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INTRODUCTION.

SCOPE AND METHOD OF THE CEXSUS.

General description of census reports of agricul-
ture.—At the Thirteenth Census a separate report
pertaining to agriculture was prepared for each state
and was issued as a bulletin and subsequently bound
as part of the supplement for the given state to
the Abstract of the Census. In this report the

- general results of the census inquiry relating to the
state were summarized. It presented a series of
tables in which the most important figures for the
state as a whole were shown, with such text as seemed
necessary to properly explain and interpret these
tables. At the end of each state report six county
tables were presented, in which the statistics of all
important items were given by counties. Separate
reports were prepared for Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto
Rico. Special reports as to irrigation, similar in
general character, were prepared for various Western
states in which irrigation is practiced. All of these
.separate state reports as to agriculture and irrigation
have been consolidated and appear as Volumes VI and
VII of the Thirteenth Census Reports.

-In the present volume the general results of the
census inquiry are summarized by states, geographic

divisions, and sections. The data are arranged accord-

ing to subjects.

Area of enumeration.—The area of enumeration of
the Thirteenth Decennial Census included, besides the
United States in the ordinary understanding of that
term, Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto Rico. Other out-
lying possessions and dependencies were not canvassed.
The totals printed in this volume for the United States
do nat include data for Alaska, Hawaii, and Porto
Rico, which will be found in the separate reports
for these dependencies presented in Volume VIL
The exclusion of these outlying possessions from the
tables and discussion rests on the obvious differences
as respects population and social and economic con-
ditions between these distant territories and conti-
nental United States.

Law providing for the census of agriculture.—By the
terms of the act of Congress approved July 2, 1909,

cultural industry, and also showing the quantity and
value of all farm produets during one calendar or
crop year. The facts to be collected and arranged in
statistical form were described in the second paragraph
of section 8, as follows:

Theschedulesrelating to agriculture shall include name, rolor,and

age of woodland and churacter of timmber thereon, value of farm and
improvements, value of farm implements, number and value of live
stock on farms and ranges, number and value of domestic animals
not on farms and ranges, and the acreage of crops planted and o be
planted during the vear of enumeration, and the aereage of crops
and the quantity and value of crops and other farm products fur the
vear ending December thirty-first next preceding the enumeration,

Schedules and method of canvass.—The general farm
schedule wus prepared in accordance with the pro-

visions of the census act and was designed for the

exclusive purpose of collecting data relating to
farmers, farm land, furm property, and farm produets.
A schedule wus also prepared for the exclusive pur-
puse of collecting data relating to domestie snimals
not on farms. These schedules and the instruetions
to the enumerators are reproduced in the appendix to
this volume.

In addition to these general schedules certain special
schedules were provided. One of these was prepared
for securing more detailed information concerning
florists’ establishments and another for nurseries.
Whenever it was impossible to secure the informaution
required by these schedules through correspondence
it was collected by special agents. A third special
schedule pertaining to irrigation was prepared, the
data being collected by special agents. This was used
exclusively in the Western and Southwestern states.
This schedule was designed to secure more detailed
information than was called for by the general farm
schedules earried by the enumerators. It is more fully
described and the results secured are found in Chapter
XTI of this report. Another special schedule, referred
to as the “plantation schedule,” was used in the
Southern states only, and was filled by the enumerators.
Copies of all these schedules, with the instructions
for their use, appear in the appendix to this volume.

The two general schedules—the general farm
schedule and the schedule for securing dats pertaining
to domestic animals not on farms—were carried by
the enumerators who also had the duty of collecting
statistics of population. The terms of the act pre-

. scribing the method of securing the data are, in part, as
the Bureau of the Census was charged with the duty |
of collecting statistics showing the status of the agri- |

follows:

Szc. 10. That each supervisor of the census shall be charged with
the performance, within his own district, of the following dutiea:
"o cpnsult with the Director of the Census in regard to the dividon
of his district into subdivisinns most convenient for the purpose of
the ennmeration, which subdivisions or enumeration districts shall
be defined and the beundaries thereof fixed by the Directcs of the
{'engus; to designate to the Director suitable persons, and, with his

[ eonsent, to employ such persons ag enumerators, ohe oF mere for

countryoibirthoioccupantoieach farm, tenure, acreage of farm, acre- | each subdivision; to communicate {0 enwmerators the necesesry
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instructions and directions relating to their duties; to examine and
gcrutinize the returns of the enumerators, and in the event of dis-
crepancies or deficiencies appearing in any of the said returns to use
all diligence in causing the same to be corrected or supplied; to
forward the completed returns of the enumerators to the Director at
such time and ir such manner as shall be prescribed. * * #
Sgc. 12. That each enumerator ghall be charged with the collec-

tion in his subdivision of the facts and statistics required by the
population and agricultural schedules and such other schedules as
the Director of the Census may determine shall be used by him in
cuonnection with the census, as provided in section eight of this act,
1t shall be the duty of each enumerator to visit personally each
dwelling house in his subdivision, and each {family therein, and each
individual living out of a family in any place of abode, and by
inquiry made of the head of each family, or of the member thereof
deemed most competent and trustworthy, or of such individual
living out of a family, to obtain ezch and every item of information
and all particulars required by this act as of date April fifteenth of
the year in which the enumeration shall be made; and in case no -
person shall be found at the usual place of abode of such family, or
individual living out of a family, competent to answer the inquiries
made in compliance with the requirements of this act, then it shall

* be lawful for the enumerator to obtain the required information as
nearly as may be practicable from families or persons living in the
neighborhood of such place of abode. It shall be the duty also of
each enumerator to forward the original schedules, properly filled
out and duly certified, to the supervieor of his district as his returns
under the provisions of this act; and in the event of discrepancies
or deficiencies being discovered in these schedules he shall use all
diligence in correcting or supplying the same. * * %

It will be seen from the above that the enumerators
who carried the general farm schedule personally

DEGREE OF ACCURACY

Tt is believed, that most of the agricultural statistics
secured by the method described are accurate enough
for all general purposes. Theyshould not beconsidered
in the same light as estimates. On the other hand, it
can not be said that they are absolutely accurate.
Several reasons may be given why this can not be
expected.

Data relating to 1910,—The statistics which per-
tain to the status of the agricultural industry on
April 15,1910, are presumablymore accyrate than those
as to the products of farms in 1909. The former
refer to a date not long prior to that on which the
farm was visited by the enumerator. There is, how-
ever, room for error even in these statistics. Some
of the great number of enumerators, naturally, proved
more or less incompetent. A few of the inquiries on
the census schedules were not fully understood in
some districts either by the enumerators or by the
farmers. In the case of certain inquiries some farmers
were unwilling to give the facts required. This was
particularly common with respect to the inquiries
pertaining to mortgage indebtedness. Again, some
enumerators failed from time to time to ask all of the
questions on the schedules. In such cases it was usu-
ally necessary to resort to correspondence with the
farmers, and even then it was not always found possi-
ble to secure the information.

AGRICULTURE.

visited each farm. Enumerators who ecarried the
schedule for securing data pertaining to domestic
animals not on farms visited the persons in charge of
inclosures, etc., in cities, towns, and villages, and
secured from them the facts desired.

In order that the enumerators might not fail to
secure details desired, on account of the presence of
large numbers of persons who were unable to speak
the English language, authority was given to employ
interpreters wherever it was not possible to secure
enumerators who could speak the language or lfm-
guages required. (Sec. 15 of the census act.)

Date of enumeration.—Section 20 of the census act
provided ‘‘that the enumeration of the population re-
quired by section one of this act shall be taken as of
the fifteenth day of April.” For the sake of economy-
it was considered necessary to secure the agricultural
data, except, of course, those relating to the products
of 1909, as of the same date. As the result of the
selection of this date, however, it was impossible to
secure data pertaining to live stock which would be
satisfactorily comparable with those for prior cen-
suses, when the date of enumeration was as of June 1,
The status, of live stock in April is quite different from
thatin June. A morecomplete discussion of this point
will be found in Chapter VI. The census enumera-
tion of farms began on April 15 and in most districts -
was completed within the 30 days allowed by law.

OF THE STATISTICS.

Some small mistakes have doubtless crept into the
statistics because of duplication between the reports
given by owners of land and by tenants of the same
land. A considerable number of cases were discovered
m which farm operators who owned some land which
they did not operate but leased to others reported
as to all the land which they owned rather than as
to that which they operated, while the tenants in
turn reported, usually to other enumerators, as to the
land occupied by them. Under such conditions
there was duplication of farm acreage, of values of
farm property, and sometimes of farm products.
Efforts were made in the office work to remedy this
defect, and it is believed that most of the duplications
were successfully eliminated. Further, slight dupli-
cations sometimes oceurred becduse part of a farm lay
in one enumeration district and part in another.
These duplications, however, were very largely if not
entirely eliminated in the office.

All schedules turned in to the office by the enumera-
tors were carefully scrutinized by employees of the
Bureau of the Census, and wherever answers were found
inconsistent, farmers were communicated with directly,
and errors which had crept in were corrected whenever
it was possible to discover them.

Altogether the statistics showing the status of the
agricultural industry on April 15, 1910, may be said
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to he as nearly accurate as can be expected under the
present system of using large complicated schedules
and employing temporary enumerators. ,

Data pertaining to 1909.—The question of the accu-
racy of statistics which pertain to the acreage and
production of crops and the production of other farm
products during the calendar year 190U involves
further consideration. At best it can not be claimed
that the statistics showing the products of the farms
during 1909 are as accurate as the statistics showing
the status of agriculture at a given date in 1910. The
statistics of the major crops are doubtless substan-
tially accurate, but those of minor crops and of live
stock products leave a good deal to be desired.

One of the greatest sources of error lies in the tact
that large numbers of farmers did not in 1909 operate
the farms which they occupied at the date of enumera-
tion in 1910. Yet in each case, in order to avoid
duplication and confusion, it was necessary to ask the
farmer regarding the activities in 1909 of the farm he
occupied in 1910.

The census schedules of 1910 contained the ques-
tion: “How long has this farmer operated this farm !
years months,” Of the 6,361,502
farmers in the United States 5,794,768, or 91.1 per
cent, reported the term of occupancy in apparently
proper form. the other 566,734 either failing to answer
or reporting their entire period of residence on the
farm, including that in childhood, rather than the
number of years during which they had operated it.
Of the 5,794,768 farmers who reported the term of oc-
cupancy, 1,000,293 reported ‘‘less than 1 year.” This
was 17.3 per cent of all those reporting. A large pro-
portion of these were tenant farmers. In many cases
farmers who had occupied their farms less than a year
had had little or nothing to do with those farms in
1909, and consequently had no direct personal knowl-
edge concerning the farm products of that year. In
such cases they could often judge the acreage of the
principal crops from the stubble, but would have
greater difficulty

In some cases, of course, such farmers had fairly defi-
nite information because they had lived during 1909
on some farm near to the one occupied in 1910 or
because they had obtained such information from the
previous occupant of the farm.

It is believed that statistics pertaining to the minor
crops are less accurate than those pertaining to the
major crops. Not all of the minor crops were listed
by name on the farm schedules, and it was left for the
enumerator to ask the farmer whether there were any
special crops which he considered worth reporting, or
for the farmer to volunteer information. Doubtless
many farmers raised simall amounts of such unlisted
crops, but failed to report them. The unlisted crops,
however, are of very little importance in the country
as a whole.

Even as to crops
be given to those of little importance

listed less attention was likely to
than to major

in furnishing information as to yields
of crops and as to production of live stock products. |

]
|
{
|
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crops. It should be noted, moreover, that a erop
which muy be very important in some sections of the
country may be unimportsnt in others. In a dis-
triet where apples. for example, are seldom grown
enumerators would be likely to omit asking farmers
whether this crop was grown. and even if they asked
the question the returns would be likely to prove less
gecurate than those in districts where apples are an
importunt erop.

The probable incompleteness of the returns of erops
unimportant in all parts of the country and of the
returns for important erops in parts of the country
where they were unimportant has, however, very
little effect either upon the statistics of the total pro-
duction of any important crop in the country as a
whole or upon those showing the combined value of
all erops for any given county or state.

What has just been stated with reference to the
returns for erops is equally true with reference to
those for live stock produets and for domestic animals
sold or slaughtered on farms. But here an added
difficulty appears. The number of acres of a erop
harvested in a given vear is a reasonably definite thing;
and even if the exact quantity produced can not be
recalled by the farmer, he can estimste it Inirly wefl
by applying an approximate average vield per aere to
the known acreage. Moreover in the ease of most
erops the entire product is harvested or gathered prac-
tically at one season of the year and generally within
a very few days or weeks, and, at least as to major
crops, the farmers usually have in mind clearly not
only the acreage harvested but also the amecunt of
each crop produced. . Conditions as to live stock prod-
ucts are quite different. For example. the farmers of
course know the number of dairy cows on their farmns
at the time the farm is visited by the enumerator. but
on many farms the number varies at different seasons
of the year, and the changes may not be clearly re-
called by the farmer after the close of the year. Any
attempt to calculate the production of milk or other
dairy products from the number of cows, therefore.
encounters difficulty. In the case of live stock prod-
ucts small amounts are secured day by day. During
some seasons of the year the average production—snch
as the number of dozens of eggs or the number of
gallons of milk—per day, per week, or per month i
very small, whereas at other seasons it is much larger.
Farmers, generally speaking, do not keep books amd
have no definite system of accounts. It is ususlly nec-
essary for them to estimate the amount and value of
live stock products secured during the preceding
vear. Many farmers, particularly those who make
this an important business, are able to estimate
closely, but some make very unsatisfactory estimates,
while # considerable number are unwilling to make
any estimates at all.

‘At former censuses rules were adopted for making

' office estimates in the cuse of schedules in which dats
| 48 to live stock products were partly missing or were
| obviously incorrect. It was thought that the errors
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in these estimates would largely balance each other
and the totals be approximately correct. At the
census of 1910, however, it was deemed best, in cases
where farmers failed to report or gave evidently
erroneous returns, to make no estimates, but merely to
carry a tabulation showing the number of animals or
the number of fowls or colonies of bees, etc., on the
farms for which no product was reported or none
tabulated. Tabulations were made of all réturns
which seemed to the bureau to be reasonable. Gen-
erally speaking, from 80 to 95 per cent of the schedules
carried what seemed to be satisfactory answers:re-
garding the various classes of live stock products, and
it is believed that the statistics published are reason-
ably reliable, although no claim is made to absolute

AGRICULTURE.

accuracy. Some estimates have also been made as to
the total production of certain live stock produets,

but they are expressly designated as estimates and

the basis for them is clearly stated in the reports.

To summarize, it may be stated that the statistics
pertaining to farm crops for 1909 are not as accurate
as the statistics showing the status of farms and of
the agricultural industry at the time the census was
taken (April 15, 1910); that the statistics pertaining
to minor or secondary crops are less accurate than
those pertaining to major crops; that statistics for
major erops are more accurate for districts where those
crops predominate than elsewhere; and that statistics
pertaining to live stock products are less accurate
than those for major crops.

DEFINITIONS.

In order to secure comparability for the statistics
of agriculture, the Bureau of the Census provided the

enumerators with instructions covering the more

important terms contained in the provisions of the
law. This was necessary, first, in order that statistics
secured by enumerators in the different districts
should be comparable and, second, in order to secure,
as far as possible, statistics comparable with those of
former censuses. An effort was made to furnish a set
of rules which would he easily understood by the
enumerators. It can not be supposed that in all
cases enumerators understood and followed accurately
the instructions, but there is no reason to doubt that
most of them did so.

Definition of ‘“farm.””—The definition of a farm fur-
nished to enumerators at the census of 1910 was essen-
tially as follows:

A “farm?” for census purposes is all the land ‘which is directly
farmed by one person managing and conducting agricultural opera-
tions, either by his own labor alone or with the assistance of mem-
bers of his household or hired employees. The ferm ‘‘agricultural
operations” is used as a general term referring te the work of growing
crops, producing other agricultural products, and raising animals,
fowls, and bees.

A ““farm” ag thus defined may consist of a single tract of land, or
of a number of separate and distinct tracts, and these several tracts
may be held under different tenures, as where one tract is owned
by the farmer and another tract is hired by him. Further, when a
landowner has one or more tenants, renters, croppers, or managers,
the land operated by each is considered a “farm.”

In applying the foregoing definition of a ‘‘farm”
for census purposes, enumerators were instructed to
report as a ‘‘farm” any tract of 3 or more acres used
for agricultural operations, no matter what the value
of the product raised upon the land or the amount of
labor involved in operating the same in 1909. In
addition, they were instructed to report as farms all
tracts containing less than 3 acres which either pro-
duced at least $250 worth of farm products in the
year 1909 or required for their agricultural operations
the continuous services of at least one person. The
enumerators were further instructed to return farm
schedules for all institutions which conducted agri-

cultural operations, but to report as the farms of such
institutions only the lands which were actually used
by them for agricultural operations.

The Census Bureau did not attempt to secure a re-

port of the acreage and value of all land suitable for
agriculture. It did not take any account of such land
held solely for speculative purposes and not actually
utilized for agricultural production. It did not ac-
count for land owned by states or by the United
States, or of land occupied by forests if not in the
same tract as land used for agricuiture.
" Some land actually used for agricultural purposes
was also not covered by the census. Thus, in cities,
towns, and villages probably tens of thousands of
families use vacant lots or parts of residence lots for
small agricultural operations. Considerable numbers
of small tracts outside of such places are similarly used..
These small agricultural operations usually consist in
raising vegetables or in keeping small numbers of
fowls or domestic animals, and even in the aggregate
are of no very great importance. .

There have been some changes from census to census
in the definition of a farm. The first comprehensive
census of agriculture was taken in 1850. The author-
ities in charge of that census recognized the necessity
of establishing a limit below which no tract of land
used for agricultural purposes should be considered a
farm. The instructions upon this point issued to the
marshals collecting the data in 1850 were as follows:

The returne of all farms, or plantations, the “produce of which
amounts to $100 in value are to be included in this schedule; but
it is mot intended to include the returns of small lots, owned or
worked by persons following mechanical or other pursuits, where
the productions are not $100 in value.

No instructions upon this subject were given to the
enumerators in 1860. In 1870, and again in 1880, the
instructions were as follows:

“Farms,” for the purposes of the agricultural schedule, include
all considerable mirseries, orchards, and market gardens, which are
owned by separate parties, which are cultivated for pecuniary
profit, and employ as much as the labor of one able-bodied work-
man during the year. Mere cabbage and potato patches, family
vegetable gardens, and ornamental lawns, not constituting a por-
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tion of a farm for general agricultural purposes, will he excluded.
No farm will be reported of less than 3 acres unless $500 worth of
produce has been actually sold off from it during the year. The
latter proviso will allow the inclusion of many market gardens in
the neighborhood of large cities, where, although the area is emall,
a high state of cultivation is maintained and considerable values
are produced. A farm is what is owned or leased by one man and
cultivated under his care. A distant wood lot or sheep pasture,
even if in another subdivision, is to be treated ag a part of the farm;
but wherever there is a resident overseer, or a Manager, there a
farm is to be reported.

These instructions were slightly modified in 1890,
as Tollows:

A person who cultivates a farm is not to be regarded as hiring it
if he works for a definite and fixed compensation in money or
fixed quantity of produce, but he is to be regarded as hiring it if
he pays a rental for it or is to receive a share of the produce, even
though he may be subject to some direction and control by the
owner. “Farms,” for the purposes of the agricultural schedule,
include, besides what are commonly known as farms, all consider-
able nurseries, orchards, and market gardens owned by separate
parties which are cultivated for pecuniary profit and employ a8
much as the Iabor of one able-bodied workman during the year.
Mere cabbage and potato patches, family vegetable gardens, and
ornamental lawns, not constituting & portion of a farm for general
agricultural purposes, will be excluded. No farm will be reported
of less than 3 acres unless $500 worth of produce has been actually
gold from it during the year. The latter proviso will allow the
jnclusion of many market gardens in the neighborhood of large
cities, where, although the area is small, 2 high state of cultivation

_is maintained and considerable values are prodnced. A farm is
what is owned or leased by one man and cultivated under his care.
A distant wood ot or sheep pasture, even if in another subdivision
or district, is to be treated as a part of the farm; but wherever there
is a resident overseer, or a manager, there a separate farm is to be
reported.

In accordance with these instructions farms and
establishments containing less than 3 acres were not
reported in 1870, 1880, or 1890, unless they sold in
the census year at least $500 worth of products.
The authorities in charge of the census of 1900 noted
that the land occupied and the products secured by
very many persons devoting their entire time to caring
for small dairies, apiaries, florists’ establishments,
and kindred agricultural establishments were omitted
from the agricultural reports, although these persons
were included in the occupation tables of the popula-
tion reports as dairymen, apiarists, florists, ete. The
omission in the one case and inclusion in the other
accounted in part for the wide discrepancy between the
statistics of occupations and those of agriculture as
published at previous censuses.

By reason of these facts the rule previously employed
with reference to the amount of sales was omitted at
the Twelfth Census, and all agricultural enterprises
were reported as farms except that market, truck, and
fruit gardens, orchards, nurseries, cranberry marshes,
greenhouses, and city dairies were not to be so reported
unless their operation or management required the con-
stant services of at least one individual. The instrue-
tions issued to the enumerators were as follows:

A farm, for tensus purposes, includes all the land under one Ian-

wood lots, swampe, meadows, elc., connected therewith, whether
consisting of one tract or of several separate tracts. It aleo invlude s
the house in which the farmer resides, and all other buildings ueel
by him in connection with his farming operations, together with
the land upon which they are located. If the individusl conduct-
ing a farm resides in a house not Yocated upen the land wsed by him
for farm purpeses, and his chief occupation & farming, the howse
and lot on which it s located are a part of the farm, i, however,
be devotes the greater portion of his time to samse other oocepation,
the house in which he resides is not a part of the fwrm. 1f the
land owned by an individual, firm, or corporation i uperated in
Qm'tbymhewwner and in part by one or more tenants or IMARIEED,
or if the land iz wholly operated by tenanls or Inanogers, the por-
tion of the land orcupied by each iz a farm, and must be reported
in the name of the individual or individuals operating it. Noland
cultivated under the direction of uthers ia to be included in the
report of the land operated by the cwner, For cemsus purposes
market, truck, and fruit gardens, orchards, nurseries, cranberry
marshes, greenhouses, and eity dairies ave “iarms:” Provided, The
entire time of at least cne individual is devoted to their care. This
statement, however, does not refer 1o gardens in eities or towns
which are maintained by persons for the use or enjoyment of thedr
families and not forgain, Public institations, as4 , imsane
asylums, ete., cultivating Jarge vegetable or fruit gardens, of cavy-
ing on other agricultural work, are to be cunsidered farms,

By these instructions the word “farm” was given
» meaning practically identical with that in the minds
of the suthorities in charge of the census of agriculture
in 1850, when the only limitation was that which pro-
vided that small lots owned or worked by persons
following mechanical or other pursuits should not be
reported if the products were valued at less than $100.

The effect of the changes made from census to cemsus
in the definition of a ‘farm” is seen mosi conspiti-
ously in the statistics of the number of *farms’” less
than 3 acres in size. That number was published at
the censuses of 1880, 1900, and 1910, but not at other
censuses. When the census was taken m 1880, the
enumerators were instructed as follows: “No farm
will be reported of less than 3 acres unless $500 worth
of produets has been actually sold off from it during the
year.” The number of places under 3 acres in gize
reported was 4,352, or only one-tenth of 1 per cent of
all farms in the United States. At the census of 1880,
when the same rule applied, the smallest size group
of farms shown was that of farms under 10 acres.

At the census of 1900, 41,385 places under 3 acres in
size were reported as farms, an immense incTease over
the number in 1880. This increase was largely due to
the difference in the definition of farms. In tabulating
the returns in 1900, however, these places of under 3
acres were separated into a number of groups according
to the value of products. This tabulation showed only
7 853 such places which reported farm products valued
at $500 or more in 1899. Itis believed that this figure
(7,853} is fairly comparable with the figure for 1880
(4,352},

The number of farms of less than 3 acres returned
in 1010 was very much smaller than the number of
such farms returned in 1900. There 18 no reason
ever to suppose that this represented any actusal de-
cresse in the number of small farms. The decline

agement, used for raising crops and pasturing live stock, with the | shown in the census reports must be attributed solely
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to differences in the instructions as to what constitutes
a farm, in the interpretation of these instructions by
the enumerators, and in the definitioh as finally
adopted by the office. The enumerators at the census
of 1910 may naturally and properly have been much
influericed by the fact that the instructions made a
distinction—not made at the census of 1900—between
places of 3 agres or more and those of smaller size, and
by reason of this distinction may have given special

consideration to the propriety of including places of.

less than 3 acres. According to the instructions,
already quoted, these small places were to be included
provided they either produced at least $250 worth of
farm products in the year 1909 or required for agricul-
tural operations the continuous services of at least one
person.  As a matter of fact the number of places of
less than 3 acres reported as farms on which the prod-
ucts of 1909, as shown in the schedule, amounted to
less than $250 in value was very small. Moreover, the
Census Bureau decided after the enumeration that it
would be best to exclude all such places in the tabula-
tion of the returns, thus modifying the original -defi-
nition of a farm in this particular. In other words,
the number of ““farms’ of less than 3 acres, as shown
in the tables for 1910, includes only places reporting
produects to the value of $250 or over. In 1900, on the
other hand, as shown by the special tabulation referred
to above, a large majority of the places assigned to this
classification reported a value of products of less than

$250. The 1910 figures should be closely comparable,

therefore, with the number of places under 3 acres in
gize in 1900 which reported products to the value of
$250 or over—12,328 out of a total of 41,385 such
places reported as farms in that year., As compared
with this number, the number shown for 1910 (18,033)
. represents an increase of 46.3 per cent, in place of the
apparent decrease of 56.4 per cent which is indicated by
a comparison with the published total for 1900..

It is evident that a good many places reported as
farms in 1900 should not have been considered as such,
although the instructions may have justified their
inclusion: Apparently there were included large num-
bers of places which were, in fact, merely the suburban
or country residences of prosperous townspeople or the
homes of people engaged mainly in other occupations
than farming—places on which some crops of little
importance might be raised -or a cow or horse kept.
The tables for the 1910 report, on the other hand,
include very few places of less than 3 acres which would
not be generally regarded as farms in popular estima-
tion and probably include practically all that would be
80 regarded. v

_ In the comparative tables giving statistics for farms
of the different size groups for 1910 and 1900, respec-
tively, the 1900 figures for farms of less than 3 acres are
given as reported, including those that had products
valued at less than $250, as well as those that had
products of greater value. This coursé is followed

because it would be impossible without great expense to
eliminate from the statistics of acreage, value of farm
property, domestic animals, crops, etc., the small
numbers or amounts relating to farms of less than 3
acres which had products in 1899 valued at less than
$250. !

Partly by reason of the changes in the form of the
instructions as to what should be considered a farm
and partly by reason of changes in office practice as
to handling the schedules returned by the enumer-
ators, a good deal of land in tracts of more than 3
acres was excluded from the tables for the 1910 census
which would have been included in those for the
1900 census. At the census of 1900 many tracts of
swamp land, of rocky and even mountainous land,
and of semiarid, if not arid, land were reported as
farms, despite the fact that they were used little, if
at all, for agricultural production, and would not be
looked upon as farms under any ordinary interpreta-
tion of the term. This fact is well brought out by
reference to Table 4, Part I, of the Report on Agricul-
ture for 1900, This shows that 53,3563 farms reported
nothing under the heading of ‘‘value of farm products
not fed to live stock.” Of these, 1,283 were places of
1,000 acres and over. Moreover, 167,493 other farms’
reported the value of farm products not fed to live
gtock as under $50. Of these, 596 were tracts of land
of 1,000 acres and over. A good many tracts with
little or no agricultural production were also reported
as farms by the enumerators in 1910, but under the
office rules these were excluded from the tables unless
it was clear from the statements on the schedule that
they were actually farms in the ordinary sense.

Some of the decreases in number of farmg and in
farm acreage shown for certain parts of the country are,
therefore, doubtless due to the change of interpreta-
tion as to the term farm. o : :

Definitions of the classes of farmers.—The instruc-

‘tions to enumerators in 1910 contained a definition of

the .term ‘‘farmer” or ‘‘farm operator.’” Various
classes of farm operators were also carefully distin-
guished. The classificatiorni was as follows:

A “farmer™ or“‘farm operator,’’ according to the census definition,
is a person who directs the operations of a farm. Hence, owners of
farms who do not themselves direct the farm operations are not re-
ported as ‘‘farmers,”’ Farmers are divided by the ‘Bureau of the
Census into three general classes, according to the character of their
tenure, namely, farm owners, farm tenants, and farm managers.

Farm owners include (1) farmers operating their own land only,
and (2) those operating both their own land and some land hired
from others. : '

Farm tenants are farmers who, as fenants, renters, or croppers,.
operate hired land only. They were reported in 1910 in three
classes: (1) Share tenants—those who pay 2 certain share of the
products, as one-half, one-third, or one-quarter; (2) share-cash
tenants—those who pay a share of the products for part of the land
rented by them and cash for part, as cagh for pasture or gardenand a
ghare of all the crops grown on plowed land; and (3) cash tenants—
those who pay cash rental or a stated amount of labor or products,
such as $7, 10 bushels of wheat, or 100 pounds of cotton per acre. All
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tenants who did not specify whether they rented for cash or fora
share of the produets, or hoth, are tabulated ax having “tenure not
gpecified.” ,

Managers are farmers who are conducting fann operations for the
owner for wages or a salary.

At the census of 1900 and again in 1910 a speeial
class of farms referred to as “‘owner and tenant ™ farms
was recognized in the instructions. This was intended
to cover the case of a farm operated jointly by an
owner and his tenant. Inasmuch as the number of
such cases is very limited, and inasmuch as in such
cases the owner is often a parent and the tenant o son
or other member of the family, it was decided to disre-
gard this class in the tabulations of the census of 1910,
consolidating it with the class of farms operated by
their owners.

On the other hand, experience at previous censuses
demonstrated that many farms operated by tenants
are paid for partly in cash and partly on the share
basis. It was thought best, therefore, at the census
of 1910 to recognize an intermediate class between
share tenants and cash tenants. This class was
referred to as ‘‘share-cash tenants.”

Where the enumerator reported a farm operator
as a tenant but failed to specify to which of the three
classes of tenants he belonged, the operator was
classed under a group designated as ‘“‘tenants with
character of contract unknown,” or more briefly,
as ‘‘not specified.”
will be found in Chapter II.

Further details on this subject |

2b

Definitions of the classes of farm land. - Section 8
of the Thirteenth Census aet provided that the sched-
ulea relating to agricubiure should call for the acreage
of woodland on farms.  In erder that this provizion
might be ecarried into effect, definitions of furm
land and of the various classes thoereof were given in
substantislly the following form in the lnstruetions
o enumerators:

Farm land 3 divided inte (1 lmproved fand, 20 woodland, and
(3; sll other unimproved Janl. Jwprond incdudes wll Jarad
regularly tilled or mowed, land pastured and cropps
land lying fallow, land Jn 5.
nurseries, and land ccrnpied by farm bogh
elindes all Tardd covered with merural or plansed |
produce, or later may produce, firewood or o
AlL ather unim proved land ineludes brosh Lawd, rough
swamp land, and any other land which s not improved orind

e

The classification in 1880 was substantially similar.
4s was that in 1860 and 1900, except that at these
two censuses woodland was not distinguished from
other unimproved land.

The census classification of farm land as ~*improved
land,” “woodland,” and ** all other unimproved land™
is one not always easy for the farmers or enumerators
to make. Statistics for these three classes of land
may be considered fairly close approximations, but
enumerators and farmers in different parts of the
United States may have interpreted these definitions

somewhat differently, and at the different censuses
they may, even in the same locslity, have put slightly

' different interpretations upon them.

METHOD OF PRESENTING STATISTICS.

As already stated, the present volume is a sum-
mary and general presentation of the results of the
census of agriculture.

Statistics for states, divisions, and sections,—In most
cases the tables of this volume give figures for each
state as well as for the United States as a whole.
Because, however, of the large number of states, and
for other reasons, it is extremely difficult to indicate the
broad geographical conditions regarding the status of
agriculture and agricultural production by means of
the statistics for individual states. In addition,
therefore, to the presentation of statistics by states,
this volume gives statistics for nine groups of states
which are designated as geographic divisions. The
states which constitute the respective divisions can be
easily ascertained by reference to any of the general
tables or to the accompanying maps. ’

This plan reduces the comparisons necessary to a
general understanding of the geographic differences in
conditions to a number which can be readily grasped.
The states within each of these divisions are for the
most part fairly homogeneous in physical character-
istics as well as in the characterigtics of their popu-
lation and their economic and agricultural conditions,
while, on the other hand, each division differs more or
less sharply from most others in these respects.

In |

. forming these groups of states the lines have been
based partly on physical and partly on historieal con-
ditions. These nine geographic divisions ere some-
times grouped in the text tables into thres great sec-
tions—the North, which includes the New Eneland.
Middle Atlantic, Bast North Central, and W North
Central divisions; the South, which includes the South
Atlantie, East South Central, and West South Central
divisions; and the West, which includes the Mountain
and Pacific divisions. In addition to these classifi-
cations the states and divisions are somet e aronped
| in text tables into two great sections—that east of
the Mississippi River and that west.

The grouping of the states in geographic divisions
has facilitated & geographical rather thun wn alphs-
betical order in the tables which present the rexults
for the individual states. The advantage of this
geographical order lies chiefly in the ease with which
conditions in contiguous states can be eotapured,

Qtatistics by counties are not given in any of the
chapters of this volume which deal with a specifier]
subject, but Chapter X consists of u single table in
which the most important agricultural datu are pre-
sented by counties. Other county figures uppear only
in Volumes VI and VII of the Census Keports.
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Comparative and derivative figures.—Both in the
general tables and in the text discussion an effort has
been made to enhance the value of the statistics for
the census of 1910 by the introduction of comparative
figures for earlier censuses and by the presentation of
important ratios, averages, and percentages. The
full significance of the census data is brought out only
by comparisons between different censuses for the
same area and between different states or geographical
aréas for the same census, and comparisons based
upon absolute numbers are usually much less instrue-
tive and less readily grasped than those based upon
percentages and averages.

Text discussion of tables.—The general aspects of the
statistics presented in tabular form are briefly dis-
cussed in the accompanying text. This explanatory
text serves the purpose of calling attention to certain
important results of the census inquiry. It is not
intended that this text shall present an exhaustive
analysis of the statistics.
discussion is confined to the facts disclosed -by the
census .concerning the United States as a whole and
the geographic divisions and sections, with only occa-
sional reference to the figures forindividualstates. This
general discussion, however, should serve as a guide to

In the main, therefore, the-

the interpretation of the figures for the smaller geo-
graphic units and should likewise be useful in pre-
venting erroneous conclusions which might occasionally
be drawn from the consideration of an isolated table
without taking into account its relation to othercensus
data.

In the presentation of the results of the census of
agriculture by subjects, the text and tables relative
to each subject have been treated as a unit, the tables
being either inserted in the text or placed immediately
after it. This represents to some extent a departure
from the practice, followed in many census reports,
of printing the general tables at the end of the volume
and the text comment at the beginning, but it is be-
lieved to effect a distinct gain for those who consult
the volume to study a given subject. At the same
time those who merely refer to it for some particular
figure will readily find it with the aid of the table of
contents, ‘

‘Maps and diagrams have been employed in this
volume to present graphically some of the most im-
portant facts ascertained by the census, and have, as
far as possible, like the tables, been printed in imme-
diate connection with the discussion of the subject to
which they refer.
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