CrarrER XII.

PLANTATIONS IN THE SOUTH.

Introduction.—Previous to the Civil War there were
many largo farms in the South which were mostly
wnrkcd_l)y slavo labor,  These were ordinarily called
plantations. Thore was no sharp line of distinetion
at that timo, nor is there at present, between planta-
tions and othor farmy, the term “plantation” being
appliod simply to large farms usually comprising
geveral hundred or even thousands of acves, Prior to
the war each plantation was, of course, a single agri-
yalbural unit and was so veported by the census, being
countod as ono of the farms of the country. .

During the period of reconstruction after the Civil
War tho owners of the plantations largely tried to
- work thom by hiring labor. A movement soon began,
however, for the substitution of the tenant system of
operation.
divided into small tracts—commonly called *parcels”
or “cuts’—onch of which was operated by a tenant.
The tenants wore designated by various terms, such
as “oropper,” “‘standing renter,” and the like.

Since there were considerable numbers of tenant
farms in the North ns well ag in the South, the Census
Burenu very naturally adopted the practice of treating
the tonant furms in the South in the same manner as
those in the North; that is to say, oach tract of land
operatod by n tonant was tronted as a separate farm.
As & mabter of fuel, however, a large proportion of the

tonants in tho South actunlly occupied o very different

cconomie position from that usually oceupied by ten-

ants In other parts of the country. The plantation as |
o unit for genaral purposes of administration has not -

disapproared, and in many coses the tenants on plan-

tations aro subjected o quite as complete supervision

by tho ownor, gonoral lessee, or manager a9 that to
which the hived labovers are subjected on large farms

in the North and 'West. Where this is the case a ten- .

ant is very similar in his cconomic position to the hired
farm Taborer, practically the only differance being that
he confines his work to o particular parcel f)f land
which hoe works by himself and that be is paid by &
share of the erop ingtoad of by wages. There are also
some plantations in the South which. are operated by

Undor this system a plantation was sub-

hired labor. The distinetion drawn in popular speech
is still based on the size of the agricultural unit and
not on the form of organization.

Significance of statistics of plantations.—From whaf
bas been said it is evident that the statistics of agri-
culture for the South, when each tenant holding is
treated as a separate farm, are in some respects not
comparable with those for other parts of the country.
In the North and the West s tenant farm is very simi-
lar in its method of operation to a farm operated by the -
owner himself. The owner ordinarily exercises very

little supervision over the opetations of the tenant,

and the latter has substantially an independent
economic status. Tenant farms in the North and
West are in general quite as large as the farms oper-
ated by their owners, and the tenant farmer often
employs hired labor to assist him. In the South, on
the other hand, a very large proportion of the tenant
farms are decidedly small, containing no more land

‘than can be effectively worked by the tenant alone,

with perhaps the assistance of his own family. More-
over, many, though not all, of the tenants are sub-
jected to very thorough supervision by the owner or
manager of the plantation of which the farm is & part.
As the result of this difference in conditions, the aver-
age size of farms in the South, when each separate
tenant farm is counted as a unit, is very much less than
in the North or the West, and the statistics give an
impression which does not correspond to actual
conditions.

The effect of the practice of the Census Bureau in
treating each tenant farm in the South as & separate
unit is brought out to some extent by & comparison of
the changes in the number of farms in that section dur-
ing the last 50 years with the changes in farm acreage
and the value of farm land and buildings. In order to
permit such a comparison Table 1 is pres.ented, which
shows, for the 11 Southern states in which the plan-
tation system is of importance taken together, the
number and total and improved acreage of farms as
reported at each census from 1850 to 1910, inclusive,
together with averages.
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During tho half contury belween tho consus of 1860,
the last consus befora the process of breaking tho
plantations up into tenant farms commoneed, nd
{hat of 1910, the amount of land in farms in the 11
Southoern states covored by Tabloe 1 ineronsed only 43.3
por cont, whilo the number of farms, as roturned by the
consus, ineroasad from somowhat more than hall o
mitlion to about two and w half million, or 853.7 por
cont.  In 1860 the average farm contained  865.1
peres, of which 103.5 neres wore improved, and the
averago value of land aned buildings poer favm was
$3,970,  In 1010 tho avorngo farm had docreased in sizo
(o 115.3 neres, of which 43.8 acres wero improved, the
averngo valuo of land and buildings boing $2,172.  In
tho Tast South Contral and South Atlantic divisions
tho nverngo total acronge in TOT0 Was materinlly lowoer
(han that for all of tho states covorod by tho table,
tho lnttor being incrensed by the presence of many very
Jargo ranches in tho West South Central division, par-
tieutarly in Toxas,  Tho tablo shows furthor that thove
s heon a continuous deelinesineo 1860 in the average
gizo of farms in the plantation districts, the groatest
doeronso taking place betweon 1860 and. 1870,

The effeet of the mothod of classifying farms in the
Soutly is Tuethor shown in Table 2 by comparison of
tho avorage total and improved acronge and valuo of
Land and buildings for that seetion with tho correspond-
ing wvornges for the North,
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It would bo highly desirable that, in addition to
ctabistios in which onch tenant farm in the South is
countod as o unit, statisties should also ho prosontod
i which each plantation opernted by tonants-—pro-

1 Alnhoma, Arkanss, Florlda, ctoorgin, Lovdsiany, Mlsslssippt, Notth Cavoling, South Carolin, Ponnegson, Toxng, snd Virginig,
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vided tho tenants aro subjected to a considerable
dogroo of supervision-- should Do treated as & unit
among othor Tarms. 1f this woero dono the average
wizo of farms in the South would bo very much greater
than the avorages based on tho present mothod of
defining  farms,  For reasons more fully oxplained .
horeattor, however, it has boen found impossiblo to
cary out this plan in its eutivoty, and it is doubtful
whothor it will ever prove possible to do so in the
future. Nevertheloss it is highly desirable that some
abtontion should be paid to the plantation systom in
tho South, and the Census Burcau has thorefore under-
walcon to colloot statisties relating to it and to present
thom so far as thoy weroe found cloar and satisfactory
in their significance.

Definition of a tenant plantation.-—As already
stntod the definition of & plantation in popular usage
in the South is primarily based on tho size of the agri-
cultaral unit and not on its method of organization.
Thero would, howover, be no particular utility in pre-
senting statistics for plantations, merely in the sense
of large farms, in tho Youth any moro fully than they
are prosentod for largo farms olsowhore. So far as &
plantntion is oporated by hired labor, it differs in no
wignificant respoet fronm largo farms oporated by hired
labor olsewhors, and the more name “plantation”
gives no added significanco to tho agriculbural unit.
Taeh, plantation operated by hired labor in the South
is troated as asinglo farm in tho consus statistics, just as
it would bo if it wero in any othor part of the country.

What is required to permit a truo picture of condi-
tions in the South to bo obtained is information. rogard-
ing thoso plantations which aro opernted. by tenants,
which in many cases diffor in thoir mothod of organi-
zation, from. any form of agricultural unit ab all com-
monly found in other pavts of tho country. In order
to malko o clonr distinetion with reforonce to the plan-
tations concerning which atatistios wero dosired, the
Census Bureau adopted thoe following definition of &
“fonant plantation:”

A tonant plantation s o continuous teact of land of considerable
aren undor tho gonaral supervision or control of u singlo individyal

or firm, all or & park of nucly Gract boing divided into at lenst five
gmaldlor traets, which are Joased Lo tenants.
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T}}is doﬁnition, in the. first place, eliminates from
con.sulemtmn as pls?ntamons groups of tenant farms
which aro 'uop (zf)lltlgumm. In the South, ‘as in the
North, a single individual may own several separate
farms cach of which is leased to a tenant, but it is
obvious thu't these holdings, taken as a whole, in no
genso constitute a plantation. In the second place,
the tenant plantation, as defined by the Census
Buroau, must bo o tract of land of considerable size
and containing at loast five tenant holdings. It not
infroquontly happens in the South, as elsewhere, that
a singlo individual owng a tract of land of moderate
gizo which ho leases to two or three different tenants;
but to troat such a holding as a plantation would be
going distinetly contrary to the popular usage of the
torm and would serve no particular purpose.

The definition further involves the idea of super-
vigion or control over the tenants on the part of the
owner or his representative. There are,  however,
widely differing degrees of supervision in different
cases, and, while some special information regarding
the mothods and degree of supervision was obtained
in rogard to a limited number of plantations, it was
found impossiblo to obtain such information of a clear
and conclusive charactor with regard to all plantations.
Yonsoquently, of necossity, the Census Bureau had to
tront as o plantation any tract of land conforming to
the other fontures of the definition above set forth,
without rogard to the oxact character or degree of
guporvision exercised over the tenants, Tt is probable,
thorofore, that in some cases tracts of land have been
trontod ns plantations, on which each tenant ocoupies
approximately as independent an economic position
ag tonant farmers in other parts of the country, Be-
yond question, however, in most ingtances the planta-
tions for which statistics are hereafter presented are
thoso on which very considerable supervision is exer-
cisod ovor the tonants and on which. the position of the
tonants is in many respocts not far different from that
of hired laboroers. _

Tho statistics presonted in this chapter, therefore,
relato to tonant plantations conforming to the above
dofinition, Tor brovity, the term “plantation’” alone
is froquently usod in tho text and in the tables, but it
ghould bo distinetly understood that none of the tables
include plantations operated by hired labor,
© Ordinarily tho land in & tenant plantation is not
wholly subdivided into tenant farms. The owner of
tho plantation or his managor retains in his own pos-
gesgion part of thoe land. The land thus retained
usually containg the owner’s house, bar_ns,'smd other
buildings, his kitchen garden, and the major part of
tho uncultivated land of the plantation. In some
cases, morcover, the owner or MANLEEr retains & oD~
gidorablo quantity of improved land which he operates
with Lis own labor or with hired labor. QODS@(IUGEﬂY:
in tho consus statistics of farms, as ordinarily presented,
each plantation is reprosento
oporul"(;od by tenants, plus one farm operated by the

d by the number of farms™| P
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owner or his representative. In the special statistics
regardllng plantations presented in this chapter, data
regarding the farms retained by landlords are presented
separately from those regarding the tenant holdings.
In the tables which follow the term *‘landlord” is
used to designate the owner of the plantation or the
person who, as general lessee or local manager or
overseer, represents the owner in the management of
the plantation, while the term ‘‘tenant” refers to
any individual who leases a tract of land on the planta-
tion and pays for its use a share of the crops, or a fixed
amount of money, of cotton, or of other products.
The acreage retained by the landlord together with the
total acreage of all the tenants make up the acreage of
the plantation. All land of every description in the
plantation which is not leased or subleased to tenants
constitutes the landlord’s part of the plantation.
Method of investigation of plantations and scope of
the statistics.—The special investigation of plantations
underteken by the Census Bureau in 1910 was the first
that had ever been made by this buresu, although, of
course, prior to the Civil War the agricultural statis-
tics treated plantations as farms along with the other
farms of the country. Inits conduct of the plantation
investigation in 1910 this burean made use of a special
plantation schedule in addition to the ordinary agri-
cultural schedule. A copy of this special schedule is
presented on page 925. In addition to making use of

this plantation schedule the Census Bureau continued

the practice of previous censuses in obtaining a sepa-
rate agricultural schedule for each farm in the planta-
tion; that is to say, one schedule for each tenant farm
and one for the land retained by the landlord. These
general agricultural schedules for the tenant farms
were, under the instructions to the enumerators, to be
filled out by interviewing the tenants themselves,
although doubtless in some cases at least part of the
inforination for them was furnished by the landlord.
The plantation schedule, which was alse placed in the
hands of the enumerators, was to be filled out by inter-
viewing the landlord or his representative. This
schedule called for information regarding the planta-
tion as & whole, regarding the land retained by the
landlord for his own use, and regarding each tenant
holding.

Thggpla,ntatic')n schedules obtained from lfmdlords
were carefully compared with the general sgricultural
‘schedules obtained for the farms in the same planta-
tion. Infact, ome of the objects of the use of the.plau-
tation schedule was to furpish a check upon the figures
returned by the tenants and also to avoid duplication in
the statistics. At prior censuses considerable difficulty
was encountered from the fact that owners of planta-
tions, misunderstanding the inquiry, not mﬁfequent}y
gave ‘nformation regarding the entire planf;m;mm2 while
ot the same time the information regarding the land
operated by tenants was secured from the tenants,
thus involving duplication of acreage, value of farm

{1 even of the production of crops and other
roperty, and even P

a,gricultuml products.
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The plantation schedule being novel and more
or less complex, it was but nabural that some of
the onumorators failed to wsecuro plantation ve-
ports from all plantations in their territory. They
seeured tho separate voports for the tenant hold-
ings and for the land votained by the landlord, but
not tho genoral roport covering the plantation as a
whole.  In order to remedy this deficiency in the
roturns the Consus Bureau carefully examined the
sehodules for tonant farms and assembled into groups
those whioh showed the samae landlord. T case, for
oxample, it was found (hat there was a roturn for a
cortain, Larm eperated by its owner and a return for
five or moroe tenant farms in the same loeality, caelh of
which reportod sueh owner as the owner also of the
tonant farm, it was assumod that theso returns ropre-
soncted the parts of o winglo.plantation, and the figures
Tor tho several tenants and for the farm of the owner
wore assemblod into totals in the Consus Buveau.
. Whoeroe it was evidont that the tonant farms reported
s huving o single ownoer wore not conbiguous, or whore,
althouglt porlups contiguous, there was no roturn for
the Tarm oporated by the ownoer himsell, no sueh asson-
bling of the statistios wag done,  1is halioved that the
figuros for plantations thus assembled in the Consus
Bureau represent in tho groat majority of cases true
plantations, comparablo with those for which plan-
tation schedules were actually secured through the
enumorators, but novertheless in the more important
tnbles horoaftor presented o distinetion, is made be-
twoen the “plantution roports” and the ‘plantations
without plantation reports,”

Although the plandation sehedule was placod in the
hands of enumaorators throughout the South, it was
known in advanco thaf the plantation sysbem i for the
most part condined to certain seebions of the South, fol-
Towing primarily the sweep of the groat cotton helt and
of the belt containing o vory large proportion of negro
population.  After examination of the sehodules it was
deamod desirablo to confing tho tabulation of the plan-

AGRICULTURE,

tation statistics to thoso parts of tho South in which
tho plantation system is extensively doeveloped. Ace
cordingly 325 counties distributed through the South-
orn whatess wore selected for tabulation.  Tor most of
the other countios in tho South the number of planta-
tions reported was small, and insomo of them a great
many of the plantution sehodules wore not very satis-
factorily filled out, presumably because of the rarity
of tho plantation system and the ignorance of the
cnunierators as to its chavacteristies and significance.

The 325 seloctod counties for which statistics are
presentod in this chaptor are distributod through 11
states, ag follows: 47 in Alabama, 23 in Arkansas, 1 in
northern Florida, 70 in Georgia, 29 in Louisiana, 45 in
Mississippi, 21 in North Cavolina, 35 in South Carolina,
11 in southern Tennessoe, 41 in onstorn Toxas, and 2 in
southern Virginin.  Tho mayp opposite this page shows
theso countios, and also indicates the boundarios of the
cotton belt and shows which counties contain 50 per
cont or more nogro population. It will bo seen that in
tho groat majority of the counties for which plantation
statistics ave presented the negroos constitute at least
haldf of the total population, and that, on the other
hand, thero are comparatively few counties outside of
the aren for which plantation statistics are presented
in which the proportion is as high as 50 por cent.

It will be noted from. the map that in some cases the
boundary of the aren for which plantation statistics are
presentod is vory irvegular, and that there is a large
tevritory in northern Alabama and Mississippi and
southern Tounessee which is entirely surrounded by
counties for which plantation statistics are presented,
but for which such stotistics are not presentod.  These
irrogularitios are largely due to differences in the
topographical and soil conditions, In some counties
thoeso conditions nre wuch that cotton can not be raised
on & large sealo; and the plantation system, which is
usually closely associated with cotton production, is
not extonsively developed in thom.

EXTENT OF THFE PLANTATION SYSTEM IN THE SELECTED TERRITORY.

Summary.-Table 3 summarizes the principal facts
for adl tenant plantations and tho farma comprised in
thenvin the 325 seloetod countios of 11 Southern states
for 1910, It includes the data for the plantations
without eomplete roports,

Thero were 30,073 tenant plantations of five or
moro plantation farms in tho restricted tervitory under
consideration.  Theso plantations contained 28,296,815
aeres of farm, landd, of which 15,886,363 weres wore
improved.  The improved land roprosented 56 por
cont, or wore than one-half, of the total aereago in
farms. The eombined value of the land and buildings
-of these plantations was $676,803,000.

Tho average plantation contained 724.2 acres of
land, of which 405.3 acres werg improved. The value
of its land and buildings was $17,322, In acreage it

was moro than five times as Taigoe and in value of land
and Dbuildings three times as gront ns the average
farm. of the United States.  As the avoerago farm of
tho South was smaller and of loss value than in the
ountry as o whole these differencos are wider espe-
cinlly in that of value, whon comparisons aroe confined
to the South. Iowover, the average value of land
aud buildings per wero of farm land in the United
States as a whole, $39.60, was higher than that for
the plantations which was only $23.92. In the
soloctod torritory, howover, the opposite is the case,
for plantations are usually locatod in the more fortile
and productive sections of n community. :
On. these tenant plantations the farms rotained and
oporated Dy landlords contained 12,929,417 acres, or
45.7 per cent of the total plantation acreage. The
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PLANTATIONS IN THE SOUTH.

value of this lIand with its buildings was $256,494,000.
Only‘26.2 ber cent of all the land in the Ia,ndlc;rd f;u'ms
was 1mproved, much being woodland and other land
yet to bo opened to cultivation or was incapable of

cultivation.
Table 8 TENANT PLANTATIONS: 1910
4 Landlord Tenant
 Plantations. Tarms.1 Iarms.2
Number of plantations or farms 39,073 39, 07;
mber ol piantations or farms. . ...... 9,072 308, 905
%‘otal BOTBED ..o 25,200,815 || - 12,020,417 | 15,367 308
mproved acreags 15,830, 363 3,384,040 12,452,323
Avorago total 00renge.....ovverrnn.... 724.2
x}vemge improved acreage............. - 4053 332'.2 §§f‘,
Por cent of total ncroage Improved ... .. 56.0 26.2 810
Valgo of land and buildings .--| $676,802,983 '3256, 404,386 | $420,308, 59'}
L -| 8550, 457,208 || $210, 401,798 | $349,055, 540
Buoildings......oeeeennnnenoiilll $117,345,715 || $46,002,058 | $71,253,067
Avomxie value of lond and buildings per
plantation or farm §17,322 90, 564 $1,054
Toand..ececiiainn., §14,319 $5, 385 8375
Bulidings...., RETTETPRPPR 83, 003 31,179 8179
Avernge vatue of land and buildings per
B0r6 0f 1and suueenniirrianraaeenaanns $23.92 $10.84 327,35
Iond....... R $19.77 $16, 27 $22.71
Bulldings $4. 15 $3.57 $4.

1 Parts of tenant plantations retained by landlords.
2 Parts of tenant plantations leased to tenants.

The average farm retained by the landlord was

330.9 acres. The land and buildings of this farm
were valued on the average at $6,564, with less than
18 per cent representing buildings. With more than

four-fifths of its value in land and almost three-fourths 1

of its acreage still unimproved, the average value of
land and buildings per acre for the landlord farm was
only $19.84. :

Bosides the farms of landlords, on these tenant
plantations, there were also 398,905 farms operated
by tenants. These tenant farms covered 15,367,398
acres of farm land—>54.3 per cent of the total planta-
tion acreage—of which 12,452,323 acres, or 81 per
cent, were improved. The improved land in tenant
farms represented 78.6 per cent of the total improved
acreage of the plantations. The tenant farms were
valued at $420,309,000, or 62.1 per cent of the total
value of the plantations. The average tenant farm
contained only 38.5 acres and of this acreage 31.2
were improved. Its value in land and buildings
was little move than $1,000, of which only $179 repre-
sented buildings, yet its average value per acre was
$27.35. The most fertile land on the plantations is
usually leased to tenants. :

There wero thus on the tenant plantations of the
solocted counties move than ten times as many tenant

farms as farms of landlords; yet the total acreage of the
tenant farms was not very much greater than that of
the landlord farms, the average size of tenant farms
being much less than that of the landlord farms. fI‘he
tenant farms, however, were nearly all under cul‘mvg—
tion, ‘while only a little over one-fourth of the land
the landlord farms was improved. .This difference
can bo accounted for by the fact thab the tenant
usually leases only such land as he can put into active
ase.  This is the “law of the land” on the larger and
more closely supervised plantations.

48381°—13—-086
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While the average farm of the landlord contained
more than eight times as may acres of land as that of
the tenant and had an average value of land and
buildings per farm six times as great, the average
value of land and buildings per acre was highest in
tenant farms. The higher value of tenant farms per
acre was doubtless due principally to their larger pro-
portion of improved land.

Plantations classified according to number of ten-
ants.—Table 4 shows statistics as to plantations
grouped according to the number of tenants.

Table 4 TENANT PLANTATIORS OF—
Al l 5w mm;g" Hto 48 150 tenants
classes. ‘) ants. | temants. | temamts. |mnd over,
it i
| |
All tenant plantations. | I
Ny — wi
antations............ 38,0784 28, 542/ 8.2 j 4
Landlord farms. ... -.. 30,078 25 9,166 3‘,%& 322
Tenant farms..........|  305,905] 168,088 IR 8E  2lasd 29 %G
Acreage of all lend: { | | i !

Plantations. ........... L9308 8,731,370 4,961,197 1,456, 508
Landlord farms. ..., TR A5 280508 566,515
Tenant farms. . ...... T8 4,715,972 2,600,438 a0 710

P.c.in tenani farms. : L s
Acreageofimproved land: i !

Plantations. ........... 1 L,703,752 4WRGE LB %R 0B
Landiord farms...... R BT LY 130
Tenant farms.. ...... 38057 220 TELTA

P.¢,in tenant farms. mﬁ_‘ﬁ, H.7. iy
Valye of land and build- |
ings: ) 1

Plantations __.... dols. |6 RYI0E, B17, 600 125, 43, B0 43, 400, 005
Landlord farms _dals. 3 78,709,200 96, 540, 650 T2 008, 10
Tenant farms .. .dols. 7128, 08, 418 74, %0, 187 29,748, 1

P.c.intenant farms. 3 ﬁ?.Tj 429
Tenantplantations with
ecomplets reports.
Nuymber:

Plantations..c.ceeee... &,

Landlord farms. ....... 5,1

Tenant farms. .. o...... &

Acreage of ali land:

Plantations..... ... | B, 150, 435
Landlord farms...... 984 236 3, 592,630
Tenant farms. ....... 3,584, 300 2 587, 76T

P.c.in tenant farmas. 1, 418
Acreageofimprovedland: !

Plantations,...eeeee... ‘ 3,016,191
Landlord farms. - ... 57 825,

Tenant farms. . , . ... 26 2,180,35
P.c.in tenant farms. |
Value of land and build- f
ings:

Plar%tations ....... dols. 440, 456, 195! 159, 138, 833138, 03
Landlord farms .dols. {214,751, 896 96,1’?‘,2,%3 67,206, 983
Tenant farms . ..dols. 225,704, 24]| 2, 65, 535 70,518,35

P.c.in tenant farms.. 5o 49.2;
Tenant plantations
without complete re-
ports, i
Number: oo N ;

I N
andlord farms. ....... ) 2 70 oy S :

Tenant If?ﬂrﬁs.i ....... w7 s 4, B, = 1B,517

Acresge 0. angd: [ =5

Tantations s,0m,77| 4,579,501 2,58, w0 LaLan o
Landlord farms 1,812,102 1,054,441 s mLam wLIR
Tenant farms. 7,205, P25 3,004, 66U 2,1 kf.? 1,081, 08 Oy
‘ P.c.x;nmtennne%mrml . g | e | .0 2.7

Acreage ofimprovedland: ) . | 4 S

Plalglmgfonéﬁ;a..-;..« 6,260,658 zi%,ﬁ LEman L9m e Ll
Landlor: L i g 2 5% Chevinr
Tenant farms......... 5,609,087 2,56 045 1,800,921 so 4

P.¢, intepantfanms.| LN H. "
Valge of iand and build- : !

Plantations -...... dols. 236,348, ‘*"114,1545,9# ﬂ%ﬁ, dgﬁg,ﬁﬂﬂﬁ%
Landlord farms -dols. | 41,743, ;m,m oo 32;*?1' pris frapesnpen
Tenant farms ... duls. 194,604, s T g kg for

P,c.in tenant farms.

‘

The number of

individual tenant farms into whieh

each plantation is divided is usually regulated by the
size of the plantation. The table presexts c:umbmgd
statisties for all tenant plantations and also separate
statistics for those with and those without eomplete

reports. Tenant

are practically

plantations with complete reports

all true plantations with & high degree
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of supervision on the part of the landlord or his repre-
sentative, but, as already oxplained, a fow, at loast, of
the tenant plantations without comploto reports may
not bo real units ot all. Morcover, a good many of
these plantations are doubtless more or less loosely
organized, some of them being old plantations with
practically all their improved land subdivided into
tonant holdings.  Some of theso plantations without
complote reports are presumably now in the transition
sbago, pussing from tho class of truo plantations to that
of indepondent fwrms or possibly in some cases the
TOVerso.

Table 4 shows that there wore 26,562 plantations
(68 por cont of the total number) having from 5 to 9
tonants; 9,160 (23.4 por cont), from 10 to 19 tonants;
2,030 (7.5 por cent), from 20 to 49 tonants; and 412
(1.1 por eent), 50 tenants or more.  There were somo
plantations which had more than o hundred tenants.
In general, the large plantations with many tonant
farms are bottor organizod and moro elosely suporvisod
than tho smaller plantations. In somo localities those
Iargor plantations still have many of the characteristios
of the older régine,

For rveasons already sugeostod, the statisties for
tonant plantations with eomploto roports are in somo
rospocts moro significant than thoso for all plantations.
This class of plantations numbored 22,157 in tho 825
countios.  Thoy contained 19,210,098 acres of land,
of which 9,569,705 neres wore improvoed.  Tho farms
rotained by Iandlords containod 11,117,225 acros, ov
considorably moro than hall tho total acroago, whilo
tho 228,128 tovant farme contained 8,101,873 acres.
Of the land in thoe landlord farms, only 24.5 por cont
was improved, mueh the luegor part consisting of
woodland and: unimproved land, a good doal of which
is capable of cultivation, The opportunity for future
agrieultural dovelopment on many of theso plantations
is lurge.  On tho other hand, more than five-sixths
(84.5 por cent) of the land in tho tenant farms on plan-
tations with comploto roports was under cultivation,
In many cases, in fact, the tenant farms woro ontively
under cultivation except for the small area oceupiod by
buildings and yards. '

Tho land and buildings of the plantations with
comploto reports woro valuod at $440,450,000, of which
o little loss than half, $214,752,000, was roprosontod by
tho farms rotained by tho landlords, and $225,704,000
by the farms of tenants.

Of tho plantations with completo reports, there woro
14,861 (67.1 por cont of tho total) having {from 5 to 9
tonants, 5,336 (24.1 por cont) having from 10 to 19 ton-
ants, 1,734 (7.8 por cont) having from 20 to 49 tonants,
and 226 (I per cont) having 50 tonants or moro.

Tho Consus Buroaw has compilod statistics for
16,016 plantations without complote reports in tho
solocbod countios,  As already stated, somo of theso
may not be true plantations. Cortainly tho condi-
tions with rospect to tho group, takon ag a whole, woro
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gomowhat different from those with respect to the
plantations with comploto reports.

Tho plantations without complete reports contained
0,077,717 neres of farm land, of which 6,266,658
acres, or 69 per cont, consisted of improved land,
the percontage being much higher than in the case
of plantations with completo reports.  Of thoe total-
farm acreage in theso plantations, only 1,812,192
acres, or onoifth, was hold by landlords, the pro-
portion contrasting markedly with that in the caso
of plantations with complete reports. The 170,782
farms of tonants contained 7,265,525 acres.  The com-
paratively small acroage reportod as held by land-
lords is one of the indieations that many of the
plantations in this class are in o Gransitory stato or
have consed ontively to bo agricultural units. It is
possiblo that in somo cases tho landlords failed to
roport their ontire holdings, some ol tho unimproved
tracts porhaps not boing looked upon as constituting
farms ot all.

Of tho Tand rotainod by landlords in tho case of
tonant plantations without complote reports, tho pro-
portion improved, 36.3 por cont, was decidedly higher
than that in tho ease of tonant plantations with com-
ploto roports, 24.5 por cont.  Thoro was no vory groat
difforenco botwoen the two elassos of plantations with
rospoct to the poreontage of tho land in tonant farms
which was improvoed, although the percentage for the
plantations with comploeto reports, 84.5, was somoewhat
highor than that for tho othor plantations, 77.2.  The
distribution of tho plantations without complote
roports with respeet to sizo, ag indicatod by tho number
of tonants, wag not matorially difforent from that of
the plantations with comploto reports.

Averages for plantations and plantation farms.—
Tablo 5 prosents averages and porcontagos derived
from. thoe precoding tablo rogarding plantations, land-
lord farms, and tenant {arms,

Tho avorage plantation in the selected counties in
1010 containod 724.2 nervos of land, of which 405.3 ncres
woro improved.  Those avernges are based on all plan-
tations, including those without complote veports.
Tho value of the land and buildings of the plantation
was, on thoe avernge, $17,322.  The avernge plantation
was more than five tines as large ns the average farm
in thoe United Statoes as o whole, and the nverngo value
of its land and buildings was threo timoes as great as
that for the averago farm in the country as a whole.
The avorago vuluo of land and buildings per acre
of Iand for tho plantations was $23.92. This average
was consicorably lowor than that for the United States
ag n wholo, $39.60, o fact attributable to the genorally
lowor values of land in the South than in the North.
In the territory where the plantations are found, how-
aver, thoe avernge value of land and buildings per acre
is higher in the case of plantations than in the case
of other farms, since the plantations ave usually
located in the more fertile and productive sections of
8 community.
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COMPLETE REPORTS, IN

loxds of all the plantations was 330.9 acres, the value
of which, including that of buildings, was $6,564, the
yaluo of buildings representing 18 per cent of the total.
Tn view of the fact that almost three-fourths of the
acreage of the landlord farms was still unimproved, it
is not surprising that the average value of land and
buildings per acre for the landlord farms was compara-
tively low, $19.84. ‘

The average tenant farm on these plantations con-
tained only 38.5 acres of land, of which 31.2 acres were
improved. The average value of the land and build-
ings of the tenant farm was $1,054, of which only $179
represented the value of buildings. The average value
of land and buildings per acre, however, $27.35, was
decidedly higher than that for the land retained by
the landlords, this being the natural result of the fact

that the greater part of the land in tenant farms is

improved and that the most fertile land on plantations
is usually leased to tenants. :

Tablo 5
TENANT PLANTATIONS (¥—
All classes. 5 to 9 tenants
nis. 10 to 19 tenants. 20 {o 40 tenants, 50 tenants snd over.
Plants. | Lend- | Ten- Land- | Ten- -
tions. i;ggls : agnt I’tlis;ggan lord | ant I?i%nta- I{g?&l 2;%‘ Planta- Ii‘;?g‘ Tem | pionta. Len-
, | farms, 'S+ | farms. | favms. 05+ | farms, | farms, | 1008 1 garmg ant | Spone | Jord ﬁm&
All tenant plantations
Averago total acreage per planta-
AtiO}l or farm ...... fraeasaciunseas 724,2 | 330.9 38.5 405.0 | 227.3 42.3
verage improved acreage per plan- : -2 484) 30.7)L,688.0) TS} 3234 5,553 g
tationorfarm.. ... o ... 405.3.] 80.6| 3L2 273.81 65 00t Rt T
Par cont of total acreage improved.. 60| 26°2] 800 55.3 2| .00 e22) ied) b o8| e A1 Al
Bl BT RO| CEI| %Y &S| WA B &8 b Wi 29
A;rl\;mge vul]uutoilland %nd build- ’ . ‘ ) e e
s per plantation or farm....... 817,322 | 36,564 | $1,004 || $11,418 7
e ttscissettee 14310 | 5,385 | 875 B | 8 e L | S | B $1,085 | $42,086 615,830 | 9258 | $103,002 | §30, 707 | §1,000
nildings. .o oooeianen 3, 19| 19| 2oes| Te0]| 187 3 y 9061 Bbmi By T 024 | o1z |05
) 3,727) L4 | 1| 7,08 2 16 15 4o | 12
A\Ir)erngovnl?tiorgmdandbulldings .
er acro of lan 323.92 | $10.84 | $27.35 23,07 | $19.96 | $25 ’
:{;I‘\‘lilm.h.l‘.é ....... 10.77 | 16.27 | 22-71 s18. 81 s152 96 sﬁl% sﬁ:%i S}g.}g sgii?ﬁ ’ﬁ'ﬁ ‘?‘m s s smal sR g
O gl wE ol S5 S B 36| BR| AN uR| i | %ER| TR AR
Tenant plantations with com- : AR
plete reports
Am;'uge };otnl acreage per planta- )
10K TATTIL .o e e 867.4 . X
Agﬁ?gﬁ’ oroved hereape por plan- 7 501.7 | 35.5 576.6 | 335.4 011,152,861 673.3 | 36.9)2,045.4{1,197.3 | 30.41 42067 26524 0.6
Lon orfarm. . ..oiaiiiiianas 431,9 | 123.1 30.0 28.9 | 89.7 3.4 ‘
PO O al soreage tnproved. . » . 3 . 565.3 | 154.8 3.6} 1,030.11 270.0 2.2 096.7 ;
8! i) 40.8 24.5 84.5 50,1 26.8 82.6 49,0 2.0 B5.6 h.4] 206 8.6 % 4.7 %g %g
A}rgrugo vallueto{ land ifmd build- ‘
s per plantation or farm....... $10,879 | $0,002 |  $980 | $12,727 | 36,471 086 | $25 [ 56 ]
Land oo 1(33j 74 3000 | 822 | 10,383 35;209 ki %{:gﬁ sigjgg‘; o sig:é‘gg P %o n&% e =
...... v X Tosa| 167 2344 L,262] I7L] 4,27| 2,00| 10| 7,880 Ta67| BB| | G467 6
A\imrugo valuo 01( }tm((il and build- ‘
ngs per acre of lan 1 $22.02 | $19.32 | $27.86 || $22.07 [ $19.30 | 825.94 . 45 ;
Land, oo 18.99 | 1.9 2315 || “18.01) 15.53 | 2L.45 || e ae | h RS o
. 9 3.36 4,71 4.00 3.77 4,49 3.67 3.01 4.61 3.8 280 520 4.55 2e4| &
Tenant plantations without com- |
plete reports
Azfmgo };otul acreage per plania- ’ : : l
HON OX TAXME e vsienrvnnneananens 536:6 | 107.1 A . N g 7
‘ AV(iim%Ouimpl'olyod woraige” por 107. 42.5 30L.3 9.1 47.8 074.9 110.6 61 1,173.8] 19287 38| W3 548.7 .8
plantation orfarm. ..ouviees oo g0.5| aso| sus| osav| sal| 30| 4867 20.9) B| EEH BT} M3 ‘
Per cont of Lotal acreage improved.. 60,0 36.3( 7.2 65.1| 37.9| 73.2 70.6 ] 36.0| 774 76.3] 17 842 2,0%%3 lﬁii %Z
A}rt:mgo vmluo Loiilund ;i_md build- -
ngs por plantation or farm. ... $13,072 | 82,408 | $1,139 || 9,756 | $2,083 | 81,217 | $17,660 | 82,460 | 81,174 } 831,461 | 34, 2,833 | 83,00
I;nnd .......................... 1040 | Tea7 | 'odol 7esz| Le2Ll’L, : ) s1:934 $h e %;‘égﬁ 3’:'12% = 751% ,ﬁ% !
JHIA [} 17 P + 2,477 521 193 1,774 462 3,017 535 192 5,765 925 172 14, 1,22 18
A}remgo value (}Illunil and bulld-
ngs per acre of land -..... v eeas $26.04 | $23.03 | $26.78 || $24.03 | 823.12 | 825.47 $26.17 | $22.32 | 326.92 | $26.80 . B4 .39 26| $20.34 gL
£ ¢ OO . 21,42 | 18.17) 22.23 20.40 | 17.99| 2L.12 21,70 | 17.48| 22.53 21.89 ‘ﬁ 04 sg 45 %m 8% 41 5:%75
Buildjngs 4,62 4.861 4.55 4.53| 513 4.8 4,47 484] 430 4011 48| 494 5.2 2.3 608
The average amount of land retained by the land- There are very material differences between the

averages shown in the table for the plantations with
complete reports and those for the plantations without
complete reports, particularly with respect to the land-
lord farms. Theaverage plantation with a completere-
port was very much larger than the average plantation
without a complete report, but it contained compara-
tively little more improved land, the percettage of
farm land improved being much lower. The average
value of land and buildings for the plantations with
complete reports was $10.879, as compared with
$13,072 for those without complete reports. The
average value per acre, however, was considerably
higher for the plantations without complete reports,
$26.04, as compared with §22.92 for the plantations
with complete reports, a difference naturally resulting
from the greater proportion of irproved land in plan-
tations of the first-named class. ‘

The average amount of land retained by landlords of
plantations with complete reports was 1o less than
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501.7 acres, while for the plantations without complete
reports the corresponding wverage was only 107.1
acres. This difference, as already suggested, may
probably be attributable to the fact that some, if not
many, of the plantations without complete reports are
cither not true pluntations ab all or are in o transitory
stuto.  Sinco, however, a larger proportion of the land-
lord farms consists of improved fand in the case of the
plantations without complote reports, the avoerage
valuo of lund and buildings per aere is higher for them
than for the plantations witlh completo reports,

Thore are no very great differences botwoon the
tonunt farms on plantations with comploto reports
and those on plantations without complete reports.
On the avorago the latter are somewhat the larger
and consequontly have tho greater value of land and
buildings, but the average value of land and buildings
por acre for such farms is slightly lowoer than for thoso
on plantations with complete roports-—a natural rosult
of tho smalloe proportion of improved land.

It is notoworthy that, whoreas in most parts of the
country tho very large farms contain a much smaller
proportion of fmproved land than farms of modernte
gize and consoquently have a lower valuoe per acre, this
is by no moans true with rospect to plantations. The
large plnntutmm of the South are for the most part
locatod in the most tertile sections.  Confining atten-
tion to the tenant plantations with comploto roports
as boing maost typical, it will bo geon that theve is proc-
tically no diftoronce botwoeon the dilferent classes of
plantations, buased on the number of tenants, with
respoct to tho proportion of farm land improved, about
halt being improved in ench case.  The average value
of land por ncre, howovoer, incroases with the num-
bor of tenants, hoing $I18.01 in tho case of planta-
tiong  with (muplol,a veports hnving from 85 to 9
tenants, and rising gradually to $22.41 in the case of
plantations lm,v.mg 50 or more tenants, There is no
guch uniform movoment in the avernges for the value
of buildings por acere of land, but this avernge for plan-
tations of 50 or more tenants is highoer than for those
of any othor eluss,

The magnitude of the agricultural operations comn~
ducted on somo of the southern plantations may be
~judged from the fact that the 226 plantations with
completo roports having 50 tenants or more each con-
tained on tho avernge 4,216.7 acres, of which 2,006.7
acros woro improved, and. that the average value of
land and buildings for such plantations was $114,000.

*As might bo u\pocbod the landlords of the very
large plantations retain u somewhat smallor propor-
tion of the total ncreagoe in their own hands and Tease
a larger proportion to tonants than tho landlords of
tho smullor plantations. In the case of some of the
largo ])lzm(u,l ions thoe groater part consists of improved
lzmd which. is loased to tonants. In the caso of the
tonant furms, howoever, a somoewhat snmaller proportion
of the land is improved on the very large plantations
than on the smaller plantations.
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Plantations, by states.—Table 6 prosents statistics
regarding plantutions classified according to number
of tenants, by states, tho plantations without complete
reports being includod with tho others. In comparing
the figures for differont states, and particularly in con-
qldurmw tho relation botwoon theso figures and those
for all farms in tho several states, it Hlmul(l bo borne in
mind that the statistics do not cover all the counties
of any stute, and that for somo of the stutes they cover
a much ]:ug‘m' proportion of the total number of coun-
tios than for othors.  There are of course some plante-
tiong in counties not covered by the table, although
they wro largoly confined to the counties covered.
The concentration of tho plantation system is due
to the faet that it i chiofly found in  distiicts
which produco large quantitios of cotton and which
have o large negro population.  Some of the planta-
tions in tho sugar eane distriets of Louwisiana, howover,
are very highly organized. It should be borne in mind
that while the plzmbul lony may roprosont ouly a very
small part of the total farm area in somo of the states,
yot in somo of the counties of such statos plantations
muy bo the dominant form of agricultural operation,

Thoro is little doubt that tho plantation systom is
both absolutely and velatively sore Important in
Misgisgippi than in any other state. On the 7,960
plantations in this state for which the Consus Bureau hag
tabulated statistics there wore 99,432 tonant farms,
These plantations contained more i,lum 5,000,000 acres
of farm land, of which more than 3,000,000 acres
woro improved, The valuo of the land and buildings
of the Mississippi plantations was over $140,000,000.
Tho plantation system is probably moroe fivmly fixed
in the Yazoo-Mississippi dolta than in any other area
ol the South. The fertile soil and elimatic conditions
favorable for cotton raising, togother with the large
negro population, make tho p]zmtu,l,um tho domnmub
form of agricultural vrganization in the deltw.

Tn two other states, Alabama and Georgia, the
aren of tho plantations for which statistics were
tabulated by the Consus Bureau oxceeded 5,000,000
peres.  South Caroling ranked fourth, with more len
3,000,000 acres in such plunmtmm T'ho ])lzmban-
tions in Alabama contained 3,028,079 acres of im-
proved land, and those in (xoorgm 2,855,402 nores
of such land. There was more improved land in
tho plantations of Texas, as tabulated by the bureau,
thaw in those of South Carolina.

On tho 7,287 plantations in Alabama for which
statisties wore tabulated there wore 76,746 tenant
farms; on the 6,627 plantations in Georgia there were
57,003 tenant mrms ; and on tho 5,105 plantations.
in South Caroling there were 43,624 tenant {arms.

Tn the valuo of the land and buildings of plantations
tho states did not rank in the same order ag in acreage.
Mississippi was fist, with more than $140,000,000;
(Gteorgin was second, with more than $100,000,000;
South Caroling thlrd, with more than $92,000,000;
Texas fourth, with moro than $91,000,000; and Ala-



bama, fifth, with over $81,000,000. There are some dif-
ferences among the states with respect to the relative
importance of the plantations with complete reports
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and those without complete reports. In every state,
however, the former are the more numerous, and
contain the greater acreage.

NUMBER, ACREAGE, AND VALUE OF LAND AND BUILDINGS OF ALL TENANT PLANTATIORS AND OF LANDLORD

FARMS AND TENANT FARMS ON TEN

STATES: 1910.
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y 5to9 Wiold | 230LH 4 Slieonts dtod Wiols | w4l |5 tensuts
All classes. te"nunts. lenaiis, 1 LRLIL nind Uy i | tenanis. s & enanty. | ahd over.
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- I -
it
Nuymber: . . Nl . " . i
Plantations. 38,073 28, 562 9,160 2,039 412 4 § 53 ]
Tandlord (arras . 30,073 26, 562 9,150 | 2030 e 84 5 A 8 A
Tonont farms. o.eeeaveenisan 308, 906 168,089 118,852 82,404 29,550 212 858 7
Acreago of all land: . . i |
Rt miwes | winem| smom| sl vme) BEm B mel el
d fArmS. . aevennans 21 .6, 1308, 5 ) , 4
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Per cent in tenant farms. 548y 54, 4. . 5 N f X .
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. assnncasoess 5 (! 50.8 2, 3 . \ 2.9 4
Per gont in tenant forms. i) a -
. LOUTSIANA (29 PARRSHESJ.
ARKANSAS (23 COU’NTIES)-
“ %
: ‘ 2430 149 68 e "
Number: 714 364 8 *en |l 1l ) 2
PlANGOLIONT. o vereraareeseens 2o L g%g i 364 78 2 b | o 052 2,961
Tandlord Inrms s ? 650 0,468 10, 426 5,628 )
], 1 . 35, 179 9 ! o BAD § 114,%
'enant mrmls..d:.. ...... 407 410 295,815 | st 840 797,525 804, a0 3?41 5% 19
Acroogs %{o‘}g ond: 1,640, 424 494,955 418,244 197,419 eS| Tia0s)25¢ soom |  ghus)  mRlZl RS
g .T[E%ngtllord'ﬁr'lﬁé ..... . 8731 2% %gg! gg 287 033 268, 422 136::’_- 2 42, 253, f 59,6 ’ véﬁ_ﬂ‘ 42,9
e I CR L | ovw| owus| muwl|
o : : < ; ) o ! ¥ - &y
Aot L) el B CRE) RS Cmen mw) 3R BE) RS
Plontations.c.eeeereacanranas 5 0 , 2
R et B B T T | B | I I e
AN Surorazarnenns 4.7 5 %! ‘ o -
Ter cont in tenant farms. 048 || §18,700,185 689, ; 22
vyl BN | | op | s | spsmen| wined) Rus | PRE Weiw| ez Vi
Plantatlons.....eoeeeneeaeans 57, ! 731 505, 2574, 2,938, 55778 ., %
‘Landlord farms.... | 16,799,121 18’ ?,;giuo 002,827 | 11,983,708 6, ,Suéé.lg bt T 33.0
Penant farms. . ..- .- e 40, 570;,%55 T 60,2 75.9 . 682
Tor oent in tenant farms. g 4 . et \
: . —_— T ! TENNESSEE {H COUNTIES)-
anE— i
MISSISSIPPE (43 COUNTIES). | '
— i 1
—— |
] ‘ ; 280 m H
. 189 1,413 | 1,068 o B 5
Number: i 4735 2,008 938 1413 |} 1,063 : L4 P
PIANGOHONS < < e v enirsaann e 7:838 1753 2,008 95 3 % %g’é 12,074 6,696 3,606 ¢ + 4
Tandlord forms...ceeeeeane-- 7,0 30°311 97,892 27,1 by 9 | P 13,508
Lonanb IS geeeoeereees 0,42 o ’ o330 | 617,628 600,482 wE 12,941 B
Acraogoofall land sosl, 155 |l LET8S | LISLOBLY  Ligogg | aunds BN Rrie|  usen o ewa 6
].’],n.nl;n.tior.l(g.f_.‘.n.fl e B Ao 919,818 23%33, g{;g i 307,171 44,5&7% Mo 6. 6 BL5 2.
'r‘ﬁ%ih‘fx‘&‘mriiis .............. 2, 830155448 958, 608 oy 50.9 w57 . {1 B0 6.0
" “Per cont in tepant farms. . 449,500 ¢ e 96
Acpongo of improved land: 4| 1,118,504 024,169 706,04 | L 48, 501 0 e | £ 602 s
Plontations.. ;1 e 3061 008 28, a4 147, %80 312,030 361,005 197,324 s | e ]
Landlord farms. : L 12 586 3 o 5 Y ‘ .
"Fonant farms... .- 2,495, 5 2.8 78.0 y L og1,000,807 3635, U
Vit cont o 1 5 s | senersaz0 || s10,241,8 | S0,0,864 | SULT | Shhgsy ) i
Valuo of Jand and buildings: 10,319,784 | $39,800,561 $39,380, 644, 108 5,35, 670 , 803, bd ey e | LsW i 4T
At ladiong. - -« - - -~ $140,381,380 || -840 2 14,077,005 | 13,570,382 1 Bl 18,305,966 i} 7,087, f5.7 4
Planiations. . , o2, 344 16,570,899 ,977, o a0 331 | 14,934 71 , 305, ‘ by
Landiord farms... BLOM s || ox7alsss | 24 825501 s s 6.1
MTanont farms., ....- - 190G 58.9 . ——-/____'________.__-————————""—“—
‘Por cont in tonant f . S IE—— .
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NUMBER, ACREAGE, AND VALUE OT LAND AND BUTLDINGS OF ALL TENANT PLANTATIONS AND OF LANDLORD
g?:ii}EPI\@SSAlL\I D TENANT ]{‘AR]\'IS ON TENANT PLANTATIONS IN 325 SELECTED COUNTIES OI ELEVEN SOUTHERN
TES: 1910—Continued,

Tublo 6—~Continuod, TENANT PLANTATIONR OF -
BT LA} 1010 19 20 to 40 0 tonants A elncens Slot 10 to 1 20 to 40 |50 tenants
AT clussos. tonands, tenonis. tenants. and over, || Al lnsses, tonanis, tonants, tenants, | and over,
RORTIL CAROLINA (21 COUNTIEN), TEXAH (4 COUNTIES).
Numbor:
Planintions....coeneerannaas 1,778 1,447 202 a6 ). $, 408 3,860 L) 138 ']
Landloed s, . eee s oo, 1,775 1,447 200 46 .. 3, 4R 23,060 (62 138 0
A "Tonant. rmrlxluls. TR 13, 548 8,887 3,62 1,098 20, 100 10, 528 8,414 3,704 550
ereage of all lnnd: )

Plaaotions., .ooiaenvnnnnan. 1,161, 100 770,813 201,042 02, 345 2,072, 007 I, (07, 810 873,572 58, 313 43, 472
Landlord arms..e. ..., GO, 150 390, 250 131, 14t 40, 763 1,201,774 7O, 080 Ja0, 636 144, 642 17, 814
’I‘(\llun 1 fll(l“l ilm.1 ..... ” ...... 692&)5(1) 880‘,1 Sﬁg I(K)f_ﬁ(){ 45 ﬁ 8\)3 1, 770%30('; 9\‘(\)}}&,’(() HEY! ,‘gli(‘\ 2138 587 (1‘ 255058

‘or cont in tonent farms, . X i, ] 49, 4 N iR 49, ) 9, 0
Acrougn of improvod Jand:

lantations....ooo...., 530, 830 363, 020 119,374 30, 427 1,769, had 071, bt 438, 083 218,374 27,891
Lamelard Torus. .. 124, 819 8,229 28, (30 0,007 |-~ 403, 703 181, 700 74, 403 43, 197 G, 483
Tenant s, ..., 400,011 202, 807 110, 744 32, 460 1,440,781 789, 760 413, 600 175, M7 22,038

Por cont In totnnt frms, 6.5 ha7 b0.5 82,9 b7 b3 8,1 ) 40,1
Vaiuo of lnnd and buildinga:

R Y T $:30, 000, 081, $20, 881, 149 $7, 873,007 $23, 205, 025 $01, 400, 580 || $49, 604, 454 $2, 640, 805 | 810, 807,390 $1,430, 114
Landlord farms,., 12, 502, 648 8, 800, 845 2,801, 583 iy 210 |... 24, 864, 068 L4, T, (00 7000, 704 3,441, 108 424, 105
Tomwd MMNE. e veean 18, 008, 343 11,084, 304 4, (82, 324 1,431,715 |.. 00,045, 081 |} 35, dudd, B48 [ 22, 180, 041 7,076,223 | 1,014,010

1
Lor cont I touunk fams. 5.0 b4 ] RN b2.4 .6 #5.1 8.3 ho.5
SOUTH CAROLINA (35 COUNTIES), VIRGINTA (3 COUNRIBS).
Numbor:

Ulanfatlons.... 5,105 3, 849 1,020 3 12 200 169 33 5.

Landlond farms 8, 106 3, 840 1, 024 215 12 200 102 K 14

Tonant fmns, . 43, 024 24, 147 18, 145 5,674 058 1, 643 07 419 a7

Acrongo of nll fand:

Llmdtations. ..., reananenaas 3, 468, 085 1,001, 806 1,071,880 382, 767 42, 462 170, 315 110,972 52, 851 12,402 | ooiiiiine,
lamdiond emd.. ... 1, 718, 318 080, 050 041, 658 171,348 19, 3563 b3, bo7 28, 603 21,415 [0 PR
TN TAINS e v e ams e eens 1, 740, 807 075, 837 §30, 222 L1, 409 23, 100 122,718 82,410 a1, 430 B B72 | rainnnnnns

Por cont I it e, bo.3 4.7 4.8 be.2 b6 b0.0 4t k0.5 ol
Acrongo of Improved tand:

DIRIHONE 4 e ee s aee. 1,062, 805 049, 205 408, 037 104, 870 10, 847 71, 198 43,202 18, 398
Laadlord hirrug., [ANN 373, 102 238, 008 104, 454 a0, 420 1,974 17, 685 14, 804 3,701
Tonant Mrms. . .ovennn... 1,279, 708 704, 197 308, 483 104, 450 18, 673 80, 513 40,308 14, 437

Vet aont in toneng s, X T 0. biq {9, 4 1 5.0 LK
Valuo of sl and builldings:

Planiationd,. . oovieenean, 02, 530, 700 B83,760,740 | $28, 220, 857 $0,001,981 | §1, 218,872 %2,872, 513 §1, 043,018 767,067 BLTLEA3 | aiisnnnnns
Landlord farms, M), 834; H10 25, (034, 400, 11, R, 989 $,0LL 000 304, 008 1,080, 028 o AN RSUSPR] 40,400 |oeuiainen .
Tonant farmg....... 61, 695, 7480 28,710, 140 L4, 408, 574 86,719,471 864, R4 1, 832, &85 1,872,708 &7, 7T JHA I U N e,

Lar cont o tonant ferms, k5. 63, 88,1 (L) 70,1 03,8 5.5 fr.8 el .

Plantation averages, by states,—Table 7 shows avor- lowest, 43.8, in Virginia, whero the numbor of coun-

agos and poreontages with roferonco to the plantations
and plantation farms in oach of thoe 11 seloctod statos.

While tho averago sizo of all the plantations in the
South for which statistics wero tabulated was 724.2
acres, six states showod highor averages than this, the
highest being in Louisiana, 904 acres, and tho lowest
in Tonnesseo, 488.6 acroes.

Tho percontago of improved land in the plantations
of tho several states varied considerably, the highest

poreentago, 67.7, boing in Florida, whoere, howover, |

statistics wore tabulated for only one county, and the

“tios covered was also small,

The average value of land and buildings per plan-
tabion was highest in Toxas, $26,355, oqual to $30.75
per acre.  The figures for Toxas do not includoe live
stock ranches.  Louisinna rankod sccond and Arkansas
third in respoct to tho average value of land and
buildings of plantations, but the AVOrage por acre
was higher in Arkensas than in any other state,
$34.85, this high avorage being, no doubt, due to the
fortility of the cotton lands in tho river deltas, whove
the plantation system is found.
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, BY PLANTATIONS AND L i ¥
TIES OF ELEVEN SOUTHERN sum’sﬁ%ﬁ@ AND TERANT

Table 7
TENANT PLANTATIONS OF—
STATE, All clasges, 510 9 tenants, 10 to 19 tenante
v 3 20 to 49 tenants, 50 tenants and over,
Planta| Land-| Ten- {5y, | Lang-| Ten- Land-| Ten- - Land-
tions, Ielx(r’fx?s rant tions, | Jord | ant %&ggﬂt& lord | ant | Elsuta- Iif:g '1;%’;' Planta. | 1800 Tene
. | farma. farms, | farms. * |farms. farms, {farme, | HOBE | frrreg mmmﬂ
THE SOUTH (325 counties). '
Average total nereage per plantati ‘ .
Avml'a)xgo 1m161'oved aorelt]tge }I])(}I‘ p\angtlxlti‘:)gglr”[f?ﬁ&'x: Zﬁé% 323:3 %g égg‘g zggg 333 23333 4334 30.7|1,688.0| 785.5| 822 | 35358 L6 Wl
Por cent of total acreage improved.......... 56.0| 26.2] 8L.0 55.3 | 28,7 7.9 | 554 1(2)2:3 gg 9;%3 1373:3 %é g'%})‘ = ¥
Agicgﬁ%(; \r*grl;w of Iand and buildings per planta- ’ ’ et B
1.
F 80,5064 181,054 1811,418 134,538 |$1,087 1822
and. . .... ’ ’ > 822,447 188,374 131,085 | $42,686 1815, 830
Buildings 5,388 | 878 || " 9)ams 13,028 1”000 18,720 |'6,568 |*'908 | 35,073 | 13,14 bl %% w
: . 2,003 | 010 | 187| 3,727 |1,4061 17| 7,013] 2,435] 164)| 1R 46m| 1w
A}rlﬁlinlge value of land and buildings per acre of v ,
L gV teessrremacananes $23.92 |819.84 (327.35 || $23.07 |$19.96
Land . 3 10.80 1827.35 1} 820.07 61990 926,71 | $23.65 810.10 1s27.34 | $25.20 | $20.16 1826.75 | 2914 | g20.41 v
Buildin, 4 . d 3 5,96 {21,281 10.64 [ 15901 22.83 21131 17.08 1 24.66 3 .
g8 3.57 | 4.64 4,231 4,00 4.43 3.91 ¢ 3.20; 4.51 4.16 3.08] 509 %g 1%.& 2%;%
Alabama (47 counties).
Average totel acrenge per plantation or farm.... ‘
Averggoim‘ roved v.gcrelz)xgegor pln.ntatlongriarm. ﬁg% 3%33 g?% %ggg 2%3:?) %i ggsl?g %})24555 gg 1’9!7%.1 %g %.9 Lomopmg, Hao
er cent of total acreage improved.......... 56, 24,8 82.5 667 28.1| 78.7 2.3| 8.6 55.7 ‘19,5 &7, 2 2’%2 m&% g’«% g
A.\triool;t‘xgo wfvulue of land and buildings per planta- ' ‘
Ao L] o 15 v 11 P $11,138 (84,304 | $640 1| 87,284 132,928 | 3630 1$18,973 i$5,237- %
ﬁmlll%u . "8lo0a | '8,a83 | 515 || 5732 [2)285 | 538 | 11,188 s21221 o ’gﬁg ‘nglgg b s?l’,% ‘i%ﬁ.%’; e
VILAIDET s 1 e veneemenrasaaconsncarnenrasares 2, 821 | 134l 1,552| ‘63| 14212, 1,018 | 138| 4,964] 1,480} 124] 5,960, 1,89%] 118
Aﬁﬁl}'(&go value of land and buildings per acre of ‘ 4
$16.00 [$12. 86 |$16.94. || $15.06 [$13.29 [816.54 | 815.17 [812.69 [317.17 55 | $18.04 17 .  $3
A 0. 13.44 || 11.85110.37 [ 13,08} 12.14(10.23 ‘13,69 %77 'u%mligg ‘%% U%% '%g
3.50 3.21| 2,92 3.45 3.03| 248} 3.48 2.78 L7711} .68 2.45 wiog4t
Arkangas (23 counties). ‘ ' 7
Average total acrenge per planiation or farm....| 6185.7 | 252.0 | 27.6 | 326.1 ( 12 . . 5
Avorngaim rovedn%reggegerplantntlonorrarm. 394.% 60,4 | 25.4( 205.7 Sgg g%(l) ﬁg 2%(1)3 %g 1'&?& %é %2:475 %%g 1’%% %g
Ter cont; of total noreage improved ) !
proved.......... 64.0| 24,0 91.8[ 63.1| 26.5| 86.7 69.21 28.3 92.3 gL.1 .14 852 LA PSR
Average value of land and buildings per planta- ’ ) ]
10N OF FOMu e vseavesemnmcnenemnennnnsnnnsunnns $21, 458 86,252 (81,164 (810,232 83,149 [81,113 620, 404 [$4,010 |51, 168 | $48,238 1615, 415§, 140 9124,400 387,677 | 52,205
Land, . ..unnt 1slom [ 5,396 | o84 || 8,628 [2,034 | 942 | 17,349 {4,149 | 005 | 41,270 13,068 | 485 | 107,048 | 03,308 | 1,000
Buitdings 3187 | ‘957 | I170| 1,604| 's15| 171|°3,085| 761 | 178| 6,968} 2,361 164] 17862 ¢ S3087 1N
Averago value of land and buildings per acre of | |
land...veeaen [T $34.85 (824,93 [$41.73 || $31.38 ($24.61 [$35.75 | $34.83 (§23.18 1$41.43 $36.30 | $24.35 184455 | $41L.22 | $I0.54 | BUAL T
Land, . ooeennnna.. A . 35,60 || 26.46 | 20.58 | 30.25 | 20.62 | 19.59 | 35,30 30.20{ 20.76 | 48.26| 9541, I8} 4T
Bufldings. 6.13 4.92 | 4.03} 550 5211 3.59| 613 5.10 3.50.1 639 £.81 4,38 @
Florida (1 county). |
Averago total acreage per plantation or farm....| 830, 355.0 | 44.3 | 5747|2877} 42.7| 042,31 440.0| 420(1,413.5] 133} 469 8,718.0 3,910.0 7 48.1
Average Improvod screnge per plantation orfarm.| 566.4 | 128.8 a3l sgo0l1367| 38.3( sou3|135.8] 30.5]1,209.2] 1L7] 43.2} 4,750 B 447
Por cont of total acrange IMproved......-«.. 67.71 86, 91.0 68.2! 46.8| 89.7( 63.1} 30.5) 92.1 oL9| sr.5) 920 5.4 227 .2
Averago value of land and huildings per planta- .
tlon%r farm gepey $11,270 (84,838 | 8502 || 88,345 (84,405 | 8587 |812,283 185,574 $577 | 810,600 | 5250 | %6511 341,57 o]
DA nneanmscenennns vop3 | 4,000 | 481l 6,04 [3,63%) 438 | 0,015 | 4,608 7| 18, ong| 540 78,30 (87,181 44
Buildings 1,877 769 1) 1,431 767 99| 2,368 90 120 s 42 1111 18,% 128
A alto of land and buildings per acre of Llﬂ.
vcmgevms\tu .......... gpc ..... $18.47 (813,60 S%ggg] ‘}33% Sigg‘ls. Sgﬁ S%ggg i%gg Siggg Siigl4 ti%g 1Lg{) Sl%g %gl& ﬁk%
) A3 10.87 )| 1200 ke | 23!t o261 | 218 | 20| 2.37| aa3f 2ar| LA aw| 24
Georgla (70 counties). ] 25005 175 | 553 5mLs Lmss] 855
Avetago tolal norenge por plantation or farm.. .. 787.6 | 316.9 1 &4, 56491 9227.2 | 53.6[1,178.9} 4 Sg.ﬁ 12,0005 1,178 | -2 ,mv‘: -t X
Avornge improved nereage per plantation orfarm.| 430.9 | 76.11 412 3136/ €0.8 20.1 | 78389 102.1 | 421 |1,51L3 > 4 -
vel%ﬁ- cenl 'lofvtotul uorgagpo ir}lproved .......... 54.7| 24.04 75 55.5| 26.8| T4.8| b542| 21.7| 5.8 5041 1.5 7.8 §p LB
Average value of land and buildings per planta- ‘ - an | ' j/ w3 § 81,286
Voot Fari. 10,178 55,02 1,11 o1 0¢ 20 110 2208 128 51,10 |94 58 L0 L s [1r.ir | 107
; 8 i
}iﬁ?ﬂlﬁﬁg Mol 0 2as0|Twn| 22| sme|ius| 7| Ty 20 B W | & 9
Avorage valuo of land and buildings per acre of $10.27 [$17.75 [820.30 816-99 515,76 320,52 | $18.86 [817.27 819,03 | 81721 %E ‘umg ;1]% ;.2 *ﬁ?@ @&@
3 14,26 | 16.20 15.87 | 14.66 | 16.68 15,20 | 14.19 [ 18.02 14.16 tol To1 3.45 TE 988
3.48 4.01 4,12] 410} 4.14 3.57| 3.08] 341 3.06 2 ]
Loulsiana (20 porishes). 2271 8.3m.6 809 | 2.3
Avorago Sotal norongo por plantation orfarm....| 040 | 0038 20| gt 278 LIS mo| 50| LIES 1.%:3 Fb Ui
; ' antation o . 3 . . . . 4 3 3
Meiﬁxgruégrlxwgrv t%‘%é‘l"i\%‘}%ﬁé’é’ xi.lgproved .......... 51| a0 ea7f 678 3.7 922 459 97.0f 93.1] 652 LH
lanta- 536 %4s,008 | 3710
Ayrago valuo ofand and bufllings Bor DY oo, g0 g 4si0 16,558 (55,080 | 8500 330,053 AR g o sriy| w8 A EE T
Hokings X B IO | B | or| dess|zem| 1) wem| ) W) ATE s
¥ b
A;r:ﬁf:{;e value of land and buildings per acre of $20.60 [$22.58 |534.71 sgg‘gg ‘%g‘ 673 sgg ,é_z ’if?s *f}&? ;gg,gg sg.% S%g E‘gg 332'{‘% ﬁ% 3% g
%lu&i;l;i.i;'léé 2.0 [N |83 ) Tel | 5! aml sosl aul sml 8 sl ol Em] 4

1 Alabams, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana,

Mississippf, North Carolina, South Carolins,

ennegsce, Texas, and Virginia.
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Hablio 7-~Continued.

TENANT PLANTATIONS Q-

All olasses,
HTATE,
’ Lond-| Ton-
I;llt‘)m"' ford | ant
T Huema, | fuetns,
Minslssippl (40 cotntios),
Averago totul norongo por plantation or famu., .. 063.5 | 3016 Q0.0
Avorapa fmproved  sereage pee plantation or .
L JOLG 1 S8 L] uh.1
Per cent of totul nereige improved..... . 0.6 ] 20,21 S6.4
Avornge valoo of lund mxl buildings por planta-
(8 Y S R B17, 630 186,415 | #8408
T aea| BLA88 LG 20 732
LT T G881 1,100 146
Averago valno of land and buildings por noreof

landl,, S 820,68 821,27 [$51. 04
L.un L0V | 17,389 | 95,20
T L T 480 [ d88( 6,76

North Carolina (21 countios).
Averago tolal norengo per plantotion av farm....[ 6541 [ 8200 | 4.8
Avorago Improved acrengo per plantation or

hem.. oo, T T ferkeesiianenras 2011 o s

Py gent of totad nertpgo improved. . yaene.... 6.7 220 ] o8b
Averago valno of land and buildings per plania.

L L O P S B17,971 187, 078 191,930
R LATT | 6,700 | 1,084
Buildiugs. oo oo s 4,007 | LaT st

Average valuo of Jand nad balldings por nera of

I, oeiiaici e vamnas [T cooa| BUGAL (892, 1L 800,62
|3 Y veu | LT AT el Te
Bulldhm. oo eiaernana, tiasenssarasnsnay S04 LW TR

Sowth Garolina (35 countles).
Avornge total neromge por plantation or tarm.,...] 6776 | 06,0 | av.0
Avoruge Iproved aerenge por plantation or
L T ST wenea] LR WL 20,8
Per pont of total novengo inprovede.e. ... 478 3071 7.5
Avorago valuo of and nnd butldings por planta- )
(RO I (1T | DR Seesaresrentaunue LR, 120 197, 000 1§1, 185
and. ... testmteavanrnanas srestusaaranaenns L6, 078 [ 6,880 1L, 000
Dulld g, venevneennns Neneerraraenseeanan PP I I T 188
Averngeo vidue of lund vt buildhye P aerny of

115 UTT VN M heremeteteataaranannen wekansann S0, 70 AL 70 (820, 00
L, ieneanas CamadensRare st e aranny AL ah A0 | a6, 07
Bulldings. v i crarn e e A0 B0 40

Tonnosses (11 conntios.)
Avorugo lofal uerongo por plantstion or form....| 4886 | 1] 36,0
Avarago fmprovod seroige por plantation or
form. .., Caimmamaras Ceaerarnenaiarstanann O HBLE gd} a0.u
Por st of total aoveuge Taproved. oy, el 051 80,31 81O
Avarageo vishio of lind und hulldings por planta.
Lion or fami, ... . 10, 618 194,201 181, 102
...... L1178 |8, 260 )
3,440 W35 170
UTNT B 8T (890, R4
YRS [AS,BY | w07
400 [ 6,40 [ 477
Toxns (11 conntios).
Avemgototal neronge por plantation ov fa.,..| 8670 | 846.5 | 60.0
Avurape dnproved acreage per plantauon or

L MR I 1/ O I - R PTIN

Par eonti of totel acrongs hmproved, ......... .0 2521 KLY
Averngo viluo of nned wnd builedings por planta-

(310 I T T ) W Cenrmraneaiaa xvann ooe s [BR0,UB5 (57,810 [$9, 208
Lavmd, ... hraeemrnerEseannnnn Navmenne PP 23,880 | 6,282 1 8,000
Budklings e cennnn.. Cesrenrubavaaraanen seed| 8000 1 3,00 w3

Avarago valo of land and huildings per nerve of
I, ., W 30,75 (B2l 10 1887, a1
2707 IR 1B | 83,81
SO8 | 20T 400
Vieginia (2 counties),
Avovaga tolal acrowge por plantadion or farm, .. .| 881,0 | 208.0 | 70.8
Avorge Tnprovid acrengo por plunutation or

Iem . Feeveusaninsannas G0 | 88,4 U8.0

Por oent uf total werengo mproved.., ..., BR[O 830 485
Avotago valno of Innd and hulldingg per planti- )

[T LTI S Y seeny B34, 1063 196,200 ($1, 188
land....... . J 70 |8, 800 0Ly
BUIEIES. o nr e canerannnmemenenrans 3,808 | 1,804 an

Avornge valus of and and buildings per goro of

5 T A FETT T B16, 90 (BI040 [$1.003

L., ., 11,88 ] 12,67 | 1L A3
A0 TR B
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Comparison of pIaI}tations With other farms,—Table 8 The relative importance of the plantation system
presents o comparison’ between the fotal number, | varies considerably in the different states. Thus, in
acreage, and value of all farms in the 325 counties | the 45 counties of Mississippi which are covered by,the
covered by the plantation statistics and the number, tabulation, plantation farms constituted 53.7 per cent
acreage, and value of farms on

tenant plantations.
Corresponding statistics are also presented for each

of the 11 states. In this table the number of tenant
plantation farms given represents the total number of
farms retained by landlords, plus the number leased
to tenants,

In tho selected territory under consideration, the
consus of 1910 reported 1,182,000 farms. Of thig
number, 437,978, or 37.1 per cent, were plantation
farms.  Of tho total acreage of farms in these counties,
3L.5 per cent was in plantations, and.of the total im-
proved acreage, 33.4 per cent. Of the total value of
land and buildings of farms in these counties, 32.8

of the total number of farms, contained 44.1 per cent

of the total acreage, andrepresented 55.4 per centof the %
total value of land and buildings, these being the
highest proportions shown for any state. On the ;
other hand, in the two counties in Virginia in which any i
considerable number of plantations existed, plantation ‘
farms constituted in 1910 only 14.8 per cent of the total
number of farms and contained 16 per cent of the
total farm acreage. Aside from Mississippi, there
was only one state—Louisiana—in which as much as
two-fifths of the farm land in the counties eovered by
the investigation was in plantations, and only three
others—Georgia, Alabama, and Arkansas—in which

por cont was represented by that of plantations.

the proportion was as great as one-third.

Table 8§ ACREAGE, 5 ACREAGE. v
Value of wine of
Number ! fiae of
STATIL of farms land and STATE. Number 4
. Improved {| DLuildings, of farms, Ty i
Aitteng, | Tpror : | e, | g | g
THE SOUTH (325 countios). M[ssigg[ppl (45 counties>, a I N
..................... 1,182,009 1| 80,023,619 | 47,435, 641 $2,001,014,705 | Allfarms, ... . _............_1 109,603 1988, , 578, $3283, 7,2
%}kfx‘éi‘{ﬁn TATME o ooennns "437,078 || 28,296,815 | 16,836,363 || 676, 802,983 || Plantation farms. ... 1 107,392 || 5,281,158 | 3,156,834 1 14 3RY 249
Pexr vont plantation farms Per cent plantation farms w0
roprosent of total........ 37.1 31.5 33.4 32.8 represent of total........... 53.7. 4.1 4.9
' > 21 counties). i
Alabama (47 counties), North Carolina ( !
N1 1 T 205,909 || 15,434,169 | 7,920,638 || 217,811,434 L 79,600 | 6,620,469 | 2,703, ﬁ\fm m,m,m
%‘llzlxw:m}iﬁﬁ&iﬁ ................ 84,033 || "5,370,047 | 3,008,070 || “81,165 403 Plf’gﬁaggxftfmt'aﬁon PRI RUTHT Nt
J,%]_)gxglt]&lpﬂ){ﬁltllf} . I m ms 40.8 34.9 38.2 31.3 represent of total. .......... 19.2 17.5 19.6 w2
" ies). South Carolina (35 counties).
Arkansasg (23 couniles),
11,077,180 1 5,388, 768 L, 326, 12
q cavakamennnans 77,749 || 4,837,379 |- 2,078,643 || 128,635,955 Allfarms..........cccovrveenn.s 150, 209 \ 077, podrdont
%}&f&‘n’l‘ﬁm TS o o v eenens 37,853 || 1,046,424 | 1,054,040 || 57,878,476 Pl;;xgagg;tm;ﬁsn e STl S| 1 s ) 530, ;
l,?I(‘\I)(l)‘g}llul;lLI:)lmgll&l‘hon . f m ms 48.7 34.0 30.4 45,3 represent of total........... 32.4 3.2 0.8 0.
mi ’ Tennesgee (11 counties).
Tlorlda, (1eounty). 48,010 1 3,175,211 | 1,898,586 88, 300, 345
. e 4,006 375,003 181,637 4 477‘.980 ALTAIMS. .ot eciaeaneaas y 5 170, 211 2 4491 ‘ 19, 240 806
ﬁkfﬁ‘t‘u‘ﬂgn TOTIS s 2veeereeons " 006 0,205 | AT.ETT ’ 94" 669 Plantation, fa;{xalsn e T wf . o
]‘,%p?g};lch Lrgfuwt“nbll - mms 24,3 18,7 26,3 a1 represent of total............ 2.6 a7 2.7
‘ Texas (41 connties).

Gooxrgla (70 connties), o 15,704,068 | 8,760,080 || 483, 557,101
1frma B coenef 100,234 | 14,105,828 | 7,003,897 || 285,072,987 || Alfarms. ..o ) 1LT0008) S0 AR
ﬁmﬁz‘n‘&o};-{n'ﬁ;i{a'_-.' e—— 03,080 || 6,219,145 | 2,855,402 || 100,583,480 | Plantation iR 3 "

Por cont plantation farms 5.3 represent of total. vnvn ... 2.2 18.8 2.0 7
" yoprosont of totl.vevss.ses 37,0 36.8 37.1 . B
‘ Virginia (2 counties). R
oulslana (@porishes). | N e | enase s || Al e 11,801 i 1,000,285 | 517,271 18, 484, 77
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