may be
operated as independent units. Moreover, some tenant-oper-
ated farms not included in multiple-unit operations may have
been under the close supervision of the landlord and may have
been operated as a part of a larger operational unit.

Second, during the office processing, landlord-tenant ques-
tionnaires were prepared for 12,028 multiple units. These
office-constructed questionnaires represented 8.1 percent of the
multiple units. For 5,514 of the office-constructed question-
naires, there was no agriculture questionnaire for the land-
lord and, in such cases, it was not possible to determine the
total acreage held by him or to determine his tenure. How-
ever, for statistical purposes, it was assumed that the sum
of the acreage of land shown on.the agriculture questionnaires
for tenants of such landlord represented the total acres of
land in the landlord-tenant operation and that the landlord
owned the land.

Third, in some cases, the number of multiple units may have
been understated. For example, if an agriculture question-
naire indicated that land was rented to others, a search was
made to locate the agriculture questionnaires for the tenants
of that landlord. In many cases, matching tenant question-
naires were not located. When that was the case, the exist-
ence of a landlord-tenant operation was indicated but the
existence of a multiple unit could not be determined.

Fourth, in some cases, the number of multiple units, as well
as the number of subunits, may have been overstated. Dif-
ferences in names reported for the landlord may have resulted
in the construction of additional landlord-tenant question-
naires. Tenants may have been included as part of a landlord~
tenant operation when those tenant operations were already
listed under a slightly different name or under another name
if either the landlord-tenant or agriculture questionnaire
erroneously listed the 1949 tenant and not the 1950 operator.
Also, the matching of landlord-tenant and agriculture question-
naires was performed on a county basis. In casss where a
landlord-tenant questionnaire had not been prepared and the
tenants belonging to the landlord-tenant operation were enu-
merated in two or more counties, a landlord-tenant questionnaire
may have been constructed for each county in which there
were tenants. :

991358 O - 52 - 2(Prt, 120)

Fifth, the method of determining the data for farms not in
multiple units has affected the reliability of the data for such
farms. The data were determined by subtracting information
for multiple units from the totals for all farms. This procedure
has resulted in the inclusion, in the totals for farms not in
multiple units, of all errors arising from differences between
the data on the landlord-tenant questionnaires and those on the
component agriculture questionnaires, Data for multiple-unit
Operations are subject to enumerating, reporting, and other
errors similar to those affecting data for the census of agricul-
ture. Measures of the completeness of the census of agriculture
for the multiple-unit area and the statisties for multiple units
are not available. For an appraisal of the completeness and
reliability of the 1950 Census of Agriculture, reference should
be made to the Introduction to Volume II, General Report,
Statistics by Subjects, of the 1950 Census of Agriculture reports.

Fully reliable check data do not exist for all the cagh crops
important in the multiple-unit area. Check data of accepted
reliability are available for cotton harvested in the multiple-unit
area. According to data on cotton ginnings as obtained by the
Census, the total amount of cotton for the counties in the multiple-
unit area in 1949 was 9,762,318 bales, as compared with 9,589,728
bales as shown by the Census of Agriculture.

In much of the multiple-unit area, the totals for multiple-unit
operations represent a large part of the totals for all farms, and
small errors in the data for landlord-tenant operationg may
affect, considerably, the totals for farms not in multiple units.
For example, in the States of Arkansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, and
Mississippi, the number of subunits operated by croppers and
included in multiple units exceeds the number of farms operated
by croppers. This greater number of cropper farms shown in the
multiple-unit reports than are shown in the reports for all farms
may be due to the following:

(1) Overstatement of the number of multiple units and of
subunits in the multiple-unit operations due to the office con-
struction of multiple units and the addition of tenant names for
operations already included but not identifiable with those
reported on the agriculture questionnaires,

(2) The possibility, in the case of subunits which could not
be matched, of a tenant being reported as a cropper on the
landlord-tenant questionnaire and as another tenure on the
agriculture questionnaire.

(3) The counting of cropper subunits representing only
parts of farms as though they were entire farms. In such case,
the entire farm may sometimes be a part-owner farm or ga
tenant farm other than cropper.

(4) The possibility that the enumeration of tenant farms
on the landlord-tenant questionnaire may have been more com-
plete than the enumeration of tenant farms in the census of
agriculture.

(5) The listing by the enumerator, on the Landlord-Tenant
Questionnaire, of both 1949 and 1950 tenants. Only 1950 ten-
ants should have been listed.

The procedure for showing the data for a multiple unit in the
county in which its headquarters is located and the data for in-
dividual farms comprising the multiple unit, in the county in
which the farms are located, affects the totals for farms not in
multiple units in counties where parts of multiple units are lo-
cated in different counties.

Multiple-unit statistics for prior censuses—Because of the lack
of comparability, the tabular presentation of multiple-unit data
does not include any statistics for prior censuses.

For 1945, statistics for multiple-unit operations are presented
in a special report entitled, “Multiple-Unit Operations.” Data
are shown for 567 selected counties in 9 States. The definition
used for 1945 was as follows:

A multiple-unit operation is one in which two or more sub-
units are handled as a single-farm enterprise. It usually in-
Yvolves supervision of cropper or tenant operations and central
control of such items as sale of products, work power, machin-
ery and equipment, crop rotation, or purchase of supplies. A
multiple-unit operation consists of two or more subunits, one
of which must be a cropper or tenant operation under the close
supervision of the mulriple-unit operator. One of the subunits
may consist of land worked by the operator, his family, or wage
hands. Plantations should usually be reported as multiple~unit
operations. ’
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For 1940, statistics for plantations are presented in a special
~report entitled, “Special Study—Plantations.” Only a very
limited number of copies were printed and distributed, primarily
to the land-grant colleges in the South. If any of the 1940 data
are desired, and the 1940 special report is not available in a
reference library, copies of the tabular material may be obtained
from the Bureau of the Census by paying the cost of making a
photostatic copy. In the 1940 report, statistics are presented
for the plantation as a whole, also for the farms comprising the
plantation. Data are shown for 372 selected counties in 10
States. The definition used for 1940 was as follows:

A plantation (as here used) comprises a continuous tract or
closely adjacent tracts of land on which five or more farm
families (including 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 systems, and farming operations.
Thus, a plantation should include all the land worked from
a central farm headquarters with croppers, wage labor, or the
operator’s family labor, plus any additional land, worked by
share or other tenants, that may be part of the operation of
the unit or plantation as a whole.

For 1910, statistics for plantations were published as Chapter
XII in Volume V of the 1910 Census reports and in a monograph
based on this and other statistical material issued by the Bureau
of the Census in 1916 entitled, “Plantation Farming in the United
States.” Data are shown for areas representing 325 selected

counties in 11 States. The definition used for 1910 was as
follows :

A tenant plantation is a continuous tract of land of con-
siderable area under the general supervision or control of a
single individual or firm, all or a part of such tract being

divided into at least five smaller tracts, which are leased to
tenants.

The accompanying tabular presentation of the areas covered in
multiple-unit or plantation studies and of the definitions provides
a convenient reference of the differences in the statistictl treat-
ment of multiple-unit operations for the several censuses.

NUMBER OF STATES AND COUNTIES INCLUDED IN THE MULTIPLE-

UNIT o8 PLANTATION AREAS, BY STATES: CENSUSES OF 1950, 1945,
1940, AnND 1910

State 1950 1945 1940 1910
States, fotal. oo oo 14 9 10 1
Selected counties, total ... . _._.__ 902 567 372 325
Selected counties in—

BDAIMA - e e e 167 167 40 47
Arkansas. .. 245 246 27 23
Florida_.. . R PO 1
Georgia... 1159 1159 102 70
Kentucky 105 | e e
Louisiana 164 164 29 2
Maryland._.. L S PRSI [——
MississiPPia e oo 182 182 66 45
Missouri 7 k2 R ) P
North Carolina, 90 80 44 21

146 146 30 35
(V0 P —— 20 1
-1 P P, 41
52 16 9 2

LAY countieé in State.
2 The 1950 multiple-unit area included two counties not included in the 1945 area;
and the 1945 multiple-unit area included three countjes not in the 1950 area.

ComparisoN oF CriTERIA Usep ror DeriNing MurtipLe Unirs AND PLanTaTIONS: CENSUSES OF 1950, 1945, 1940, anp 1910

- Kind of subunits included
Census Minimum number of Requirement as to operating All subunits part of a
year subunits unit continuous tract
Home farm Croppers ‘T'enants other than croppers
1950, ... 2 Not necessary. | All subunits other than the home | Excluded. Not specified for enumeration; | Not necessary.
farm had to be cropper opera- determination made in the
tions, ‘Whashington office.
1945 ... 2 Not necessary. | Subunits other than home farm could be either cropper or | Handled as a single-farmenter-| Not specified to the
other tenant operations. prise with close supervision enumerator.
of cropper andfor tenant
For office-constructed reports at | Other classes of tenants operations.
least one of the tenant opera-{ could be included.
tions was a cropper operation.
1040, ... Not specified; however, | Not necessary.

there had to be § or

more farm families reg-

ularly employed.

a eropper operation,

5 or more subunits were
required for office-con-
structed reports.

1910 5 tracts leased to tenants. | Necessary.

At least one of the regularly employed farm familfes was s | Operated as single-working | Continuous or closely
cropper or other tenant. unit.

For the office-constructed reports,
at least one of the subunits was

adjacent tracts.
Other classes of tenants

could be included.

Kingd of tenants not specified.

Under general supervision or | Continuous tract of land
control of a single individual. of considerable area.
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NUMBER OF LANDLORD-TENANT OPERATIONS
GENSUS OF 1950

(COUNTY UNIT BASIS)

© 3 DENATHEAY OF CouatnCT

a 53
| DOT=100 LANDLORD—TENANT OPERATIONS VRGIIA 18258 14707
[

[T NOT IN LANOLORD-TENANT AREA

NUMBER OF MULTIPLE UNITS

GENSUS OF 1350

NUMBER
" w
LANDLORD  MULTIPLE.
TENANT  uMT
AREA  ARES
414685 40pany
46246 45,2

-

HAP WO ¥30-002  SUREAU OF Tl CMLR u 3 DemaTuckr o omutnce

1D0T =100 MULTIPLE UNITS
(COUNTY UNIT BASIS)

[0 NOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA

TOTAL NUMBER

-
UAP MO USO-003  BMLAU OF THE GENSUS

CORN HARVESTED FOR GRAIN
AGREAGE, 1949

UNITED STATES TOTAL
75,132,672 f

U5 DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERCE 7

s
UNITED STATES TOTAL

1 DOT=10,000 ACRES 26,599,263

{COUNTY UNIT BASIS)
MAP HO ASO-IIG  <"BUREAU OF THE CENSUS U S DEPARTMENT OF COMMERGE

COTTON HARVESTED

AGREAGE, 1949

1 DOT=(0,000 AGRES
(GOUNTY UNIT BASISH

MAP NO a30-019  ~HUREAU OF T CENSUS

&

UNITED STATES TOTAL
1,532,373

US DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

TOBACCO HARVESTED p
ACREAGE, 1949 &

UNITED STATES TOTAL¥

1DOT=1,000 AGRES 819,032
=1
{COUNTY UNIT BASIS) *D:T: n}::‘l:l‘l."t:::r SNLV F?R PRINGIPAL STATES

Ma% Ho_#30-020 =" BREA OF THE CeNsuS

RICE THRESHED

AGREAGE, 1949

1 DOT =1,000 ACRES
{COUNTY UNIT BASIS)

HAP WO A30-120 "

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

PEANUTS HARVESTED FOR PICKING OR THRESHING *
ACREAGE, 1949

UNITED STATES TOTAL
2,133,897
 GROWN ALONE AND WITH OTHER CROPS

1 DOT = 1,000 ACRES
(GOUNTY UNIT BASIS)

U § DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

wap ND A8~ BUREAU OF ThE GEmsUS
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CROPPERS AS A PERGCENT OF ALL TENANTS
CENSUS OF 1950
(COUNTY UNIT BASIS)

LEGEND
PERCENT

[:l UNDER 10
10,70 19
20 TO 39
40 TO 59
W 60 10 79

B so AND OVER
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

AVERAGE FOR SOUTH AND 7 COUNTIES IN
SOUTHEASTERN MISSOURI

38.4 PERCENT

MAP NO. M50.-008 - BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

PERCENT OF LANDLORD-TENANT OPERATIONS CONTAINING MULTIPLE UNITS

CENSUS OF 1950
(COUNTY UNIT BASIS)

PERCENT
MULTIZLE-UNIT AREA.__.36.2

LEGEND

SERIENT

3TJTH CAROLINA.
TENNESSEE ...
TEXAS. ...

BEE 55 AND OVER

[C] NO MULTIPLE UNITS

NOT IN MULTIPLE- IR
&= TIPLE-UNIT AREA MAP NO ‘M50-004 BUREAU OF THE GENSUS

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF GGMMERCE
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MULTIPLE-UNIT OPERATIONS

FARMS IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT OF ALL FARMS
CENSUS OF 1950
(COUNTY UNIT BASIS)

PERGENT
" “LE—UNIT AREA 23.0

A “ ¢ iTH CAROLINA .. 27.8
\ " ITH CAROLINA . ‘207

| 25 TO 39

40 TO 54
55 AND OVER
; NO MULTIPLE UNITS .
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERGE [(CJ NOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA “""WAP NO. M50-005 BUREAU OF THE GENSUS

LAND IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT OF ALL LAND IN FARMS
CENSUS OF 1950
(COUNTY UNIT BASIS)

PERCENT
MULT'PLE-UNIT AREA_.._22.8

EXAS __
ViRGINIA.

25 TO 39
NN 40 TO 54
B 55 AND OVER

(] NO MULTIPLE UNITS o

-

U. 5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE [C NOT IN MULTIPLE—UNIT AREA MAR NO. M50-008. BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
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CROPPERS IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT OF ALL CROPPERS

CENSUS OF 1950
(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)

PERGCENT
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 97.0

ALABAMA. _ _______ 94.9
o ARKANSAS_ ______ 103.5
SLi i FLORIDA. - _______ 78.1
i o \ GEORGIA. _ oo 90.8
SR KENTUGKY_ ______ 105.7
N\ LOUISIANA _ ______ 101.7
N\ : { MARYLAND_ __ . __._ 78.6
NN " LEGEND MISSISSIPPI. ___ ___ 103.7
MISSOURI_ . _____ 88.1
PERCENT NORTH GAROLINA.__91.7
I UNDER {0 SOUTH GAROLINA.__96.9
10 TO 19 TENNESSEE _______ 96.6
20 TO 39 50

40 TO 59

60 TO 79
I8 80 AND OVER

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERGE E NOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA

-

“.
-t

MAP NO. M50~009 BUREAU OF THE GENSUS

AVERAGE NUMBER OF SUBUNITS PER MULTIPLE UNIT

CENSUS OF 1950
(COUNTY UNIT BASIS)

AVERAGE NUMBER
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 3.2

ALABAMA ____________ 2.8
ARKANSAS __ a7
FLORIDA . 22
SECRGIA __ 2.9
KENTUCKY___ 23
LEUISIANA __ 4.0
VARYLAND __ 2.6
WISSISSIPPI_ la7
MISSOURI _______ 3R
: NORTH CAROLINA ___"30
a SOLTH CAROLINA _ 0
gl TENNESSEE __.___ .6
20 TC 24 TEXAS o) 28
ZE TC 34 V'RGINIA - T1TTC 28

135 TC 4.4

4.5 .
B8 ©.5 AND OVER
! 71 NO MULTIPLE UNITS .
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE I NOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA w7 MAP NO MS0-007 BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
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MULTIPLE-UNIT OPERATIONS

MULTIPLE UNITS CONTAINING HOME FARM AND ONE CROPPER ONLY AS A PERCENT

OF ALL MULTIPLE UNITS: CENSUS OF 1950
(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)

PERGENT
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 59.|
ALABAMA. __ ______ 63.8
ARKANSAS. . _.____ 45.3
FLORIDA. - 8i.2
GEORGIA. .. __ - 57.6
KENTUCKY — e 776
LOUISIANA _ . _ _____ 50.4
MARYLAND_ . . ___ 83.1
MISSISSIPPI . _ . __ 49.9
LEGEND MISSOURI _ .~ 50.1t

NORTH CAROLINA___54.2

PERCENT SOUTH GAROLINA___52.0
TENNESSEE ____..__ 70.2

[CTJUNDER 50 TEXAS. . -~ 71.4

5070 59 VIRGINIA. - ___ . ___ 66.8

BB 60 TO 69 A

70 TO 79 g

B8 80 AND OVER e

MAP NO. M50-010 BUREAU OF THE GCENSUS

SUBUNITS IN MULTIPLE UNITS CONTAINING HOME FARM AND ONE CROPPER ONLY
AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL SUBUNITS IN ALL MULTIPLE UNITS: CENSUS OF 1950
(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)

PERGENT
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 37.1

ALABAMA ... 45.5
ARKANSAS
FLORIDA
GEORGIA . .~
KENTUGKY . _
LOUISIANA . __ .
MARYLAND _ _ -
MISSISSIPPI. .~
MISSOUR! L. __.__.
NORTH CAROLINA ._
SOUTH CAROLINA._

LEGEND
PERCENT
[CZ UNDER 20
Bz220 .70 39
B40 TO 59
BS¥60 TO 79
B 80 AND OQVER

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE ZZINOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA

OO NWHNDPNOOD
NAEDPOO-—OT®O
NoNGO RTHO NN

” o~
s
-t

MAP NO. M50-0Il BUREAU OF THE GENSUS
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AVERAGE AGREAGE OF GROPLAND HARVESTED PER MULTIPLE UNIT

GENSUS OF 1950
(COUNTY UNIT BASIS)

AVERAGE AGREAGE
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA_I10.6

ALABAMA __ _____ 101.5
ARKANSAS_ _ ___ __ 220.6
FLORIDA_ . ______ 114.3
GEORGIA_ __ __ _ __ 133.2
KENTUGCKY.. - — . _ __ 67.0
LOUISIANA. _ . _ __ 131.0
MARYLAND. _ . _ __ 49.3
MISSISSIPPI_ _ __ _ 139.3
MISSOURL. _ . _ _ . 232.3
NORTH CAROLINA..__ 68.3

LEGEND SOUTH CAROLINA. __ |<7>|,|

TENNESSEE _ _ ___ 6.8
ACRES TEXAS. ________ 196.3
UNDER 50 VIRGINIA_ _____""" 52.1
B 50 T0 99
NN 100 TO 199
S 200 AND OVER )
I NO MULTIPLE UNITS "
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE [:] NOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA - MAP NO. M50-0I2 BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
ACREAGE OF CROPLAND HARVESTED IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT
OF TOTAL CROPLAND HARVESTED: CENSUS OF 1950
(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)
- " o~ Y
B : )
& o RS
'ﬁ:}
o ,Q':f\;! - %
AN 4
2 \k‘:' & o,
3 PERCENT
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 27.0
ALABAMA ________ 22.4
5 ARKANSAS_____ " 34.6
FLORIDA. _________ 10.3
-~ GEORGIA, _________ 36.1
| KENTUCKY ________ 17.3
bee LOUISIANA ___ _____ 21.8
J MARYLAND_ _______ 1.5
% . MISSISSIPPI ____ _ __ 47.4
LEGEND MISSOURI _________ 317
NORTH GAROLINA___30.7
PERCENT SOUTH GAROLINA___35.|
C_J UNDER 10 \ TENNESSEE _______ 25.6
10 TO 24 o e
B 25 1o 39 o
40 TO 54 N

Il 55 AND OVER o
(2] NOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA "'MAP NO. M50-013 BUREAU OF THE OCENSUS

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERGE
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MULTIPLE-UNIT OPERATIONS

CORN ACREAGE HARVESTED FOR GRAIN AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CROPLAND

FOR MULTIPLE-UNIT OPERATIONS: CENSUS OF 1950
(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERGE

MARYLA

P LEGEND
PERGENT
3 UNDER 10
10 TO 24
B3 25 TO 39
40 TO 54
Bl 55 AND OVER

I NOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA

NORTH
SOUTH
TENNES:!

K e
MAP NO. M50-015

LOUISIANA

HARVESTED,

PERGENT

MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 26.9

NDDZDCTTTC

I

2

2

1

CAROLINA ___3
CAROLINA ___2
SEE 3
|

3

BUREAU OF THE CGCENSUS

CORN ACREAGE HARVESTED FOR GRAIN IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT
OF TOTAL CORN ACREAGE HARVESTED FOR GRAIN: CENSUS OF [950

(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)

U. S, DEPARTMENT

OF GOMMERCE

N
.

MigsiIss

10 TO 24 L TEXRS

B 25 T0 39
40 TO 54
S 55 AND OVER

I NOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA

R

MAP NO. M50-016

‘ ‘ 0 f '(l;\\ A GEORGIA
7 & % e, eI
..} MARYLAND_______ 108

N PERCENT
/ 7 : / MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 24.2
¢ ALABAMA_ _______ 19.7
e, ARKANSAS _______ 241
/ FLORIDA . 10.1

PPl o 33.6

i MISSOURI __ . ____ 26.0
l,;EGEND NORTH .CAROLINA __ 31.3

RGENT SOUTH CAROLINA _. 30.7

CJ uNDER 10 TENNESSEE ___ . _. 22.3

BUREAU OF  THE. CENSUS
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COTTON ACREAGE HARVESTED IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT

OF TOTAL COTTON ACREAGE HARVESTED: CENSUS OF 1950
-(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)

o
.},\Q‘ 3 o2 \
78
% et
F- :IV.
PERCENT
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 32.2
ALABAMA___ 23.8
, ARKANSAS_ _40.2
FLORIDA. _ 8.
o GEORGIA. _38.9
:@gf KENTUCKY_ _57.1
4 2 NN iy b LOUISIANA _ “38.0
SN J MARYLAND_ NN

SN .Y LEGEND MISSISSIPPI, 55.8
£ PERCENT MISSOURI___ ______33.1
% NORTH CAROLINA___34.8
; ESJ UNDER 10 SOUTH GAROLINA___38.0
10 TO 24 TENNESSEE _______30.7
% - . . TEXAS.._____ 135
25 T0 39 VIRGINIAL_____ """~ 20.9

40 TO 54 3 |
o B 55 AND OVER 3 oo NO  cOTTON

WA I NO coTTON 7
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERGE CZINOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA “ Map No. M50-019 BUREAU OF THE GENSUS

COTTON ACREAGE HARVESTED AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CROPLAND. HARVESTED,

FOR MULTIPLE - UNIT OPERATIONS: CENSUS OF 1950
(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)

PERGENT
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 35.4

ALABAMA. ___ __ 343

ARKANSAS _ -59.3

/ (s 2 FLORIDA. _ _ 39

%2 SRR GEORGIA _ _23.6

7 ¢ KENTUCKY _ - 10

//., ..)-.- B3 LOUISIANA _ _48.0

A MARYLAND__ _ U

" LEGEND MISSISSIPPI_ _ _ _53.1

WP PERCENT MISSOUR| ____ __ -42.0

NORTH GAROLINA___17.0

UNDER {0 SOUTH CAROLINA___32.7

. TENNESSEE _______ 22.0

20 o e

3 RGINIA______ 7777 2.2
TO 54 e A

gg ASDSOVER . ol TR NO GOTTON
CINO GOTTON o7

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERGE NOT IN. MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA “ MAP NO. M50-018  BUREAU OF THE GENSUS
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MULTIPLE-UNIT OPERATIONS

TOBACCO ACREAGE HARVESTED

OF TOTAL TOBACCO ACREAGE HARVESTED: CENSUS OF
(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)

IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT

1950

PERCENT

PERGCENT

MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 29.6

ALABAMA ________ 20.3
ARKANSAS ________ I8
FLORIDA. _________ 10.3
GEORGIA. o oo oo 30.0
KENTUCKY - 18.6
LOUISIANA _ _______ w
MARYLAND_ _ 14.5
MISSISSIPPI Il
MISSOURI- - - I8

UNDER 10 NORTH GAROLINA.__37.2
- SOUTH CAROLINA.__36.2
10 TO 24 TENNESSEE .~ oo .. 25.0
25 TO 39 TEXAS - oo I
40 TO 54 VIRGINIA. . ______ 27.1
“\ Bl 55 AND OVER [ NO TOBAGGO
) T no ToBAGGO
K4
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF GCOMMERCE NOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA “" MAP NO. M50-022 BUREAU OF THE GENSUS
TOBACCO ACREAGE HARVESTED AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CROPLAND HARVESTED,
FOR MULTIPLE — UNIT OPERATIONS: CENSUS OF 1950
(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)
J
PERCENT ,
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 2.5
I
2
2.4
[
7.1
2
LEGEND A
PERCENT 12,
NORTH GAROLINA___1 3.0
K3 uNDER 5 SOUTH CAROLINA___ 2.8
5 T0 9 TENNESSEE_ _ __ ___ 1.9
0 TO 14 TEXAS oo
.
15 T0 Is VIRGINIA _ ____ ____ 10 .
20 AND OVER L_.LESS THAN 0.05 PERC
CJINO TOBAGCO ~ oo NO T0BAGCO
U. 5. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERGE NOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA - MAP NO. M50-02| BUREAU OF THE GENSUS
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RICE ACREAGE HARVESTED IN MULTIPLE UNITS AS

OF TOTAL RICE ACREAGE HARVESTED: CENSUS OF 950

(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)

A PERCENT

LEGEND SOUTH CAROLINA___I2
PERGCENT TENNESSEE __ ___ __ 2
D7 UNDER 10 TEXAS ________ .. 2.2
0 TO 24 VIRGINIA_ _ _ _ ___ _ __ 2
Bl 25 10 39 LL..LESS THAN 0.05 PERGENT
[INO RICE 2 ] NO RICE
CINOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AR -
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERGE I AREA ‘MAP NO. M50-025 BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

PERGENT
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 7.5

KENTUCKY __ _
LOUISIANA _ _____ __
MARYLAND_ _____ __

NORTH CAROLINA_ __12

RICE ACREAGE HARVESTED AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL CROPLAND HARVESTED,

FOR MULTIPLE- UNIT OPERATIONS: CENSUS OF
(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)

1950

cw .

Ly

3 i LEGEND
PERCENT

£X3 UNDER 10

10 TO 24

BR25 TO 39

40 TO 54

Ml 55 AND OVER

[J NO RIGE

=1 NOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERGE

-?
MAP NO. M50-024 BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

PERCENT
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 0.6

MISSOURI
NORTH CAROLINA_ _ 12
SOUTH CAROLINA_ _ _[2
TENNESSEE . ______ 12,

TEXAS __________ 0.7
VIRGINIA. __ _ _ _____ 12
IL._LESS THEN 0.05 PERCENT
B . NO RICE

R
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MULTIPLE'UNIT OPERATIONS

PEANUT ACREAGE HARVESTED FOR PICKING OR THRESH

ING AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL

CROPLAND HARVESTED, FOR MULTIPLE~UNIT OPERATIONS: CENSUS OF 1950
(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)
PERGENT
SLE-UNIT AREA 3.6
ABAMA

LEGEND
PERGENT

10
TO 24
TO 39
TO 54
AND OVER
PEANUTS

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF CO4MERCE

CINOT N MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA

LOUISIANA __ __

MISSOURI _ ________|
NORTH CAROLINA_ __
SOUTH GAROLINA_ _ _
TENNESSEE

L_LESS THAN 0.05 PERCENT
2___ NO PEANUTS
o

MAP NOC. M50-027 BUREAU OF THE GENSUS

PEANUT ACREAGE HARVESTED FOR PICKING OR THRESHING

IN' MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT

OF TOTAL PEANUT ACREAGE HARVESTED FOR PICKING OR THRESHING: CENSUS OF 1950
{ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)
PERGCENT
VU_TIPLE-UNIT AREA 34.0
ALABAMA ________30.0
~RKANSAS ________ 1.2
*_ORIDA.________~ 125
SSORGIA_________ 44.5
KENTUCKY ________ L
LOUISIANA _ 5.0
MARYLAND_ __ _____ w
LEGEND Mississiepl____ " ” 6.3
PERGENT MISSOURI _________| N
NORTH GAROLINA___48.8
KXY unber 10 SOUTH GAROLINA___24.6
10 TO 24 TENNESSEE _______ 3.1
@25 10 39 T
N4 TO54 % L vRewa ZIIITITTT
B 55 AND OVER [ NO PEANUTS

CINO PEANUTS

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

CINOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA

s
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PERCENT OF MULTIPLE - UNIT OPERATIONS REPORTING HORSES AND

CENSUS OF

1950

(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERGE

LEGEND

PERGENT
[CJ uNDER 80
80 TO 89
B 50 AND OVER

[ NOT . IN MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA

/ OR  MULES
i
Y
J
PERGENT
MULTIPLE-UNIT AREA 85.2

ALABAMA. ____ ____ 84.4
ARKANSAS. _______ 740
FLORIDA. . ________ 80.6
GEORGIA _________ 9186
KENTUGKY_ _______ 848
LOUISIANA_ _______ 85.3
MARYLAND_ ____ ___ 82.2
MISSISSIPPL __ . ___ 86.0
MISSOURI. _ ______ 527
NORTH CAROLINA___88.9
SOUTH GAROLINA___89.9
TENNESSEE ____ ___ 850
TEXAS 61.8
VIRGINIA. __ _______ 88.8

v
-

MAP NO. M50~030

BUREAU OF THE GENSUS

NUMBER OF HORSES AND MULES ON MULTIPLE UNITS AS A PERCENT

OF ALL HORSES AND MULES: CENSUS OF 1950
(ECONOMIC AREA UNIT BASIS)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF GOMMERCE

LEGEND
PERGENT
CJ uNDER 10

ZZ2 .10 T0 24

B3 25 To 39

40 TO 54

Bl 55 AND OVER

CZINOT IN MULTIPLE-UNIT

AREA

-t

MULTIPLE

NORTH
SOUTH

#

“

MAP NO. M50-029

-UNIT AREA

LouisiaNa . _____ 1
MARYLAND._ _ __ _____

MISSQURI__ __ ___ __ IV

TENNESSEE

PERCENT

6

6
CAROLINA___25
CAROLINA__ 26
7
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