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PLANTATIONS IN THE SOUTH.

Introduction—Previous to the Civil War there were
many lirgo farms in tho South which were mostly
worked by slavo Inbor.  These were ordinarily called
plantations.  Thore was no sharp line of distinction
tt.t that timo, nor is thero at present, between planta-
tions and other farmy, the term “plantation” being
appliod simply to large farms usually comprising
several hundred or oven thousands of acres. Prior to
the war each plantation was, of course, o single agri-
sultural unit and was so voported by the census, being
countod as ono of the farms of the country. .

During tho period of reconstruction after the Civil
War the owners of the plantations largely tried to
- work thom by hiring Iabor. A movement soon began,
however, for the substitution of the tenant system of
operation.
divided into small tracts-—commonly called ““parcels”
or “euts”-~onch of which was operated by a tenant.
The tenants wore designated by various terms, such
a8 ‘“oropper,” “standing renter,” and the like,

Since there wore considerable numbers of tenant
farms in the North as well ag in the South, the Census
Bureau vory naturally ndopted the practice of treating
the tenant farms in the South in the same manner as
those in the North; that is to say, oach tract of land
operated by a tenant was treated as o separate farm.
As o mattor of faet, however, a large proportion of the

tenants in the South actually occupied a very different

economic position from that usually oceupied by ten-

ants in othor parts of the country. The plantation as |
o unit for gonoral purposes of administration has not:

disapponred, aud in many cases the tenants on plan-

tations are subjeetod to quite as complete supervision

by the owner, gonoral lessee, or manager as that to
which the hired labovers ave subjected on large farms
in the North and Wost.
ant is very similar in his cconomie position to the hired
farm Tlaboror, practicully the only difference being that
he confines his work to o particular parcel of land
which he works by himsell and that be is paid by a
share of the erop ingtoad of by wages. There are also
some plentations in the South which are opel'a’ped by

Undor this system a plantation was sub-

‘Where this is the case o ten- .

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 what
has been said it js 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 a 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 operations 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 tensnt 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 ne 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-
jeated to very thorough supervision by the owner or
manager of the plantation of which the farm is a 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 nobt correspond to actual
conditions.

The effect of the practice of the Census Bureau in
treating each tenant farm in the South as a separate
unit is brought out to some extent, by a 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 ordez: to
permit such a comparison Table 1 is presented, 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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FARMS, FTARM LAND, AND VALUE OF LAND AND BUILDINGS IN BLEVEN SOUTHERN STATES:! 1850-1910.
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During tho half contury belwaeen the consus of 1860,
the last consus bofore the process of breaking lhu
plantations up into tonant farms (‘01.11111(\110.0(1, and
that of 1910, the amount of land in farms in the 11
Southoern states covered by Table 1 ineroasad only 443.!
per cent, whiloe the number of farms, as returnoed by the
censu, ineroased from somowhat more than half o
million to about two and a hall million, or 853.7 por

cent, I 1860 t‘ho average farm contained  3065.1
aeres, of avhich 103.5 aeres wore improved, and the

avernga value ul land and buildings per farm was
$3,570. In 1910 tho average furm had decreased in sizo
to 115.3 nerves, of which ~13.8 aeres wero improved, the
averago value of land and buildings being $2,172,  In
the Bast South Contral and South Atlantic divisions
the averago total acronge in 1010 was matovially lower
than that for all of tho states coverad by the table,
tho Intter being increased by the prosence of many very
lnego ranches o the West South Central division, par-
tieutarly in Toxas,  Thoe tablo shows furthor that thove
has bean o continuous decline sinee 1860 in the average
size of farms in the plantation distriets, the groatest
docronsio taking place betweon 1860 and 1870,

The effeet of the moethod of classifying farms in the
South is further shown in Table 2 by a comparison of
the average total and improved acreage and valuo of
lund and buildings for that seetion with thoe correspond-
ing averages for “tho North,
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16 would bo highly desirable that, in addition to
statisties in which oach tenant farm in the South is
countod as o unit, statisties should also bo prosentod
in. which oach plantation operated by tenants—pro-
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vided the tenants are subjected to a considerable
degree of supervigion-—should be troated as a unit
wong other farms, 1f this wore dono the average
sizo of farms in the South would bo very much greater
than the avorages based on tho present method of
defining  farma,  For reasons move fully oexplained
horeatter, however, it has boeen found impossible to
carry out this plan in its entivoty, and it is doubtfl
whother it will ever prove possible to do so in the
future, Nevertholess it is highly dosivable that some
attention should be paid to the plantation system in
thoe South, aud the Census Buroau has therefore under-
takon to collect stabistics relating o it and to presens
thon so far ag they were found clear and satisfactory
i their significance.

Definition of a tenant plantation-—As already
statod the definition of & plantation in popular usage
in the South is primarily based on the size of the agri-
cultural unit and not on its method of organization,
Thero would, howoever, bo no particular utility in pre-
sonting statistics for plantations, moerely in the sense
of large farms, in the South. any more fully than they
are prosentod for large farms olsewhore. So far as a
plantation is operated by hived laboy, it differs in no
signifieant respoet from largo farms upombed by hired
Inbor elsewhers, and the mere name “plantation’”
gives no added significancoe to thoe u;xrwultm‘&l unit.-
luuch plantation upummd by hired labor in the South
i treated as asinglo farm in tho consus statistics, just as
it would be if it woero in any other part of the country.

What is required to permit a true picture of condi-
{iong in the South to be obtained is information rogard-
ing those plantations which aro oporated by ments,
which in many cases diffor in thoir mothod of organi-
zation from. any form of agricultural unit at all com-
monly found in other pavts of tho country. In order -
to make a clonr distinetion with reforonce to thoe plan-
tations concerning whieh, statistics were dosired, the
Census Buroau mlopto(l tho following dofinition of &
“ftenant plantation:”

A tenant plantation is o continuous tract of land of considerable
aren undor the goneral superyision or control of u singlo individyal
or fiem, all or o part of such teact boing divided into ot lenst five
smallor frnets, which are leased to tonants.
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T}}is doﬁnition, in the first place, eliminates from
c()n'Sldemtmn a8 pls%ntations groups of tenant farms
which are not contiguous. In the South, as in the
North, a single individual may own several separate
farms ench of which is leased to a tenant, but it is
obvious thu't these holdings, taken as g whole, in no
gonso constituto a plantation. In the second place,
the tenant plantation, as defined by the Census
Bureau, must bo a tract of land of considerable size
and containing ab loast five tenant holdings. Tt not
infroquently happens in the South, as elsewhere, that
a singlo individual owns 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 dofinition 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 dillering degrees of supervision in different
casoes, and, whilo 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 conclusivo charnetor with regard to all plantations.
Consoquontly, of necossity, the Census Bureau had to
treat as a plantation any tract of land conforming to
the other foatures of the definition above set forth,
without rogard to tho oxact character or degree of
suporvision exercised over the tenants, It is probable,
thorofore, that in some cases tracts of land have been
troatod as plantations, on which each tenant occupies
approximately as independent an economic position
as tonant farmers in other parts of the country, Be-
yond question, owever, in most instances the planta-
tlong for which statisties are hereafter presented are
thoso on which very considerable supervision is exer-
cisod over the tonants and on which. the position of the
tenants is in many respocts not far different from that
of hirad laborers. _

Tho stutistics presonted in this chapter, therefore,
relnto to tenanl plantations conforming to the above
dofinition. Tor brovity, the term ¢plantation” alone
is froquoently usod in tho toxt and in the tables, but it
should bo distinetly understood that none of the ﬁ&bl‘eg
inelude plantations operated by hired labor.

* Ordinarily the land in a tenant plantation is not
wholly subdivided into tenant farms. The owner of
tho plantation or his managor retains in his own pos-
sossion part of tho land. The land thus retained
usually containg the owner’s house, bar_ns,'zmd other
buildings, his kitchen garden, and the major part of
the uncultivated land of the plantation. In some
casos, moroover, the owner or Manager retains a con-
gidorablo quantity of improved land which he operates
with his own labor or with hired labor. Qonsequently,
in tho consus statistics of farms, 8s ordinarily presented,

each plantation i voprosontod by the number of farms

oporated by tenants, plus one farm operated by the
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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 temants
constitutes the landlord’s part of the plantation.
Method of investigation of plantations and scope of
the statistics.—The special investigation of plantations
undertaken 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 speeial
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
flled out by interviewing the tenents themselves,
although' doubtless in some cases at least part of the
information for them was furnished by the landlord.
The plantation schedule, which was also 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 a whole, regarding the land retained by the
landlord for his own use, and regarding each tenant

holding. .
The plantation schedules obtained from landlords

were carefully compared with the general agricultural

schedules obtained for the farms in the same planta-
ton. Infact, one of the objects of the use of the.plau-
tation schedule was to furnish a check upon the figures
returned by the tenants and also to avoid duplication n
the statistics. At prior censuses considerable difficulty
was encountered from the fact that owners of planta-
tions, misunderstanding the inquiry, R0t infrequently
gave information regarding the entire plantation, while -
ot the same time the information regarding the land
operated by tenants was secured from the tenants,
thus involving duplication of acreage, value oé ftahr;rp
property, and even of the production of crops and o

agricultural 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-
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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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value of this land with its buildings was $256,494.000.
Only‘26.2 per cent of all the land in the landlord farms
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 :
mber ol piantations or farms. . ...... 39,073 308, 905
%‘Igtzil ol CR S .| 28,290,815 || - 12,920,417 | 15,367,308
proved acrengo 15,836, 363 3,384,040 | 12,452,323
Avorago total 00renge.....ovverrnn.... 724.2
Average improved nereage......... ... - 405.3 332'2 §§3
Por oeri, of total acreage Mmproved ... 56.0 2.2 810
Valuo of land and buildings 367,802, 083 | 526, 404, 386 /
0 Of] . . $420, 308, 597
?Iiai( A -| 8559, 457, 208 || $210 401,728 | $349) 055, 540
uildings ---| $117,345,715 || "$46,002; 658 | 871,253,057
Avomxie value of lond and buildings per
plantation or farm §17,322 90, 564 $1,054
Toand..ececiiainn., §14,319 35, 385 8875
Bulidings...., RETTETPRPPR 83, 003 31,179 8179
Avernge vatue of land and buildings per
acre of land.. - ‘e $23.92 $10.84 $27.35
Lond. ...... 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 PLANTATIONS OF—
Al | 5109 mmwl W05 |50 tamant
classes. ‘) temants. | temants. | tenamis. n&nﬂﬁgﬁ
! !
| {
All tenant plantations. | |
I\f\ll'rlnbetr:t ) j 5 K@i
antations............ 34, 073)! 26, 562/ 8, i 5
P E: it 8] R, 86 ' 404 :
Arirleagga({fallland: o ol w %‘i i T
Plantations. ........... 28,208, 815)| 13,147,956 8,731,170 4,961, 1% 1,408, 19
Landiord farms .. 12,999,417 5,088,777 T e mﬁ,ﬁ
Tenant farms. . ...... 15,367,308 7,108,179 4,715,072 2 057.4m0 W oms
P.c,in tenant farms. 53 5.1 Ly BmE 6l
A%'Icngf oli improved land: " i !
Plantations............ 15,836,363) 7,%3,782 4 MR AR 28530 58, 1
tandiord s .| 938 ol LTl CwRe Chahd i
Tenant farms.. ... ... 12,452,323) 5,541,171 S,Mﬁ‘ﬁ 280018 1,7
P.c.in tenant farms. i8.6) 76.2 H w1 B
Valye of land and build- | |
ings: ’ ! |
Plantations __.... dols. | ) RIS B17, GUL105, 457 BA0.40 436, 405
Landlord farms _dols. 3 79,709,200 46,530 65212 6, L

Tenant farms .. .dols.
P.c.intenant farms.

7128, 908, 419, 7
3 w7

Tenantplantations with
ecomplets reports.

Nuymber:
Plantations..c.ceeee...
Landlord farms. .......
Tenant farms..........

Acreage of ali land:
Plantations._ . ....oc-m..

Landlord farms......
Tenant farms. .......
P.c.in tenant farmas.

Acreageofimprovedland:

Plantations,...eeeee...
Landlord farms.--...
Tenant farms..,....-

P.c.in tenant farms.
Value of land and build-
ings:

Plantations ....... dols.

Landlord farms .dols.

Tenant farms . ..dols. 235,

P.c.in tenant farms.

Tenant plantations
without complete re-
ports,

Number:
Plantations. ....... .
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9,0:7,717J 4,570,501 2,580,908
Lsio, 10 LML 4311
7,365&3: 3,824 60| 2,1 “

I‘!‘ IM
Ly b
B0 185

!
1,414,000 BAB.ES3
;%G 200,
1,080 401,740
X T
LU, 43 B0
’ :w% a1, 6t
995, 171 ¥
e p

i
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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 plantations with complete repurts

are practically all true plantations with & high degree
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of supervision on the part of thoe landlord or his repre-
sentative, but, as already explained, o fow, at least, of
the tenant plantations without comploto reports may
not bo real units at all. Morcover, a good many of
these plantations ave doubtless more or less loosely
organized, some of them being old plantations with
practically all their improved land subdivided into
tenant. holdings.  Some of these plantations without
complote reports are prosumably now in the transition
stagoe, passing {ron tho class of truo plantations to that
of indepondent farms or possibly in some cases the
TOVOrso.

Table 4 shows that there were 26,562 plantations
(68 por cont of tho total number) having from § to 9
tonants; 9,160 (23.4 por cent), from 10 to 19 tenants;
2,039 (7.5 per cond), from 20 to 49 tonants; and 412
(1.1 per cont), 50 tenants or more.  Thero were somo
plantations which had more than o hundred tenants,
In general, the large plantations with many tenant
farms are bottor organizod and moro closoly supoervisod
than the smaller plantations.  In somo localitios those
Inrgeor plantations still have many of the characteristics
of tho older végime,

For reasons already suggoestoed, the statistios for
tonant plantations with eomplote roports are in somo
rospeets more significant than those for all plantations,
This elass of plantations numbered 22,157 in tho 325
countics.  Thay contained 19,210,098 acros of land,
of which 9,569,705 acres wore improvoed.  Tho farms
rotained by landlords contained 11,117,225 acres, ov
considorably more than half tho total acroago, whils
tho 228,123 tonant farns contained 8,101,873 acres.
Of the land in the landlord farms, only 24.5 por cont
was inproved, mueh the largor part consisting of
woodland and unimproved land, a good deal of which
is capable of cultivation, The opportunity for future
agricultural dovelopmoent on many of these plantations
is Jarge.  On {ho other hand, more than five-sixths
(84.5 por eent) of thoe land in tho tenant farms on plan-
tations with eomploto reports was undor cultivation.
In many euses, in fact, the tenant farms wove ontirely’
under eultivation except for the small avea occupiod by
buildings and yards. '

The land and buildings of the plantations with
comploto reports wore valuod at $440,456,000, of which
a Jittlo loss than half, $214,752,000, was vopresontod by
tho farms rotained by the landlords, and $225,704,000
by the farms of tenants,

Of tho plantations with complete reports, thore woro
14,861 (67.1 por cont of tho total) having {rom 5 to 9
tonants, 5,336 (24.1 per cont) having from 10 to 19 ten-
ants, 1,734 (7.8 por cont) having from 20 to 49 tonants,
and 2206 (1 per cont) having 50 tonants or moro.

The Consus Buroau has compilod statistics for
16,016 plantations without complete reports in the
solocted countios.  As alvready stated, somo of these
may not bo true plantations. Cortainly thoe condi-
tions with rospeet to tho group, takon as a whole, woro
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somowhat different from those with respect to the
plantations with complote reports.

Tho plantations without complete reports contained
9,077,717 acres of farm land, of which 6,266,658
acres, or 69 per cont, consisted of improved land,
tho percontage being much higher than in the case
of plantations with complete reports.  Of the total
Tarm. acreage in theso plantations, only 1,812,192
acres, or ono-fifth, was held by landlords, the pro-
portion contrasting markedly with that in the caso
of plantations with complete reports. The 170,782
Tarms of tonants contained 7,265,525 acres.  The com-
paratively small acroage reportod as held by land-
lords i one of the indiestions that many of the
plantations in this class are in o transitory stato or
havo coased ontively to bo agricultural units. It is
possiblo that in somo casos tho landlords failed to
roport their ontire holdings, some of the unimproved
tracts porhaps not boing looked upon as constituting
farms at all,

Of tho land rotained by landlords in tho ease of
tonant plantations without complote reports, the pro-
portion improved, 36.3 por cont, was deeidedly higher
than that in tho case of tonant plantations with com-
plote roports, 24.5 por cont.  Thore was no vory groat
differonco botwoeon the two elassos of plantations with
rogpect to the poreentage of tho land in tonant farms
which was improved, although thoe percontage for the
plantations with complete reports, 84.5, was somewhat
highor than that for tho other plantations, 77.2. The
distribution  of tho plantations without complete
roporta with respeet to size, ag indicatod by tho number
of tenants, wag not matorially difforout from that of
the plantations with comploto roports.

Averages for plantations and plantation farms.—
Table 5 prosents averages and porcontages derived
from. the preceding table rogarding plantations, land-
lovd farms, and tenant Tarms,

Tho avornge plantation in the selected counties in.
1010 contuinod 724.2 nevos of land, of which 405.3 acres
wore improved.  These avorages nro based on all plan-
tations, including those without complote veports.
Tho valuo of the land and buildings of the plantation
was, on the avernge, $17,322.  Thoe avernge plantation
was more than five timos as large ns the average farm
in the United States ag o whole, and the averngo value
of its land and buildings was three times as groat as
that for the average farm in the country as a whole.
The avorago value of land and buildings per acre
of land for the plantations was $23.92. This average
wag considorably lowor than that for the United States
as a wholo, $39.60, o fact attributable to the generally
lowor values of land in. the South than in the North.
In the territory where the plantations are found, how-
over, the average value of land and buildings per acre
iz higher in tho case of plantations than in the case
of other farms, since the plantations are. usually
located in the more fertile and productive sections of
o community.
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The average amount of land retained by the land-
lords of all the plantations was 330.9 acres, the value
of which, including that of buildings, was $6,564, the
valuo of buildings representing 18 per cent of the total.
In 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 88.5 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 fac_;t
that the greater part of the land in tenant farms is
improved and that the most tertile land on plantations

is usually leased to tenants.

There are very material differences between the
averages shown in the table for the plantations with
complete reports and those for the plantations withowut
complete reports, particularly with respect to the land-
lord farms. The average 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 percentage of
farm land improved being much lower. The average
value of Iand and buildings for the plantations with
complete reports was $19,879, as compared with
$13,972 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 no 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 aro
cither not true plantations at all or are in a transgitory
stuto.  Since, however, u larger proportion of the land-
lord farms consists of improved land in the case of the
plantations without complote veports, the avoerage
valuo of land and buildings por aere is higher for them
than for the plantations with completo reports,

Thore are no very greal dilferences betweon the
tonant farms on plantations with comploto reports
and those on plantations without complete reports.
On the averagoe the Iatter are somoewhat the lurger
andd consoquontly have the greater valuoe of land and
buildings, hut the average value of land and buildings
por acre for such farms is slightly lower than for those
on plantations with complete roports-—a natural rosult
of tho smallor propovtion of improved land.

It is notoworthy that, whereas in most parts of the
country tho very large farms contain o much -smaller
proportion of improved land than farms of moderate
gize and consoquontly have a lower value per acro, this
Is by no moans true with rospect to plantations.  The
largo plantations of the South are for the most pait
locuted in tho most tertile sections.  Confining atton-
tion to tho tenant plantations with comploto reports
as hoing most typical, it will bo geon that theroe is prace-
tically no diftforonco botwoon the different classes of
plantations, bused on the number of tenants, with
respoct to tho proportion of farm land improved, about
half being improved in ench case.  The average value
of land por acre, howovor, increases with the num-
bor of tenants, being $18.01 in tho case of planta-
tiong with complote reports laving from 5§ to 9
tennnts, and rising gradunlly to $22.41 in the case of
plantations having 50 or more tenants, There is no
gueh uniform movomoent in the avernges for the value
of buildings por acre of land, but this wvernge for plan-
tations of 50 or more tenants is highoer than for thosoe
of any other eluss,

The magnitude of the agricultural operations con-
dueted on somo of the southern plantations may be
judged from the fact that the 2206 plantations with
completo reports having 50 tenants or more each con-
bainod on the wverage 4,216.7 acres, of which 2,096.7
acros woro improved, and. that the averagoe \mluo of
land and buildings for such plantations was $114,000.

"As might bo oxpected, tho landlords of the very
large plantations retain o somoewhat smaller propor-
tion of the total ncereage in their own hands and Teaso
a larger proportion to tenants than the landlords of
tho sumllm‘ plantations. In the case of some of the
largo ])lzm(u,l ions tho groater part consists of improved
lmul which iy loased to tonants. In tho caso of tho
tonant farnws, howover, a somoewhat snaller proportion
of tho land is improved on the very largo plantations
than on the smaller plantations.
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Plantations, by states.—Table 6 prosents statistics
regarding plantations classified according to number
of tenants, by states, the plantations without complete
roports being ineluded with the othoers.  In (*omparlng
tho figures lm‘ difforent statos, and particularly in con-
mdurmw tho relution betwoon theso figures and those
for all Turms in thoe several stutes, it should be horne in
mind that the statistics do not cover all the counties
of any state, and that for somo of the states they cover
o mueh Inrger proportion of tho total numbor of coun-
ties than for othors. There are of course some planta-
tions in counties not covored by the table, although
they are largely confined to the counties covorad.
The concentration of the plantation system is due
to the fact that it is chiofly found in  districts
which produco large quantitios of cotton and which
have a large negro population.  Some of the planta-
tions in the sugar cane districts of Touisinna, howover,
are very highly organized. Tt should be borne in mind
that while the plantations may ropresent only a very
small part of the total farm area in somo of the states,
yot in somo of the counties of such states plantations
may bo tho dominant forn of agricaltural oporation,

Thoro is little doubt that tho plantation system is
both absolutely and velatively ove important in
Missisgippi than in any other state. On the 7,960
plantations in this state for which the Consus Bureau has
tabulated statisties thore wore 99,482 tenant farms,
These plantations contained more than 5,000,000 acres
of farm land, of which morve than 3,000,000 acres
woro improved, The valuo of the land and buildings
of the Mississippi plantations was over $140,000,000.
Thoe plantation system is probably moro firmly fixed
in the Yazoo-Mississippi delta than in any other area
ol the South. The fertile soil and climatic conditions
tavorable for cotton raising, togethor with the large
negro population, make tho p]zmtu,l,um tho domnmub
form of agricultural organization in the dolta.

Tn two other states, Alabwma wnd Georgla, the
awen of tho plantations for which statistics were
tabulated by the Census Bureau exceeded 5,000,000
acres.  South Carolina ranked fourth, with more than
3,000,000 acres in such plunmtiom The ])lmm&-
tions in Alabama contained 3,028,079 acres of im-
proved land, and those in (xoorgm 2,855,402 acres
of such land. There was more improved land in
thoe pluubu,twns of Texas, as tabulated by the bureau,
than in those of South Caroling.

On the 7,287 plantations in Alabama for which
statisties wore tabulated there wore 76,746 tenant
farms; on the 6,627 plantations in (xooro‘m there were
57.,0().3 tonant hu'ms 7 and on the 5,105 plantations.
in South Caroling there wero 43,624 tenant farms.

In the valuo of the land and buildings of plantations
tho states did not rank in the same order ag in acreage.
Mississippi was fivat, with more than $140,000,000;
Goeorgin was socond, with more than $100,000,0005
South Carolina thlrd with more than $92,000,000;
Toexas fourth, with more 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.
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y fland and budings: 14568, 544 | 517,568,547 | $9,719, 544 *59’5‘*"35*2 "iﬂ% a7 | g | 820880 | 1,506, 50
. Value of 1n 78,476 || $15,631,841 | $14, 508, 2 038 834 || 33,842, , 7 T el Ves
Do et o Sedih | Temms ) C sse ) 67480 8,780,710 | 25,778,088 | 829,738 08 TG 3K
Landlord utm Aoy | 0752110 | 0BT | 19T | 8707 083 e y
T'enant farms. - V07085 50,2 5. ) .2
Por cent in tenant farms. - d . ] )
' - ! TENNESSEE {11 COUNTIES).
1
MISSISSIPPL (45 COUNTIES ). i
it
|
‘ : ]
i . 288 7 3
' 189 1,413 1,068 = o 5
Number: 0 4,735 2,008 Pt 189 413 |1 L8 8,698 1,478 248
Plantations. .. 7,90 ot 9,098 28 ) 12074 & 606
Tamdiond e 7,960 a e 277892 27,101 15,128 ? ! el w198
Ponant farms. . 09, 43 4 . 617,628 090, 462 288, 937 8 N ]
Acrenge of allland 1,878, 526 1, 551,981 1,233,020 s 3 151,783 %819 e €%
].’lmll;ﬂ.tiong : g: 33(1): égg '919,918 7728, iligg ?30(2), 054 so7 17 |- " 87% 237zs isé 145’56.6 s o4
Landlord farms..... , 400, 958’ 608 823, ,96¢ un ) ”
B A i eremty e B L i 5.0 ol I X wus| | | mee| m
Acronéoe(r)fcﬁnprovedlnnd: a4 924,160 706, 644 357,% prigt 61, 403 mgg 4—:’,#3‘5!5 %ﬁ%
O LOIIE. oo v e e v nmnannnonns . 3,100,834 1,118, 5 ' 184 147,580 44, s 197324 027 s
PloTHOHONS. oo veveoeees ;B 306 008 203, 1 019064 ] - 312,930 361,208 6.2 #.5 .9
randlord, fnns 2,485, 565 813, 580 ] 8.5 81.5 8 7 | $635,300
O e ovii farins. 78 h2.8 . o058 | $6,015,700 | 81,900,857 | 935,108
Tor cent In tonant, farms. o370 || $10,241, 636 || $10,980, 15,790 g oy
tH $30, 380, 665 | $20,878, g 3. 83,842 [ 1,383,7 : 4TS
d and buildings: $39, 800, 561 ) 435, 670 s | 1,516 967 .
Valuo of land -§40,312,784 , 800, 5b1 o | 5,044,108 g ot 4,8Lm2) 1, 3
LODE . e neensmmncnnnn $140, 381,380 5 332y 977, 005 13,570, 33 , 344, 12305 966 ! 097, Bt = ey
o o CpLoezaa | 10,570,800 ILELER | oonigim | 1 a2l ) 18,305,000 b6 I8.7
andlor it 231741, 828,550 he H. X
Tonant farms. , .ccoremase-s 89, 3.0 58.9 62.
Per cont in tonant farms. . o
R
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AGRICULTURE.

NUMBER, ACREAGE, AND VALUE OF LAND AND BUILDINGS OF ALL TENANT PLANTATIONS AND OF LANDLORD
FARMS AND TENANT FARMS ON TENANT PLANTATIONS IN 325 SELECTED COUNTIES OF ELEVEN SOUTHERN

STATRES: 1910—Continued,

Tubhlo 6—Continued, TENANT PRANTATIONR OF -
R Hlo9 1o 10 20 to 40 50 tenanty AN elnssis dlot 10 to 1t 20 to 40 {50 tenants
Al clusses. tenants. tenunts. tenants. and over, || AL elasses. tenutiiy, tennnts. tenants. | and over,
NORBTI CAROLINA (21 COUNTIES), TEXAH (41 COUNTIES).
Number:

Plantntions 1,778 1 447 202 3,468 3,860 L 138 9

Landlord fa .- 1,775 417 a0 3, 4R 4, 150 [L10] 148 0

"Portunt farms., s 13, 548 8, 887 3, 623 24, 100 1, 522 K44 3,704 560

Acreagoe of all land:

PIMEHO OIS . oo vimenurnnnns 1,141, 100 770,801 201,042 02,64 ............. 3 073, U7 1, 007, 810 872,572 58, 313 43, 473
Landlord farmas. 5(\8, 150 .mo 256 ]’#1 4t tl(& TEE [ecnnnens 1,201,772 7()H 080 o i(), 1311 144, G423 17,814
TOIG [T, . v vaiennnenns 592, 050 .mti, H&7 1(}0 801 45,6 f 11 (R l 77() 25 8l J() Ml OJ(\ zm a7l 25, 058

P'er cont in tonant farms. bt.1 40. 8 bs1 0.4 |..o.e [P 330 i} B 21 50 6 0.0
Acronge of haproved land;

R [T ERT 4 (13T Y 530, 830 362,020 189,374 0,497 1oaeiininninns 1,769, 524 o971, b0 aah, 0% 218,974 27,891
Landlond foring. 124,819 89,220 28, (30 3021 701 181,790 79, 303 & 137 5, 483
Tonant IS oo vereovans 400,011 262, 807 110, 744 1,4»10.731 789, 760 d(\d 400 176,247 42,038

I'ov cont In tenant farms, 170.5 4.7 .5 a7 ks to. 5 £0.4 80,1
Valto of land and buildings:
PRadatlonse cceccensiaencnenn $30, 000, 081, $20, 881, 149 $7, 873,007 $3, 20(‘, 0.25 301,400 680 349 004, 454 | $20, /40,005 | $10, 8()7,\\5&0 $1, 430, 114
M e ne - 13, 502 048 4, 8{)0 845 A Rl)l 83 774,210 36,364, kﬂ -1,1m (o ‘7,J )0 T4 .,‘l. ;108 424, 106
TOnuid IS, « v e vevannns 18 008 343 11,084 304 «1 (i82, 324 431 715 a6, 045 86,404, 848 | 29, 189, 941 7,476, 223 1, ()JJ 019
Lor cont In tonend farmas. 30.0 .4 RUN o |, 5 .5 5 8.4 ho,
SOUTH CAROLINA (35 COUNTIES), VIRGINIA (3 COUNTIBS).
Numhor:

l‘lnumtlom... ......... Cennnn 5,105 3, 849 1,020 P18 12 200 102 a8 | 7

Laudlond tarmg, b, 106 3, 840 1(),31) 218 12 200 102 B O lesevennnans

Tonant MIms. . coveciensenen AM 024 24 247 ld, 146 6,674 058 1, 643 .ty 419 197 |eanee

Avrongo of nll tand:

Planiationg. ..., Yeasaneraes 3, 458, 085 1,001, 808 1,071,880 382,767 42, 462 170, 3156 110,972 52,851 12,402 1.0
Lambiord formte, ... 1,718,318 U‘sl\ [GiY {‘)41 h8 171,.148 10, 253 M, oy 28, 603 21,415 ‘¥ (420
Tonant farms., . c...... 1,7d0 467 076, 87 M() 223 AL, 400 2, 109 2, 718 82,410 ‘H 430 872 [caunns

Por pont In Lonant v 50,3 49.7 0.8 be.2 b0 e a8 5o, 5 3
Acorongo of Improved land:

Plantntions. e iececiianannes 1,062, RB 049, 205 408, 037 104, 870 16, 847 77, 198 03, 202 IR,JBR 8,008 |vvnenneacs
Landlord fus. ‘176, 2«18 008 10J 454 0, 42t 1,974 17, 485 l) 04 4,701 1,180 rearmannns
Tonant MrmB. .. oo cemnennes 1,279 7().! 7L)| 97 39!‘ 483 104, 450 185, 873 b0, 613 40 208 nl 137 £ 1 S, aran

Por cont n toneng s, .t T4 40, bt 4 {9, 4 1 b9 LN G o
Valuo of land and bulldings:

l’lmlmllnnﬂ .................. $02, 530, 700 3.)3 780, 740 $3H,220,Hm $0,431, % $1,218,872 $3,872, 518 $1, 048,008 747,087 BLTL 643 L ciiinnnnes
Landlord farms, ., N A, 834, 910 .),O.M {00, 11, R, 983 & (Ill l)ﬂ() 'i(H, 008 1,080, 028 ( 1, 05 'nu .l.?d 49, 400 [aenananen .
Tonant MrME. .. urinaens i1, 695, 740 24,710, 140 1, 4()5.(‘17 5 710 a1 844, R0y ,NJA 086 1,972,708 437 i IS U N R,

T'oe cond [n tomunt frins. b b4 &8.1 i 0.1 0.8 05, 8 by el .

Plantation averages, by states.—Table 7 shows avor-
ages and porcontages with roference to the plantations
and plantation farms in oach of the 11 selectod statoes.

Whilo tho averago sizo of all the plantations in the
South for whicl statisties wero tabulated wag 724.2
acres, six statos showed higher averages than this, the
highoest being in Louisiana, 904 acres, and the lowest
in Tonnesseo, 488.6 acres.

Tha percontago of improved land in the plantations
of tho sevoeral states varied considerably, the highest

porcentage, 67.7, being in Florida, where, howover, |

statistics were tabulated for only one county, and the

lowost, 48.8, in Virginia, where the number of coun-
“tios covorod was also small,

The average value of land and buildingﬂ per plan-
tation was highest in Toxas, $20,355, cqual to $30.75
per acre, The figures for Texas do not includo live
stock ranches.  Louisinna rankod second and Arkansas
third in respoct to the average value of land and
buildings of plantations, but the avorage per acre
was higher in Arkansas than in any other state,
$34.85, this high average being, no doubt, due to the
fortility of the cotton lands in tho river deltas, where
the plantation system is found.
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AVERAGE ACREAGE ‘ :
FAR%{%I’DI\{IA%EE OF ALL TENANT PLANTATIONS, BY PLANTATIONS AND LANDLORD AND TENANT

B 325 SELECTED COUNTIES OF ELEVEN SOUTHERN STATES:! 1910.

Table 7
TENANT PLANTATIONS OF—
STATH, All classes, - 5t0 9 tenants, 10t0 19 tenants, 20 t0 49 tenants, 50 tenants and over,
Land-| Ten- Land-| Ten- Land-| Ten- _ ]
e lord | ‘ant |Blenta-| SO0 | To Flonte-) Tora | snt | Plsate- | o0l | T2 | plonty. | Land- | T
* |farms, | farms, " |farms, | farms. | H008. (g rn 1yarme | Hons, farms, {farme, | HOBE | 4 e
THE SOUTH (325 counties). .
Avernge total acreage per plantation or farm....| 724.2 | 330, , . |
Aven)xgo 1m161'oved aoreggeBcrp\antationgrfarm. 305.3 86.3 %g égg.g Zgg:g ig:g ggaslg %:g gz l,%g ’lrgg;.g %12 %’&? :1'%2 @.‘!1)
Por cent of total acreage improved. .. ....... 56.0| 26.2] 81.0 55,31 28.7| 77.9| 554 24.4| gL9 57.8) 2.ei 82| 500 .5 %29
Average valuo of Iand and buildings per planta~
tion or farm. $8,374 181,085 | $42,636 (815,839 | 9968 \$208,002 1830, 707 | &1, 007
..... 6,568 908 ;673 118,414 1 7941 85,024 | 26,122 83
1,406 179 7,013) 2,495 164} 16.8%m 4,475 172
$19.10 1827.34 20| $20.16 1920.75 | $29.34 4 42
15901 22.83 ) 2L13§ 17.08{ 24.66] 2433 %ﬁm %?E
3.20} 4.51 4161 38| 50 4.8 24 &7
Alabama. (47 counties), .
Averago total ncrenge per plantation or farm....| 788,2 | 334.7 | 38,3} 483 7122.3) 4.1 92L.2|412.5! 38.911,786.1} B3%.9 8.8 4,056.5 11,982.91 %84
Averagoimproved acréage per plantationorfarm.| 415.7) 82.9 3i.6(| 260.3 [ “e2.0 32.4| 5205|1043 | 32.5| 995.4| 162.8| 20.8|2,288.91 ;62| 2! s
Tor cont of total acreage improved.......... 56.3 | 24.8; 825 65.7) 28.1| 78.7| 57.5| 2.3} 8.8 55.7F 195 E7.4 6.4 .81 BL3
Average value of land and buildings per planta- '

310 I 0 o D $11,138 134,304 | 3640 1| §7,284 (82,028 | 3680 (813,973 |$5,237- 3088 | 827,77 (10,878 | sem $61,800 S14 Rep 1 BERR
Land,....... PR ---| 8,004 3,483 [ 515 || 5,732 | 2,285 | 5381 11,188 (4,221 | 52| 22.815( 9,398 | 417 | 41,70 12.ee3)  ab0
BUIAIDES ¢ v cneerineiennnoensannenrnnnens ’ 82| 134\ 1,552 | 643| 142)2,790 |1,006| 138) 4,964 L480| 34| oms0] 18] 113

Avernge value of land and buildings per acre of i ;

1nnd€... s $12.60 $17.17 | $15.55 | $18.04 $17.75 8%?4 SRER | 83658
Lond. .. 10.23 113,601 12771 127} 1409 099 | - 2900 AR
Building 2,48 3.48 2781 L7 .68 2.45 1.12 ‘ &4t

Arxkansgas (23 counties). . i
Avorage fotal acrenge per planiation or farm....| 615.7]252.0 27.6 || 326.1)127.9| 81.1| 5858 |21.8 28.2]1,366.5] a20.1 26.7 | 3,028.3 L¥aL 23
Avoméeim roved n%regge%)erplantntlonorrarm. 3942 60.4( 26.4| 205.7| 33.9| 27,0 405.3) 60.0] 26.0] 's34.6| 1226 2451 1,908.6 %8 @.%
Ter cont of totnl noreago improved.......... 64.0| 24,0 9L.8 63.1] 26.5( 88.7| 69.2] 28.3| 02.3 L1} 2% 852} 6P 1
rage value of land and buildings per planta- ) ; ‘ »
Am(gxl‘\[z')({}rl&muoaugpp ....... $21, 468 (86,282 181,154 11§10, 232 183,149 (81,113 |$20, 404 184,010 131, 188 | 348,238 1815, 816 m.mmm,% 33@.,% i%%
Land ; . 5,326 084 || 8,628 | 2,034 942 1 17,349 | 4,149 905 | 41,270 | 13,050 | 995’ 17,8 ol i
Buitdings /3,187 957 170 - 1,604 515 171 | 8,085 761 173 6,068 | 2,258 4] 4T 82 5, $
d buildings per acre of i .
AI?ntill‘z(\lgowiuluuc:flun-mld11(gpr ........ 334%?] ‘%%?g *‘éﬁgg 33(1}1286 s%g% sgg'zig %é‘g S%gég 241,43 Sgg‘gg 8223:% :S%&-ng 5%%12 %% lﬁ%
Biing: - o %5E| e | ets| “eea| 03| %5d0| Bor| nss| 63| 50| 2| &®| Ea 4w 1d
Florida (1 county).
. 3,018.07 4R1
Avamgo oo e punitonerirm | 809 59| 43| g7 |27 47} wmg)g00) B9\ aRA) B3 AelomeP ISl
orage Improved nerenge per plantatio 'm. . . X X . . 2 3 X X ) 20 -
Av Pt::%‘econ ; of total norgaée ixgproved .......... 67.74 32| 91.0 68.2( 46.8| 89.7{ 63.1{ 30.5) 92.1 9L9] &5} 920 4
lue of land and buildings per planta- . 5 anl =2
i P s | s | e bods)| g e s ST\ seg | S u mm e
- ¢l ¢l
%;?ltixl(cllif)f;ﬁ """ a0 | HL| 1431| 77| oo | 20%68| ‘9o | 10| 3, 2| mi Bw| %
ildings re of Lﬂl LA
Ao v 2 DR vy o0 fin | s s o fin | 1008 e tnp | w100 | a8 AT ) w0 | 80 i3
'}imfclliﬁgéi" 2.07| 261 2.49| 2.66| 2,32 <2.51| 2.18| 280 27| 33| 287| L& 8B
Goeorgla (70 counties). ‘ ] s hasst s
. N 55.5 12,5005 ,172.5 | 55.3{ 5, 75L5 |1, 985, 8
Avotogo totel norengo Dor mm’fi“”{’i‘u%i ‘g‘ﬁ’fg;;,;' agg.g S%g‘g Z‘i-; gﬁ-g 2%3% .8 1'(1337%3 .7 42% 1j315(11:i ! 048 %g 3,3&1‘ : f?‘z
\ rovod nereage per planta .| 430 - ) ‘ y ) . 5 . 4.4 L
Avellggpé(r,nn 'lofvtotul uorgagpo ir}lproved .......... 54.7 ) 24.0) 75.8 55.5| 26.8| 748 542 21.7| 7
: 1 and buildings per planta- ‘ - 7,430 181,057 9 1,268
iR ——— Lo LB SRR R e e AR ’mfw’wg it | Lo
; | y N g
}iﬁ?ﬁlﬁﬁéé """""" " 1106| 0| 230 'sa1| 22| 4216 Le8| 27| 7.9} 2,340 16,81
: i : 1015 | $18.60 | $17.02 { BB
Aorago valno of land and bulldings poracre of | oo o ey 75 leon. a0 || s19.99 [s15.76 |s20.52 | 818.80 lst7.27 je10.00 | 1721 s ‘T‘m R AR e
land $19. . -29 (| 16.87 | 14.86 | 16.68 | 15,29 | 14.10 [16.02{ 14.16 ikt 1t
RSN G| ) v aw sosf ae| aos| 2000 38
g H 4.3
TLontslana (20 porishes), 1519|8229 256|174 L1373 ) 20.7| 33708 1,000 23
Average total acrongo por plantation ot farm....| 0040 | 604. & gg g sz g ﬁ%i ) ? 's8s | a4l gl 0R22) .8 27 21z w2
Averagoimproyed norengo per pluntafion orfarm. | 483 | B0 37 )l rs | 7| ez| 48| 20| W1} 62 '
Por cen‘; of total acreage improved.......... 8.1 33 - k“ I -
348 | 491 2,
Avyerago value of land und bulldings per planta- | o ey gy gapg 513,980 195,083 | 8903 320,612 iﬁ&&eg A S 1 }*;?g‘%g |
0N Or farm. ceveenanan e ’ 710 [1°1 4 : , 3 0,128 '
e 1% | o) 2a0s | 10| 61| 4,088 |2a7| 16| 9,58
‘ 19 {$37.38 | $27.08 | $22.58 | S0 28
82000 [$22.58 |s34.71 || $26.70 (828.00 lg32.47 | 82571 2L 98 3000 | %5000 | O 85| B2
X 28,34 || 22.09 | 19.72 | 26.64 . 4431 7.04 5.50
| MR e ser) rs) wos! wusl sml s
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FARMS, IN THE

AGRICULTURE.
AVERAGE ACREAGE AND VALU[‘ OF ALL TENANT PLANTATIONS, BY PLANTATIONS AND LANDLORD AND TENANT

Habio 7--Continued.

All olassoes,
STATE,
) Land-] Ton-
I;KI?)RLW Topd | ant
TR Hurma, | fueins,
Misslsslppi (15 countios),
Averngo totnl acrengo poe plantation or form,,..| 0834 { 30161 0.0
Averyra fmproved aevongo pee plantatlon or .

05 T N d0L 0 S8 L[ 2501

1Moy wuL ol ot nerenge improved... GOA ] 2.2 S
Avornge valoo of land sl huildings per plunw-

[T L 114 1) S U B17,036 1§06, 415 | $8U8
Lozl 1,088 |8, 240 732
L3 BT 71T 38 01,100 18

Averngo valno of Innd and hudldings por noro of
1Y 17 DGR Caeaereresnrsermenasenvannanann $20, A8 [$21,27 [$IL 0L
Lo BLOD | 17,89 | 26,20
Hulhlium. hesaransmasesaaruens P, 480 d.88 ) 65
North Carolina (21 conntivs).
Avernge tolal noreago per plantotion av farm,,..[ 0841 320.1 | 448
\\'unm(\ Imyproved aerenge por planiation or
Q00,11 T a0
l’m vont of tolud nertago impx oved 6.7 | 220 ] o8G
Avorago valizo of land wid buildings per planin- '
timl ne farm.,. . T R17,271 187,008 [$1,430
Fanued, . 13,477 | 6,700 | 1,084
lluil«liu;z 3,07 [,-iu, P
Averapo vuluo of Iand nawd birlldiogs por nera of

L1338 U vawnan [ wevef BUO AL (822, 11 930,52
4 Venuunn | BLRT L LTRT ] 2L TG
Bl . v cveeanrnmanas Cheeennsaranneany 6,04 LW 678

South Carolina (36 countiv).
Avorngo tolal acroage per plantationor farm,...] 0770 ) 368.0 | 309
:\vmu;vo proved aerengo por plantation or

T wenead BALRD LD 20,3

l'ul eont of total nevenge hnprovedeoae e 478 207§ 7.5
Avorago value of lad nod buildings por phanta-

Lo or T, e s ais s vennanne pranarsraaranute R18, 126 187, 000 |§1, 185
LB T nmeranaan . 15 078 16, 5L 1 ()
llu!hlhm.a.. ........... Nenesnsarsersvasaas wee| BT | 1,008 1486

Averago vulue of lund vl buildings per nero of

zml ........ Ceneramsinsenan L] BR0.70 BN TH (R0, 00
L. ee s s venensenn caneas PR R (T (R N v
Brildlig o rerne e e 400 dun AR

Tonnosges (11 countios.)
Average totnd werengo per plandation or farm. 880 | et as
A\'mau;u Inmpraved serouge por plantation o
.................................... JOBIRLT Gan} 200
!m et ul‘mmlu(m»um Puprovetl. o] 0601 B2 BLO
Avarago \'nlnu of land wnd Dulldings por plantos

LIOTOF BT, wi v vmnnwaan tevann fevnmesarans weae BLL GIR (84,201 181, 102
| PTIY}T] P . 1,174 1 4,200 )
J!ulldln;g-i 2,440 5 4] 170

Averago valin of Tnnd aned hulldings por neroof
Tund BUTNT 124,27 (990, R
i AR N ANE i T
Brldngs. v vennvmncanes 4.00 1 6.40 0 477

'
Toxny (11 conntios).

Averngo total neroage por plantation ov farm.,..| 867.0 ] 346.5 | 0.0

Avornge Intproved aereegd oy raluutmiuu 01

farm veeed] OOBCE| BTG OADLY

Por aont of fotnl tu'mtmu hn]novml ...... .0 2621 BLY
Averago volue of laned and bufldings ]ml plxan-

tlonar . ceeeaea s an e menaraaneann waes B0, 65 187,311 [$2, 208

. 20,080 | 6 umR R, 020

Bulldings... o, Cerearuuau ey cend| 8000 | 1,080 PR
Averpgo v alun of lmul wtied huildings per neve of

um iarensenanetacntsaarnrsnnsnesnannsl S0 7H [$EL LD [BAT. 01

R IO Crserireanaraar s 97,17 | 1413 ) 83,31

B e s vwvmancncnrnnnmraeansnennsennnes] 08 [ 207 [ 400

Vieginia (2 counties),

Avorgga tolal aorengo por plantalion or farm,, . 881,60 | 208.0 ) 70.8
A\um;;u Baproved acreagy por plandation ar |

......................................... 386,01 88,4 d8.0

l‘m conl af tolal nerongo lmpw\'c(l PN (Rt N - H M U B L N

Avorago valno of Ind and Dulldings por planta~ )

tlon or frm., $14, 308 195, 200 [$1, 188

Land. ... 10,470 | 8, 800 017
3,808 |, 84 211

o| B 20 110,40 [§1.0 03

1188 ] 12,67 | 1LA63

301 B I A K B A U]

tions,

00,7

20,2
.5

$H,||1|
fl, a8
1 770

2140
10,408
4,48

a3, 8

.3
46,3

814, 410
1L 600
o, 7

$20, 88
21,64
530

[0g, 7
2448
a0

$1, 005
11, 48t
2,400

gav.un
2400
4,84

RO3. 8
2421
60,5

$10, 48
§, i
1LV

$o8, 24
Q81
Hedd
048, 86
B0, 4
67.2

$18, (60
16, 208
9, 467

#2012
96. 5%
8,70

085, 0

428, 1
47.9

$11, 000
8, 80
HETE

$17.62
008
4. 84

Planta-

TENANT PLANTATIONS OF-

Tem-
ant
farms.

2,6

24,08t

87,6

Mm

$30, 13
44,07
b, 40

44,4

a0.4
8. 9

1, 200
1, 049

206

$20. 12
2841
6.71

10,3
1.1
4.0

§1, 248
1,008
182

0. 04
0. 48
4,62
.0
31,0
vy

£

B1, 410
1,04
170

330, 87
20,17
4040

04,4

85,0
85, 4

$2,037
2, 380
ant

B40. 006
3. 74
4.21

75,0

34,0
10, 6

$1,045
0
26

13,02
10,63
3,40

5§ Lo U tenands, 10 to 1 tonands,
Tand=1 Ton- | pan T«
lord | ant | T Gp0
farms, | forms. | O™ b s,
4.3 0 dL.o ) 7.7 w47l

G0 ] 20,8 44005 4.8
B3 8LS 5.0 27.9
B3, 800 | §783 818,071 | §7, 130
2, 48 g | 16,600 [ 8, 874
753 140 d a1 | 1,206
B18. 01 (824, 77 | $20. 08 | 320,67
L4 P el aLo0d 1 10,402
Ry I V] 463 RA
W0.7 ] 45,6 VR[4l
GLT7| 2000 47731 980
A0 080 4.7 21.8
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PLANTATIONS IN THE SOUTH.

Comparison of plantations with other farms,—Table 8
preseuts & comparison’ between the total number,
acroage, and value of all farms in the 325 counties
covered by the plantation statistics and the number,
acreage, and value of farms on tenant plantations.
Corresponding statistics are also presented for each
ol the 11 states. In this table the number of tenant
plantation farms given represents the total number of
farms rotained by landlords, plus the number leased
to tenants,

In tho selected territory under consideration, the
consus of 1910 reported 1,182,099 farms. Of this
number, 437,978, or 37.1 per cent, were planfation
farms.  Of tho total acreage of farms in these counties,
31.5 por cent wag in plantations, and.of the tota] im-
proved acreage, 33.4 per cent. Of the total value of
land and buildings of farms in these counties, 32.8
por cont was represented by that of plantations.
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The relative importance of the plantation system
varies considerably in the different states. Thus, in
the 45 counties of Mississippi which are covered by the
tabulation, plantation farmns constituted 53.7 per cent
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

)
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=

these being the
highest proportions shown for any state. On the
other hand, in the two counties in Virginia in which any
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
the proportion was as great as one-third.

ACREAGE, ACREAGE.
Vaiue of Valts
Number aime o
HTATIL of farms, land and STATE. Number s
Allland. Inig;(:lved huﬂdings‘ of 1arms.. Al Jand, IW buiidings.
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