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f4c Larger holdings in
better land?
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Ch.8

Olcott's BlueBook. Map of Winn.
Lake Frunt, Indian Hill Estates,

Cf s.sideslums,

Shows larger lots more val.land.
-1947

91 & 101,""Amuch lower hv., more crowdig.P.

Can gulze, directreader to it.

4



See Haig,
cup/land

in "Lange less



S 418, p.

Machas

1-3
3-9
9-12
12-18

178

Below I and 0.58
2.6
6.7

18-50
Above 50

07|Iare.Wldig Wet
"Jiportion wet

10.01

10.9

| 16.1
42.0

134,0

0.2

1.2

2.8

5.1

16.0

55.0

12

41



Ch.119

Of, on better land,
larger

op-g
area tham

unit is

__worse land, obviously it is

Often optops.
better land.

greater im.
unit is larger
flatterfor better timber,
open pit ores.
recalcitromt,

When land is

opens

& complex, ....
unitsmaller.

become tricky: w!! opt. opy
(Then assets are

all men & cap, littleland)
Until

prdern.
you shift to diff- typeof



that the opt. size for
tenam is large, &if land
mire not held bybig felſons,
at low mrs, theywould sphtup

& buy farms. But it ain'tnevso.

serLand costs up to
for best, which is alongGetsSacr. belon Sacr..
cheaper.

$100/com

They farmfarm in large
scale with big mechanical∙g, seed rice byairplane.

loff,
show

sBond's
for most carcarlypaid-in cases 1(couldprobly

gotbeyperas fond, pindof ?)
Flooding possible.



AsR

Roy Cole, Cty.Treas, of

Yolo Cty, saysCty, says of. 9
men who joined together ina coop.20,000 acres as a team .

This stronglysuggests that
opt. size is large, ootherman

usedthey would have & word.
their capital individually

tenants. They purtheir/+cap. into equipment.
lecimes room for doubt, the
because maybe it is only



Whereit is pleasantto-live, gersmaller farm,
_because peoplewill give.their laborfor lessif

theycan live there.
2Hired labor willalso-work there cheaper.Inve

_notasmuch cheaperan

-people who live there because
hired labor doesn't_stay_
allday orallyear,or
at least for manyyears.nor bring wife, whoreallyimondsconditions.

Buthired laboralso

referspleasant condition
_so,where it is plecuscont to...



live, willget more intensive
Landure_So those devices that

more pleasant tomake it more
live in otherwise unpleasant
areas will make possible
& economical the..
development ofmanyareas it is now sc. to

farm onlyvery externively

-r

4



Optsize

Hicks
When land

becomes cheap,
smallfans
buyit.

-+

com

Ia . , same pattern : Conclusions from long stat . study

"owners operate smaller farms . They tend to buy farms on the
less productive soil , because it takes less capital . "

T.W. Schultz , in JFE, 1940 JournalofFarm Economies

south Little
After war , it became like west , frontieris .

capital . A new domain , the old estates which planters now couldn't

keep because it was slavery that made them economical , in part ,

& besides planters needed capital now , having lost slaves , which

I suppose was big thing they used to borrow on , had to sell to

small planters , who moved in from fringes . & to negros , to less__

degree , tho they showed less desire to become landowners .

Many had bought Confed . sec . , & lost all cap . that way .

1000s acres best land for sale at $3-5/acre , cf. well with

western prices .
Factories , roads , r.r.s ,r.r.s , destroyed . Much land became sub

marginal . Might also lower opr size, by decommercializing.



p . 337 Ratio of l.v. to total reality,by states, 1922. Doesit include urban land?
Doefritsay -Presumably cloes ther= Yesitclocs, p.32.hi

Thange frombiof 91 in ND to lo of 24 in Ct.

Hi states are Ariz., Idaho, Ks, Minn, Miss, Mont, Ore, 5.D.

Wash., urt., 7la, la, Nebr., New. NM , Okla, Texas, Wiśc..
Theseare allabove .1, most above 18.

Lo states; Md., NJ, R.I., Del., NH , Vt. , all below .4
slightly below it.

5413I wonder.

alljust



II
Gross outputfozs have lageon

A. vbleland:isexcept

Central (&possibly ever.wen thein)(recheck,
andin U.S. asa whole

v .II, ch. XII, 150, ClassofIm

p.1135 of Ag. vol.II, GmtRepit.

more

in Mt, Pae. & W.So.

imm



Th
Leg. Walker, A.L., & Lanton,JL, A Prelim. Study of 127 N.M. naucher in

1925 " NM Bull 159,1921. p 37, on size of ranches in well-wateredusother
areas.

E &W cite them, p233-4 , that ranches : " In from

oce.

nature.

Leg.

gmil as,

no

o ranchmem is to a

E &W's words.
Depends

natural grasses, vary entirely

Drought, feed (or hard winter, no feed orshelter, have gov't airlift.)
some ranchers now provide supplementalfeed.

that ranching is land intensive.
Which shows petty conclusively that ranchig

For this might return to citefull IP, to makept.

p 235, data on 112 NM cattle rancher, " Inv-mt per nanch "!

P

Bldigs

"Water "

Fences

Land $24.5 th.
4.5 }"}

(mng

Woston, TheRelation of Lord tenure to the Use of the Arid Grazz

Lands, USPA Bull 1001. (p27 on y ranch size)

Wooten, E.O., Factors affects

Cattle

Other Livestock

Misc

3.9

3.3

35.1

greciter degree at the
which

1.5

1.8

74.6

thefim

many of
weather.

Range Mgmt in NM, USDAbul 211, 1915

land intens
Probly doesnot include gov'tlandused, hence understates

Note how landintensive, afI to blogs.

valueof waternts ? How figured?)(Probly undervalued)

( Were they kept at this levelall
Proper allowane for losses, cost

~~. Cattle have long cycled devimnt, slow turnover

round?yr
of intering & roundup,etc ?)

Also, ranch supplies little foodfor family - NEfor subsistence



Th.

Leg.

243. Nev., ownership of 5-10 % land controls 90-95%0 of

the range".

holdigs in thisstate.

from being put to the bestuse.

such water mamy
theis responsible for

This control prevents even

Ge. Stewart, 'This

Public Domain of Ours, Utah Circular 49, pp 24-6; &

Romanzo Adams, Public Range Lands- aNew Coling Needed,'
amful ofSoc., V. 22, pp 324-57

To explain, why
tends otherwise ?

Cites

cone.of
farm lands

Txs, most landputly owned; other son range states, own just key

areas, lease ^ ,̂ state, Indian lands; or use N.For &open range.

are w -n lomohso cone, ifpour land

a, Water,good land, whoenn has that hasallrest, which isn't

livable w/o it.

5130

b. Opt opunit may be very large (doubtful)
Landintensive.



1

1937, wheat yields varied from 5.6 bushels/are, SD.
25.6

upto
Croston & Conden,Aout Applied GeneralSiai,I.p.155.

Nevada !



Ostrom,4

LAtmShort &'m leaves, she ton water, subject to recall if£A needed.
Usualproblemsof theg,p134

ch.3
8

size

very

Cheap landnot always in smaller units.

its that counts.

Ag.of O.V. shifted to stock raising, & related crops: alfalfer, hay,

feedgrains. Growers leased landsfor wintergrazig, movedcattle to its in

summer -forest reserves, otherprublic lands.

134, stock raising requires to water for winterfeed, ofhemice not.

land intensive (Thatgrazing is

ļ
to improvemnts

veryfew improvmits per l.v. - land intensive.

where don't even cultivate.

smallin

explains its large
It is natio

Extensive w-n gragy, you

than other types ofagric .")

tio ofland
need

No soil improvemts,

improvements for stock raising are

Few farms, or none. Just cattle, water,&land-
few fences, levell's, drains, dircting, soil conditions, terraig, trees, stakes,
growing crops, etc )

134 " Capital ionis

" (" permittis agreater flexibilityfor variations in water

5153

ofwhy

supply

landintensive use,
Another pr: where water variable, encourages

very

to minimize inflexibility. 135, orchards &such permoment crops require

assured annual water
supply



E & W 5130

ch.308

5319

To lv.,
small
firms.

Cited,
ch.3

Ch.8 : Arid Lands

Note rancher land intensive ; &very big.p 233.
meang not clear.

(1910 Census says they grazed cattle inpublic land,but only catlegotincensus.Thuswerec. to total " invereement ", meaing
really

But is clear, p 235, that land is worth for than bldgo. landistimave.

2cattle repsThen say
more

(5169p.272)

to e., land becomes better for timber, worse

5130

is in area

ags.
area where ferestry & gragg compete.- the

p.20. As go upas

Interest is in

" tension zone "
~ (Yuba (ty)

time types.
1.e.

p. 23 as move up, n.e., importance of large scale units declines
24 table makes it definite.

finsget smaller, is implied. P Rancher become part

Put. profit does not yet warrant timber crop treatment.

just lift. Stress offsite ben; & nonprofit bon:
Much cutover is just left.

recreation, watershed, empl.opp., suggest subsidy to timber.

I



5352

""Weaver, Herbert, 'Miss. Farmers', Nashville, Vanderbilt U.PL., 1945

pp. 38-46 Langer fms,pl-s, on bettersoil, Miss -Yazoo delta, in

Miss. Amallest fins in poorestarea, P̀ineBarrens'of
Next smallest in hillsof 1850-60, frompoursoil.no.e

so.e.

census.
study.



mner

5354 (Cited, ch.3)

the
Rogers,J.V. "Why does theland in

bluegruss sellhigher

other land " ifulofan Soc. of

tham

7m Mgrs &Rural Uppraims

138-42 .

Evon ante bellum, $60/acre.
soil derived fromphosphatis

limestone

Hi eleven, hence cooler. Ample
rain

Burleigh tobaco,
of $250.

grossrents
$600per
over $1,000/acrearreper gr. !! paidforsomelond.

Large fors.here, very stylish.



5 164

1000 a. etc

Arable Land per
ofagr. land

Holdings

1000 acres

"excluding "pleasuregrounds, L

woods, plantations, etc ")
Land under wheat per

5-20

1-5 acres

20-50

50-100

Langer Wiliigs

of:5%%

100-300

300-500

500

>1000

it op.or
potrose under 5164 in

Table II pp

Levy, Hermann,

1000

more valuable

Total area ofallholdy here

considered (1.9. inhave lacred&up) 6,274,645 5.7m

Cambridge, Univ. Press, 1911.
note it

ownership unit? Ihave readEng. census is on ownership. Iffind ref,
masterfile, Chery)-(Britton, D.K., Are Holdings Becoming Larger a tomaller?,

"1895 figures
The Farm Economist, vol.I,#1, 1950,pp 188-46

228-9 .

Dista. I
(E-n & No-e-n

Counties)

totalarea

%0 ofarable
to totalarea

687.
103

0.97

47.5
3.8

50.0
6.3

62.9
10.3

66.1

37.1

70.2

21.6

70.1

16.1

71.7

3.7

Large & Amall Holdings

69.9

Dist.I
s.e & e.mid

land cties

0.95

4.1

25.1

22,0
6.9

31,8
11.5

41.5

41.3

47.7

461

19.2

51.1

57

12.4

58.9
3.6

48.9

(nowhere does he define 'holding'

Dist.III
W. Midland&

swn ctives

6.4m

1,12

25.2
4.6

22.5
7.8

31.1

13.8

401

38.1

45.5

40.4

15.7

43.9

8.7

39

49.9

2.8

51.1

}

Dist.II
Non & nw-n
cties

325

18

6.5m

1.21

13.7

6.7

13. Z

12.1

21.9
18.9

34.9
43.9

37.5

11.4

36.0

4.6

36.7

1.2

24.5

467

England

24.8m

24.7

8.4
33.3

54

/3.7

1.07 (22.9)

26.9

4.9 (28.4)

42.5

42.0

47.9

16.9

is

53.1 of holders,from p. 93

10.3

are %

53.9

Inparentheses

(16.4)

(12.2)

(15.9)

(2.92)

(1.04)

58.1

2.8 (0.14)



Levy,

1-5

pp

5-20

-5-0

100 .

2

50-100

5164
223-27

Breaks down districts into cties.
(E.Yorkissimilant

Suffolk(Pist.I)

Pantune

arable

300

300-500

>1000

500-1,000

London
(Dist.I)

606 acres
496

1925
16 23
302

1995
1837

458

2232

1406

826
5175
331 /
1864
1516

Table I

922
594

952
952

72,707
19,617
53,090

5,4t. aires
2.6
2.8

14.4
7.2

10.2
41.4
11.2
30.1

97.1
21.6

75.5

326.4
74.5

252.0
146.

34.9
(01.1

1895 figures.

105.6
25.3

80.2

Note some
Westmoreland

Dish. To

most holdigs medium.

1.4 t.a.

8.5
7.9
..6

28.5
25.2
3.3

61.0
50.9
10.2

106.5
84.2
22.2
24.6
19.2
5.4

5.6
5.5

14.8
11.6
3.3

1

Nore how London City,
quthe best land, highest &/o arable.

W

+

outstanding mes.

& it is

Cf. Westmoreland, mostlypasture,
medium. Yatrange, tho, how medicin Wamband Wildligs

have slightly higher onegood land? toNo, no arable justkeeps

getting higherunrit 21,000

London is outstandig.
Westmoreland notthe

soorest.

c.c. 859⁰ area is in > 1,000 holdyo.



5164
Levy, 3

Cties of holdings

Chester II
Cumberland II

TV
Derby

Durham

cone around mean:

Lancaster

Stafford
Westmoreland :

York N
York W

1.e. allof III except Northumberland

--whose lange holdigs have an unusuallyhi to

ofcrable.
%

I : Cornwall, Devon, Hereford, Monmouth, Salop, Worcester

II: Purland, footition, Bucks, Leicester, Warwick

in II are medium
Many

I : Middlesex. Afew medium.

Cries ofunusually ofacresin lange holdigs.

London I, Dorset III, Gloucester ( ?) III, Wilts III,

Hants II, Sussex II, Berkshire II,

Norfolk I, Cambridge I, Essex,I, Lincolnt,

Strikingly, in the counties withthistoin largeholdige, I
consistently, a

muchTo is arable
higher

higher



1940. p.82

Ave valueof land,per acre. U.S.

Kaseter 20 .

20-49

5,000-9,999

U.S.

3-9

1,000b
10,000 Love

$2,769.m
1,111

$ 1,658.m

$ 436.
42—

$33,642 m
- 10,405

23 237

394 =

991.m
589.
408

$758m
= 45
713

: 39,892 =

(acres infins,

Y

51,738 =

061.m.o.

2.617 m.a.

A

? 149m = $4.19

tutt
41.56

7,62

$155.90

No.of fams: 1,221.htm

Ave value/fm: $1,358.

/
(2240 ofmat.ave.)

1

No.offans 7.595 €

avevalue/fm $51,816.

= $21.90 cwe/fm
No.offens. $6,097.
cwe/fom $3,811

T

No.ofform 470.00

Ave/fm : $868.

No.offins 5,471

Ave. l.v./fmm $130,00

ave.acres/fm. 27, 235



p . 18 : E. Central section of corn belt , soils are lighter and
farms smaller .

Cash grain production is on most level areas : corn , oats

Where land is more rolling , get cattle feeding & hog
e.g. loess lands along Miss & Mo R. ( coulee country ? )

p . 20 . Toward dryer , western end of corn belt , farmers
understock with live stock to avoid getting caught short in dry years
Grow cash grain more .

& soybeans .
production .

p.20 : High Plains & Corpus Christi areas in Texas , " charact
erized by large farms and productive soils with level topography .

p . 21 : "On the poorer soils from e . Ts . to the Atl Coast ,
woodland and self -sufficing operations supplement the income from
small acreages of cotton grown on many owner - operated farms . "

p . 21 : Dairy region , " Farms are smaller than in the southern
Corn Belt , and they are located nearer the urban consuming centers .
(p.20 , southern corn belt richer than northern )

11

11

5168

p . 23 : "General farming regions " . Between the corn belt and
the dairy region on the north , and the Cotton Belt on the south .
"These areas are characterized by rolling to rough lands of low
productivity or , as in southern Illinois and Indiana , silt loams with
heavy clay subsoils . " Ozarks , & "much other semimountainous country .

"Hay and pasture are required in the rotations , hence livestock
are an important source of income on most farms .. also , " relatively
dense popułaxż¤µx rural population " in most of them . Very diversified .



Value/ane, big vs small, by area

of
1. In several regions, & esp in smallest states, valuefacre nises with area

fm.
2. Hetero. states, opp.

3.
4.

For all U.S., value/acre offmms 71,000 a.

For no individ region is spread
& for mid-Atl., is opposite.

Indeed, that $12. figure is completely dominated by Mt &plain states,
Hi values are where few frus

one region-Mt_ is under $12.
for only
are >1,000 a.

offurs 11,000 a. is $12. , v₁#41 for allfins.
so greats

more
Regions

uniform tham Mt states.)
uniform than states. (Probly they

5. Richter:
$41/are.
$48/ane

•fmo.
Whilefor every region, are valueof allfins is higher than arevlu.of 100-1.000,

I lack Mt & otherperverse regions.
Except

Getthem.

are. E.g. Mont. is less

Butit seems that for U.S.; Arevalue ofallforms is
100-1,0001. is

6. When take any lange het. region, cheaper land willhave most offous 11,000

acres, makeit look like large fins tend to cheap land. Butrake

e, see other influence.
abstreet from this influence,

momog. area, be more my way

7. If wished to struggle with it, edshow states tend to

Take U.S., of. to regions, & to small states.

regions. But not worth it.

8. States where bigfrom most viblefacre

9. Since 1880, 90%0 offons >1,000 hasgrunn allregions,steadily.

*

Than
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New
Mid Atl.

E.No. Central

Mountain

Pacic
U.S.

W. o. Central

So Arl
E.So. Central

W.So Central

1.7.

Del.
Pa
onio

Ky
Tenn
Miss

145 Censers, v.II, P

XANX All
65

Ank
Wisc
Vt.

(La.,Ind.,

they

51363.

Overall US, 2 trends: bigger area means cheaper land; also means ligger forvalue.

For all U.S., get are acreagerlu fallig w size. Bes so lange, heterogeneous, esp-of. Westvs

Also, heterogen. state likeCalifor txs.

Take regigns,get more homogen.

But take smalleststates, getpicturefor

69
86
43
44
41
28
11

41

Ill. Txs 25
Mich. Cal 99

Munt q

134
165

79
8

wdwo be mostly improvemtvalue.

53
60
18

69
41
36
39
88

Ave Vlufaure by fmsize.

(Including thoseunder 100)
100-139 140-179 180-219 220-259 260-379 380-499 500-699 700-999 1,000-4,999 5,000-9,999 10,000 Lover

40

186
60
79
94

125
115

63

45

+

299
52

Note natio

for anysu

42

83
70
38

33
38.
59

126

6
69

44

f

80
95

100

201

37

80

66
36
34

Note diff- 10,000 a.fm

37
59

139

58
68

19
97

54
67

42
216
40

37
45
86
66
38
34

37
54

121

62
5

84
108

42

*

190

36

35
42
84

30-49
5-0-69
70 99

34

37
34

103

58
66

her tater w

53
59

104
87

40
157

23

E. No. Central
10,000 a.fm in E. No. Central

Mt.

35
44
83

86
7/
65

40
35°

35

36

28
86
44.
8
67
76

12
50
68

more homes. area eventhan region

"Z
37

126

20

area, atarea,

33
47
79
32
33
33
34

21

75
+37

58
96
88

141
61
6

34
107

15

34
48
71
25
32
35

32

62
30

ite trend

57
153
10

79

32

14

85

"Eliminate smallest, bes

16

29
34.
25
11

35

43
72

20

24
L

92
52
90

132

47

q

20

268

83

1

163
90

18/'
16
6

15

27
6

9

$180/ane, worth $1,800,000.
3,53/ane

10

5
58

18
4

25

125

0

4
13
6

35,300. -a small im.

74

20

32
16

24

105 7
t. (allover 1,000 > arefrom100-99

12

allon
7,000

123
52
90

131
108

31
7

15

allover 1,000a. to allfins is much lowerfor U.S. as whole tham

of
one region. & for Pacific, so heterogen, tham for any other region. &te is one

~Mid Ar where all over 1,000 are worth more tham are.

II ave. includes improvemts more for smaller, many ofwhich are suburbom residencesregions

Under 3 a., $2,038.;
For all U.S.: 3-9 537

10-29 163

(N.E.too, almost)

over

(Probly 'all over 1,000' better tham

individ. items, bes weighted
shows much more land
Gives better idea.

- in each case
smaller class)



S136 ~

Me

Now take each region, of ration for region

N.E. = 1.3

= >1.3

NH

V+

Mass

R.9.

Ct.

Mid Atl.

NY

NJ
Pa

U.S.

The North

The South

65
48

The West

35
24
40
24

34.
27

bylana

lama

ala
128
123

135
52
165
90

69
14

62
52

161
131

41

67
89

12
57
16

35
17

9

= > 1.3

< 1.3

<< 1.3

> 1.3

> 1.3

{}

are

3.41

3.56

2.06

2.16.

So U.S. as a

just as heterogen. as U.S. as

fors around cities bringup

Abs Dakotas, Ks, Nebr.
awe

Negative

eracre,TRatios ofAvevlupera
ion w. natiosfor eachstate.[allfms/fms 1000 a.ang

1.3

1

little more.

But why regions

accross variations; regions more und

- even a

finvalue per
"So. " includes Txs &Ohla.

48/65.
48
44

12/2 3.41

2.06
17/35.

3.56
1615948

whole is less homog. tham So. or West. Surprisingly, the No. is very

whole
Doubtless because manysmall

acre more there. & "No. " includes

So that's ok.

90

2.66
9/2518

cutBes states artificial, amore uniform than states?

(?)uniform.

from county datagiven could carry thisfurther- by greatlabor.

Instead ofare.ofallfor just take those over 100 acres. Of. 100-139

group us Then No,So, w, all havemore variation tham U.S.; & West morethem

>1,000. any.



Cf. states to region value ofallover 1,000 acres vs valueof 100-999 cures.
197500 ["

New Eng:

Mass

MidArl

NY

Del.

Va.

So. Atl.:

NJ.

Bea.

123
C.70

W.Va.

Pa

N.C

S.C.

ga.
Fla.

48
c.40

=

1.75

>

74
c.48

52
c.

44

131

C.115

c.46

20
0.36

101
c.60

11.
c.67

42
c.43
28
c.28
29

c.36
23
( .30

18c.22

14.
c. 58

= 1.2

= 1.5+.

'Me, N.H,Vt, Ct. about =;

1.2

= 1.9

.55

1.14

= 1.8

= 1.15

0.

= 1.0

0.8

0.8

x 0.24

U.S.:

So states a little more inclined to

big are. value oflargefarm.tham
&

regions, if break down thisway,
thm. But not verycarry

striking.

1.0

1

//..

12.4
c.48

R.I.

pa

I and

2

= 0.26

52
c95

States in which fins
( over 60)per cure)esp.uble : (over

Mums,Mass, 123
90

89

92

Ia

Del.
Md

Ky

0.55

(But R.1. nises in 700-999 group to$154.

74

100

81

108

16

over 1,000 a.are

80

whole com belt.

7
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V

States in which are valuedenfins
per acre

Major Divisions - none

Regions

State :

States:

over 1,000 acres exceeds are value (est.) of100 -999fms.

,NY.,N.J.,Pa.

Middle Aromtic2(.8.&. So. Central comer close - Ky, Tena,Ala, Miss.)

(New England })(& E.No
((mosturban ?)

onio, Ind., Ill, Mich, Wisc.)

Fartherf...
Mid - Atl. esp. striting. Nearest big centers ofpop, most viblefinland

most concentrated, in big hlags - where one wd expect smalloptsizeisons &hom in MidArt.
Trouble led from valueis,are per acre is higher in Parif,

(.get values of all land in those states)

Def. over. - 10 states

~Mass.( 1270), N.Y.(5245) ; N.J.(21/10); Pa (350); Ohio(770)
Delamare(108), Md (711), Kg.,(5),Miss(14) ark;(270) (

89 92

36 39

(12 states)
Close.-almostuniform

Me, NH., VE, Ct, that Ind., Ill., Mich., Wisc, Va., W.Va., Tenn., Lay

Less Cluse ( 7 states)

1a., Minn , Mo, N.C., S.C., Fa, Ala.
Others comeinhere =Ks, R. 2., N.D. (.R.I. is accidental here - bes has nothingover 10,000,

Notably diff. (16 states)
-actually thing in R. ?. ValueAs w size.

Fla., S.D., Nebr., Okla, Txs, Mont, Idaho, Wyo, Colorado, NM, Orig,

Utarh, New, Wash, Oregon, Cal.
Cw/instate

14
•&plains staterwhere typeofagric. changes sharphy)

Soifwe cutoutgrazig -inig. states, take small states,&

niform states, see other trend: more valuable land

in langer op-ns. by area.
1/16

No doubt iftook small, homog. areas w/in western stater,45

wd.find some
Clawson,Poli, Melcher etc.

% offins in westare over 1000 acres.
has grown,

Since 1880, 90offurns over 1,000 acres hos

&steadily. (onewd. expect more intensive agric. to make fall.)
p.114 Muchhigher % offins in westare

all regions, includig west. Much,



1

(

r
150 Census ofAg., V.II, ch.X, Sizeof 7m. - 5139

p.771.
-starter & even langer. Evenfaisly diverseregions.

Within uniformareas, they note " the totaloutput isgenerally highty

conelated with the land area in thefarm.

p./2. Segmentine Valueofare.from varies immensely, different regions &products. Eg., Cantaloupson

Imperial & Yama Crius, $119,000, are fromrature, Ct, ValleyshadeTobacco,167,000Yura
$298.00

Down to Oregon, cauliflower, TNEC M-grph 23, Az.&Nat. Ec.



More valuable land
means:

Smaller

Lager ownership
operatingunits

units

Hence more...e.renting.
...A...fierce generalizaren



E. No. Central Region (1940 (entus,p.84)
1940. Ove valuelacre

100-174

Land& bldgs

Land alone

N.E.

Mid att.
so ac .
ENC

WNC

Esc

WSC

Par.

U.S.

1

In only

there

1

60

36

all forms.
24

All regions, Ave valueper acre, found alone, 1940

All over 1,000a.

26
22

40

23

one

21

19

7.45

41

22

1 175-2591

60

42

260-499

61

46

19

40
13

40

do8

19

8

3.76

16

500-999

59

46

1

very slightly. Elsewhere, much higher

1.000 ban/Allforms

6451

40

all over 1,000
au

.79

1.54
.59

1.00

·35

90

59

50

.39

36

40

region, WNC, is rutro lower them for whole country,I



From 1940 Censen, Takean almost uniform state (by 1945 Census),

makesure itisstillso in 140, thenshow for landalone, value/ane

rites who fonsize.

E.g. Ill.p

1945 found&boligs, ave/acre.
c. 112 c. 117

1940, Land & Hdigs, ane/ane
100-174 175-259

80

96

58

1940, Land, avelacre.
avelacro.

63

81

Land&Blogs 24.14

Landalone
12.52

c. 115

260-499

All fins | 1,000

81

66

19.43

13.25

106

500-999

76

63

Better e.g., Vt., 1910. Also, E.N.C. region, 1940

1000 Lover

101

1,000 Lover | Allfins
68

56

116

82

61



1940./p.88 etseq.
V+.

Minn.

La.

Allfm.
$111m

66 m

45 = 3,668 m.a. =

$1,443.0m
546.m

354m
91

A.

32,607

9.996 ,

$12.27

~

m. a.

26.31

All an 1,000.
2.315m
1.303

= 27.51

$15,822
3,602

56,201

= 110m.a. = $9.14

-11,109

= .669m.a. = $18.26

÷ 1,981 = $22.69



513811950

p.1126.. Only
28.99⁰ classI fin

IT10.0 %

3.8 90 M

are over 1,000 acres.



Ave values perfondperacre.Land.
U.S.

all
< 20

20-49

50-99

100-174

175

500

Por£9.10
$4,476

956

1,284

2,649

5,021

10,291

1,000&over

17,644

-p94

43,047

Per acre
32.40

91.22

40.00

36.94

37.05

37.95

26.43

12.92

1940
perom Purmere



Bes theyon

they assor. W.

better land;&

langer holdigs.

Use those fego.Ach.cited-now in

fileon Own-p & op.n.



Ifhave M to buy

buy better land, equingnl,
natch.

Thusfit hi live in bigger klelize fitsmy

hyp.

mere band also to

-not others.



Ifone has the M to buy land, he also has M to buy

better land. Simple, equiment type reasing -- greater frel ability

more

in oneway,part in the other.in
expresses itselfpartly ;



Not in Chap. 3



Conc. Bolivia
High y fertile Ynagas Valleys in the Montana , 516 individualsown them all . Lake iticaca area , large estates .them . Other hand , Cochabamba has very many small farms .

"Fincas " they call

p . 255D.

5152-6



Th. 150 Imr. Census, Graphictummary, p31

Wholely insig-d from, 20 ing states, ( 17 w -n + fa, arb, tla)
worth are. $32, 200 ; cf. wholely non-inig. $16,800 .

9.e., w/m west, more valuable landin larger hold'gs, mined by value,

p31, 63% ivrig firms,byfullowners. (No clara on 90 ofland, or

value)



Is it that large bleg
land,I smallon worse?

landor that
medium sizes;

on worse

on8

lange & small?

areon better

get
best, extremes of

are large hold's unintense bes

lange? or large bes unintente ?

luster, maybe ee.?

If



~ Project Ave farm size by counties , census of agric . Check vs value

A fruitful future study : cf. the hours and the % of output
from farms that come from hired labor . Doubtless higher of
output than of hours , since on better land .

p . 173 : " hroughout th agricultural industry , one finds
a tendency for inferior resources to be overvalued ,relative to more productive resources . 11

5/68



good
Exposition.

Some tend to think apparent
are cheap land.
Not nee! so
salueofoutput shows →

Look at individ regions, find t
conc. is dueto regionalcontrast- thenotasmuch as one might think.

couldbevariation ofin regions ?

- re l.v.& sizeof op'n, or heldig.

cd.be that, or cd.be that each region is conc. Efen
in goodors in

SU

True In some regimes thereis great

explain that awaydain'intimat

Now how about this come. w/in regions, can we

imboin byvalue ofousque,is isjunio
the same way?Ho for if

than control
Cisea

frecation inmost Aegion

C No,for value of larger forliggioperacre is asguearorgreater
Valle

Doesn't w/in homog. regions &small
thom smaller, many regions.
states.

come. due to regional diffs entirely. Bigheldigs

of

way

Hence presumably w/in homog, creas

" Findagood dealofU.S.

vary.
Is even cause to believe tendency to understate value ofbiggerfirms,

several reasons :

Another study

less improved; ass. discrim.; 140 sample results; etc.

backs conclusion : ¹40 sample, classified by ourpurulus.

Not entirely satisfactory, as we want potentialofland, &big ourpur
U.S., slightlybig size. But shows come.

fromgooduse
area overstates. Regiens -ger

less.-fin..., perhaps showg cons.by

figures. Probly about same.

as well ascomes.

much. But contrasts

Conclusion: Extreme variation offor size, intermingled,

diff. qualities ofland.
Corroborate with specific studies

heterog region, buttresing earlier predictiony

of heterog regions, also doesn't

I areare other banes

that need explaining.
we

not due

of course, individ diffsof op, mgmt capacity, cd.autfor
on that basis alone.

homag.
bes ofareas in

seem very greatvery great to explain
will see. For now, justshow what facts.

·also useful
on thispt.

Lexpress itearlier asprediction,psych.
effect ofprophecy)

to

are



ch.2 Thench.3

Cone.of
Better

ch3.

& Enney

188 Lebanon, lange holdigsare àlong the court &

Bogaa!! Douglas (Malik corroborates)1

soil. When move out to soilto
(Hyp : Of these forms proding Iproduct orgroup ofproducts, largerfinoon better

it no longer qualifiesfor theuse, get a

areas,

sopor

less intensive ure, probly larger ( tho not nee.)
So in areas

in the interior valleyofthe

of contrasting landaues, larger area forums worth less. Uniform



@p,unit tendsto offbesmaller on
"more uble land; buton homes.

552 land, becomeslarger. Show's
influence ofparefac factors.?

&foortill exceptions.Truead, 55-6

ch.3.

Avesize offm._ForNEng& E.N
Central regions 'fm' size_nises with
value. For Mid CH, WNCent.,
So. AH, E.S. Central, opposite.

Butnote even op units, not
worse land.

always ligger on

Also rises in Pac- stater. Fallsin

Mt. & W.S. Central - esp. the
_last. Rises in ?a (a homogeneous

state) fallsin Ks. (a changjone.
Theyso call them,p.59)....

Theexception are enough,perhaps

to let us say that 'fin alue :
higher wherehv.favehigher.Butno

Rigid Frend.- recall westernstates,highestValmet.



1

p23
Value/acre
ofbig holdings.

NG p.23

Table, shows assessed value of lands held by differentgroups

tham 640 acres have somewhar 566

of less at B
(towereprobly=)

per aere. Owners of
lower assessed values/acre than owners

fy ·3 ·.1.
2.3

ing
than $12,000,

very

values/acre

·(justabour usual-awesmen istortion)
talenta

Corps

get

low values/acre

is

C. =

more

into

owners

t ose over

2 dissinergroups.

evidencly gragers.
of < 640

land is somewhat above ave.

morel less

Those under $12,000 have

Those over 12,000 have

566 ohla



1

ch.2

ch. 3

135
56

975

1945 CensusofUg, Special lept, Farms&Farm Characteristicsies by

Value of Products

XXIII
p.

Disproportionate am't of 'fullowners' in lower sizegroups ofouryour value.

85 6

p.XX11 Asfarmarea As outpurpercure decreases, - roughly but

decidedly. ( Contrast with their having value/acre)

in 1920, by $ 107

32-2322
35.42

437
2185
437
6555

28
22*

as much



Don't bother w

better land

Better land more come ? Meaning what?

shaw This ?

Ch.9

(or 4?))

more come.
savemorgbe ch.I

effect of1.1 .

op-ns
lead to medium. But then it is relative imp. of land, of cap Rop-ns

than I indir. can
more

Where land abig o total assets in op-n, & bigpart of inc. from land,get

Or, where op-n callsfor
incomped big &small.

accumulate the smaller kind of low m.n.), get just big.cone -1.€ .

Owner-ops
poor land

Leg .

Meaning what? To whar

Į

To whatpurpose do I want to

on

The costlien the land, the more & they lead to large & small, while

land gets
Very roughly,

exceptions -e.g. bigranches ofW Chance their come.)

w Winn.,e.g.
downtown land

gets moreuble, it wd. be bigger to in% opens. But

reasons to

But object of all that is just to
But of. come.

Too hard to show better landmore come. -don't try. Justshow

cloubt opposite, in ch.3, to show that land is really

show, 1, Op.unit < ownership ; 2, Better-worst used. Show there indeply, be done.

many

~orcorps. ave. valueper area.-Uss, timber,
shows it

goes

Possibility : show indiv.. hold's more l.v., hold landof higher

areavalue is in larger holdigs, larger by value . Which

which shows landof higher

is worseused.

own, wirs

on better land.The more uble thelond, the smaller the opr. op-g area-very roughly. If ed show area

- same trueof open pit iron ore.
better land, might hv. something. But can't do it - save maybe Ia. I even there,

larger leave it open to conjecture, future studies.
show e.g.s,

opt opsize may be higher d

2. Cone , not ave
on better land.

So don't try to gualze : merely

Pts : 1.
Sometimes stat. show op.gfimm larger

4. Some data show better more conc.

all dubious. Only sure

regardless of op-n — e.g. scattered tatfins; futures more come.

used. - congested frontiers.

size,

counts. 3. dun-p, not open.
thing: show land more come. Than opig unit; landagglom.

&show better land worse

151 trudy of255 immigransfamilies

owner -ops. Ont. Common, etc

" The Holy Earth , p . 5 :
"This means a new divisio

p . kkg 129 , cites L.H. Bailey ,
a way that the

Suggested getting full use from land .

and perhaps a
redistribution of land in such

farmer will have his due proportion of hill and valley , rather

than that one shall have all valley and another all hard scrabble

on the hill or all waste land in some remote place . " s159

ties,what had in Europa.families,"whathad

Canada, 1916
to 179 were

•



Ch.9
(or 47).

Don't bother w

better land
BAND

To what purpose
do I want to

effect of1.1. - & they lead to large Ismall,while

The costlien the land, the more

But then it is relative imp. of land, of cap &op-ns

op-ns lead to medium.
Where land abig 7. total assets in op-n, & bigpart of inc. from land,get

sampe big & small.

accumulate the smaller kindof low m.n.), get just big.

than I indiv. can

Or, where op-n
calls more

for

come -l.€ .

Better landmore come ? Meaning what?

show This ?

more come.
savemenybe ch.I

as
Very roughly,

exceptions -e.g. bigranches ofW Chence their conc.)

Winn.,e.g.

Leg .

landgets more uble, it wd. be bigger to in

Owner-ops on
poor land

op-ns. But

But of
downtown land

Too hard to show better land more come. - don't try. Justshow

cloubt opposite, in ch.3, to show that land is really

show, 1, Op.unit ( ownership ; 2, Better-worst used. Show these indeply, be done.
come.

not

mony

-show reasons to

& even there,

The morevble theland,thesmaller theopr. op-g area-very roughly. If ed show area own,mits

larger on better land, might hv. something. But can't do it - save maybe Ia. I

opt opsize may be
higher in better land. same trueofopenpit iumore.

So don't

But object of all that is just to

~or corps.
Uss, timber,

shows it

Possibility : show indiv..hold's more l.v., hold landof higherave. value per area.-Uss

areavaluu is in larger holdigs, larger by value. Which goes w

which shows land of higher

is worse used.

to guilze: merely show e.gis,

try
Pts : 1.

Sometimes stat. show op.g finns langer on better land.

4. Some data show better more cone.

counts.

leave itopen to conjecture, future

2. Cone., not owe

studies.

size,

open.
3. Cun-pi

all dutions.
&show better landworse

Only sure thing: show land more come.Than opig unit; handagglom.

regardlessof op-n — e.g. scattered tat fins; futures.

used. - congested frontiers.

more come.

Canada, 1916

151 trudy of255 immigransfamilies,255 immigrantfamilies,whathad in Europe.
to

uner -ops. Ont. Common, etc

"This means a new divisio
p . kk 129 , cites L.H. Bailey , " The Holy Earth , p .

a way that the
Suggested getting full use from land .

and perhaps a
redistribution of land in such

farmer will have his due proportion of hill and valley , rather

than that one shall have all valley and another all hard scrabble

on the hill or all waste land in some remote place . " s159

179 were



This shons:
page

when go by what go holdige

1. South come. as muchas west,
higher do verysmall holders.

on lange side. On small side, west as

No. E & No. C. less come. tham either.

2.
U.S.

Holdigs slightly lesscome. Tham opins, forll.s. In So, holdige

top 3.190.op. 4390; top 3 %0 hold 4690.

In west, top 1000 of 8090 ; top 9 % hold 66 %

In No., 30 % land of by 590;

byin No. Centn., 3407⁰ land held 690.

3. Of course, the land held in larger units may

than land in langer units.op.

General attitude: figures
conclusive. Hence do not use them.

Or ask Kuznets

5. Recall that allfigs

chegrazing

have what yoland.

4. & it maybe like auxstat.on
vlujans when break down to states Cregion, I

some states. - theyinkling ofit, when of-c
do better. But I sawno

may Chr. Clawson material reconciles, makes mypt.

seemed about same.
be

areas, much

in No.E., 32%⁰land held by 890 ; in

are

So this not conclusive.
may be more valuable,

conc.

more une.

how recomcile seeming contradiction

Yes of "landin"landinfins"
-reclucing w-n weights.land is not counted "infins"-reclucing w-n
- in cheapland

But mapsshowplaimsstates have highestofall To land infins.

too ambiguous



(*

0.92

912
1072

gzot

1000
114

114/214

i

+11

150

822
218
All
Stiftill

114
b21/h11

1



Yous.
,2

4.8 .
11.1

12

10.4

40.3

210
10-29

30-69

987.
p.20 10ofform acreage ormed, bysized,hildijo.)

ius No. E. No.C. | So. "W.

1

70139

140-219

220-499

72,500

< 10

500 499

1,000 -1,499 6

1,500-2,499 7

10-2
30-89

70-139
140-219

18.8 220-499
500-999

1,000-$49

Disapptent.

4500 2,499

->2,500
Total

4
}

||
||
19

13

Now of.
U.S.

28

16.9
54.3m

dures

12%

145(13.

1191090

460/40

3

30

,142m

23
22

2.8m - %

Š

3

1. %

90 16

65m

90m

214 (19 ) 135m

60m

7

oftheland

16

19

26

1

4

14

I

448 m

5

3,8

4
||

(1490)

(20%

(3040)

(13.90

5

7 %

10

16

13

5
8

35 m

58

3

1.5

125

4
10

33 144

378

14

9

13

48

63

36(10% 23

12

16

3.1

1.5

7

•

25..

316

//
19

26

16

13

4

Us |No. E |No.(us

8

10 %

1 %

20 %0

145 Cenons, 5 136, p. 74, Land informs (op.units), various sizes.
.so." The Nonth " U.S. So."The North

.9m

22%

14 %

12

3
1₁

16

14

214

28

13

1.
1

do from owners

1
26

owners p.19

6

#15

16

31

3,5

1.4

22

4

79

4

21

$18 %

So. | W.

16

13 18

* 22 14

24 13

13

8

12

1

5

11 %

ZZ
2

10

21%

10

7

2 %

1.)

12

3

8

3

3

19 Yo

15

12

9 %

10

6.5

10 go

%0 FmsJ
are more cone. thom op-ns, except in

Offhand, doesn't looklike holdigs

south. Lexim west, &nobly les"Less
less in nno. &for all U.S., op'ns more come. them

Sofige, sayitis holdgs that tendto middle sizes; opens
tend to extremes. But, so manycomplications of



1. Cone of

2.

3.

area op.by.
From 40 sample, regions seem about

How about by conc.of output, & value?

same as U.S. or a little less. Hard to tell exactly, as figs nor classified by 90 ofform

or output, but by levelsof output . But they donot are not strikingly less,
th area come. is.

4 .
5 .

by regions

Get regional ·by output.

is less than for U.S.

com .
ter in west.

area MUCH greater
Come. Of

Come of value muchgreaterer in Mt &Par.



Source? 5136 or 5141 ? check.

Prothy,isamore!.Looks from thesefigures like cone!145

U.S.cone. by

>10
10-29

30-49
SC - 19

70-49/39

2-434

P.

140-474219

+80 2 :7
220-499
500-999

> 1,000

Total

Try
18 .
%0 tims

24
23
19

20

9

indiv. states.

New J
onland

Utah

4.2

,b

1

,2

Montana

28 t
102t

233

540

408

330

89

89

1,818,000.
(over 500) nr.590

For U. S. langet 25 or
For N.Y., largest 3.190 from (own 380) have 25175

4.3Ct,

Pa,
9a.

3.8

3.0

5,4

Cal.
(Wash & Oreg.similar)

5.5

260

260

380

5,000

area

re:by regions is indeed less them

1,000

Less come. Tham U.S., byfor.
For U.S., 50⁰fons, (those over 5004.)

little 5090 theland.
N.J., 5% fors have about 25 %land.

include a

1,000

41
1,59
25

150

43
350
28
59
7,7

4:3

"Much greater
in west.So area

cons. by

(Maybe that is why west is still thinly settled, impert?)

25

1
7

over

c.25 %

12= 90

12. %

or 50 %

7770

70 90

> 50 %

1490



145 Sample Census, p. 73.

Regions

In Pac. States, 3.190from are over3.19⁰
Mt. 1.0 90

Ismise!
U.S.

Smallest

Ala

Tenn

SC
Ne
WV

{NOC

WNOC

Mt
Par

SoAt

9 Cal

ESOC
NS.C

Mimn

Vt

NE
MidAtl

U.S.

Ariz,

Wyo.
Nevada

2.2
1.3N.M.

Wash. 1.2

Fla. %.0
0.9

ore.
0.9

Txs

Allother smaller.

Ct.

0.4

0.3
0.2
0.2

0.1

0.5

0.4 %

1.0
3.
0.4

5.190
4,0
3.9
2.3

5141

$100,000 worth, vlu And&blogs.

allotherregions lower.



Data , by value ofoutpur,('40, 145, 8)50.
clash, in there respects:

140 sample shows output/vlu mit Ag
ToTolley

140 was nigged to make thatpt., an

6. 140 shows Much greater conc.·by output thanby area.

c. 145 shows higher to landarea than output in I
d. '40

P. Contradicts

pt. #q

1. The diff.years

3.

a .

4 .

2. Value/ane tends to4 with output/fmm, exceptfor classI, for U.S.

Outputfaire
than value.

w output, strikingly, '50, much less. Maybe
hints in intre .

150 opposite .,e-n, big have higher Tocropland Tham all land. 150 opp.

more

than by
simply

area . which proves,more

Cone. by output,for U.S., greater

tham breakdown ofregional values/aire, that come,by area doesn't state real

use the two concurrently.
conc.

(Doesn't move that op'ns tend tobe big, indep.of holdigs. Have Clawson,& 7.& 7, vs that.)
So are more

&per vlutper output.

Bigger fons leas improved, topperperan

land intensive .

Have a few ¹45 figs , & vast '50 figs on this.

A

gross

5. Bigger from have highertoutput/acre. That probly means better land. For

advantage claimedfor scale is lower costs/acre, nothigher output, I
no observations show that, but gurty opposite, other things equal-e.g.Lee, bur

not Melcher.

S

not anCd.also mean bigbig are those who usewhat they have better. Doubtless that isone

striking as if
weight. Hence fige.

factor. I both have some

had them classified by potential present rent, or liv. Butfact that big

have less impr./acre shows land is biggest element making them big, &not

intensive use ofland, ingoal.

account

6. As to value figures, then it follows that a big holders understate value to

on assessed values. b, big holders have

enumerator -perhaps both rely

fewer improvemits/acre .

7. 40, whenbreakdown by regions, in every one, larger get more output/ace,except W. So. C.

8. One contradiction that does not

they had

explain away on regional basis: 150 ClassI
only

fms. have 21.6% area, & 26.0 % products sold; but their land improvementcon

Now clearly they had much to ypaſture,
$46./are less than anygroup.

11.99⁰ Cropland hustd. But their other land must beveryuble,
only

forsomuch. (some inrig.pasture, <.g.perom,posture, can be

productive, rood for they had more crops tham livestock, of country as whole.

be higher than allgroups

This value, if & outpur, we raise are value to

can't saybigareasofcheap land bring down are vlu. deceprively. Vlu. figs.

Atpresent stage ofbus. cycle, tendencyfor bigourfingeye.thosefuckingandis,ofvalueassert

very

to ave.
mustbe

to
esp.

book value. Explaining. Over .



:

CampbellSoup, Calpack, ere etc. KCLC. Subject to

Many big holdersarepackers, processors-
andit. Can push that thom. At least " Thisseems to me most likely explanation.

Also,gurl. hostility togovt. by big outfits; endney to conceal true valhes, as shown in manyn.e.

deals.

1



9. In nonpasture regions, tendency of big to have better land must be very strong,
With 11.9 %⁰ cropland

as it overpowers fact of their harg

hustd, theyproduce 26 % all output.
land.

10. IIn some ways, a much higherportion oftheir land
seem to have better land.-

theyget almost
is hustd croplound. & theyget as much produce as I, from less landarea.

opposite.
But they are only exception in definiteguil trend

9.

8. Further
expl.: value ofsmall includes much

unsubdivided, have no such values to include.

high apotential as small, but lower prevent

MyHence big units app get more materialper unirofl.v.to
etc. man

of

so much pasture.
But note they have 4/0% the inigated

SomeIfoneabou ; sanam

happensinte trase.
9. Conc.of area considerably greater

99⁰produce 50% output.

Smallest 46 %⁰ fins by
469⁰

11.

}..

bare landvalue.
land's residentialvalue, nor measurable ourpur.

12. Most extreme come.

eg. cons.
conc.of
conc.

which gop.w.,
So their land may

sveipni.

Pt. time & residential have 8.6 %⁰ area,

also location, near cities-
4.80⁰ husted cropland, but only

to Al.v. farge, natch,

howe as

output

10. Value/acre rises steadily from II to III, as obous does ourpur/aure. Thenfor

II &I, output/acre continues to A, while value crops. Sugging understatemnit.

(suggesty less residential cap, which doesn't addto cropoutput).
hi are value-muchly housesprobly-but

than of output,
On small side, exame constant.

~of inigated

Thenito siffelaid of

area had e. 69⁰ landarea. But that is exclud'spt.-timel
resided, which area figo, don't. Include

c. 24%⁰ output.5them, & smallest 44.340fousproduce

22 % output.

large side.
590 hold 50 % ama;

land. In table, it is even more come.

the thing whose conc. is being measured. That is most unusual-
but where more com.ofourpur,than output,

area exceeds come.of on
phenomenallyof So irrig.land is

area that runswith it is less.
Control ofwater by big ranchert,

much of won conc.
~explaining

irigatingpasture, etc.

Recall also they highest on irrig.hand.
area.good 2. D.s don't help- they 4no.offins, on small area. 4 come, measure.

area. Anyway, the
Isuppose to inig. land is in Cal.– butmaybe nor, by

ccountfor uruch. M&d,KCLC, en.
nicelands, cotton,w.side, Imperial, Ventura wd. acco



Assumig res.Ept. time are allsmaller thom classI. With some in

Xin em evengreator. Which theyare. (Only catch is that they
incone.com

justside interests.
industry, always understate it

But can't help helpthar. When study
for this reason.)

are
any



Class Ifr highly mechanized per acre?

per unitoutput.! They sell 26 % of

Nor are
all fromproducts, but have 7.79⁰ tractors, 8.9 % motor trucken

hi on Ilivestock: have 17.19⁰ cattle & calves, 8.0 % hogilpigs,they hion
have less go income from

6.0 % He chickens) 4 mo... They

:fm: Class I has 48% inc.from crops, 52 % livestrete

Ave U.Sfm hus 44 % ime. 5590
Howe 21670 acreage,

land intensive crops. Saú 219= fallf...products,buthave

Theygoin esp.for

theseacreages: 32.2% Irish potatoes, 38.0 % sugar beets, & 61.9 % sugar came. ( Ifmultiple

unit fins in so. were counted together, wd.doubtless be high on cotton, too)

5.190.

Their expenditures ongas &otherperivefuels is

Viewing mechanization from another % busis: "May 3.1 % thevalue of their

7m mach repairs, 2.6 % vs 3.5 %0.
forproducts sold; it for allforms, it is

there stat.show how small machinery importance

(Incidentally, m.com Class I fins)16.890 valueproducts
2.1% pop. dirbzonfans,

is. of to hired laber, which was

('45 census showed 50,829 'large fins', 8.4 %⁰ value, 2.1 % on.

66.7.90 impl.& mehnny valus.) & 12.700 sold ourpur)

s
c.dwelligo,

13.

14.

are not more

livestock thanm ave

Class I are 'feeders', judggfrom 16.590 gross output rep.by livestock&pouting

Due to choosing gross output -should take net.

bought us 10.990for allfans.

15. Contradiction: chickens, more

elsewhere, saw they big?were

reseriting,

than

mores

any livestock,are on

13. Smallfims hire more machinery/aure. Nutch, but also own more percure;&per
Class I, Machine hire is 1.790 their output, of. 2.7 % for all fons.

Tofor all other fins.) Owned machines
output.

work our %0(to makefig.

alsoferver, per output.
16.+. Residential fons losemoney - expenditures twice output

,

17.7€. fact that bigger have higher exp.output

smallfins. But

notsignif. For they chose by gross outputs

natchgor more whose largegross came from high turnover. Means 0.

except they caughtin lots offeeders. To be mostsignif, shd have

taken data by netoutput. Butdidn't, so mustmake clo.

etc acres in I.
Fact that they chose gross ourpur means classI loadedwith

That explains why so many fruir
those with high turnover, high costs.

& makes it all the more striking that class as a
so land intensive. (strange, tho, they had so little com ).

But also helps explain why they have output disprop. to assets usedtoproduceit.

~ For theydonot havesuch hi 70 ofnet output

whole is



18.

19.

20.

The smaller the area considered, the more % of them show

value/acre of class I fins > allforms Also for 145.frms Striking.

21.

small to their area is cropland
veryas to area, a

16.4 % ( For this all classes, ishrstd. 9⁰ ?) So that mustbe

verygood cropland, since theyproduce 26% products from 21070 land.
Ifeliminate w-n

& goodpasture too- irrig.pass
asture no doubt.

grazg lands, wd.get very strikig picture, higher live in class I.
figs.

Cd. do so, by long work with state Might have Estelle

classI fins,

22.

23.

West dominates Class Ifms, (justa
fins19.7 %⁰ w-n are I&II, of. 12.9 in no.,

•as it does largeit
4.1

are < 1,000 a.
7190 classIfins

145, lange have smaller % of hersted cropland thanofall land, all
·& espfor U.S., thau w-n

regions butN.Eng.
Trung So what they have must be very vble.

influence.

more
( Maybe they hold much cropland un hustd.)

140 sample probly designed to "show " big

gross output, cd. Then show those with more

value - hop's reader wd. forget it was

Then this procedure
was carried on.

Maybe I shd take ave. of %o ofvalue&% gross ourput asmy

im so .

ways. - shows potential.

area fins)

eff. Hence they chose
-gross perfor hadmoregrossper

it was gross.

index.
Lee shows how they differ. p128, summer field cropfarms,

medium had 40 %⁰ higher expenses & hom large, yet more net ine, bes

This output figures distort things, area better in some
more intense.



150 ag census, v.II ch.XII

p.1184

U.S.

No

So.

We.

p.

go offandin ClassI fins rep.by

.Cropland hustdan
odnohord Pastured

Land (note,it•notpastmed
may bepotential
ropland)

75.7

51.3

16.3

16.4

37.8

1118
corroborates:

15.7

We

NE

10.2

are all

MA

ENC
WNC
SA

ESC
WSC

Mt
Pai

from theirbeing western.

5138

14.3
12.7
10.9

14.7
3.1

3.6

forall U.S., classI foushave muchhigher To perture than t
fins. This,plus their having irrigation, may just result

1.7.

8.2

20.4

19.1

5.5

V.II, ch.9. No.offmns withsalesof over$10,000. 1950

4.5+ 9.2 %

No
12.9 %

4.1 %0

19.1 9.

1.8

4.2 83.0

more

1

( ClassI&II)



1

ClassII

Bigger,more

listed intensive]

T[
V
VL

VI

145 Census Sample Census, SpecialRept.

p.· 110-11, Table 28. Repton Large Fanns. –justspecifiedones.-asamimtimeof50,829 -selected

for
importance,

reg

For U.S., have 8.4% valueofland&bldgs, but 2,190 occupied dwelling, 8.2.19

(pop. dwellig onfins. Hoo Have 6.7 % of implements &machinery, byvalue.

Havingfewer dwellings, are more tol.v. (but bigger diellige, no doubr.)

p.120lp124

Value ofLand&Blogs.
$8,06

1Dob

13.0
8.5
1.6

2.1

3.5

$ 141

4

producing moregross

All FarmProducts Sold Arevalue/for/wie,coffen 90fromprodessacres,all

$18,4
26,1

5₂1
2,6
2,3

3,6

fread.
Mostover 1000a.

210
297m

277
208
26
67

64

Suggestsgross undervaluation oflargefarms' land. For no one accuses

egross -just net, ifanything.-

249
25
30
15

*0.9
3.0

0.7

themof



p.794
55%⁰ forproducts"are livestook & itsproducts, incl.poultry, egge,mild.

sold

also reveals that 55% forproducts

4490
15139

→ The 7ms >1,000a., have slightly less golivestucks,
so must be other than grazing.crops.more crops.

Amazing !

J

livestock.
on totals.

crops

wood "forestproducts " (so don't letanyone
say most timber
sales come from
farmers.)

! Even when break down by area, bigger have less
einshows how bocupa great influence big croppershave



N. Eng

Mid Att.

Census

Sample,cont., '45

E.No. Contr.
W. No. Centr.
so.Atl.
E. So. Central

W. So Central

Mt

|%

5 141

50,000 langefms. (ranging all thewayfrom unspecified under 500 to unoper, overover 1,000)
how interpret w/o it?)

cropland

Howard (Basis of selection imp

area

15.9
3.0
2.3

11
14.6 7.0

8.5 16.2. 6.6

26.3 /10.6 /10.5

18.9 17,7

37.9 29.8 27.0

22.5 8.5 7.6
Pas.
U.S.

over,for interg.I

Note, in

Table 28, p . 110-111

Tºcropland17⁰ valueland&bldgo

| 6.5 6.31 7.8
2.6/2.71|2.1 2.1

|
6.9 | 6.2

5.9

5.1
2.7

14.5
8.9

1 9.0

21.4

16.8

110-111 &ffy.

fors "important in the ones ?

#ofstock, valueofproduct.
$₁20,000 in Calif. But mosmostly

%o ocr.dwellgo goValueof go allfrom gofmsou
Impl.•Sirach moduar'son
impl.

so.

2.3
1.5
0.9
1.6
2.1

1.5

5.8

5.5
2.1

9.8
3.2
2.2
4.2

10.5

10.3

p.b. Thesample taken on different basis,place toplace. Generally .

9.9
12.9

18.0

6.7

19.1
9.1
5.7
8.1

14.7.
7.6

ones with low are

15.2

2.4.1

26.0
12.7

1.0

0.4

0.3
1.0

0.1

0.8

notasample, but all
asample,

Ims that meramyofa no.ofcriteria -area, cropland,

Vluofprodet varied regionally,from$39
about 10-80,008

1.0

2.7

1.6

0.9

ooo in Tenn &WVa to&W

ave value/acre that
w. states, it is indeed the verybig

1 were no such
are the largefins! (tho, agaim, that is valueof land& bldgs - allow a bigfactor for that,

lean on theoth & that,plus regional contrast that wd affect total evenin if
Take small, homog.

element,makes U.S. fige look

regions. See apposite trend.
But cut out those regions.

% area

Note, for all regions, gofromproducts

is much lower thanfor U.5. Show's

areaeffect of heterogeneity. &for het regions, is higher tham for other regions. Figureo

-shows that for homog. negions in west,
why

is also low.
Tofromprolets

over



2 region cheap& dear land. Select bigfinity valueof
output. ChatyLund, Same area.cheap

landcheap

Dear
output.

50 % area in bigfms. & 50 % output.

& twice no. of bigfans.

Put together, & have 50% output, & 50 % area.

When add w. to e, you

still 470 valueby some.

areas,
U.S. figmegives
tend to be more on

5% area,

So what makes theregional diff. affect figures is fact that in cheaploud
theland is infect in fins very large by valus.so much more of

therecorrect

double cerea, but onlyA value by -but

impression :

cheap land -1.9.
So whenstates, as vs 20 of N.E.

ger biggen contrast yet.
Combine w. N.E., it I'my west contributes

But has twice the

very bigfins, taking nation as whole,
// the area of

puttogether, for allU.S.,
-1.6. in West,

Combine with wrig. areas, is

figi for all U.S.

In mt. states, Ź areu m

Within west, problygetsame effect. In cheap

have 14590; instead of 69⁰ value, have maybe 10 %0.

most area, little value.
might have halfvalus.

45 % land & 20 % value.

mt.

areas, say 50%⁰Land& 50% value.

Evidentlygrazing tends to very large units, even

Eliminate grazg areas, very diff. pic.

So instead of

value. & that dominates



wytry123,12228 them,withmyshopGoet.

Naturally, thelargera farmholdly, the more thelikely to include

plotaclesof badland alongisgood. Esp. in west, much dry land, unusableserve in

comto w better land, hence joins bigger holdigs, -- Taylorrange principle.

Lowers are value/acre of big holdigs- the theyprobly also havebest landin them.



I

150 Censurs, V.I, p1, Imig.
(Hyp : in west, control of the most ubleland -1.6. water- means control ofall

therest. Hence when thebestland gravitates to a few hands, all the restgoes
On other hand, wherewith it. &so most vble forms have much cheap land.

as in Utah, 1. D.s,inig, is also possibility of coop. developin't of water, smallfrom,
Hence west

MWC. Hence small finsby value tendto havegood land.'of. Taylor Graz's principle_ can'tune range unless have

figures concealpattern.)- dompilments offrange. Hencenoroomfor small.

Low Tolandin

in ig forms is

inig.

High

Medium

p. 30. She Ave acreage of allland'in irrig. Jms; &irrig land
Roughfigs.I
Imis. Trig.land

acreaseof

.75m
250

190

Nev.

Wyo
Mont

ariz
S.D.

N.M.

Ks
N.D
colo
ou
Okla

50

g.mediumgroup
100

ark
Neb

100
100
75
75

120

100

I small group
of land is inig.

Tex. 175

150

75
70

125

Ida.
Cal. 10

Fla
Utah 50

Wash 25

70

50

725
625
625
575

210

275

% ofall
All.Icropendhosted lave value

thatmasin's perfom

2300 98 38
51 34

225
385

385

2200
1550

900$50

450

200

2650

1450

425

450

hi 90

//

95

1
30

1

33
28

66

7

1

1

44
18

47

67.
17

29
45

others
Lower

$10t

40

50

28

33

48

55

1.8

1.0

0.1

1.5 m

0.7

0.2

0.1

3.0
1.4
0.1

3.2
0.5

0.9

0.6

0.6

2.2

6.6

0.4

1.2



Imig

p. 34

Spon Hemsinnig. Pasture 4maces
Hayalf. 3.4

2.4Cotten

Rice 1.8

Haqwild 1.7

Orchards,
vineyards 1.1&nuts

Barley 1.4

allother item small:
Beans, clover ortimorhy hay,

Sorghum, corn,wher,beets,
outs,potatoes,flaspeas,
seeds, hops.

Shows use ofirrig.
primarily not for smallish

things. Much complementsof

big grazing.
Wholely wholdly

p. 31 ^ Irrig.foms gurly worth about twiceas much as non vring from,
9.e. The ave . iring.from.1930, 140 8150. vs. awe

in 20 states,
dryfm. (Showing better land in costlierunits)

Byfor the mostofit is
But, p 29, most ofp.28 % ofallleadin irrig.finiby major uses.

pasture, except in Ark, Ks, Okla, Nebe, fo, EES

inig.land itselfis copland hustd.

p.6. "Landpastured" is ' infom "; "grazingt"grazing lound" is not.

in west is 'pastured', 27.6% is 'grazing'.
What is diff? Check censur usage

39.79⁰ landarea



Size, output &value.

150 Censer, v.II ch.10 cont.

</10

10-29

30-49

-50-69

70-99

100

140

180

220

260

500
71000

5139
P.

782 P
Land

782

To of allproductssold. p.794-[Sound informs) (Valueoffour)(.offorms)

2.7

5.1
4.5
3.7

7.2
9.0

11.2

1.0

6.6

18.2

| 10.2

14.6

0.2
1.3
2.1

2.1

4.4

5.8
1.1

4.1

4.4

14.4

10.9

4206

8.9

15.9
11.6

7.9

10.8

9.1

5.1

4.0

8.9

J.4
2.3

there 2 show how

less used.
previous figures.

U.S.,bi forms arecheaper.Seem more extreme thom



118

2. gral understatements of land

1. Op. units, not own-p

178
541141, 257, Table 2." 1900

Size Group

< 20 a.

20-49

2. h.e., not

50-99

100-174

175-499

1,000

500-9.99

U.S..

not land alone.

Eup

no

(1900) fonoftheir
qo"̀fons"| Yo acreage landwhich is

"improved"

89.7
11.7

21.9

23.8

24.8

15.1

1,8

0.8

0.9

5.0

11.8

23.0

27.8

8.1

23.6

+

daLookfor downon goufnelicea

19.4

68.3

61.4

58.2

43.4

com .

12.3

49.4 %

census.

1910
Tofine

13.2

22.2

22.6.
23.8

15.4

2.0

0.8

1910

of acreage

1.0

8.2

11.7

23.4

30.2

9.5

19.0

1 %0 oftheirfen
land which
" improved:

90.9

80.6

69.0

62.7

61.0

48,8

18.7

54.4

value groups. Natch when classify by
Lookfor data classified by

acreage, get much cheap land in his acreagegroups. Butget To with

what value. &getit by land value alone. Then you'd have something.
If figures available, plead case still moot.- which itis



BBetter
land,m
fins,
e -W
contrast.

II,

II,I
vble

ite

Cone.on

better land?

II,1

77.

5178-1.0.882

" thepls.

F

E. ofphaims ries, notable correlation ofvalue/are &value/fm. (5136 p.20)
That tien & west, no apparent correlation. I ofg

vlu/fm is an ave.,
accounts for regional diff. & imiş -grazig contrast accountifen

lackof correlation in w . (also leasing demain, Indians, etc)

w. toe., inverse correl. But
& in w.arew. are fewer pr rime for around ciries, etc., to

pull down awe

11. Ave. fmr in no.
No 85
We 77
50 35

sections ofa

23.

is bigger than west, ifmind by cropland hrusted.
(Probly due to small insig. w. fins. Meanslittle else.

.V. on so -n er tom n -n

are usually located in the more

ofa community.

hance to liv. But they
I they are very

tuts, etc.

But w/in theirregion,
fertile & productive

el.
Probly so,as a whole heldback gurty, few bletgs, little er der,

are stillvery his cfd to se. dev-mt, incomesesof

are very much land, hencefor in future.

com.

opaceaIn west, hi 7⁰ land is in fins with hi output. Cheap land. This
%

dominates figs for U.S., makes it look like output/from rises as value/ac

fulls. & itis true that w -n states, cheap loud in very bigforms byvalue.

But for homog. region, no such trend. I that is what interests us,
Take small regions,

of sizes in homog regions. by
contrast

value greater
shows for

tham by area - esp.by land value alone,

Studies show for homoj regi W.

Consus



1

effectstat.
II, I

Interregional

ofsons offm. size,

may E.g. ifalle.fum

13. Figuig cone, when join areas of diff. l.v,^overstate cone. la .

were 100a., &all w.fms 1,000, is no conc. atall in either region,fassung

But combine,get come. by area. sizes, smallw.

But if have come. in e . &w., large e.fins fit into medium w.

fus fit medium e. sizes. Giving false impression of many medium

conceal's drift away from middle sizes.

sizes.
vou are100,over

cone.

but understate

in W., then in west, say 2 % fms
So get greater range of sizes, combining disparate regions;

E.g. ifall forms ½/2 %⁰frs, & 25 % land. But

You get a smaller100,000 ; for U.S.,

& 50 %= land is over

more come., unless we stick to go ofland.
small units — well, the extremes getfarther

that is
big &very

Absolute size
% ofland in

apart tho.
But lookingat distrib, shapeofcarve, viewer says :

due to overlapp's

means little, is due to diff. regions. Important thing is, is most land in

medium holdigs. " & here, it wd. look

regions. When each indiv. region,

but justso, be in
mightmostland

Regim I -east
fand

extremes. from

on

very

1000 . Jova. 1,000a .

500 ª. 1,0000. 2,VVV.a

R.II- west

combined -U.S.

concede that areafigo, all us, overstate come.
tudies to makepoints.
ationwide studies.

& stress they new

over

+get impression the more vble the land, the
Dueto 2 contrary trends insome

fins
on it.

areas,get very cliff.picture. Notonly does value

As, but value/acresize
show bigoutput from fors

often As with size.
w. more ubleland. But

mall ones
fins look morevble. But doesn't mean

cities to bring down are.
around big

&in

big
ones are

ills, etc
A

smallfinos.-Get-fairly consistent-picture there

small to be on more uble land.
- imig states, where typeof agric changes sharphy,

esp. complicates picture -water supplyproblem,handto

3) Poli, Melcher, maybe
udiesofparticular regions.

there?) (notly,
complicates)(but theycan allpump
element in optsize.

mallness : R.9., Del., C +, N.J., Mass.
Mant. Show, influence of heterogeneity.

ole. Cf. heterog. Pas- region us other regions.

divisions than regions ; regions than states?
frus

Taking offins 100-1,000 a. VS ave.
ave.

ghest : ENo. Central, Pac, Mid-Ael, New Eng.(69)

over 1,000a. are esp.hi vlu/aure, of other forms.
wd. findjust regions of hi l.v., probly wd. same.
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13., (cont.)
E.

E. 10 % fms
have 50% land

m

13, cont.

So

combined :

CA
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-Now suppose
{E.E.

ET

1090 hv so

Comb

same. &

So combining
longconc., so

small western
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95 %0 lemd.
inig.&. 80
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thru contr

So look at some reg

is nutionwide.
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50 %u have 5090
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1355321
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259⁰ fins lave 75 9⁰ land (not nearly

fons(2fmns) how 50 %

26
40

so

13/40

conc.)



Opt
size

Concent
ration

Th. 626,8
T229e

Teele, p198, ave valueofland"/are

& acreageperfarm. Value risesfaster
tham

p.13

acreage falls.

#20

Teele, &c ofLandRech, p. 197, thetable,from 1920 Census, shows Ave. acreage/fom &
His

abour

(but of p197)

value/aure from which I same, $14,000,

forall londvalues. Suggesting opt. cap. comcontration ders oor size,for allopt

l.v. ? But there aren't landvalues, but n.e.values.
per acre.

Foreign corporations hold much . German & English esp . , in Argentina .P. 72

Larger holders have better land , hold_most_unused . Actual pioneercolonists who managed to settle land , settled only poorer landssmall holdings .
$ 203 Best land in large holdings.p.70 , Argentina , s203 . * (But_watch him , he

is careless on this , p . 77 , re Chile , largest had higher % area than of value )

(p.iii
p.13

get value/fm,& notice it is

The influence of Nevada eto on Census: Only 1 12.90 New.is
counted " in fims"; 154 nelim. Alve value #31/acre,(w. blutige) .

şi

Re LCR in New:: only 588
2,851

fins are over 1,000o a.; but ave. finis
2,881c.!

Ź excesslands on valleyfloorof Kern,Mackere,& tulare are in over

5,000 acres, held by 70 % ofall landowners. By 'bestpresent estimate?
& ½ inis. landis exress, p.13. 80% terrain of excession unitsover 640a. 594



E.&W ,p203. Cite Ark. State Policy Committee, "Ag.Faber Problems in

Ark", (PublishedPaper #1, Oct 36)Oct 367pp
11-13.

s-n states, on nich lowlands, landlords tend to have
In Ark, & other

many fms; on uplands, changes to single farm Ency.

land9.e. better bond more une.



5333

Buchamom, N.S. & Ellis, HS,
NY: 20th C.7., 1955.

250

Approaches to Econ, Dev.

Per acre yieldofsugaron largeplansp.
double that ofsmallfins.

"I's said tohe



Carrion

Cone.
greater by

aren
tham
value.

p.
1,774,104

70. Spain,Spain, 1930, pops. W. less than 250 hectares.were from

had 5100 land. More than 250 hectares were

of land.

p.85. Props.

seeif

w . < 1,000 peseta were

1,000-5,000

Present anyway,

liquido imponible_ass.

riqueza - nicher

> 5,000

for

l

cone.greater by value !! No, isgreaterby

thesevalues include improvements, &maybe indervalue lange

ass. values.

Taxcollection

12,721

17,349 .

# 1,699,585. They had 228m pesetas.
171m73,092 .

area.

as evidence ofpesents contranyevidence.

W. 49 %

294,m

ofcourse

are



p. 62, Table 25.5169

Stotal land,are perfom

Crop are perfon

Total Capital

Family Laber resources

(man equivalents)

Svetfarm Inc.

Grossfrom

Totalfm expenses

inc .

ComBelt Stazes, 1944, from 45 Sample Census.
5169unpub.

Large
Scale

462a.

308a.
$101,839

1.4

11,400

32,020

20,820

1

comm. Fam. Fors

Lange

257

173

& note how unggross
us

44,103

1.4

5,011

10,548

5,537

1

¡

Not clear if they deduct rent. Expenses

clear what "cap.' includes.

Med. |Small |
119170

98

20,980

1.3

2,578

5,098

2,520

Gurly sloppy.

52

10,413

1.2

960

2,147

1,187

Small
scale

79

24

4,812

1.1

437

973

536

are arbitrarily assigned. Not

But nib. 1st 2 columns : Lage scalehave higher 90
(Butremember, thereare data by valueofourpur)(nor acreage)

cropland. whenwemsre by output,findfind larger whitson better land.
net inc.,problymoreso)

instead of net distortspicture.
lead. Ifmaruday



150, Table 3, p1135, v.II ch. XTI

U.S.

TheNo.

The So

The We.

NE

Mid -Atl

Value

ENCentr.

W.N Centr

So Atl

E.S Cent

WS Cent

Mt
Pac.

per

all Commercial
65.10

85
56
44

89
103

131

67

67

66

48

23

109

81
42 56
36

150
196

198

52
63

95
36

16

94

5138

Class I
45,65

Ratio of Pro toante

Individ states, in allof them Class Iallof them

except Ks, Neb, ga, Okla, Txs, Mt & Pac.

0 -1

0-3
(but all closer)

4-5
( & those us.
me all close)

class I worth more tham allcomm/ane,

32-16



They &

nil.v.
240-1, table & text , showing tncy highest in richer areas . kad

Which are Skane and eastern Sweden . In these two areas , a much nigher
% of the cropland is in holdings over 250 acres than elsewhere ; &
much of it is rented out . 5152 -a



Trueselell-like quotes.

Karporish, p.295,
& Block, 232
Land value& allocation.
A fogusesingjusté
In fendation, in Russia &

France, where soil better, lord

had higher to land indemane.

//WW



5178, pp 211-2m

Ill. & Ind., value/acre rives

with acco/fm. Completefigs.
In large less cap/land "file


