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CHAPTER I
INTRODUC TION

From the time the first group of twenty Negro slaves were landed
on the shores of colonial Virginia in 1619 to the present day the Negro
has constituted an important element in the agricultural economy of the
Nation. The Negro is inseparably linked to the economic development of
agriculture in the southern section of the United States.

At the olose of the Civil War the economic status of the Negro was
changed from that of a farm laborer working under rigid restrictions to
that of & citizen having the moral and legal right to exercise choice
as to his endeavors, This ebrupt change increased the degree of flexi-
bility and mobility of a vast supply of farm labor and, at the same
time, injected into the agricultural economy of the South potential
competition to management of the ferming industry. The freedom be-
stowed upon the Negro brought with it added responsibilities for self-
support and the problem of carving & new niche for himself in a highly
competitive society. The degree to which the Negro as an entrepreneur
has supported himself and protected the resources it has fallen his lot
to use is important not only to him but to society as a whole.

In 1930 more than 98 percent of the 882,850 Negro farm operators
in the United States were situated in the South. Of this number
22,937 were farming in Oklahoma., Although this group of farm opera-
tors represents 1l percent of the State's total no study has been made

dealing exclusively with the economics of Negro farming in Oklahoma.

1/ Preliminary to this thesis, a special study was made of 51 Negro
operated farms in the Boley area of Okfuskee County. A report of the
preliminary study was published in an article entitled "A Study of
Negro Ferming in the Boley Area of Oklahoma,"™ by Peter Nelson and
Earl T. Etter, Current Farm Economics, Vol. 12, Nos. 5 and 6, October-
December, 1939, Oklahoma Agricultural Experiment Station, Stillwater.




It is appropriate to inguire whether or not the Negro farmer constitutes
a special problem in the State. Is the Negro ferm operator associated
with any particular type of farming? To what extent does the Negro de-
pend upon the cotton pateh for a livelihood? What, if any, are the
special features of the Negro farm organization and what level of in-
come is being earned by Negro farmers in Oklahoma? It is the purpose
of this thesis to suggest answers to these and related questions.

The thesis is concerned exclusively with the Negro constituent in
the operation of farms in Oklahoma and attempts no direct comparisons
with other classes of operators.

Preliminary to the discussion of typical Negro operated ferms, an
explanation will be made of the relation of the Negro to the develop-
ment of cotton production in the South and of the historical circum-
stances under whieh the Negro became established as an agriculturalist
in the State of Oklshoma,

The Negro and Cotton Production

The circumstences under which the Negro was brought to America
rendered survival and expansion of the slavery system dependent upon
the development of agricultural enterprises adapted to the use of large
nunbers of slave laborers. From the date of the introduction of slave
ery, 1619, to the close of the eighteenth century slaves were used
chiefly on tobacco, rice, and indigo plantations, but these industries
were not of sufficient magnitude to provide the stimulus to the use of

slave labor necessary to offset growing objections to the institution
on moral grounds, Slavery as an institution was declining rapidly at

the close of the eighteenth century.
The invention of the cotton gin in 1793 removed the chief obstruc-
tion to the expansion of cotton production and thereby gave rise to an



industry in connection with which slaves could economically be employed.
From the close of the eighteenth century to the beginning of the Civil
Wer the one outstanding phenomenon in the economic development of the
South was the side-by-side expansion of slavery and the production of
cotton., Whether or not slavery was responsible for the one erop system
in the South, or vice versa, has been the subject of many discussions.
As a matter of fact, it appears that neither cotton nor slavery can be
said to be the causal influence, The system of cotton production which
developed was dependent upon the Negro for labor and the result was a
mutuelly dependent relationship between the cotton plantation and the
Negro slave. The ecircularity of this relationship required the planta-
tion operator to "produce more cotton to buy more slaves to produce more
cotton to buy more slaves,"

Side by side slavery and cotton production pushed westward from the
Carolinas, through Georgia and Alsbama, to the alluvial lands along the
Mississippi Delta end the fertile bottom lands along the Red River. By
1860 cotton production was firmly established as far west as the great
central plains region of Texas.

The Negro in the Indian Territory
The Indien as & Slave Omer.-~The Negro came to Oklahoma under

circumstances peculiar to this State alone. The first Negroes to en-
ter the territory now included in Oklahoma were brought here by the
Five Civilized Tribes during the first quarter of the nineteenth

om‘bury.
The Five Civilized Tribes came from slave states where they had

lived as semi-civilized people engaged largely in agricultural pur-

suits, The Creeks came from Georgia and Alabama, the Cherokees from
Termessee and Georgla, the Seminoles from Florida, and the Choctaws

and Chickesaws from Alebame and Mississippi.

2/ Bogart, Ernmest L., Economic History of the United States, pp. 137-
138. g
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The following table shows the number of slaves owned by the princi-
pal slave owning tribes at or ebout the time of their removal to the
Indian Territory.

Table 1., Numbers of Negro Slaves Owned by Primcipal Slave
Owning Indian Tribes and Dates of Enumeration

Name $ Date of 3 Number
of Tribe 3 Enumeration 1 Negro Slaves
Choctaws 1831 512
Eastern Creeks 1832 457
Western Creeks 1833 498 -/
Eastern Cherokees 1835 1,592
Chickasaws 1837-38 1,156 ﬁ/

Census enumeration before going to Territory.
Census of Creeks east of Mississippi River.
3/ Creeks living in Territory.
4/ From Emigration Rolls.

SOURCE: Thoburn, Joseph and Wright, Muriel, Oklahoma, A History
_o_g_ﬂ!. State and Its Ml!. v°10 I. Pe 297,

The faet that the slave owning Indian tribes were removed to the
Indian Territory at such an early date brought the Negro to Oklahoma
earlier than he would have arrived as & consequence of the general
westward movement of the population. As early as 1839, at the con-
clusion of the emigration of the Cherokee and Chickesaw tribes, there
were between 4,500 and 5,000 slaves in the Indien Territory. By 1847
the number of slaves in the Choctew Nation hed increased to about
2,000,

There are indicetions that slavery had become well established in

the Indien Territory by the middle of the nineteenth century. The
various tribes had by that time become engaged in agricultural pursuits

Thoburn, Joseph and Wright Muriel, Oklahoma, A History of the State
and Its People, Vol. I. p. 297.




on a fairly stable basis. Cotton was introduced early and soon became
established es the principal cash orop.y The early development of
cotton production in the Indian Territory can be attributed chiefly to
the availability of slave labor,

In addition to the culture of cotton the tribes engaged in the
production of corn, oats, vegetables, and livestock. The Creeks were
especially successful in developing a diversified type of agriculture
to the point where appreociable quantities of corn and livestock were
produced for n.rhtos

The Negro slave occupied & unique position with respect to his In-
dian owner and master, Having assimilated some of the learning of his
former white master, the Negro was depended upon to teach to the Indian
many ways of the Whites. It is noteworthy, alse, that in certain of
the tribes there was little aversion to intermarriage with the Negro.
In the Creek, Seminole, and Cherokee Tribes, in particular, there ex-
isted & olose social relationship between the two groupse The close
association of the Negro slave with his Indian mester proved of signi-
ficance later when the lands owned by the Five Civilized Tribes were
allotted individual members.

Status of The Freedmen and Allotments of Indian Lands.--It was

inevitable that the inhebitants of the Indian Territory should becorme

involved in the Civil War; it was natural that their sympathies were

"There were several cotton gins in the Choctaw Nation as early as
37, and a number of steamboats were loaded with cotton bales each
year at lendings a few miles above the mouth of the Kiamichi on the
Red River." Ibid. p. 297.

§/ larshall, Don A., -of-Farm Dwoloﬁt in MoIntosh,
liuskogee and Wagoner Counties, ahoma, Unpubli Thesis, pp. 19-20.




with the South, The feeling of loyalty to the Southern cause, was, how-
ever, by no means unanimous. Soon after the outbreak of actual hostil-
ities considerable numbers of the three northermmost tribes, the Chero-
kees, Creeks, and Seminoles, hed aligned themselves with the Union.

The Chootaws and Chickasaws remained almost solidly on the side of the
Confederacy throughout the war,

The Indians suffered severe losses during the war, many of which
were infliected by opposing elements of their own race, This was espe-
cially true with regard to the three northern tribes, It is sufficient
to say here that all of the tribes were actively engaged in hostilities
and that several campaigns were waged in the Territory by major forces,
in addition to innumerable minor engagements and skirmishes.

When the war closed in 1865, practically all of the property of
the Indians had been destroyed or confiscated, Conditions in gemeral
were deplorable., Produoction of orops had virtually ceased, and most
of the livestock had been killed or driven off. Practically all order-
ly sctivities were disrupted by the war, Many of the former slave
owners returned from the war to find their plentation homes in ruins
and their properties confiscated by the former slaves, Bitter hatred
existed between the factions into which the Cherokees, Creeks, and
Seminoles had divided themselves. Tribes and factions of tribes who
had joined the Confederacy had forfeited their former holdings by re-
nouncing allegiance to the Union, and were, therefore, uncertain as
to their status,

This, briefly, was the situation confronting representatives of
the Five Civilized Tribes and officials of the Federal Govermment who
undertook to negotiate the terms of peace at the Council held at Ft.

Smith, Arkanses on September 8, 1865. Terms of peace could not be



agreed upon at the Ft, Smith Council, end errangements were made to meet
the following spring in Washington, D. C.

Proceedings of the Council at Washington in the spring of 1866 were
fraught with outbursts of the dissensions still existing between factions
of the tribes, After lengthy debate, treaties finally were signed with
representatives of each of the I'ive Civilized Tribes setting forth the
terms under which pesce was to be restored and rights to lands redefined.
The first of the treaties, which were referred to generally as the
"Treaties of 1866," was signed by the Seminoles on March 21, 1866. The
last of the five treaties was signed by the Cherokees on July 19, 1066.5/

While tha;h-utiu of 1866 differed as to details, their provisions
substantially were as follows:

1. Slavery was entirely abolished,

2, The freedmen were given tribal rights, verying from full and
vnqualified tribal membership to membership under restrictions
as to the right to hold office in the tribal government, and
the likes

3. Certain of the original Indien lends were ceded to the Govern-
ment in return for which the tribes were to receive annuities,

The provisions of the Treaties of 1866 affecting the freedmen laid
the foundation for the future of the Negro as an agriculturist in the
State of (Oklahoma, The treaty with the Seminoles, for example, provided
that slavery was to be entirely abolished, and that the freed slaves
were to be placed upon an equel footing with the remainder of the people.
This probably describes the most liberal condition under whiech the freed
Negro slaves were incorporated into the membership of the Indian tribes.

6/ Thoburn end Wright, Ops Cits pps 390-397



Former slaves of the Choctews, Chickasaws, and Cherokees were granted
tribal rights under certain definite restrictions which meant lack of
complete incorporation into tribal membership.

The importance of the status of the freedmen with respect to mem-
bership in an Indian tribe and citizenship under the tribal government
was foreibly brought to light in the last decade of the nineteenth cen-
tury when the Dawes Commission, appointed by President Cleveland in
1892, set to work to persuede the citizens of the Five Civilized Tribes
to abandon their tribal government and take individual allotments of
lend, The movement to meke individual allotments of Indian lands
geined support and finally in 1898 work was begun on the preparation
of final rolls of members of the Indian tribes and freedmen in order to
determine who might be eligible to receive allotments. Eligibility to
share in the land allotments, of course, depended upon the status of an
individual as to eitizenship in one of the Five Civilized Tribes.

Upon completion of the tribal rolls an aggregate total of
15,794,205 acres of land were allotted to the enrolled members and
freedmen of the Five Civilized '.l'rihn.T Freedmen shered in the allot-
ments upon & different basis than Indian citizens of the tribes. The
freedman wes entitled to only 40 acres of land, wherees the Indien
citizen was entitled to share pro-ratea in the total land availeble for
allotment in accordance with the provisions for allotment appliceble to

4
his respective nation, Allotments were made to citizens of the Seminole

7/ Dawson, John E., and Moose, Es R., The Five Civilized Tribes, De-
partment of the Interior, Office of Indian AfTairs, 19351, Unpublished

Pl.per.
8/ Wright, Muriel H., The Story of Oklshoma, p. 272.




Tribe in average traots of 120 acres; Cherockees 110 acres; Chootaws and
Chickasaws 320 acres; and the Creeks 160 aerea.g/

According to Muriel H, Wright, the breaking up of the five tribal
governments and the allotment of land to each Indian eitizen are the
most important steps in the early history of the State of Oklahoma,
Certainly the allotment of 40 acres of ferm land to the former slave
or his descendent was unique in the history of the Negro as an
egriculturist.

The allotment of land to Negroes in 40 acre tracts raises the
question as to the influence this factor may heve had upon the subse-
quent development of type of ferming in areas where large numbers of
such allotments were mades The rapidity with which tenancy developed
in the ares may have been a result, in pert at least, of the early land
policy of establishing large numbers of small units under separate
ownership, Over-subdivision of farms in central and southeastern Okla-
homa has been referred to as & fundamental problem confronting land
owners in this section of the State. Is it not probable that the ferms
in eastern Oklahoma originally were divided into tracts too small to
yield satisfactory incomes, and that the pressure of numbers of operators
and other social and economic factors have prevented an adequate in-

10
crease in size of the farm?

3/ Dawson and Moose, Op. Cit. ps 7., Exact words of the paper follow:
To the Seminoles the allotment was made on the basis of an everege
allotment of 120 acres of the appraised value of $308.76; to the
Cherokees on the basis of an average allotment of 110 aeres at the ap-
praised value of §310.60; to the Choctaws and Chickasaws on a basis of
an average allotment of 320 acres at the appraised value of $1,041.28;
and to the Creeks on the basis of an average allotment of 180 acres at
the appraised value of $860, Payments out of tribal funds were made to
equalize the allotments."
E/ For a discussion of the subject of small farms in eastern Oklahoma

see "Some Facts About Small Farms in Oklshome," by Peter Nelson, Current
Farm Econonics, Vol. 12, No. 4, August, 1939, Oklahoma Agricultur@l Ex=

periment Station, Stillwater.
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Areas of Concentration of Negro Farm Operators

The 1890 census reported 21,809 Negroes in the entire area now com-
prising the State of Uklahoma. Of this number, 18,636 were located in
the Indian Territory. By 1900 the number of Negroes in the State had
increased to 55,684, of which number approximately two-thirds, 35,965,
were living within the Indien Territory. (Appendix Table 1 ).

According to census figures, approximately 1l percent of the
190,192 farms in Oklshoma in 1910 were operated by Hegroos.l For the
State as a whole there was at that date an average of only one Negro
farm operator for each 200,149 ascres of the total land area. The Negro
was not as insignificant in the agricultural structure of the State as
this figure would indicate for the reason that in 1910 Negroes were
found in apprecieble numbers in less than one<half of the State,
Thirty of the 77 countles reported less than 100 Negro farm operators;
12 of these counties reported less than 10.

Figure 1 shows rether conclusively that the area inhabited by
Negroes in 1910 conforms closely to the territory assigned to the Five
Civilized Tribes as of 1860, Within the boundaries of the original
Indien Territory varying degrees of concentration are obvious. The
area of highest concentration is comprised of t‘;ha five counties,
~ Wagoner, Muskogee, Okmulgee, Okfuskee, and McIntosh. Within this
group of counties the Negro constituted from 52.2 percent to 47.4 per-
cent of the total number of farm operators; actual numbers ranged from

833 in Okmulgee County to 1,286 in Wagoner County. Negroes were only

H./ The 1910 eensus enumeration came just three years after Oklahoma
became a State. Numbers of Negroes by counties are not available for
a date earlier than 1910.
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slightly less numerous in the group of counties lying east and north
of the five mentioned.

The counties in the extreme southeastern peart of the State reflect
comparatively large numbers of Negro farmers., This group includes lic-
Curtain, Choctaw, Bryan, Atokas, and Pushmataha, Only one county,
Wagoner, reported more Negroes as compared to Whites than MeCurtain
County.

A noticeable decline in the numbers and proportions of Negro farm
operators appears in the group of counties lying between the point of
highest concentration and the extreme southeastern counties. The
strip of ocountry separating the areas of concentration includes Le-
Flore, Haskell, Latimer, Pittsburg, Coal, Johnston, Marshall, Hurray,
and Pontotoc counties.

ﬁ were Negroes situated exclusively in the eastern one-half of
the State? Within this general area, what factors influenced their
concentration at certain points? The answer to the first of these two
questions is strongly suggested in Figure 1. which graphicelly por-
trays the extent to which association with the Indiean tribes influ-
enced the general location of Negro farmers in Oklahoma. The degree
to which the general location of the Negro farmer in 1910 conforms to
the land area originally occupied by the Five Civiliszed Tribes is
striking.

That other factors had an influence in determining the location
of Negroes is indicated by the fact that varying degrees of concentrae
tion exist within the boundaries of the original Territory. Some of
these fectors are suggested in Figure 2 where the numbers and propor-
tions of Negro farm operators in 1930 are shown in relation to type-

of-farming areas.
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A comparison of Figwe 1 with Figure 2 reveals that Negro farm
operators have tended to remain in the areas of original concentration.
The areas of original concentration reflect larger numbers and higher
proportions of Negro farmers in 1930 than in 1910. Areas bordering the
points of highest concentration reflect a slight decline in the propor-
tion of Negroes., In other words, there is a noticeable tendency for
numbers of legroes to converge at the concentration points,

The close correlation between the areas of concentration of Negro
farmers and certain type-of-farming areas suggests that factors deter-
ming types of farming influenced the location of Indians, end conse-
quently the Negroes, at these points in the first place. Members of
the Five Civilized Tribes who first come to the Territery were im-
pelled to settle at points within their respective territories where
the means of subsistence could be obtained. The areas chosen for set-
tlement offered & supply of water, fuel, and game, end in addition,
were sulted to the production of corn, cotton, and the kinds of live-
stock with which the tribes were familiar, These early residents of
the area were forced to engage in self-sufficing pursuits.

The points of highest concentration of Negroes lie within Type-
of-Farming Areas numbered 5, 10, 9, 8, and 16, Areas 8 and 9 include
the point of highest concentration. Briefly, farms in areas 8 and 9
are deseribed as cotton and general in tywe. All of the areas men-
tioned have one charscteristic in common, that is, the ferms general-
ly are of & self-sufficing types Cotton is the principal cash crop.

Most of the ferms maintain small numbers of milk cows, hogs, asnd
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poultry. The farms are small; the soil generally is poor; end the ter-
1
rain rolling to hilly.

12/ Nelson, Peter, Current Farm Economies, Vol. 9, No. 1, February,
1936, pe 4. The words used to deseribe the type of farming in area 8
follow: "Cotton, general farming, self-sufficing, dairy. (An area

of generally poor soil, except on smell bottoms)." Area 9 is described
in this menner: "Cotton, some dairy, potatoes, self-sufficing."




CHAPTER II
A GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE AREA CHOSEN FOR THE STUDY
OF NEGRO OPERATED FARMS IN OKLAHOMA
Location of the Farms Surveyed and Nature of the Survey

The group of counties in the north central part of eastern Okla-
homa which were shown in the preceding chapter to have the largest
' numbers of Negro farmers may be sald to typify the enviromment of
Negro farming in the State, The Negro operated farms in the five
counties comprising this area are typical of the Negro operated farms
in other areas of the State having large numbers of Negroes, Farms
situated in Okfuskee and Muskogee counties were chosen for study be-
cause of the availability of farm menagement data pertaining to the
operation in 1938 of a comparatively large number of farms in these
two counties,

The following chapters deal with data obtained from a total of
81 Negro farm operators in Okfuskee County and a total of 152 Negro
farm operators in Muskogee County. These data were obtained through
personal interviews with Negro farm operators selected at random over
the entire county in each case. The presence of an exclusively
Negro community in each of the two counties, however, resulted in a
concentration at these points of considerable numbers of the farms

studied., The Taft community bordering the Arkensas River in the

Records of the operation of the Muskogee County farms were ob-

ined by the swrvey method during the month of January, 1939, in
connection with Experiment Station Research Project No. 285 of the
Agricultural Economics Department of the Oklahoma Agricultural eand
Mechanical College. The (kfuskee County farm records were obtained
through a farm survey conducted in that county in June, 1939, by the
Agricultural Economics Department of the College. The survey in
Okfuskee County was made in connection with Types of Farming Studies
provided for under Experiment Station Project No. 267.

16
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north central part of Muskogee County is inhabited almost exclusively
by Negro femilies., Ferms in this community constitute a high percent-
age of all Negro operated farms in the county, MNost of the farms sur-
veyed in Muskogee County are situated within, or in close proximity to,
the Pecan Creek Watershed project of the Soil Conservetion Sorvi.oé.
The project area wes established in the spring of 1935.

A majority of the farms studied in Okfuskee County are situated
in the Negro community lying about the all Negro town of Boley in the
northwestern part of the county, The farms studied in Okfuskee County
also are located in or near & Soil Conservation Projeet esteblished in
the county in 1936 for the specific purpose of rendering cooperative
aid to Negro farmers in carrying out soil conserving measures, An all
Negro Civilian Conservation Camp was established at Boley during the
same M.E/

The social and eultural cheracteristics of Ithe two communities
are similar, The Negro farm families and residents of Taft and Boley
have access to good schools, churches, clubs, and other group activi-
ties found in the average rural community., If the areas studied are
unique in any respeet, it is in the presence of the exclusively Hegro
towns. Otherwise, conditions in these areas are similar to those
found in any county of the State where Negro farmers are situated in

any appreciable numbers.

_2/ Circumstances leading to the establishment of Taft and Boley as
exclusively llegro towns ere of interest. The Teft community was
formed as a result of the allocation of lands of the Creek Indians
to Negroes in this area. Boley, on the other hand, beceme an all
Negro town and community as the result of promotion policies
adopted by railroad officials and real estate dealers immediately
following the building of a railroad through the area in 1902.
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Physical and Eeonomic Conditions and General Type of Farming

The general aree chosen for study is located on the eastern bound-
ary of the Central Cross Timbers soil type area and the western boundary
of the Eastern Prairies soil type area. The entire county of Okfuskee
is incorporated in the Central Cross Timbers soil area., More than one-
half of Olkmulgee County is located in a similar soils type area. The
eastern part of Okmulgee County, and the major portion of Muskogee
County are situated in the Eastern Prairies type of soils area,

The two types of soils found in the area differ chiefly in depth
of orgenic matter, Organic matter usually is deeper in Prairie soils
than in Timber soils, This difference is of significence in areas of
heavy rainfall, such as this one, owing to the tendency of deeper lay-
ers of humus to minimize leeching. It is for this reason that Prairie
soils usually are found to possess a higher content of Nitrogen. The
Nitrogen content of all soils in the area is low.

The amounts of easily soluble Phosphorus found in samples of soils
in selected counties in the area are shown in the following table,

Teble 2, Easily Soluble Phosphorus and Number of Samples
in Eech Group, Selected Counties in Eastern Oklahoma

: Total Number i 3 3 $ :
County :+ of Samples : Very : High : Medium : Low : Very
: Analyzed 3 High 13 g s s+ Low
Muskogee 59 11 19 3 16 10
Okfuskee 122 16 23 19 29 35
Olomulgee 128 4 19 20 3 50
MeIntosh 93 4 22 16 21 31
Wagoner 78 ] 8 7 23 34
Total for Counties 480 41 91 64 12¢ 160

SOURCE:s Oklahome Experiment Station Bulletin No. 205, p. 11, Table
111,
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The inference in the sabove table is that more than one~half of the
soils in these counties are low to very low in easily soluble Phosphorus
content.

Nitrogen may be added by the practice of growing legumes, whereas
Phosphorus can be added only by the application of fertilizer. Applica~
tion of fertilizer to the soil is not widely practiced in this area.

In general, the soils found in the area range in texture from
sandy loam to very fine sandy loam. Rough stony land is common to the
southern portion of the area, especially in the black jack hills where
most of the land is used for grazing purposes., The top soil is uneven
in depth and many outeroppings of parent material cen be observed. The
subsoil, especially in the northern part of the aree, is very heavy and

plestic when wet.
Topography of the area may be described eas varying from undulating
to hilly. Numerous small streams flow through the area. The rough,

rolling character of the terrain accentuates the tendency of the farm

lands to erode, with the result that on many of the steeper slopes ero-
sion has removed the surface soil as fast as parent material is

weathered. This is particulerly true of the upland portions where the
topographical conditions are unfavorable to extensive land culture. Ter-
racing is practiced rather extensively within the u‘u.s

Natural vegetation found on the wooded pasture land consists
chiefly of black jack, scrub oak, hickory, and pecan trees.

The normal annual presipitation is approximately 39 inches. The

greatest amount of moisture falls during Merch, April, May, and June.

3/ Soil types and topographical conditions ere well described in Pro-
Ject Work Plans prepared by Staff members of the Soil Conservation
Service for: (1) Pecan Creek Watershed No. 2, Muskogee County, and
(2) Soil Conservation Camp, SCS-0k-30, Boley, Oklahoma,
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A comparatively dry early fall and late winter are normal. The mean
annual temperature varies slightly throughout the area but usually is
about 63 degrees. Winters ere fairly warm, the mean temperature for
the months December, January, February, and March being close to the
40 degree mark. The summer months of July, August, and September have
& mean temperature of about 82 degrees. There is very little wind
during the summer months. Evaporation of moisture from the soil is,
therefore, comparatively light.

The frost free growing season averages about 220 days annually,
beginning in the latter part of March and ending about the first of
Hovember. This period includes six months in which crops normally
cen be grown without deamsge from frost. (Appendix Table 5).

In recent years trucks have transported most ferm commodities
from the area to larger market centers. The smount of rail transpor-
tation services required has diminished with the advancement of trans-
portation facilities more adapted to short hauls of small quantities.
Service on the Fort Smith and Western Railway, & branch line running
through Okfuskee County, recently was discontinued. The only reilway
service to points within this County is afforded by the St. Louis and
Sen Francisco line erossing the southeastern corner of the County.
Okemah, the county seat of Okfuskee County, has no rail service at the
present time. The town of Muskogee, on the other hand, is accommodated
by four railways, the main one being the Missouri Pacifiec running from
Fort Smith, Arkansas to Tulsa, Oklahoms, where connections are made to
Kansas City. Considerable use is made, also, of the Kansas, Oklahona,
end Gulf line leading to St. Louis, Missouri and Houston, Texas.

Cotton is shipped in large quantities to Fort Smith, Arkansas

end thence to the mills in the Virginies and Carolinas. Only small
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quantities of grains and feed crops are shipped out of the area., Cat-
tle and other livestock are trucked to the Oklahoma City or Tulsa mar-
kets. The quantities of deiry and poultry products produced in excess
of home needs are marketed to and consumed chiefly by the population of
the towns within the area, The small surpluses of these farm com-
modities acoumulated at local concentration points are shipped to the
city markets at Oklahoma City, Tulsa, and Fort Smith.

A high degree of uniformity exists throughout the area in respect
to the kind, quantities, and proportions of crops and livestock found
on individual farms, as evidenced by the fact that the area under con-
sideration lies almost wholly within two similar type-of-farming areas.
The farms are largely self-sufficing and maintain general livestock
and dairy enterprises. The area west and south of liuskogee County
tends to become somewhat less diversified, but the farms remain of a
cotton, self-sufficing type.

The characteristics of the types of farming in the area, as in-
dicated by 1935 census date, are shown in Table 3. The farms are
small, averaging sbout 90 to 95 acres. Approximately 55 percent of
the ferm is classified as cropland. Cotton occupies about 15 acres of
the cropland; corn, and small grains about 15 to 20 acres; this leaves
from five to 15 acres for grain sorghums, forage erops, truck and
gardens,

Productive livestock consists of small numbers of cattle, hogs,
and poultry. Work stock consists of from one to two teams, one team
being the more common.

Approximately three-fourths of the farms are operated by tenants.



Table 3, Selected Factors Indicating Type of Farming in Muskogee, Okfuskee, Olmulgee
; Me Intosh, and Wagoner Counties, 1935

+ State 1 Muskogee : Okfuskee : Okmulgee 3 MecIntosh : Wagoner

Number of farms 200,951 4,206 3,319 3,534 3,410 3,252
Percent of total land area in farms 7946 76.4 84,1 6940 72.8 84.6
Averege size of farm, acres 166.0 89,0 95.0 87.1 96.7 94.0
Aeres of coropland 86 59 51 43 65 57
Acres of cotton 15.1 16.4 14.5 11.5 15.3 13.1
Acres of corn Te8 13.6 20,4 10.3 16,6 11,3
Acres of oats 502 5.5 4,9 3.1 2.9 Ted
Percent of eropland ini

Cotton 15,4 27.8 28.4 2647 27.8 23.0

Corn 3 9.2 23,0 40,0 23.9 30.2 19.8

Oats Ted 9.3 9.6 T2 543 13.0
Number of cattle 8.2 8.0 6.5 Te8 6.7 14,7
Number of hogs 4 4 4 5 4 2
Number of Negro farm operators 18,769 1,085 1,156 1,330 690 967
Total number of tenants 115,498 2,631 2,476 2,580 2,670 2,520
Number Negro tenants 11,046 805 870 1,089 481 742
Percent Negro is of total tenants 9.6 30.6 35.1 42,2 18.0 29.4
Percent Negro operators are of

total farm operators 9.3 26,3 34.8 3746 20.2 29.4
Number acres of land area per Negro

farm operator 2,367 489 345 337 657 378

SOURCE: United States Census of Agriculture, 1935.

(44



Special Conditions Existing During 1938

lMiore than the normel amount of moisture fell in the area during
1938. The weather reporting station at Muskogee reported a total of
41.95 inches of precipitation, 2,37 inches above normal., The station
at Okemah reported 39,37 inches, 2,70 inches sbove normal. (Table 4 ).
The seasonal distribution of rainfall was slightly ebnormal in 1938,
also. The months of February and March were unusually wet with rein-
fall totaling about nine inches above normal for the two months.

April wes dryer then normal; May, June, and July were above normal;

and the autumn months were comparatively dry. The first six months

of the year received approximately 10 inches of moisture in excess of
normaly the last six months received approximately eight inches less
than normal, This wneven distribution of the annual precipitation may
have resulted in ebundant pre-planting moisture, but conditions during
the dry summer and fall months which followed were probably unfavorable
for the production of cotton,

Climatological data indicate that the year was abnormally warm.

In only one month during the year did the mean monthly temperature fail
to exceed normal at the Muskogee station. The station at Okemah re-
ported 30 less frost free days than was normel., Frost ocourred in
Okfuskee County as late as April 9,

In brief, weather conditions during 1938 were characterized by
ebnormally high precipitation in the spring end unusually low precipi-
tation in the fall. Part of the area suffered from a very late frost
in the spring.

Farm prices of commodities produced in the area were lower than for

the two years immedistely preceding 1938, According to the index of
Oklshoma ferm prises, the ferm prices received for butterfat end poultry



Table 4.

Mean Temperature, Departure from Normal Temperature, Total Precipitation, Departure

from Normal Precipitetion, by Months and Average for Year, 1938,
Muskogee and Okemeh Stations

% Muskogee Okemah
: Temperature S et Temperature 1 Precipitation
Month : Nean 3 Departure tm Wean 1 Deperture t Total 3 Departure

3 ifrom Normal: sfrom Normal sfrom Normel: :from Normal
January 42,6 4.2 2,75 +0,13 41,0 *2.6 2.75 «0.79
Po'hrmry 48,7 273 Be57 +6.66 46.6 3.3 7«00 +5,50
March 60'3 8.7 5.61 42,65 57.0 +6,0 5.83 +3.13
April 62,2 91,5 3,12 1,12 58,3 -2,1 3.84 -0,23
lly 69.6 41.3 6.60 *l.76 674 =1,0 4,75 -0,40
June 773 20.3 4,656 +0,50 - - 4,78 '.1. 18
Jul" 83.0 +2.0 1.96 =0 .89 L - 3.69 20,99
‘M‘u‘t 84.8 +3.2 2.18 «le31 82.3 +0.5 2.71 =0.17
80pt¢lbor 76 «4 +l.7 1.95 +1.35 751 el.2 1.43 -2.14
October 6848 +5.9 0.49 =5453 678 +448 0.91 =311
November 51.0 0ol 3.26 +0.45 49.3 243 1.18 =1.43
December 43.3 3.3 0.81 -1.48 43,1 42,6 0.50 -1l.41
h.r‘-s. 64,0 *3.2 41.95 22,37 = - 39437 +2,70

SOURCE: United States Department of Agriculture, Weather Bureau, Climatogical Data, Oklahoma Section,

Vol. 47, No, 1l=13, 1938.
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products were lower in 1938 than for any other year since 1934,
(Teable 5), The prices received for cotton, corn, and oats, likewise,
were relatively low during 1938. The prices of livestock were high
during 1938 as oémparod to prices of other farm commodities. Cattle
prices in particular were favorable.

Table 5, Index of Oklahoma Farm Prices of Seleoted Products,
1928 to 1938, Inclusive

Crops :1938:193711936:1935:1934:1933:193211931:1930:1929:1928
Cotton 70 74 100 95 107 79 652 B3 90 154 163
Corn s 124 148 338 128 &Y 35 63 )17 129 117
Oats 67 93 100 80 106 79 31 48 88 112 112
Cattle 119 128 111 109 65 62 71 90 128 173 176
Hogs 104 125 123 110 52 44 45 Bl 116 122 112
Butterfat 97 133 128 106 84 71 62 88 128 181 177
Poultry preducts 106 117 117 124 88 66 70 98 13C 171 163
Horses 59 68 70 67 65 41 31 31 35 42 &5

SOURCE: Oklahoma Farm Prices--Supplement of Curmt. Farm Economics,
Oklshoma Agricultural Experiment %%Ion, Stillwater,



_ CHAPTER 11X
CHARAQTERISTICS OF THE NEGRO FARM ORGANIZATION

The meanner ih ;hich the produetive rescurces are‘utilizedlap the
operation of the farm business is referred to as organiéationfz In
what combinations do Wegro farm operators in Oklahoma utilize produc-
tive caepital, labor, and management? Do Negro farmers engage iﬁ snter.
prises of & uniform character? How important is femily lebor to the
operation of the typlcel Negro operasted farm? It is the purpose of
this chapter to set forth the attributes of the organization of the
Begro operated farms swveyed im Okfuskee and Huskogee counties in
such & way as to suggest answers to these and related guestionse.

Orgenizetion of the farms will be dealt with from the standpoint
of:+ (1) the requisites of production in the form of land, mechinery

and squipment, work steck, and lebor; (2) the lines of productions

and {3) the tenure classes of farm operators.

2/

Requisites of Production
land,--Land may'ba‘considered the basic productive faetor to
which all other factors are related iﬁ the organization of the farm
business, The size of the farm business commonly is messured by the

smount of land ineluded in the farm,

1/ G. W. Forster defines farm orgenization as follows: ".....0rgani-
zation refers to the arrangement of the various physical elements,and
the proportion in which these various elements are combined.” Forster,
Ge We, Parm Orgenization and Kenagement, pe. 49.

g/ The term "Requisites of Production” is used in lieu of the more

cormon term "Factors of Production” because of the closer affinity of
the former to resourees employed in the farm business.

26



Table 6. Distribution of the Farms According to Size of the Farm,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

3 Qkfuskee s Vu
Range in Acres : Number : Percent ¢ T@mnm¥
256 - 34 i 1 1.2 7 4.5
35 - 44 14 17.3 26 17}
“ - u 1 !.B 1 5.5
65 - 64 2 2.5 10 6.6
65 - 74 1 l.2 8 85,9
7% - 84 24 29,7 33 21.7
95 - 104 3 3.7 B 3.3
105 - 114 3 3.7 2 1.3
- 8 11.1 18 11.8
%g - 1% - 4 2.6
155 - 1“ 2 2.5 5 2,0
1‘5 - 15‘ 2 3¢5 3 1.3
155 - 164 9 11,1 11 1.2
176 - 184 - 2 1.8
185 - 194 - -
195 - 204 3 3.7 2 1.3
205 - 214 - 1 o7
215 - 224 - 1 7
225 - 254 - -
235 - 244 : 4 1.2 -
245 - 254 1 1.2 -
255 - 264 - -
265 - 274 - -
275 - 284 - 1 o7
285 - 294 - 1 S 4
295 - 304 - -
305 - 514 - -
515 - 324 : 3 1.2 4 2.6

Total el 100 152 100
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The 233 Wegro operated farms surveyed in Okfuskee and Muskoges
zountics are comporatively small, ranging from 25 to 320 scres, and
tend to comprise multiples of 40 smere tractse The 81 ferms in
Okfuskee County average 100.,8 acres, whereas the 152 farms in
Yuskopee County everasge only 96,0 acres. ({7sble 6).

The point of greatest significance regarding size is the pre-
dominance of the ferms having approximately 40, 80, 120, and 160
acres. In Okfuskse County 69.2 beréent of the 8l farms studied are of
these sizes., About 57 percent of the 152 farms in liuskoges County are
of similer sizes, The small number of farms having more than 1€5
acres is signifiecent. It is important to bear in mind the distribu-
tion of the farms scoording to size, for obviously, the average of the
aeres in all ferms does not repressnt the most typlesl size of the farm
unite

Approximately two-thirds of the land in the farms surveyed is
classified as cropland, In Muskogee County, where the farms are five
ecres smaller than in Okfuskee County, & higher proportion of the farm
is classified as cropland, (Teble 7)s Pasture land includes about
one-~fourth of the land ares and is comprised of tracts least suited to
cultivation. Land other then erepland and pasture land accounts for
slightly more then 8 percent of the farm. A high percentage of the
lend included in the classification “other land" is made up of waste
lend, Small farms report proportionately more waste land than did
larger farms. This fact may indicate that the practice of a more inw
tensive eropping system on the smeller farms has resulted in depletion

of a higher parcentege of the land area of these farms than has been



Table 7, Total Land in Farms and Proportions Classified as Cropland, Pasture Land,
_ and Other Land, QOkfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

: Okfuskee County it

3 8l Farms s 152 Farms

) : t Proportiom :: : T Proportion

: Total : Average : Of Total Farm :: Total : Average : Of Total Farm

: (Acres) : (Acres) : (Percent) :: (Acres) : (Acres) : (Percent)

& 3 3 it : :
Total Land in Farm 8,168 100.8 100.0 14,592 96,0 100,0
Cropland 5,065 62.5 62.0 9,948 65.4 68.2
Pasture Land 2,386 29.5 29,2 3,423 22,5 23,5
Other Lends/ 7 8.8 8.8 1,221 8.0 8.3

y Includes Waste Land, land in farmstead and roads, and wooded and non-wooded land not pastured.



the oase on larger farms. The fact that & higher proportion of the
land in small farms alsoc is classified as oropland adds emphasis to this
point. (Table 8). Proportiomately more of the larger farms is classi-
fied as pasture land, Approximately 80 percent of the land in the ferms
ranging from 20 %o 59 ecres in size is classed as eropland as compared
to only sbout 57 percent on farms ineluding more than 180 acres. These
date are further evidence of the more intensive operations on small farms
and are indicative of the tendeney of operators on small farms to exe
pand the size of the wnit by maximizing cropland. Expansion of the
eropping operations brings into use poorer land, marginal productivity
of the farm is lowered, snd the expleitation of all grades of land is
sccelerateds It seems, therefore, that inadequacy of size of the farm
may be considered an important influence in the rapid deterioration of
farm land in the area under consideration,

Investment.~=The total farm investment for the farms studied in
Okfuskee County averages {2,381 per farm, or $23.61 per acre; the farms
in Muskogee County have total investments averaging §2,464, or $25.67
per acre. (Teble 9)., The percentage of the total farm investment at-
tributable to the various items inoluded in the total investment is
practically the same in the two groups of farms. Land in Okfuskse
County is valued at §1,742 per farm, or $17.28 per scre, and consti-
tutes 73.3 percent of the total farm investment. In Muskogee County
land is valued at §1,842 per farm, $19.,19 per aore, and accounts for
74.8 percent of the total farm investment. The difference in per
acre value is to some extent attributsble to the higher proportion of

The tendency of operators of small units more asccurately te clas-

their land may have been a factor in this comnection, alsos Op-
erators of larger units are not so likely to consider carefully the
comparatively small tracts of waste land when asked for a distinmetion
between waste land and other classifications of non-erop land.



Table 8, Number of Acres Per Farm and Proportion of Total Classified as Cropland,
Pesture land, end Other Land, According to Size of Farm,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1838

t Pasture lLand U
Size of Farm in Acres :Number: Lvortgoﬂ%omﬂon af_ 1 Aversge PersProportion of P -
Range s Average 1 of :Per Farm: Total Farm : Famm :+ Total Farm :Per Farm: !o'ln.l Farm
3 + Farms: (Acres): (Percemt) : (Acres) : (Perecemt) : (Acres): (Percent)

Okfuskee County

All Farms 100.8 81 6245 62.0 29,5 29,2 8.8 8.8
20 - 59 40,7 18 3342 8l.6 3.8 9.4 3.7 10,0
60 « 99 80,3 30 50,6 62,9 20,3 25.2 9.6 11.9
100 - 139 116.4 15 T0.9 | 60.9 36.8 31.6 8.7 Teb
140 - 179 166.7 12 90,7 57.9 49,4 31.5 16.6 10.6
180 and Over 2833 6 133.0 87.0 03,8 40.2 - BeB 2.8

Muskogee County

All Farms 9640 152 65.4 68.2 22.5 2345 8.0 8.3

20 -« 59 41.2 44 52.2 7843 4.8 11.6 4.1 10,1
60 - 99 7640 51 56.6 T4e4 13.8 18,2 5.6 Ted
100 « 139 118.6 31 80,0 67.4 29,2 24.6 9.4 8.0
140 « 179 169,56 16 102,92 64,6 40.7 2666 16.9 10,0
180 and Over 267.7 10 151.9 56,8 95.1 36.5 - 20,7 77

1/ See Footnote, Teble 7.

18
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Table 9. Total Farm Investment; Total Value, percent of total farm
investment, value per farm and value per acre of items comprising
total farm investment; and Value of the Farm Dwelling,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

Percent of : Average : Average

:
: Total : Total Farm : Value per : Value per
: Investment : Farm H Aecre
2 "5 ol

-
A

(Dollars)  (Percent) (Dollars) (Dollars)
QKFUSKEE - 8l FARMS

Total Farm Investment 192,851 100.0 2,381 23,61

Total Investment In:
Land 141,139 73.3 1,742 17.28
Farm Improvements 10,777 5.6 133 1.32
Mach, and Equip. 8,479 4.4 105 1,04
Horses and Mules 16,067 8.3 198 1.96
Cattle 6,942 3.6 86 .85
Poultry 1,622 .8 20 «20
Hoge 2,008 1.0 25 25
Miscellaneous Stock 15 -1/ -1/ -1/
Feeds, Crops, Seed 5,792 3.0 72 .71

Value of Farm Dwelling 17,957 -2/ 222 2.20

MUSKOGEE - 152 FARMS

Total Farm Investment 374,600 100.0 2,464 25.67

Total Investment In:
Land 279,966 74.8 1,842 19.19
Farm Improvements 21,894 5.8 144 1.50
Mach., and Equip. 18,337 4.9 121 1.26
Horses and Mules 27,491 7.3 lal 1.88
cattle 11,262 3.0 74 77
Poultry 2,142 .6 14 .15
Hogs 3,903 1.0 26 27
Miscellaneous Stock 4 -1/ -1/
Feeds, Crops, Seed 9,601 2.6 62 .66

Velue of Farm Dwelling 34,128 -2/ 224 2,34

1/ Too small to calculate.
2/ Value of Farm Dwelling is not included in total Farm Investment.
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pasture land in Okfuskee than in Muskogee County. AUG © 1940

Work stock accounts for a higher percentage of the total farm ine
vestment than either machinery eamnd equipment or farm improvements. The
investment in ferm improvements is higher than the total investment in
produetive livestock, Ferm improvements, machinery and equipment, and
the farm dwelling are valued at slightly higher figures per ferm and
per acre in Muskogee than in Okfuskee County.

The low figure at which surface items of investment are assessed
as compared to land is an indieation of the depreciated state of pro-
ductive capital end farm improvements, Farm machinery usually con-
sists of a breaking plow, a one- or two-seotion harrow, a cotton
planter, weagon, cultivator, one set of chain harness, and the neces-
sery small tools. Comparatively few riding implements are in use,
Most of the farm implements have been in use for from 10 to 30 years
and are in a poor state of repair, ‘

The value per farm of the total farm investment inecreases as the
size of the ferm is increased. (Teble 10)., While this tendency ex-
ists with respect to all items in the total farm investment, in the
case of most items the increase in valuation is not relatively as
great as the increase in the size of the farm. The value per acre of
the total farm investment decreases sharply as the size of the farm is
inecreased from 40 to 80 acres, As the size of the farm is increased
above 80 acres, the value per acre of the total farm investment de-
clines only slightly. An importent exception to this tendeney is
noted in the ease of the largest farms in each county. The per scre
value of the total ferm investment for the largest farms in Muskogee

County inoreases eapproximately $6.00, or sbout 27 percent, over the



Table 10, Total Farm Investment Per Farm and Per Acre; Value Per Farm, Value Per Acre, and Percent of Total Farm Investment for
Iteme Comprising Total Farm Investment; eand Value of Farm Dwelling; According to Size of the Farm,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

— — — —— i — e e e e e —— ——
g Size of Farm in Acres
i ALL Ferms : : : T : :
: 25 to 320 z 20 to 59 : 60 to 99 : 100 to 139 : 140 to 179 t 180 and Over
:0kTuskee :Muskoges jOKTuskee :Muskogee ; DL Tus ke {NUBL0gee ; OkTUsKee (uskogee ; OkTus kee (Muskogee ;0OkTuskee ; Muskogee
Number of farms 8l 152 18 44 30 51 15 31 12 16 & 10
Size of farm ) 100.8 96.0 40,7 41,2 80.3 76.0 116.4 118,.6 156, 7 159.5 233.3 267,7
Total farm investmenyw, per farm £,381,00 2,464.00 1,279.00 1,245.00 1,887.00 1,946.00 2,729.00 2,952,00 3,387.00 3,462.00 5,265,00 7,375.00
Total farm investment, per aere 23,61 25.867 31.41 30.20 23,51 25,61 23.44 24,89 £l.62 2l1.71 22.57 27,55
Total investment in:
Land:
per farm 1,742,00 1,842,00 913,00 889,00 1,386,00 1,459,00 2,113,00 2,175,00 2,458,00 2,643,00 3,654,00 5,674,00
per acre 17.28 19,19 2RedD 21,60 17.26 19.21 18.15 18,54 15.69 16,57 15,66 21,19
percent of total 73.3 74,8 71.4 7L.5 5.4 75,0 77.5 73.7 72,6 76.4 69.4 76.9
Farm improvements:
per Tarm 153.00 144,00 88,00 73.00 93.00 99,00 84,00 153,00 208.0C 170,00 443,00 616.00
per acre 1,32 1.50 2.16 1,76 1.16 1.31 .72 1.29 1.32 1,07 1,90 2.30
percent of total 5.6 5.8 6.9 5.8 4,9 5.1 3.1 5.2 6.1 4.9 8.4 8.4
Machinery and equipment: ;
per farm 106,00 121.00 50.00 77.00 68,00 98,00 117,00 144,00 136,00 158,00 380,00 296,00
p.r aere ; 1.04 1026 1.33 1.86 084 1.29 1.00 1.21 .85 .98 1.54 1.11
percent of total 4.4 4.9 3.9 6.2 3.6 5.0 4,3 4.9 4,0 4.5 6.8 4.0
Horses:
per farm 1¢8.00 181.00 110,00 104,00 171.00 144,00 199,00 249,00 267.00 290,00 461,00 321,00
per acre 1.96 1.88 2.70 2.54 2.18 1.89 1.7 2.10 1.71 l.82 2,00 1.20
percent of total 8.3 7.3 8.6 B.4 9.1 7.4 7.3 8.4 7.9 8.4 8.8 4.5
Cattle:
per farm 86,00 74,00 56.00 44,00 65,00 62,00 90.00 97.00 143.00 86,00 157,00 180,00
per acre .85 .7? 1.37 1.05 .81 081 a?? 082 191 .54 .6? .57
Lemmt of tO'-;al 3.6 3.0 4.4 5.5 304 3-2 503 3.3 4.2 2.5 3.0 2.4
Poulsry:
per farm 20.00 14,00 16.00 10,00 17.00 12,00 20,00 18.00 23.00 18.00 37.00 £6.00
per acre «20 15 38 24 e 22 «15 kT 15 .14 «12 «16 .09
percent of total .8 i 1.3 .8 .9 «6 % 6 o ) 7 -
Hogs: .
per farm 25,00 26.00 17.00 19.00 20,00 20,00 31.00 34,00 32,00 23,00 41,00 60,00
per aere 25 27 42 A7 «25 27 27 «29 «20 15 17 22
percent of total 1.0 1.0 1.3 1.6 5 | 1.0 p 5 4 1.1 9 =2 4 8 -8
Feeds, crops, and seed:
per farm 72,00 62,00 29,00 27.00 67.C0 52.00 75.00 82.00 122,00 74,00 112,00 202,00
per acre + .66 e ] «66 .84 «69 «64 .69 .79 46 .48 75
percent of total 3.0 2.6 2.2 2.2 3.6 2.7 2.7 2.8 3.6 2.1 2.1 2.7
Value of farm dwelling:
per fam 222,00 224,00 156,00 189.00 156,00 182,00 267.00 233.00 317.00 £79.00 445,00 485,00

pﬂl‘ acl‘. 2'20 2.34 3.83 4.60 1.94 2.59 2-29 1095 2002 1.75 1.91 1081-




35

per acre value of the group of farms averaging 160 acres., The largest
ferms in OUkfuskee County reflect the seme tendency toward an increase
in the total farm investment per aore, only to a lesser degree, The
sharp rise in the per acre value of the total farm investment is due
largely to the increase in the value of land and mechinery and equip-

Table 11, Per Acre Velue of Total Farm Investment, Value of Land,
end Investment in Machinery and Equipment, large Farms,
Okfuskee end Muskogee Counties, 1938

M Size of Farm in Acres
s 140 to 179 s 180 and Over
10kfuskee 3 Muskogee :; Okfuskee : Muskogee

Size of farm, acres 16647 159.5 233.3 267.7
Total farm investment,

per acre $21.62 §21.71 $22.57 $27.55
Value of land, per acre $15.69 $16.57 $15.66 $21.19

Investment in machinery end
equipment, per acre $ <86 § 98 § 1.54 $ 1.11

The behavior of the data in the foregoing table indicates that an
inerease sbove approximately 160 acres in the size of the farm requires
substantial additions to the capitel investment in the form of machinery
and equipment. This point may acquire added significance when compari-
sons are made in the following chapter of rates earned on the total farm
investment.

The investment per eaore in horses and mules seems to vary little
with variations in size of the farm, the only noticeable difference
being that small farms have the highest investment per sore in work

stoock, With the exception of the farms averaging about 40 ecres, the



38

investment in productive livestock is approximately the same per acre on
farms of all sizes, although there is a slight decrease in this figure
on extremely large farms,

In brief, the smallest farms maintain the highest investment per
acre in all principal items of investment. The total farm investment
per acre on these farms is epproximately 20 percent above the average
for all farms in the two groups and sbout one-~third greater than the
size group having the lowest investment per acre, that is, the farms
ranging from 140 to 179 acres. The high investment per acre on the
small farms indicates more intensive use -- relatively greater amounts
of capital investment are employed in combination with a smaller land
area.

The higher investment per acre on the extremely small farms is
attributable more to higher per ascre values of surface investments
than to higher land valuations. Investment in land on the smallest
farms constitutes a lower proportion of the total than is the case on
larger farms. (Table 10)s The relatively high degree of productive
capitel intensity characteristic of the smaller farms arises, in part
at least, from the fact that the factors machinery end equipment and
livestock are not infinitely divisible. Regardless of how small the
farm may be it is impossible to operate it with less then one wnit of
productive capitals, It does not necessarily follow, therefore, that
a comparatively high capital investment per acre on the small farm is
indicative of a correspondingly high degree of intensity in operation.

Proportions of the total farm investment attributeble to the
various items remain fairly constant regardless of changes in size of

the farm.



37

Units of Productive Capital.--In the foregoing discussion it was

pointed out that the farms very widely in size and that, although the
percentage of the farm in crops is not so high on the larger farm, there
is a wide spread in the number of acres in cultivation. One of the pro-
dustive factors, machinery and equipment, was shown to vary in value
from approximately $60 per farm for the group ranging from 256 %o 59
acres to more then $300 for the farms from 180 to 320 acres in size,

It will be shown that work stock with which to put to use these vary-
ing amounts of mechinery vary widely in numbers from farm to farm al-
so, How many units of productive capital, work stock and machinery,

are required to till the cropland on a 40 acre farm as compared to a
farm having 160 acres? What is the size of the "one-mule farm"? The
"two-plow farm™? Is labor of relatively more importence on Negro
operated farms than machinery? Answers to these and similar questions
are important in determining the nature of the organization of the

ferms under discussion,

The faot that the farms differ widely in numbers of wark stock
maintained is shown in Teble 12, Here it can be seen that two of the
farms in Okfuskee County maintain an average of less than one work
animel, whereas one operator in this county keeps an average of 11
head. In Muskogee County three operators keep an average of less
than one head of work stock; seven farmers in this county report an
average of six head, Between the extremes in the average number of
work stock, the farms nu;y be classed in four groups, as follows:

(1) farms having an aversge of less than one team, (2) farms having

_g The average number of work stock is calculated by dividing by two
e sun of the beginning and ending inventories. Thus the "average"
number of head of work stock takes no account of the number bough
subsequent to January 1, 1938, and sold or otherwise disposed of prior
to the final inventory on December 31, 1538.
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at lesst one team but less than three head, (3) farms having at least
three head but less then two full teams, end (4) farms having two or
more complete teams, (Table 12)

Table 12, Distribution of Farms According to Average Number of
Head of Work Stock, Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

Average 3 Okfuskee 3 ee
Number of : Number of § Percent of s Number of 3 nt of
Work Stock : Farms : Total Farms @ Farms 1Total Farms

0.0 1 1.2 2 1.3

0.5 1 1.2 1 o7

1.0 6 Te4 15 9.9

1.5 5 6e2 4.6

0.0 to 1.5 13 16,0 256 16.5

2,0 34 42,0 58 38,2

245 6 7o 8 5.3

2.0 to 2.5 40 @.4 66 4‘3.5

3.0 12 14,8 21 13.8

345 1 1.2 3 1.9

3.0 to-3.5 13 16.0 24 15.7

4,0 11 13,7 23 15.1

4.5 - - 2 1.3

5.0 2 245 4 2.6

545 - - 1 o7

6.0 1 1.2 7 4.6
11.0 1 1.2 - -

4,0 and Over 15 18.6 37 24,3

Total 8l 100,0 162 100.0

Nearly one-~half of the farms are included in the group heving an
average of from two to two and one-half head of work stock. The number
of farme having less than one full team compose almost identically the
same proportion of the total as the number having between one and two
complete teams. About one-~fifth of the 233 farms are operated by the

use of four or more head of work stock.



38

It ig obvious that & direct relationship exists bebween the avers
age nuber of work animals and size of the farm, amount of cropland,
sores of cottom, investment in land, investment in machinery and equip-
ment, and the value of hired end wnpeid fanily labor. {Teble 13),

The farms on which an average of one work animal is kept are shown
to be the smallest farms, have the lowest number of work stock per 100
acres of eropland, per 10 acres of cotton, and much the lowest average
investment in wachinery end eguipment,

Farms operated with one full team are the most numerous. These
farms average 88.8 acres in Ckfuskese County and 74.7 acres in Huskogee
County. Approximately 13 acres of cobton are planted on the one-team
farns.

The machinery inventory is about the same on farms having three
head of work stock as farms having only two head. One-mule farms are
operated with about one~half as much machinery as two and three mule
Tarms.

Particular abttention is called to the sharp rise in size of the
farm, the number of acres of cotton, and the amount of machinery and
equipment assoclated with an increase above three in the aversge num-
ver of work animals. Wost significant of these relaticuships {ron
the standpoint of determining characteristics of unibts of productive
factors is the increased amount of machinery and equipment. It is
apparent thet when the size of the farm is increased gbove 150 to
1680 acres, it becomes necessary to inerease the mumber of work stock
to four or more head and to more than double the machinery outlay.
Leres of cobton increass on the largest farms, but not in proportion
%o inoreases in productive capitel. The impracticsbility of ef-

fecting inereases or decreases in tho mechinery outlay proportionate
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Table 13, Relationship of Size of the Farm, Acres of Cropland, Acres of Cotton, Value of Machinery and Egquipment,
and Other Factors to Number of Horses and Mules, Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

: s tAmount : :Crops : Valus : Value :Investment in: Number:Value of labor: Number Head of Work Stock Per
Number of Horses :Number: Size : of :Amount : Har- : of ILand : of Iand :Machinery and- in :Femily: Hired : 100 : 100 : 10 15100 In-
__&and Eyles ¢ of ¢ of $Crop=: of : vest-: Per : Por ¢ Equipment : Family: 3 sheres of:ficres: /Acres:vested in
Range : iverage: Farms: Farm : land :Cotton ted t Farm : Acre : .Worldngz (Dol- :(Dol- :Cropland: in : @f :Mschinery
(Number) : (Fumber) : : (Acres): (Acres): (Acres): (Acres) s (Dollars): (Dollars): (Dollars) : Ferm :lars) :lars) : :Farm _:Cotbon and Bquipment
L Okfuslee County
All Ferms 2,7 8l 100,8 6245 16.2 45,8 1,742 17,28 105 3.0 71 53 4.3 2.7 1.7 2.6
{0 to 11) _
0.0 to 1,5 1.1 13 69.4 45.2 11,1 28,5 1,430 20,59 46 2.8 26 60 245 ‘1.6 1.0 23
2.0 to 2.5 2,1 40 88,8 55,5 15.4 598 1,552 17,15 80 2.4 47 44 3.7 2.5 1.6 2.6
3,0 to 3.5 5,0 13 112.5 73,9 21 54,9 1,807 16,06 85 25 65 104 4,1 247 1.4 3._'?
4,0 and Over 4,7 15 150,1 88,7 24.1 68,7 ‘2,544 18,95 239 5.2 179 27 543 342 240 2.0
Muskogese County
All Farms 2.8 152 96,0 65.4 15,5 49,1 1,842 19.19 121 340 66 49 4,3 2.9 1.8 2,3
(0 to 8) _ _ i )
0,0 to 1.5 1.0 25 55.8 38.4 9.9 28.1 947 16.98 59 247 39 30 2.7 1.9 1.1 1.8
2,0 to 2,5 2.1 66 74.7 52.2 1343 37,7 1,353 18,10 97 2.7 50 35 39 2.7 1.8 2.1
3.0 to 3.5 3.1 24 95,4 70,1 15,8 51.0 1,837 19.24 118 3.l 99 65 444 3.2 1.9 246

4,0 and Over 4.6 37 161.4 102.2 2249 82,3 3,321 20,87 206 3.7 92 75 4.4 2,8 242 242




to small changes in the size of the farm may account for the abrupt rise
in the machinery investment associated with the larger ferms. Laek of
complete divisibility of productive capital end the necessity of main-
taining a minimun of equipment and work stock are indicabed by the fact
that extremely smali farms reflect high per acre investments in these
items, That the p:oductive factor work stoock is more flexible than
machinery end equipment is suggested by the figures showlng the numbér
of head of work stock per {100 imvested ink@ashinery end eguipment.

Units of productive capital in the form of work stock and machin- ‘
ery and squipment'possess these characteristics in assoeiation with
size of the fmrm, (1) Farms having less than one full toum are
smallest in size, produce an aversge o? approxinately 10 acres of
cotton, and have aboub $50 invested in farm machinery. (2) Farms
heving at least one full team, but less thén two teams, constlitute
more than 60 percent of all of the farms surveyed. Theéa farms are
close to average in size. Investment in machineryiand equipment
amounts to from $80 to §$120 per farm: Cotton aversges from 13 to 20
seres; from one and one-half to two head of work anim#ls are used per
10 seres of cotton., (3) .The farms on which at least two complete teams
are kept have considerably lérger acreages of crops, especially cotbon.
lore than double the amount of farm machinery nccessary to operate two
and ﬁhree mule farms is required on these larger farms., the increase
in machinery investment on the largest farms is proportionately greater
then the increase in numbers of work stock.

Family labor.--An sbundence of family labor generally is cone

sidered the prime reguisite of the cotton farmer. The data relating to

feamily lebor employed on the farms under consideration tend to
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substentiate the general concensus of opinien that large families ere
associated with farms having lerge acreages of cropland, and particu-
larly with large acreages of cotton.

The 15 farm.operators in Okfuskee County and the 28 operators in
luskogee County ﬁ’m"m five or more members of the family working on
the ferm sre situsted on the largest farms, have more acres of orop-
land, and plant more ocotton than operators heving smaller Mliu.s
(Table 14)e The farms on which the largest femilies are located also
meintain the largest investments in mmchinery and equipment and the
largest number of heed of work stoeck, Nachinery and equipment and
work-stock inerease in about the same proportion as the inorense in

acreages.
Variations in the emount of femily lebor seem to have comparative-

ly little relstionship to size of the farm and cotton scresges until
the number in the family is increased above four. As a metter of faoct,
ferms included in the class having one and two members of the family
working on the farm are of about the same size in totsl seres, crope
land, and acres of cotton, as farms on which three and four membors of

the femily spend some time in the flelds. In Muskegee County the ferms
on which three and four members of the femily work average 87.1 scres

as compared to 86,6 acres for farms on which only one and two members
of the family are employed. (Tsble 1l4). Farms in the group having one
and two members of the family working on the farm report the payment of

substantially larger sums of money for hired lebor, and the amount so
pald decresses with increases in size of the family, A very small
smount is paid for hired labor on the farms where families are largest,

5{ The farm operator is not included es one of the number in the
ly working on the farm, nor is the value of his lebor included in
the item value of umpaid femily labor.
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Table 14, Relationship of Size of Farm, Acres of Cropland, Acres of Cotton, Value of Machinery end Equipment, Number of Horses
end Mules, and Value of Hired and Family Lebor to Number in the Family Working on the Farm,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

- e ——— ——

Number in Family t Number Size t+ Aeres : Acres 3 Number of : Investment in ¢ Amount Paid Value
Working on Farm 3 of t of Farms of 3 of + Horses and : Machinery and : for Hired t Unpeid Family
A : Parmse ¢ 4in Acres : Cropland : Cotton : Mules : ipment 1 Labor $ Lebor
——— . e . . . : ](:g:llarﬂ : (Dollars) : (Dollars)
Okfuskee County
All Parms 3,0 8l 100,8 62.5 16,2 2,7 106 53 71
1l and 2 1.4 45 84,1 53.6 14,0 2.3 80 77 2l
3 and 4 3.6 21 100,0 6l.2 16.7 2.4 110 28 101
5 and Over 648 16 152,2 91.0 22,5 8.6 172 18 177
Muskogee County
All Fearms 3.0 152 96.0 66.4 15,5 2.8 121 49 66
1l and 2 1.6 75 86.6 69.4 13.9 2.4 114 57 31




It is notable that comparatively few boys sabove high school age
are included in the number working on the ferm. A number of operators
express the opinion that the unprofitableness of cotton production and
the restriction of cotton acreages in recent years are influencing
farm labor to seek employment elsewhere; and that the economic adven-
tage of having large numbers of family laborers has lessenmed notice-
ably within the last decade., On the other hand, the opinion often is
expressed that operators having available large amounts of family
labor tend to become situated on farms where large acreages of cotton
can be planted in order to provide employment for their children
during the late spring, summer, and early fall months while schools are
recessed, and that this tendency is & strong influence in perpetuating
cotton as the principel crop. No other farm enterprise is so well
adapted to the seasonal nature of the family labor supply. The farmer
in this erea who has a large supply of family labor enjoys an advan-
tege in ﬂlesproduetion of cotton due to a comparatively low marginal

labor cost.

Lines of Produetion
The preceding section was devoted to a discussion of the nature
of the requisites of production, land, equipment, and lebor, and of
the proportionate combinations in which these factors are utilized by
the Negro farm operators in Okfuskee and Muskogee counties. In order
further to portray the cheracteristics of the organization of the

farms, attention will be given in this section to a desoription of

6/ The opinions of Negro farm operators referred to were obtained by
The writer through personal interviews with farmers located in the
Boley community of Okfuskee County.



the lines of produstion carried out on the farms surveyed. The pro-
duotive farm enterprises emgaged in are classified as to (1) erops,
end (2) productive livestock, and are disoussed in that order.

The Cropping System.e-The erops produced on the farms being
studled are divided into two groups, namely, major orops and minor

eropse This arbitrary clessification is made chiefly upon the basis
of the percentage of the total ¢ropland cecupled by the respective
eropse iajor crops include cotton, corn, sorghums for grain and for
forage, legumes, and oats. Legumes are of major lmportance in Okfuskee
County only, while oats are of major importance only in luskogee County.
{Table 15).

Cotton is the chief sowrce of oash income from erops and is also
the rost important erop produced in the area from the stamdpoint of
screages, Cotton is grown on all but two of the 233 farms studied and
occupies about 16 seres per farm, or spproximately one-fourth of the
eropland.

Corn is the second most importent orop and occupies another one-
fourth of the eropland. The acresge ocoupled by corn is slightly
higher than screages of ecotton, although corn is not produced on such
& high percentage of the farvas, The bulk of the corn is fed on the
farm., The small quantities sold are purchased loocally for consumpe
tion on farms on which an inadequate supply is produced.

Asreages of cotton and eorn irercase with inoreases in size of
the farm, while proportions of the eropland devoted to these two crops
deorcass.

A variety of grain sorghums is grown on the farms, among the
mwxmamqhm..mm.m.m
hygeria, Sorghums are prodused more extensively for forage then for



Table 15, Utilization of Cropland, Major Classificationg, According to Size of the Farm,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

Humber: % shcres Harvested : % : o %ﬂ :__Sorghy
of :hAcres:P: :Acres:Percent of:icres: t of :Acres:Percent cres : Acre
Ferms @ of Farm: : land : : land : :

&uoflam;nkma

Range s Average : ;or : 3 Cropland : :
" K1l Farms 100.8 €l 62.5 ©68.0 40.8 7342 16.3{;“&%6.0 16.4 26.2 9.0 14,5 1.6 2,5
20 - 59 40,7 18 35.2 Bl.6 27.2 8l.e 9.4 28.4 10.4 31.5 5.9 11.7 o3 .8
60 - 99 80,3 30 50,6 62,9 39.4 78,0 13.6 26.9 14,1 27.9 7.9  15.6 1.3 2.6
100 - 139 116.4 15 70.9 60.9 50.5 71.2 19.8 27.9 17.2 4.8 10,3 14,5 2.2 3.1
140 - 179 156.7 iz 90,7 B57.9 70.0 7.2 21.7 23,9 25.4 28.0 14,1 15.5 9.2 : 3.5
180 and Over | 283,3 6 135.0 57,0 72,9 54.8 30.1 22,7 26.2 18,9 16.4 12,3 1.9 1.4

Huskogee County

All Farms 96,0 152  65.4 68.2 49,1 75.0 15.5 25,7 16.9 5.8 3.1 4.7 1.1 1.7
20 - 59 41.2 44 32,2 78,8 £5.8 78,2 8.Y 26,9 10,0 31,8 1.1 3.3 o9 2.7
60 - 99 76.0 51 56.6 74,4 40.1  70.9 14.2 25,2 16,5 29,2 = 3.2 5.7 o7 1.2
100 - 139 118.6 31 80,0 67.4 617 77.2 i8.1 22,7 18.9  23.6 - 4.6 5.7 1.1 1.4
140 - 179 159.5 16 102.9 64.5 72.5 70.4 2544 23.7 24.9 24,2 4.0 L9 2.6 2.6
0 151,99 56,8 125,53 el,1 20.4 13.4 30,0 19,7 5.5 3.6 1.5 1.0

\ 180 and Over 267.7

Continued




Size of Farm in Acres  :Number:Sorghums for Other than Grain: Oats for Grain :_ Osts for t Miscellaneous Cropland Idle or Fallow

o i of @ Acres ¢ Percent of 1 ores:Percent of:icresiPercent of:icros:Percent of:Acres: Percent of
Range t Average : Farmss ¢ Cropland % : Cropland : ¢ Cropland : : Cropland : : Cropland
Okfuskee County
411 Farms 100,8 81 2,8 AL 1/ 2/ ! .6 2.8 4,5 13,5 21,5
20 - 59 40,7 18 2,5 7.4 1/ 2/ ol o4 o7 2.2 5.9 17.6
60 - 99 80,3 30 2.5 5.1 1/ 2/ o3 o8 2.9 5.9 7.8 15.4
100 - 139 116.4 15 2.7 3.9 s | 2 .5 7 3.2 4.5 14,9 21.0
140 - 175 156.7 1= 3.1 3.4 i/ 2/ 7 .8 4.6 S.1 18.0 19.8
180 and Over 253.3 6 5.8 2.8 1/ 2/ 1/ 2/ 3.7 2.8 52.2 39,1
r
| Muskogee County
A1l Farms 96.0 152 1.3 2.0 4.3 6.5 .3 b 9.3 4.2 13.8 21.0
20 - 59 o4l 44 1.1 _ 3 19 A L 3.2 9.8 6.5 19.5 :
60 = 99 76.0 51 1.2 2.2 1.8 3.3 % | .2 3.8 6.7 14.9 26.3
100 - 139 118.6 31 1.9 2.4 8.2 10,3 2 i 12,1 15,1 14.9 18.6
\ 140 - 179 159.5 16 1.6 1.5 8.9 8.6 6 .6 1.4 1.1 26,5 24.8
180 znd Over 267.7 10 5 «3 13.6 8.9 1/ 2/ 35,1  23.1 18.9 12.4

1/ 1less than one~tenth of an acre
2/ Less than one~tenth of one percent

3/ Included in the miseellunsous item are acresges of truck crops, whest, barley, native pastures, green mamure erops, ste., and aeres of
) erops failed. Aecreages included in this item are clsssified in detail in Table 16,
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grain, (Teble 15). Sorghums account for more acres and a higher per-
centege of the cropland in Okfuskee than in Muskogee {:ounty.y

Oats are produced rather extensively in Muskogee County, whereas
oats and small grains in general are sparsely grown on the farms in
Ckfuskee County. Legumes, on the other hand, aecouxit for about three
time as many acres per farm in Okfuskee as in Muskogee County. In the
former county 14.3 percent of the cropland is occupied by leguminous
erops of various kinds as compared to only 4.7 percent in Muskogee
County.

The variation in the extent to which small greins end legumes
are grown is a manifestation of the influence of slight differences
in scils upon the type of farming, and of the tendency of Negro opera-
tors to produce crops best suited to the area in which they are
situated.

The number of acres of legumes inoresses as the farms increase in
size; farms renging in n:l.a;o from epproximately 75 to 150 acres reflect
the highest percentage of the eropland devoted to legumes.

Attention is called to the faet that 21 percent of the eropland is
clessed as idle or fallow. The actual number of acres idle or fallow
is only slightly less than the scres of cotton. Between 13 and 14

acres of cropland, on the average, are idle or fallow. Such a

'_?/ It should be pointed out that in many instances clear distinetions
could not be drawn between uses of sorghums., "Sorghums for grain" were
so classed only in cases where the operator reported the harvesting and
handling of a substantial portion of the acreage as & grain crop. In
such cases the stalks usually were pastured off, so that some use as
forage was also made of the crop. In addition to regular forage crops,
sorghums grown for special uses, such as cane for syrup, ere also in-
cluded in the general classification "sorghums for uses other than
grains.,” For a detailed listing of minor crops and major erops grown
for special purposes, see Teble 16.
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relatively high figure for idle cropland may be accounted for in part
by the inclusion in this classification of lands which rightfully could
be termed "waste ecropland". On meny farms, especially the small farms,
such land is lying idle not for the reason that a reguler system of
rotation in land use is being followed but rather bet;uune the soil is
so badly eroded or otherwise depleted of its naturel fertility that

its use for crops is no longer economically feasible,

Some important fects concerning acreages of minor crops and major
crops grown for special uses are shown in Table 16, It is essential
to study the data in this teble as a supplement to Table 15 for a
true understanding of the cropping aystem. The degree to which crops
are diversified is significant. The large number of acres and variety
of feed end miscellaneous crops show rather conclusively that the
Negro farmers in Oklahoma are not practicing the so called "one=-crop"
system of ferming generally associated with the Negro, the South, and
cotton produotio‘n.' While it is obvious that cotton is the only cash
erop of any importance, the eropping system by no means can be termed
& one-crop system. Special crops such as sorghums for syrup, truck and
gardens, pess, and peanuts are indicative of the "live-at-home™ aspect
of the type of farming.

Some differences between the two counties are noted in regard to
acreages of certain of the special crops. For example, peas are grown
much more extensively in Okfuskee than in Muskogee County. Forty of
the Bl farms reported an average of 8,4 acres of peas per farm, whereas
only 25 of the 152 farms in Muskogee County grew peas and these reported
only 2.0 acres per farm., Native pastures out for hay are of much great-

er use in Muskogee County where 28 of the farms reported an aversage of



Table 16,

. =

Number of Farms Reporting, Range of Acres Reported, and Average Acres for Farms Reparting Minor Crops,
According to Size of the Farm, Okfuskee and HMuskogee Counties, 1938

: Hay (Teme) +  Native ' :

t Legume L : Other : Pasture : Teme Pasture : :

t s Other Than Than : Cut for 3 : Peas

:+ Alfelfa s Alfalfa : s : Ha t ume 1 None e

i OkTus—: Muskowt OKius—: Nuskoes us=-: luako-z_ﬁm%ms 5=t Musko-3 Okfus-t Ow: OKius=s luskow

t kee s pgee tkee ¢tpgee 31kee : pee :kee :pgee 3kee 1 gee skee : gee 1 kee : gee
All Ferms:

Total mumber farms 81 152 81 152 8l 152 81 152 81 152 81 152 8l 152
Number farms reporting 3 5 1 7 6 5 2 28 17 38 14 48 40 25
Renge of acres reported 1-10  3-19 1 3=10 1«2 114 3-7 1=100 #=29 1-23 116 1-61 1-36
Average acres for farms

reporting 4,3 9,4 1 Bed 1.6 548 5 13,8 9.4 4.4 549 6.8 8.4 2.0
20 to 59 Acres:

Total number farms 18 44 18 44 18 44 18 44 18 44 18 w44 18 &
Number farms reporting 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2 “ 11 3 8 9 8
Range of acres reported 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 2-3 =7 1-5 1-2 17 1-8 =2
Average acres for farms

reporting 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 23 4,6 2044 1.7 3.9 59 1.2
60 to 99 Acres:

Total number ferms 30 51 30 51 30 51 30 51 30 51 30 51 0 51
Number ferms reperting 2 4 1 3 2 1 2 7 5 9 5 17 15 9
Range of acres reported 2-10  3-19 1 3-4 1-13 1 3-7 1=12 2-13 =10 1-6 1-7  l-14 s
Average acres for farms

reporting 6 11 1 31/ 13 1 5 5.7 66 4.7 3.6 3ot Tod 1.9
100 to 139 Acres:
~ Total number farms 15 31 15 31 15 31 15 31 15 31 15 31 15 31
Number farms reporting 1 1 0 2 2 1 0 11 1 8 4@ 12 8 7
Renge of acres reported 1 3 0 5«10 1-2 4 0 1-33 6 223 1-16 1-18 23-14 1-5
Average acres for farms
reporting 1 3 0 3% 13 4 0 10,6 6 649 942 8e2 843 244
140 to 179 Acres:

: er 12 18 12 16 12 16 12 16 12 16 12 16 12 16
Number farms reporting 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 4 4 2 5 8 1
Renge of acres reported ) ) ) 5 ) 5 0 8-10 421 1-6 10=13 4-10 1-36 5%
Average acres for farms

reporting 0 0 0 5 0 5 0 9 10.2 S A 6.6 13,6 55
180 Acres end Over:
" Total number farms 6 10 6 10 6 10 8 10 6 10 6 10 6 10
Number farms reporting 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 6 3 6 0 4 0 0
'1 Renge of acres reported 0 0 0 8 0 14 0 10-100 13-29 1-10 0 =61 0 0
Average acres for farms
reporting 0 0 0 8 0 14 0 34,7 20.3 5e2 0 23,0 0 0
Continued




H H H H : 3 H
' Green Manure $ Truck 2 : : Sorghum 3 : Crop
' ' Crops : Wheat s Barley ' for 3 Peanuts : Failure
s Legume s_Non-Legume : : : : - 3
1 Okfus=:Muskowt kfusesMusko-s Okfus-: Muskows;Okfus-: Musko=-:Jkfus-: Musko=sOkfus-s Muskoe: Okfuse-s;Musko=:Okfus-:Musko-
stkee igee skee igee 3 kee 3 gee tkee :pee skee 1 gee tkee 1 gee 1 kee igee kee igee
All Farms:
Total number farms 8l 152 8l 152 8l 152 8l 152 8l 152 81 152 8l 162 81 152
Number farms reporting 17 14 1 10 20 43 1 11 0 3 20 18 11 0 18 28
Range of acres reported 2«30 lel15 3 lel5 =3 =20 3  5-40 0 3-8  le4 =5 =2 0 £=16 3=32
Average acres for farms )
rlpcrting 9.9 5.6 3 5.4 0.9 3.1 g - 15 0 "'7 1.5 1.6 1.1 0 508 9.4
20 to 59 Acres:
“Totel mumber farms . 18 & 18 44 18 44 18 S 18 44 18 4 18 44 18 &l
Number farms reporting R o "0 1 4 13 0 2 0 0 3 6 2 0 0 7
Range of ecres reported 3 Tl-4 -0 5§ 3=l 3.6 0 =12 0 0 1-2 le2 3=l ¢ 0 0 1-12
Average acres for farms
reporting 3 2 0 5 3 3.3 0 8% 0 0 17 1.2 3/a 0 0 4
60 to 99 Acres: -
To number {arms 30 51 30 51 30 51 30 51 30 51 30 51 30 51 30 51
Number farms reporting 6 4 0 2 8 10 1 1 0 0 (] 4 3 0 8 5
Range of acres reported 4-18 223 0 le8 2-23 120 3 e 0 0 14 13 =1 0 13=16 1-10
Average acres for farms
reporting Le &3 © 2 3/4 4,2 3 8 0 0 18 1,6 0.8 0O 7.2 1l.2
100 to 139 Acres:
~ Total number farms 15 31 15 31 15 31 15 31 15 31 15 31 15 31 15 31
Number farms reporting 7 2 1 4 2 13 0 & 0 0 & 6 3 0 4 9
Range of acres reported 3-24  2e4 5 310 1le2 £=5 0 5«13 ) 0 £1F 1e3 12 0 =7 3=30
Average acres for farms ) »
reporting 12,0 3 3 4.2 1 2,0 © 8% 0 A ¢ i 1.3 ¥ ] 2.6 9.3
140 to 179 Acres:
~ Total mumber farms 12 16 12 16 12 16 12 16 12 16 12 16 12 16 12 16
Humber farms reporting 1 4 0 1 5 5 0 1 0 1 5 2 3 0 3 3
Renge of acres reported 7 6=15 0 7 32 1=5 0 12 0 8 12 35 0 2-11 122
Average acres for farms
reporting ' 7 10,7 0 7 0,85 1.7 0 12 0 8 1.6 246 1.2 0 5o5 10
180 Acres and Over:
er 6 10 6 10 6 10 6 10 6 10 6 10 6 10 6 10
Number farms reporting 2 2 0 2 1 2 0 3 0 2 2 1 0 0 3 4
Renge of meres reported 2-30 4-12 0 2-15 3 2-13 0 25-40 0 3 1 3 0 0 33-7 132
Average acres for farms
reporting 16 8 0 8.6 3 3 0 Sl.7 © 3 1 3 0 0 543 16,2

1/ One farm reported 20 scres of sweet corn.
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13,8 acress On the other hand, only two ferms in Okfuskee County re=-
ported the harvesting of meadows. Pastures and hey crops in general
are found more extensively in luskogee County, No peanuts are grown
on the farms in Muskogee County, wherees 1l farms in Okfuskee County
have acreages of peanuts ranging from one~half to two acres. Cene
for syrup is grown more extensively in Okfuskee County than in
Muskogee County.

Briefly, the cropping system practiced on the farms may be de-
seribed as diversified in type with feed and special crops oceupying
the greater proportion of the cropland.

Productive Livestoock,«==Productive livestock of some kind is found

on 100 percent of the farms surveyed. The prevalence of milk cows,

poultry, snd hogs is a further indication of the diversified nature of

the enterprises engaged in by the groups of Negro farm operators being
Table 17. Number end Percent of Total Farms Reporting Different

Kinds of Productive Livestock, Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties,
1938

3 Okfuskee 3 !ntk;E::
: Number : Percent : Number s ent

Total number of farms 81 100.0 162 100.0

Total number of farms ree~
porting:

Cattle 76 02.6 132 8646

cows 74 91.4 130 85.5

Beef cows 2 245 4 2.6

Bulls 2 2.6 12 79

Calves 62 76.5 102 67.1

Poulzgx 80 98.8 149 98,0

Hosa 67 82,7 130 85.5

Sows 60 74.1 115 76545

Boars 2 2.5 3 2,0

Shoats 18 22,2 40 26.3

Pigs 37 45.7 82 53.9




Teble 18, Number of Animal Units of Productive Livestock, Investment in Productive Livestock,
Average Number of Head of All Cattle, Milk Cows, Poultry, and Hogs, According to Size of the Farm,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

Size of the Farm in Acres

H H
+ All : 20 to 59 3 B0 to 99 : 100 to 1303 140 to 179:180 and
sFarms: 2 : 3 ¢ Over

Qkfuskee County

Number of ferms 8l 18 30 15 12 6
Size of farm 100,.8 40,7 80.3 116.4 156.,7 233.3
Number animal units of productive livestock 3423 2,16 2,63 3.29 5,01 5.70
Number animal units of productive livestoeck
per 100 seres in farm 3.20 5,38 3.27 2.82 3420 2,44
Investment in productive livestock (Dollars) 131 89 103 141 197 234
Average number of head of:
All Cattle 3.1 1.7 2,6 3.4 4,9 6.2
ui]k CO'I'I 1.8 1.2 1.4 1.8 3.1 302
Poultry 36.4 3341 32.4 35,56 39,0 63.5
HDSI 3.3 2.4 3.0 3.1 6.2 Sed
Muskogee County
Number of farms 152 44 51 31 16 10
Size of farm 96.0 41,2 760 118.6 159.5 267.7
Number eanimal units of productive livestock 317 2,04 2,76 3487 3,37 7.49
Number animal units of productive livestock
per 100 acres in farm 3.30 4,95 3.83 3.26 2013 2.80
Investment in Productive livestoek (Dollars) 114 73 94 149 128 276
Average number of head of':
All cattle 2.9 1.7 2.5 3.6 3.4 7.6
mlk COWSB 1.7 1.0 1.5 2.0 1‘9 4.0
Poultry 24,9 18.4 22,1 30,6 28,0 44,7
Hogs 3.9 2.8 3.4 4,7 3.7 10,1

ﬂ
|

£s
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studied. More than 90 percent of the farm operators in Okfuskee
County keep milk cows, 98.8 percent keep poultry, and 82,7 percent re-
port hogs. (Teble 17). The perceatage of the farms in Muskogee
County reporting these kinds of livestock are 85,5, 98.0, and 85.5,
respectively. Only one ferm in Okfuskee and only two farms in Musko-
gee County report no poultry. Less than 3 percent of the 233 opera-
tors report beef cattle.

The influence of family needs upon the numbers of productive live=-
stock is apparent in Table 18, where it is shown that numbers of milk
cows, poultry, end hogs do not inorease in propertion to increases in
size of the farm, In Okfuskee County, for example, an increacse of only
1,13 animel units is associsted with an increase in size of farm from
appr.oximtely 40 acres to 120 acres.

A close oorrc'ht:lon exists between ascres of the principal feed
orops and size of the productive livestock enterprises. (Table 19).

Referring again to the influence exerted by factors other than
size of the farm upon six_o of the livestock enterprises, it is notable
thet farms on which less than five animal units are maintained vary
comparatively little in size., There is no appreciable difference be-
tween acreages of the principal feed crops on farms having less than
four animal units. Farms having from 4,00 to 4.99 units of productive
livestock do, however, report substantial increases in acres of feed
crops over ferms having smaller numbers of livestock.

The production of dairy products rarely exceeds the requirements
for farm and home consumption. There are a few farms on which the
family is not supplied with milk and butter the year round., Poultry
seles are small. Fryers constitute the major source of meat for

femily consumption during the summer months. Approximately 80



Teble 19, Relationship of Size of the Farm, Permsnent Pasture and Acres of Selected Feed Crops
to the Total Number of Animal Units of Productive Livestock,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Cownties, 1938 1/

Wumber of Animal Units of sNumbersAversge: Aores ofshores:hores of thores of Grainihores of GrainiAcres of
Productive Livestock : of :8ize oftPermanent: of : Small : Sorghum for : Sorghum for s Principal
itggo tAverages Farms; Farms s Pasture :Corn s Grain Grain s _ Forage 1Feed Crops
Okfuskee County

All Farns 3,23 81  100,8 29,4 1644 4,5 1.6 2.8 39.4
0‘.00 - 1.99 1.82 28 38.2 24.0 14.0 2.9 .6 2.8 20.3
2.60 - 2.99 2048 20 95.4 8‘.9 14.1 ‘.2 -9 : 2.5 31.6
3.00 « 3,99 3.45 13 94,7 29,56 14,2 6.7 1.6 2.9 2544
4,00 = 4,99 4,37 8 9844 30.4 1846 5.9 34 : 2.5 3064
5.00 - 5.99 5.‘8 ‘ 141.2 48.5 28.3 Z.Z 2,2 1.5 “01
6,00 =« 9,99 7416 4 187.6 33.0 26,5 6o4 36 2.7 39.1
10,00 « 13,99 11,19 4 198,7 65.7 25.2 7.0 4.9 5.3 42,3

Muskogee County

All Payms . 317 1562 96,0 15.7 17.0 649 1.8 1.3 26.0
o"om - 1.99 1.11 68 7‘.9 13.9 14.8 2.1 09 1.4 19.2
2.00 - 2.99 2.‘9 28 101.4 83.5 16.7 5.5 .9 .9 24.0
3400 = 3,99 337 28 75.2 18.9 13.2 2,8 1.0 1.6 18.86
4.% - 4.99 4.56 12 97.5 19.7 19.0 10‘4 3-0 102 33.6
5400 « 5,99 5.49 9 111.2 28.4 20,9 11,8 1.2 2.0 35.9
6400 = 9,99 736 13 17643 50,0 29,4 16,1 o7 1.1 47,3

10,00 = 13,99 12.24 & 215.0 7245 21.0 25.5 1.2 1.5 49,2

Numbers of the prineipel kinds of productive livestock considered the equivelent of one animal unit are
as follows: milk cows, 1; beef cows, l; calves under 1 year, 4; cattle 1 to 2 years of age, 2; hens and
roosters, 1003 chicks, 200, turkeys, 50; sows, 4; pigs under 6 months, 8; end shoats, 5.

o]
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percent of the farms raise enough hogs to supply the family with meat
and lard during tho fall and winter months,

The production of feed orops and the raising of livestock may be
considered the most important attribute of the operation of the farms
under consideration. These complementary enterprises are well balanced
in relation one to the other and appear %o assume such sizes as will
moet the needs for ferm and family consumption. The livestock program
is more essential to the maintenence of the existing level of subsis-

tence than is the oash income from cotton.

Tenure Status of the Farm Operators

More than three-fourths of the farms are operated by temants. In
Okfuskee County 71.6 percemt of the farms are operated by share ten-
ants; in Muskogee County share tenents operate 74,4 percent of the
farms, (Table 20),

The ferms are situated in an area of the State where the percent-
age of tenancy has been high since as early as 1900, when an area now
comprising seven counties in this section of the State reported 63.7
percent of the farms operated by t-mts.a The early development of
tenancy in this section of the State resulted chiefly from the influe-
ence upon type of farming of the one cash crop system of cropping.g/
Another factor influencing temancy in this area is the fact that many

tracts of lend are held by Indians and others who perhaps are more

8/ Nelson, Peter, "lendlord Tenant Relations in the Southwest with
Special Reference to Oklahoma," The Southwestern Social Science Quarter-
ly, Vol. XIX, No. 4, March, 1939, Norman, Oklshoma, p. 364.

9/ Dbid. 366.



Table 20, Classification of the Negro Operated Farms Surveyed in Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties,
Agcording to Tenmure of the Operator and Size of the Farm

T fTotal Number : :
H of PFarms H :
: 3 Ouners _ : ﬁms s 3 Tenants
: Okfuse: Muskoe: a-s Mugko-: : : : -1 %;‘W'm‘jaﬁm
s kee :gee :kee :goe :tkee igee :kee ; gee ¢ igoe : kee :mee 1 keo igeo
To 1
B 8l 152 18 35 10 16 8 19 63 17 5 4 58 113
Percent of all farms operated :
by each temure class 100 100 222 23,0 12,8 " 10,5 9.9 12.5 7.8 77.0 6.2 2.6 71,6 74,4
Percent of sach tenure class
operating farms of all sizes 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 ~ 100 100 100 100
20 to 59 Acres:
Tunber 18 44 5 13 3 9 2 4 13 31 - 1 13 30
Percent of farms 20-59 acres
operated by each tenure class 100 100 27.8 29,5 16,7 20,4 11,1 9.1 782 70,5 - LB 3.8 - 88,8
Percent of each tenure class ” "
operating farms 20-59 acres 22,3 28,2 27,8 37.2 30,0 56,2 25.0 21,0 20,6 26.5 - 25.0 22,4 26,5

60 to E ;%g I:H 3
30 51 3 11 2 6 h ? 5 27 40 2 - 25 40

Percent of farms 60-99 acres

operated by each tenure class 100 100 10.0 21.6 6,7 1l1.8 3.3 2.8 90.0 78.4 6.7 - 83,5 -78.4
Percent of each tenure class
operating farms 60-99 zcres 37.0 3.6 16.¥ 31.4 20,0 37.5 12.5 26.4 42.9 34.2 40.0 - 43,1 35.4
Number 15 31 6 6 3 - 3 6 g 25 1 - 8 25
\ Percent of farms 100-139 acres
. operated by each tenure class 100 100 40,0 19.3 NSO - 20.0 19.5 60,0 80.7 6.7 - 53,8 80.7
Percent of each temure class '
operating farms 100-139 acres 18.5 20,4 33,5 3%.1 30.0 - 37.5 31.6 14,53 21.4 20.0 - 188 82,8
fumber 12 16 3 - 2 - 1 - 9 16 - 2 9 14
Percent of farms 140-179 acres
operated by each tenure class 100 100 2540 - 16.7 - 8,3 - 75.0 100 - 12,5 75.0 87.5
Percent of each temure class . 2ok .
operating farms 140-179 acres 14.8 3056 X8.% - 20.0 - 12,5 - 14,5 15,7 - 50.0 15,5 12.4
6 10 1 5 - 1 1 4 - 8 2 1 3 4.

| ?e:reon:t of farms 180 acres & over _
operated by each temure elass 100 100 16.7 50.0 - 10,0 16,7 40.0 83.3 50.0 33.3 10,0  50.0 40.0
Percent of each temure class _ ; ol
operating farms 180 acres & over 74 6,6 5.5 14.3 - 6.3 12,8  21.0 7.9 4.2 40,0 25,0 5.2 S5
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interested in ownerghip of the land because of the mineral rights in-
volved than as a source of income from a,gri.oultura?/

About one out of nine of the 233 operators own all of the land
operated, Twenty-three percent of them own part or all of the land
operated, BEight of the 81 operators in Okfuskee County own only part
of the farm and rent additional landj in Muskogee County, 19 of the
152 farms are operated by part owners. This comparatively large nume
ber of owners who rent additional land adds emphasis to the prevalence
of *l:sna.rm},n‘1 Lp;roximteiy 90 percent of the farm operations are car-

ried out on rented land.

Table 21, Number of ¥arms Operated by Part Owners, and Average
Number Acres Owned and Rented, (kfuskee and Muskogee Counties,

1538
t Number of : Size of Farm kores s MAcres
County 3 Farms : in Acres 2 Ovmed s+ Rented
Okfuskee 8 104,.8 40.4 6444
Muskogee 19 122.2 5342 69,0

Five of the 8l farms in Okfuskee County, 6.2 percent, are rented
strictly on & cash basis. This form of rental agreement epplied to
only four of the 152 farms in Muskogee County, or 2.6 percent of the
total.

Shere tenants rent upon the popular terms referred to as "third"

and "fourth" shares. One-third of grain and other feed crops and

10/ Klemme, Rendall T., Oklahome Land Ownership Pattern Map, published
n preliminary form with Mimeogrsphed Circular No. 50, Agricultural
Economies Depertment, Oklahoma Agricultural and Mechanieal College,
1939.

1 Owners who rent additional land are not included in the number of
s constituting 77 percent of all operators.
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one-fourth of the cotton crop are paid as share rent on most of the
ferms, That these basic terms are not serving the desired purpose in
all cases is indicated by the number of share tenmants and part owners
who report the payment of fixed sums of cash rent in addition to pay-
ment of the usual shere rent in cotton. (Teble 22). Usually the pay-
ment of supplemental cash rent is made in lieu of payment of a one-
third share in crops other than cotton, This prectice is evidence,
for one thing, of the impracticability of measuring and making delivery
of small quantities of miscellaneous erops. It is much more satisfac-
tory in meny instances to assess & per acre cash rental upon a speci-
fied number of acres of cropland than to attempt & division of mis-
cellaneous erops. Furthermore, the operator is free under such eir-
cumstances to harvest and utilize the crops in the menner best suited
to his needs.
" Table 22, Number of Share Tenants and Part Owners Reporting

the Payment of Supplemental Cash Rent, and Average Cash

Rent Paid per Farm, Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties,
1938

Share Tenants Part Owners
County :Yxm- iPercent of sAverage Cuﬁzﬁm-afa'ccnt_fskﬂnge Cash
sber sTotal Share: Rent Per iber iTotal Part: Rent Per

H :+ Tenants Farm i f : Owners Farm
Okfuskee 12 20,7 $17.58 3 87.% $53.66
lfuskogee 27 23,9 §22,96 8 42,1 $40.62

It should be remembered that the payment of a fixed share of the
ecash crop, eotton, continues as the basic terms of rentel. The spe-

cial terms supplementing the payment of one-fourth of the cotton erop
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merely reflect the tendency of landlords and tenants to establish
equitable and practicsble bases for dividing proceeds of the farm
business.

Only five operators in Okfuskee County rent exclusively for cash,
Only four operators pay cash rent in Muskogee County. The amounts paid
as cash rent vary considerably from farm to ferm in both counties, and
ere consistently higher in Muskogee County. (Table 23).

Table 23, Number of Farm Operators Paying Cash Rent Exclusively,

Size of Farm, snd Amount of Annual Cash Rental,
Okfuskee end Muskogee Counties, 1938

sNumbers Size of Farm : Amount of Annual :Cash Rental
County : of in Acres : Cash Rental tPer Acre of

1 Farms: Renge sAverage ; Range : Average: Cropland
Okfuskee 5 80 to 300 150.6 $40 to $300 §137 $1.38

luskogee 4 40 to 200 120.8 $90 to $250 §160 $2.05

There are special cases in which the farm operator agrees to
carry out certain conservetion measures, such as the building and
maintenance of terraces, in return for which he is entitled to the
use of the non-cotton sereages rent free. Landlords who have such
agreements seemingly are especially interested in maintaining the pro-
ducitivity of their farms and are, therefore, willing in this manner
to reimburse the tenant for sacrifices involved in his carrying out
the desired conservation practices, These farms appear to be above
average in productivity and have been operated for several years by
the same tenant.,

While, in genmeral, it appears that oming all or part of the

land makes no great difference in the orgenization of the farm or the



lines of production engmged in, some particular differcnces are of
enough significance to varrent mention. Pable 24 ).

There is a noticeable tondency for temants to operste larger ferms
than full ovmers, Pert owners operate much larger farms then full
pwmersy Tarms operabed by part cwners are alse slightly lerger than the
forms operabed by share tensnts, Cash tenants operabe lerger farme, on
the average, then any other tenure group. It is significant also that
cash tenanbs plant considerably larger acreages of cotton then other
tenure grouns, this may be interpreted as an indication of the
rocognized tendeney of cash tenanits to emphasize cash ecrops z2s a moans
of widening the mergin between receipts from crops and the annual
rental,

Swamery.-=A comparison of the essential characteristics of organi-
zation of the Hegro opsrated farms included in this study is shown in
Table 254 A high degree of similarity exists between the twe groups of
ferms in regard to the size of the farm snd the nature of the land
classification, Cropland aceounts for twu-thirds of the farm. Pasture
land accounts for one-fourth of the ferm.

Almost identical average numbers of work stock and cattle arc
maintained on the two groups of farms. Jore poultry is kept on
Ckfuskees County farms, while hogs are more numerous on ifuskogee County
farms.

Lend, farm improvements, machinery end squipment, and farm
dwellings ere velued at slightly highor figures ir ‘huskogees than in
Okfuskee County.
on the Fegro operated farms as a whole, cotton and corn each occupy

one-fourth of the cropland. One-fifth of the cropland is idle or



Table 24, Major Characteristics of the Farm Orgenization, According to Tenure of the Operator,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

- All Owners
Farms :_—"Imrl : _ Full Owners
:ﬂ‘ulku shuskogee :Okfuskee :Muskogee 30kfuskee sMuskogee
Percent of total farms in tenure groups 100 100 100 100 12,3  10.5
Number of farms iﬁtmbo ) 8l 152 18 35 10 16
Size of ferm &oroas 100,8 96,0 94,2 96.8 86.7 6645
Cropland Acres) 6245 6544 54,8 69.2 508  44.4
Proportion of farm in cropland Percent) 62,0 68,2 58.2 71.5 59.3 86.8
Pasture land Acres) 29,5 22.5 25,7 10,2 19,9 14,0
Proportion of farm in pasture lend Percent ) 29,2 23,6 2743 19.9 23.2 21.1
Cropland harvested Acres) 45,8 49,1 39,53 5548 87.0 37,6
Pro on of Cropland harvested Percent ) 7342 75,0 71.7 80,7 7249 84.5
Utilization of Cropland:
Cotton (Lcrn ) 16,2 16,5 14,1 14,1 12,8 1l.5
Corn (MI'OI) 1844 16.9 13,6 17.1 13.2 1542
Sorghums, grain and forage (Acres) 4.4 2.4 3.5 2.8 12.8 1.3
Legume s (‘ere') 9.0 3.1 9.3 4.5 8.1 Sel
Work stock !‘unbcrg 2.7 2.8 2.3 2.8 2.5 242
Work stock per 100 acres of cropland Numb er 4.4 4,3 4.2 4,1 4,9 5.0
Animal units of productive livestock Number 323 317 2465 4,35 2,35 3.31
Anima]l units of productive livestock
per 100 acres in farm (muhor} 3.20 3430 2.82 4,50 2,74  4.98
Milk cows Number 1.8 1.7 1.6 2,1 1.5 1.9
Poultry Number 364 24.9 32.7 30.8 23.8 21.7
Swine (¥umber ) 343 3.9 3.2 6.0 2.2 4,7
Total ferm investment Enollarl) 2,381 2,464 2,075 2,854 2,001 1,828
Investment in land Dollars) 1,742 1,842 1,520 2,028 1,581 1,85
Investment in farm improvements (Dollars) 133 144 163 197 115 141
Investment in machinery end equipment (Dollars) 106 121 97 191 65 137
Value of farm dwelling (Dollars) 222 224 317 433 323 357

Continued



Tenant s

Part Owners : ALl Tenants

Shere Tenants

Okfuskee ; uskog ee 1 OkTuskee 1 Muskog ee 1 Okiu skee 1 MUSKOg e $ Okt uske o 3 Mu SO 00

Percent of total farms in tenure

groups 9.9 12,5 100 100
Number of farms 8 19 63 117
Size of farm 104.8 122.2 102,7 95,8
Cropll.nd 59 .9 90,0 64,7 64,3
Proportion of farm in croplend 57.2 73.6 6340 67.2
Pagsture land 3341 33.5 3305 23,5
Proportion of farm in pasture land  31.6 19.3 20,7 24,5
Cropland harvested 42,2 71.2 47,6 47.0
Proportion of cropland harvested 7045 79.1 73.6 73.1
Utilization :

Cotton 15,6 16.4 16.9 15.9

Corn 14,0 18.6 17,2 16.9

Sorghums, grein and forage 4.4 3.8 4,5 2,3

Legumes 10,8 4.0 849 2.7
Work stoeck 2,0 344 2.8 2.8
Work stock per 100 scres of cropland 3,3 3.7 4.4 4.3
Animel units of productive livestock 3.04 5423 3439 2,81
Animel wnits of productive livestock

per 100 scres in farm 2,90 4,28 3.30 2.94
Milk cows 1.6 244 - 19 1.5
Swine Lol Tel ; 3.3 Se3
Total farm investment 167 3,719 2,468 2,348
Investment in lend 444 2,699 1,806 1,786
Investment in farm improvements 221 244 125 128
Investment in machinery and equip-

ment 137 237 107 100
Value of farm dwelling 310 497 194 162

Cash Tenants
6.2 2.6
5] 4
180.6 120.,8
99 .4 78.1
66,0 64,7
44,0 36,9
29,2 30,56
62,8 50.8
63.2 65,0
23.0 18.6
19.0 17.2
6.3 1.2
14,9 2.9
4.2 3.1
‘.2 ‘.0
5,98 3.88
3,97 3422
33 2.1
T1.9 14,1
3.1 4,9
3,439 2,870
1,944 2,408
450 73
303 71
394 g5

71.6
58

98,6
6l.7
62.6
29 .4
20,8
46.3
75.0

16.3
17.0
4.4
8.4

2.7
4.4
3417

3,21

1.8
34,5

343

2,384
1,794
o7

90
177

T4.4
113
94,9
63,8
6743
28.0
24,3
46,9
7345

15,8
16.8
2.4
2.7

2.8
4.4
2,78

2493

1.5
23.4

3.3

2,330
1,764
130

101
164

£9
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fallow. The remainder of the cropland is devoted to grain sorghums,
peas, oabs, legumes, peanuts, btruck end miscellaneous erops. The dif-
ferecnces in scresges of minor crops grown on the two groups of farms
reflect the differences between the two type-of-farming areas in which
the farms are situated. |

“ne to two tesms of work steck are common to most of the ferms.
Family lebor constitutes the chief scuree of labor on the ferms. The
larger families are situated on larger farms and cultivate larger
eoreages.of cotton.

Seventy-soven percent of the 233 Wegro operated farms are operated
by terants. Slightly wore then 50 percent of the lend is fenant

operated.



Table 25. Average Size of Farms, Classification of Land in Farms, Utilization of Cropland, Livestock
Numbers, and Value of Total Farm Investment, Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

Counties : Number: in : Crop- :Pasture; Other : : 1Sorghums : : : oiher : 1dle or

: Farms : Farms: land : Land :land 2/: Cotton; Corn : 1/ :Legumes: Oats : Crops : Fallow
Okfuskee 81 100.8 62.0 29.2 8.8 26.0 26,2 6.9 14,3 +8 4,9 21.5
Muskogee 162 96.0 68.2 23,5 8.3 25,7 88,8 3.7 4.7 6.9 14.2 20.0

: : Number of Animals per H Investment per Farm in

: Number: 100 Acres in Farm i Total ¢t T Yarm :Machinery: Yarm

: Farms ; WOrk : ALL & Milk ; s s Farm : Land :Improve-; and :Dwelling

$ : Stock 3 Cattle: Cowe : Poultry : Hogs : Investment: iment tEquipment:
Okfuskee 81 B,y 3.1 1.8 36.1 3.2 92,381 $1,742 $133 $105 8222
Muskogee ™8 89 Rl A8  Wa 41  $2,464 $1,842 fl4 12 $224

1/ sorghums for grain and forage.

2/ Includes waste land, farmstead, and rosds and wooded or non-wooded land not pastured,

a9



CHAPTIER IV
THE INCOME LEVBL OF KEGRO OPERATED FARMS I QKLAHCHA
Farm Income

The purpose of the following discussion is twofold. First, the
Fegro operated farms in Okfuskee and MNuskogee counties will be examined
with a view to determining the adequaey of the farm income to yield a
fair return to the capital investment, labor, and menagement. The
level of earnings will be considered from the point of view of the
self-sufficing type farm., Second, an atbtempt will be made to determins
the characteristics of organization and management having closest as-
sociation with profitebleness of liegro operated farms in Oklehome ns
reflected by farm income,

Incomes earned by the farms represent normal or typical returns
for such farms only to the extent that the physical, biological, end
" scononic conditions prevailing at the time of production approach nor-
maley. It is common knowledge that the farmer must reckon with
changing weabther conditicns, incursions of insects and rodents, dis-
eases of plants and livestock, chenges in prices, and other variable
factors in his efforts to earn a livelihood, and that a slight veria=
tion in one or more of these factors may alter materially the fermer's
income in eny given yesr. It is important, thereofore, that physical
and economic conditions existing during 1938 be considered in reviewing
the incomes earned by the Negro operated farms ineluded in this study.

The farms in the eres studied have been referred to as being of &
self~sufficing type. Then employed in this peper in describing type of
farming the term "self-sufficing” denotes a system of farming under

which a considerable portion of the staple commodities consumed on the

66
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farm and in the home arc obteined directly from the farm, and implies
that the farm produces comparatively little in excess of the guantities
thus consumed. In other words, the term indicates a minimum of depend-
ence upon outside sources for the necessities of life, and a relatively
low return from the farm above subsistence for the farm family,

A minimum of subsistence for the farm family, or & bare living,
must be produﬁed by the farm if it is to afford a home for the farmer
who is devoid of other sources of income., If the farm is to be con-
sidered a business enterprise it must yileld something in excess of a
minimuwn in subsistence for the farm fmnily. The degree to which earn-
ings exceed mere subsistence on a glven type of operating unit is a
measurement of the success of the farm as a business undertaling.

The records reveallﬁhat an average of $473 is earned as farm income
on the 81 farms in Okfuskee County. Farm income for the 152 farms in

1
Huskogee County averages $390.  (Table 26).

Farm income veries widely among the farms. In Okfuskee County two
farm operators report farm expenses in excess of farm receipts, with the
result that net losses are sustained in the respective amounts of §76
and $34. Two operstors in Muskogee County likewise report nepative farm
incomes, the amounts being $52 and $20. The most successful form in

each of the counties earns slightly wmore than {2,000,

1/ Farm income as used in this study is the amount by which the total
farn receipts plus increases in inventories exceed the total cash
operating expenses plus decreases in inventories, Farm income is the
term applied to the sum earned by the farm as a composite retuwrn o

(1) the capital investment, (2) the operator, as a labor and meragement
wage, end (3) the family, as payment for labor expended on the farm,
Farm income does not refleet the value of farm products consumed in the
NOME e



Table 26, Returns to Operator and Family Labor, Total Farm Investment,
and Menagement, According to Levels of Ferm Income,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

Farm Income t : Returns to :Operator's Labori;Rate Earned on: Tobtal :Operator's Estimate

3 iNumbersOperator end: and Mansgement : Total Farm : TFarm of Velue of
Range + Average 1+ of :Family Labor: + Investment :Investment: Femily Labor

t(Dollers): Farms: (Dollars) (Doni:l) :+ (Percent) : (Dollars): (Dollars)

(kfuskee County

All Fearms 473 81 354 283 1.78 2,381 71
Under §249 125 26 33 =1 -14,67 1,832 34
$250 to $499 369 29 270 219 -2.14 1,978 51
$500 to §749 596 12 459 374 5,52 2,725 76
$750 and Over 1,158 15 986 808 16,81 3,796 168

Muskogee County

All Farms 390 152 266 200 -1.48 2,464 66
Under $249 L a7 45 4 «13.66 1,919 41
$250 to §499 371 67 253 174 =296 2,359 79
£500 to $749 611 30 461 383 B, 77 3,004 78
§750 and Over 1,185 8 956 907 16,94 4,581 49

89
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About 30 percent of the farms in each county earn farm incomes of
less than #250, Twenty-five farms in Ckfuskee County earn an averape
of only %125 as ferm income., TForty-seven farms in Huskogee ounty eern
an average of $140 as farm income. (Table 26). These figures quite
definitely are too low to afford a fair return on the capital invest-
ment, pay 8 labor end mamagement wage to the farm operator, and wages
to Tamily labor. For the 25 ferms in Okfuskee County esrning less
than $250 only 533 is paysble to the operator and his femily as & re-
turn for their lebor, and to the operator for his manpagerial efforts.

The 47 farms in Musﬁpgee County earning less than {250 pay only 45 for
2

the same purposes.

If the sum representing returns to the operator and family labor’
is reduced by the value of the femily lebor esctually expended on the
farm, as estimated and reported by the farm operator, it is found that
in Muskogee County only $4,00 remains es en annual return to the opera-
tor for his labor and menagerial efforts., This group of farms in
Okfusltee County lacks one dollar per farm of earning enough as farm in-
come to cover the estimated value of the family labor after zllowance
is made for a roturn of § percent on the total farm investment. The
low figwe at which the value of family labor is estimated is signifi-
cant in this conrection. Family lebor expended on the Okfuskee County
ferms under discussion is valued at only 34 for the year. The cor=-

responding figure for Muskogee County is 54l.

g/ The item "Returns to Operator and Family Lebor", is calculated by
subtraeting from farm income a sum equivalent to 5 percent of the btotal
farm investment. A rate of § percent is considered a fair return upon
funds invested in the farm business in this area.
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Farm income on the 72 farms earning less than $250 lacks o sunm
equivalent te about 14 percent of the total farm investment of being
sufficient %o pay any returns whatsoever on the capital investment.é/

Twenty-nine of the 81 farms in Ckfuskee County earn from $250 to
$499 as farm income. ~ Sixty-seven of the 152 farms in Muskogee Counby
are of this income level. =Rxactly 67 percent of the farms in Qkfuskee
Coumty and 75 percent of the farms in Muskogee County earn incoumes of
less than 500, At this level of income the farms are unable to pey
any return whetsoever on the total farm investment, and can pay only
approximately $200 to the operator as & labor snd manegement wage.
Farms earning no more then $500 as fern income cannot, therefore, be
considered prefiteble from the business point of view.

Only twenty-seven, 33 percent, of the farms in (kfuskee County
and 38, 25 percent, of the farms inlmuskogee County earn enough as
farm inoome to afford a fair retuﬁn to investment, labor, and manage-
ment, Heflerence to Table 26 willéshaw thet farms earning from $500 %o
8749 as farm income are capable of paying the operator sbout $375 as
an annual labor and management wage after allowing a return of 5 per-
cent on the total farm investment and payment of family labor. If the
operator and his family are allowed falr returns for their lebor, al-
most 6 percent is then payeble on the total farm investment. These
farms, a total of 12 in kfuskee Counby and 30 in Huskogee County, may
e considered reasonably successful insofar as returns to cepital,

labor, and menagsment are concerned.
The twenty-three farms on which more than $750 is earned as farm

income are unusumlly successful. These farms pay approximately $850

3/ In ecalculating Rate Earned, $360 is arbitrarily set as a fair an-
%ha% return to the operator for his labor exclusive of managerial ef-
OIrGSe
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to the operator as a labor and management wage and earn about 17 per-
cent on the total farm investment. Slightly more than 1,100 as farm
income is earned on & total capital investment of epproximately
24,000,

The 233 farms may be divided roughly into two classes from the
stendpoint of eernings, e&s follows: (1) the 168 farms on which less
then 4500 is earned as farm income, and (2) the 85 farms on which sums
in excess of §500 are earned as Tarm income. Earnings of the farms -
included In the first group are inadequate te afford feir returns %o
the productive agents. The 65 farms in the latter group on which
satisfactory returns are earned constitute only 28 percent of the
total and possess uousual characberistics as to size, orgenization,
snd menagement, as will be shown later,

A majority of Hegro operated farms in this arca are farms on
which the prime accomplishment of the operator is thot of providing a
livipg for the family. This is characteristioc of self-sufficing

4/
ferms, Assuming that the method employed here in measuring the suc-
cess of the farm is scund in respect Lo this particular type of farm,
the deta show conclusively that st least 70 percent of the Hegro
operated farms are yielding lower returns on the capital investment
than may roesonably be expected in other fields of investment. The
fact that the farms continue in operati on under such seemingly
paradoxical circumstences suggests the guestion as to whether or not

under present conditions, the factors of production are

4/ A definition compiled by the Committes on Farm lanagement
Terminology of the Americen Farm Economics Association Follows:
“Self=gufficing farming is farming in which the prineipal occupation
of the operator is the production of farm products for use of the farm
Pamily."
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over-cepitalized. Several aspects of the situation seem to suggest
that the farms are undergoing & process of adjustment. For one thing,
there is little evidence of the reinvestment of capital in the form of
new machinery, ferm improvements, and the like., This may indicate an
indirect withdrawal of capital from this form of investment. The com-
paratively high average age of the present farm operators and the lack
of young men starting in the farm business seem to indicate that the
tendency to subdivide the farms into smaller units has reached a
turning point, and that the future trend will be in the direction of
larger farms.

A peculiar trait of Negro operated farms is their tendency to
present a poverty striocken appearance regardless of differences in
profitableness. The impression formed in passing through sections of
the State having large numbers of Negro farm people is that the stand-
ard of living is comparatively low and that a high degree of uniform-
ity obtains esmong the ferms in respect to incomes earned. A majority
of the farms included in this study, it is true, are of such an ine
come level that & poverty stricken appearance cannot be avoided, but
the ones earning satisfactory incomes as a rule present the same out-
ward appearance. From the foregoing discussion it logically might be
expected that farms earning under §500 should present a much more
poverty stricken appearance then those earning satisfactory returns on
the capital investment. That such is not the case, however, is plainly
shown in Table 27, As a matter of fact dwellings and farm improvements
are valued at slightly higher figures on farms reflecting lower

earnings.



73

Teble 27. Value of Farm Dwelling and Farm Improvements on
Farms Barning Above and Below $500 as Farm Income,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

Farm Income t+ Number of t+ Value of Farms:Value of Farm
£ 8 Farms t Dwelling : Improvements

Range & Average + (Dollars) EDonu‘-)
sﬁﬁn—ﬁ&ﬁo—:mua-ﬂuiko—: Ukfus- shusko=s 8=-:1Musko~
tkee sgee : kee 1gee : kee sgee 3 kee igee

Under $500 256 274 54 114 224 234 107 354

$500 and
Over 808 732 27 38 217 195 185 170

The outward appearance of the farm improvements and the farm
dwelling is no reliable oriterion by which to judge the relative pro-

fitableness of Negro operated famms,

Factors Influencing Farm Income

What attributes of organization and management have closest as-
sociation with incomes earned by Negro operated farms in Oklahoma?
The answer to this question is clearly suggested by the data in Table
28, Here it appears that the factors having closest relationship to
farm income are (1) size of the farm, (2) yields of cottom and corn,
and (3) returns per $100 invested in productive livestock. Of these,
the factor of greatest influence upon income is the size of the famm
business. The influence of size upon income is apparent not only in
the total mumber of acres in the farm but in (a) acreages of cotton,
corn, and legumes, and (b) the totel number of animal units of pro-
ductive livestock. Farms earning less than §250 as farm income average
78 acres in size, have about 12 acres of cotton and 12 acres of corn,

whereas the farms earning §750 and more as farm income average about



Table 28, Relationship of Selected Factors of Organization and Management to Farm Income,
Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

a- - e e S ——— e ———

Farm Income t % 3 Cotton t 1 Corn : Productive Livestock sPercent : Legume s
sHumber: Size 3 sPercentt ) tPercents ;Number : Number jReturns Per $100 :Returns Pers of tAcressPercent
: t of : of Aeres:t of Yield slores: of :Yield 1+ of :A. U. PeriInvested in Pro- : 100 Acres :Cropland: : of
Renge 1 Average : Farms: Farm 3 ¢ Crop- 3(Pounds)s 1 Crop- :(Bush-:Animal :100 Acressdustive Livestock: in Farm Terraced: t Crop=
:(Dollars)s : (Acres): : land . : land s els) :Units : in Farm 3 (Dollars) 1 (Dollars) P s lend
Okfuskee County
Under $250 125 25 7842 12,3 24,9 186 10,2 20,5 14.2 2,08 2464 36,24 354,02 42,2 6.7 13.4
$250 to §499 369 29 93.5 14,7 2644 243 14,1 25,3 19,8 3.10 Se31 53.50 71.50 48,7 8.3 15.0
$500 to §749 5956 12 108,2 18.3 2642 235 12,0 27,2 17.2 267 2047 47,30 47,15 678 945 1346
$750 and Over 1,158 15 146.8 24.2 26,4 325 29,0 31l.7 20,1 5.88 4,00 95430 163,08 47,0 13.6 14.9
Muskogee County
All Farms 390 152 96,0 15,5 23,7 229 16,9 25,8 15,2 3,17 3430 42,38 50,55 20,9 3.l 4.7
Under $250 140 47 78.1 12.0 22,3 180 13.0 24,2 1l.3 3,00 3484 31.686 42,63 29,9 2,0 346
$250 to $499 371 67 92,9 14,6 22,0 212 17.0 2646 15.2 2,79 3401 42,60 46,84 16.,6. 2,7 4,1
$600 to $749 611 30 120,0 19,1 2641 233 19.9 27.2 16,6 4,056 337 51,75 66,50 1546 4,5 el
’750 and Over 1'185 8 137.0 29,8 30.5 404 28.9 29-5 2309 5.?5 275 50,39 “.90 31.’ 7«6 TeB
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140 scres in size and have nearly 30 acres each of cotton and corn.
VWhile larger numbers of productive livestock are associated with
higher incomes, the relationship in this case is not quite so direct
as between acreages of the principal crops and income.

The relationship between size of the farm and income is fwr ther
evidenced by the data in Teble 29, Here it is shown that farm income
inereases consistently with increases in size of the farm, acres of
cotton, acres of corn, and numbers of snimel units of preductive live-
stock. Farms averaging approximately 40 acres in size earn farm in-
comes amounting to $236 in Okfuskee and $278 in Muskogee County, while
the farms including 180 acres and more earn respective average incomes
of $750 and §575.

Efficiency in carrying out the productive enterprises is closely
associated with farm income., The 256 farms in Okfuskee County on which
less than $250 is earned as farm income report cotton yields of 186
pounds per acre as compared to yields of 325 pounds per acre for the
15 farms in this county earning from $750 to $2,122 as farm income,
The variation 1ﬁ yields of cotton as related to farm income is wider
still in Muskogee County. The farms having above average yields of
cotton earn farm incomes almost double those earned by farms on which
the yield of cotton is below average. (Table 30). Farms producing
below average ylelds of cotton are of about the same size as farms
having high cotton yields.

Efficiency in the handling of productive livestock, as indicated
by returns upon the livestock investment, bears & direct relationship
to farm income alsc. (Teble 31), Farms on which the returns from

productive livestock are less than §25 per $100 of investment in



Table 29, Relationship of Farm Income and Selected Factors of Urganization and Management
to 8ize of the Farm, Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1838

Size :f Farm : 4 : Cotton $ _Corn . = _ FProductive Livestock sPercent ; Lo};mn
in Acres tNumber: : sPercents : tPercent : :Number; Number :Returns Per $l00 :Returns Per: Of : sPercent
: t of 1 Farm theres: of tYieldsAcres: of tYield: of :A. U. Per:Invested in Pro- : 100 Acres : Crop-~ :Acres: of
Range tAverage:Farms ¢ Income @ : Crop~- : $ 2 Crop=- : sAnimal :100 Acres:ductive Livestock: in Farm ¢ land : Crop-
F : :(Dollars): : land : 2 land : Units: in Farm ¢ (Dollars) : {(Dollars) :Terraced: : land
Okfuskee County
All Farms 100.8 8l 475 16.2 26,0 261 16.4 26.2 18.4 5,85 3.20 64.55 83,58 49,8 9.0 14,3
20- 59 40,7 18 256 9.4 28.4 244 10.4 31.5 19.9 2.18 B5,32 77.49 169.98 "5l.2 3.9 11.7
60- 99 80.3 30 411 13.6 26.9 269 14,1 27.9 20,4 2.63 3.27 51.27 65,61 44,2 7.9 15.6
140-179 146,7 12 713 21.7 23.9 235 25.4 28,0 14,8 5.01 3.20 59.55 55.80 54.2 14.1 15.5
180 & Over 233.3 6 750 30.1 22,7 261 25.2 18,9 16,5 5.70 2,44 56,86 57.14 6l.5 16.4 12.3
mnkoﬁn countg
All Farms 96.0 152 390 15.8 25.7 220 16.9 25.8 15.2 35,17 5.8 42,38 50.556 20.9 S.1 4.7
20- 59 41,2 44 278 B.7 £6.9 217 10.0 31.8 13.0 2.084 4,95 31.74 56.27 40.9 L % 1 3.3
60~ 9% 76.0 51 393 14.2 25.2 238 l6.5 =29.2 15.4 2.78 3.68 36.57 45,10 19.2 3.2 5.7
100-139 118.6 31 421 18.1 22,7 242 18,9 235.6 15,8 3.8 35.26 42,55 53.03 10.7 4.6 5.7

180 & Over 26%7.7 10 575 31.0 20.4 188 30.0 19.7 15.9 7.49 2.8 60,17 62,08 22.0 5.5 3.6




livestock report incomess of sbout D380 as comparsed to incomes of
&

slie

(i

htly more than $600 for farms on which productive livestock ylelds
reburns of §75 or more per $l00 of investment. It is interesting to
note that the ferms in Okfuskee County earning highest returns on pro-
ductive livestock are slightly smaller in size, have higher yields of
cotbon, corn, end higher rebturns from productive livestock per 100
ecres in the farm, The point of significance here is that whatever
hendicap may result from the comparatively small size of these farms
is more then offset by higher yields from crops and livestoek so that
farm income is meintained at e satisfactory level.

Upon the basis of the data referred to in the foregoing paregraphs
of this seetion, 1t may be concluded that the factor of greatest im-
portence in determining earnings of the Fegro farms included in this
study is size of the ferm business. The wide varistion in earnings of
the farms is attributable in o large measwe to the variation in the
actual nunber of acres of cotton, corn, and other feed crops, and in
the actual nurbers of produwctive livestock. The tendency of operators
oa the smell ferms to devote higher proportions of the cropland to the
production of cobtton snd corn and to maintain lerger numbers of pro-
ductive livestock per IOG"aores in the .farm is evidence of their at-
tompts to overcome the'hanéicap éf en insdequete size of farm., (Teble
29j. The higher degreé of infensity of operation on the small farms
resulting from such & téhdencj_legds t0 more rapid depletion of re=
sources, &n increase in'waste‘land, and general lowering of producti-

vity of the farm.



Teble 30. Relationship HBetween Farm Income and Selected Factors of Orgenization
and Management for Farms Having Above and Below Average Yields of Cotton,
Okfuskee snd Muskogee Counties, 1938

All Ferms

?amxs Having
Below Average
Yields of Cotton

Okfuskee i1 Luskogeo

s 2

$ Fermg Heving
: Above Average
+ Yields of Cotton

Okfuskee : MusSKOges 3 OKIUBKee tlluskogee

Rumber of farms included

Size of farms in acres

Farm income, (Dollars)

Acres of cotton

Percent of cropland in cotton

Yield of cotton, (Pounds)

Aeres of corn

Percent of cropland in corn

Yield of corn, (Bushels)

Number of animel units of produetive
livestock

Fumber of animal units of productive
livestock per 100 acres

Returns from productive livestock per $100
invested in productive livestock

Percent of croplend terraced

Acres of legumes

Percent of cropland in legumes

81
100,8
473

16,2

26,40
251

164

2642

18,4

3423

150
9645

394
15.7
2349

229
17,0
25,8
15.2

3419

44 78
845 100.4
319 328
15,7 16,2
25.6 24.1
179 151
14,9 15,5
24,2 2341
14,7 12.8
8430 3428
3435 3621
51.97 42,93
50.8 24,9
9.1 2e6
14,8 348

37
103.4
6566

16.8

2645
331

18.1

2845

22,0

3.15

3404
78.2%
48.7

8.8
13.8

72
92.3
466
15.1
2345
319
18.7
29,0
17.4

3411

34387
42,93
16.2

346
547




Table 31. Relationship of Farm Income and Selected Factors of Organization and
Management to Returns per §100 Invested in Productive Livestoock, Okfuskee and Muskogee Counties, 1938

Returns Per $100 Invested : : : Cotton : Corn : Productive Livestoek sPercent: Legumes
In Productive sNumber: Size : ' Percent: P sPercents sNumber: Number :Returns Per: of @ sPercent
Livestock s of ¢ of ¢ TFarm : Acres: of 1Yield: Acres: of :Yield: of :A. U, Per: 100 Acres : Crop- : Aores: of
B t Average ¢t Farms: Farm : Inocome : s Crop= s : Crop= 1 sAnimal :100 Acres: in Farm s land + Crop=
: llars) s :(Dollars)s s land 3 s land s+ Units: in Farm : (Dollars) :Terraced: 1 land
Okfuskee County '
All Parms 64,55 8l 100,8 473 16,2 26,0 251 16.4 26:.2 18.4 S5.23 3420 B83.58 49,8 240 14,3
O=$24,99 300 25 87.5 345 15,1 26.2 233 13.7 23.9 16.0 2,12 2043 5.11 60.1 8.6 14,9
£25-374,99 46,66 36 117.9 480 184,56 26,6 246 173" 24,8 17,6 3.68 3.12 57.48 40.9 9.6 13.8
§75=0ver 140,17 20 86,8 621 13.6 24,2 291 18,1 82,2 22:2 5.8 4,38 248,85 56.6 8,3 14,9
| Muskogee County
0=§24,99 4,57 54 8l.0 366 15.2 24,9 231 14,6 24,0 14,2 2,76 3403 4,96 21.5 3.2 5.3
$25-§74.99 41.92 78 90.4 402 15.1 24,2 232 ‘168 27:.0 15:2 8,17 3.50 60,36 20.8 23 3.7
§75-Over 104,28 20 131.0 433 17.6 19,7 214 23,6 23.4 18.6 4,08 3.11 109.656 20,0 5.8 6.5




CHAPTER V
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The first Negroes to enter the territory now included in the State
of Oklahoma were brought here by the Five Civilized Tribes who emigrated
from the ecotton producing states of the South during the early part of
the nineteenth century, The availability of slave labor end the fact
that the Indians were accumstomed to agricultural pursuits led to the
early development of cotton production and the expeansion of slavery in
the Indian Territory,

Agricultural utivﬂi:lu of the Five Civilized Tribes were serious-
ly disrupted by the Civil War and permamently altered by the granting
of freedom and tribal membership to the former slaves pursuant to the
Treaties of 1866 end subsequent legislation. Not only were the former
Negro slaves granted complete freedom and membership, qualified in some
instences, in the Indian tribes but provisions were made whereby they
shared in the allotment of Indien lands which were consummeted near the
turn of the century. Thus the future of the Negro as an agriculturist
in the State was laid by his association with the Indian tribes to whom
he wes formerly bound in involuntary servitude.

The receipt of 40 acre tracts of Indian land by the freedmen was
of profound importance to the Negro fermers in Cklahoma, Participation
in the allotments of Indian lands was & strong influence in determining
the location of Negroes in certain areas of the State. Evidence of this
lies in the fact that at the time of the 1910 census Negro farmers in
the State were loocated almost exclusively within the boundaries of the
Indian Territory as it was defined just prior to the begimming of the

Civil Wer, Concentration at time of statehood of Negro farmers at
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perticular points within the area ineluded in the original Indisn
Territory mey be sttributed to the influence of physicael and econouwie
fesctors upon the origzinal location of tribal populations at thess
points,

The area containing the highest concantration of Negro feram opere-
tors at the time of the 1910 census ineludes Okfuskee, Muskogee,
Yegoner, Jkmulgee, snd Holntosh bounties. (Figure 1), Vhils the num-
bers of Negro farmers in the State have insrecased materially since thet
" time, their incresmse has not been in proportion to that of other
classes. This proportionete decline in numbers of Negro farm operators
has been greatest in the areas which never were thickly settled by
Negroes, An sxception te this, however, is appsrent in Tillmex,
Jeckson, Kiowa, Greer, snd Caddo counties in the southwestern pasrt of
the State where the numdbers of Yegro fearmers have ipcresased in propor-
tlon to whites. It is notable thet the area referred to shove as
having the largest numbers of Negroes in 191C reported still higher
proportions of Megro farmers in 1830.

Tpon the basls of records of the farm business for the calendar
year 1888, obtained through personal inberviews with 233 farm operators
situated lergely in the Roley and Taft communities of (kfuskee and
thuskoges eounties, it ls foumd that Wegro operated ferms in Oklshoma
are comparatively small and terd to include multiples of 40 acve
tractse The 81 farms surveyed in Okfuskee County average 100,83 asres
in size while the 162 farms in Muskogee County aversge 96.0 ocres. An
in”luonee of the participation of the freodmen in the allotment of
Indian londs can Be seen in the tendency of the farms %o include

multiples of 40 acre tracks.



Sbout twoethirds of the land on these farms is classified as crop-
lend and the proportion of the farm in cropland deoreases as tho size
of the farm is ineoreased. Pasture land includes shout one=fouvrth of
the fearm. One £if4h of the eroplend is idle or fallow. A hizh pore

sentage of the lend reported as idle or fallow on smell ferms is made

o~

up of weste cropland which, in most cases, is lying idle hecause the
aoil is so badly roded osr otherwise depleted of patural fertility that
its use for crops is no longer sconoaically feagibvle. That small farms
are more intensively operated than lerge farws is further indicated by
the feet that & hizher percentape of thelr land is wliliged for crops,
end by the fast thet o sonsideratly higher propertiosn of the furn is
classel ag vasts londe Isadequecy of size of the farm may, therefore,
be considered an Important influence in the rapid deterioration of the
farus operebed hy egrees in Uklahoma.

Cokbon 1s éraducad or: 811 bub two off the 233 Pfarms and occuples
shoub 18 asres per farn, or sboub one-Tourth of the cropland. Jorn is
seeond in Imporbznce in the cropping systeon and accounts for snother
one~fourth of tho cropland. Proportionalely less of the cropland on
larze forms 1s devoted to cotton and corn than on amall farms. Serghums
srovn for oll purposes constitubte the third major crop.

Lepumes ané peas ars more extonsively srown in Okfuskes than in
Inglwoges Upundy, while the reverse ls true with respecet to cats and
other swall gralzs. Cane Por syrup, poanuts, and ether minor crops are .

mora oxtensively prown in Tkfuskee Coundy. These differonces Lelween

the cropuing systenms ovidence the fack that the legro, like other forn
operetors in Sklshors, tends to practice the type of farming suilted to

the area in whieh he is situsited.
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The large number of acres snd variety of feed and miscellaneous
ecrops show conclusively thet Negro fermers in Oklahoma are not prac=
ticing the so called "one-crop" system of farming generally associated
with the Negro, the South, and cotton production, While it is obvious
that cotbon is the ounly eash crop of any importence, the cropping
sys%em by no wmeans cer be Lermed a one-crop syétemg

The production of feed crops and the raising of livestock in
anounts such as will meet farm end femily needs is the most important
genersal chsracteristic of the organization of the Negro operated farms
in Oklshoma, Productive livestock of some kind is foumd on 100 percent
of the farms. Humbers of the various kinds of livesteck, which seem to
be determined more by the needs of thé family for livestock products
than by other influences such as size of the farm, usually consist of
from one to two milk cows, 30 to 40 chickens, end from two to three
hogse The livestock program is more essentiel %o the existing level
of subsistence on these Negro operated farms then is cash income from
cotton.

Farm investment on the average totals ebout §2,400 per farm,
three-~fourths of which is in lend. With the possible exception of
land, all items comprising the tobtal farm investment sre assessed at a
very low figure which is an indication of the depreciated state of pro=-
ductive capital and farm improvements,

The proportion of the total farm'investmentyattributable to the
respective ltems remeins practically the same regerdless of changes in
size of the farm.

The smellest ferms maintein the highest investment per acre in

all prineipal items of investment.
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An inerease above approxiwmabtely 160 acres in the size of the farm

vbstantial additions to the capital investment im the form of
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machinery and sguipmente

Werk stock accounts for a hipgher percentage of the totael farm ine
vestment then either machinery and squipment or farm lmprovements,
learly one-half of the farms arc cultiveted with one team. A direct
relationship exists betwesn the number of work animels end size of the
farm, amount of cropland, investment in machinery and equipment, and
tho value of hired and unpaid femily labor. Investment in wmachinery
acd cquipment on farms using four or move head of work stock is more
than double thet on farms using thres heeds [amms using fowr or more
head of work stock average approximately 180 acres in size and con=~
stitute only 22 percent of the total. vVhen the size of the farm is in-
creased above 150 to 160 acres it is necessary to increase the uuwmber
of work stock to {our or more head and to more than double the wmachine
ery outlay.

Lerge Negro families tend to become situated on the larger farms
end to produce mors covbon than small families, The awount paid for
kirod lebor 1s imversely related to the nwder in the family werking on
the farm. The tendency of operators having available large amounts of
family labor to become situated on farms where large acreages of cotton
can be planted is a strong influence in perpetuating cotton as the
principal orop on Hegro operated farms. ¥o obher farm enberprise is so
well adapted Lo the scasonal mature of the family labor supply of the
Negro farm operator., The unprofitebleness of cottou productinn and the
restriction of cotton acresges in recent years hes, however, lessened

the econozie advanbage of having large numbers of family laborers.



Seventy=seven percent of the 233 ferms are operated by tenants.
More than 90 percent of the farm operations are carried out on rented
land, Fifty-eight of the 81 farms in Okfuskee County and 113 of the
152 farms in Muskogee County are operated on the share rent basis,
Thirty-nine of the 171 share tenants and 11 of the 21 owners who rent
additional land report the payment of a cash rental in addition to one-
fourth of the cotton produetion., As a rule, these supplementary pay-
ments are made in lieu of the payment of the customary one-third share
in erops other than cotton. The number of cases in whieh special terms
of rental are in effeet further indicate the tendency of landlords and
tenants to estsblish equitable and practiceble bases for dividing proe
ceeds of the farm business, Payment of a fixed shere of the cash crop,
cotton, continues, however, as the basic terms of rental.

Farm incomes range from negative $76 to §2,122, The 81 ferms in
Okfuskee County earn sn average of §473 as farm income as compared to
an average of $390 for the farms in Muskogee County.

Sixty-seven percent of the farms in Okfuskee County end 75 percent
of the farms in Muskogee County earn incomes of less than §500. At
this level of income the farms are unable to pay any return whatsoever
on the total farm investment and can pay only §200 to the operator as
an annual labor and menegement wage. It would seem, therefore, that
farms on which no more than $5600 is earmed es farm income more nearly
represent a job for the operator and his family than a business. As is
characteristic of self-sufficing farms, the prime accomplishment of the
operator of a farm of this income level is that of providing a living

for the family.
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The 65 farms on which satisfactory retwrns are earned posséss lle
usual cherascteristics s to size, organizetion, and menageoment. The
factor of greatest importence in datenaining earnings of Negro operated
farms is size of the farm business, The influence 6f glze upon income
is apparent not only in the total number of seres in the ferm but in
acreages of the principal crops and nwmbers of »roductive livestocke.
FParms earning less then $250 as farm income average 78 scres in size,
have about 12 scres of cotton ;nd 12 acres of corn, end an aversage of
from two to three animal wnits of productive livestock, whereas farms
earning $750 and more ms farm income average 140 acres in size, have
rearly 30 acres of cotton and 30 acres of corn, and weintain an averege
of from four to six enimal units of preductive livestock.

At least 70 percent of the Negro operated farms are wielding
lower returns on the total farm investment than may reesonsbly be ex=
pected in other fields of endeevor.

Negro operated farms possess the pecullar trait of presenting a
uniformly poverty stricken appearence regardless of differences in pro-
fitebleness, ﬁansequently, the ouvinrard appearance of the farm improve-
ments and the farm dwelling is no reliable criterion by which to judge

the relative profitableness of this class of farms.
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Appendix Teble 1. Negro Population and the Proportion of Negro in Total Population for Southern States,
1930, 1920, 1910, 1900, 1890, and 1880

1 : ro Population 3 Percentage Negro in Total Population
State g 1080 s 1020 & :35 s 1900 3 1890 ¢+ 1880 s 1080 3 1020 s JIOL0 ¢ 1000 ¢ 1800 : 1880

Alebame 944,834 900, 652 908,282 827,307 678,489 600,103 35.7 38.4 42,5 46,2 44,8 47,5
Arkansas 478,463 472,220 442,891 366,856 309,117 210,666 25.8 27.0 28,1 28,0 27.4 2643
Florida 431,828 329,487 308,669 230,730 166,180 126,690 29.4 34.0 41.0 43.7 42.5 47,0
Georgia 1,071,125 1,206,366 1,176,987 1,054,813 868,815 725,133 36.8 41.7 45,1 46,7 46,7 47.0
Kentucky 226,040 235,938 261,656 284,708 268,071 271,451 8.6 9.8 11l.4 13.3 14.4 1645
Louisiana 776,326 700,257 713,874 650,804 559,193 483,655 36.9 38,9 43,1  47.1 50,0  51.5
Mississippi 1,009,718 935,184 1,009,487 907,630 742,559 650,291 50,2 52.2 86,2 6646 57.6  67.5
North Carolina $18,647 763,407 697,843 624,469 561,018 531,277 28,9 29.8 3l.6 33.0 34.7 38.0
Cklahoma 172,198 149,408 137,612 55,684 1-/ 21,609 2/ — Te2 Ted B.3 7.0 8.4 -

South Carolina 793,681 864,719 835,843 782,321 688,934 604,332 45.6 5l.4 55.2 58.4 59.8 60,7
Tennessee 477,646 451,768 473,088 480,243 430,678 403,151 18,2 19,3 21.7 23.8 24,4 26.1
Texas 854,964 741,694 690,049 620,722 488,171 393,384 14,7 16.9 17.7 2044 21.8 24,7
Virginia 650,166 690,017 671,096 660, 722 635,438 631,616 26,8 29,9 32.6  35.6 38,4  4l.8

SOURCE: United States Department of Commerce, Bureau of Census, Negro Population 1790.1915, Part VII--General Tables, Teble II, pp. 776-792; Data
for years 1920 and 1930 computed from date found in United States Depa.rd:t of Commerce, Bureau of Cemnsus, Negroes in the United States 1920-1932,

Chapter II, Table 12, p. S.
State total includes population of Kew, Oseage, Wichita, Kiowa, Comenche, and Apache Indian Reservations; Returns by Nations and Reservations in
» Negroes 36,965,

2/ sState total ineludes 18,636 Negroes in Indiem Territory specially enumerated.




Appendix Table 2, Number of Negro Farm Operators, Aeres of Land in Farms Operated by Negroes, Acres of land Per Negro
Parm Operator, Value of Land and Buildings of Farms Operated by Negross, 1930 and 1910, with Incresses During the
20-yzar Period, 1910 to 1930, by Sections, Divisions, and for the Stete of Oklahome; and Percent Distribution of

Farms Operated by Negro Owners and Negro Tenents, 1930 and 1910, by Sections and for the State of Oklahoma

= ‘. .,ﬁ _ e ——
910__1D

Section, Division

and’State ombor] ; (¢

United States 882,850 893,570 =10,520 = 1.2 42,279,510 -4,682,378 -11,1 42,6 47,3

The North 11,104 12,052 - 948 =~ 7,9 720,872 868,630 - 147,758 -17.0 64.9 72.1 - 7.8 - =10,0
New England 148 510 - 162 <52.5 9,597 14,759 - 5,362 36,3  63.5  47.6 15.9  33.4
Middle Atlantic 873 1,310 - 437 -33.4 55,808 74,849 - 19,041 +25.4 63.9 57.1 6.9 12,1
EBast North Central 5,065 4,843 = 1,778 ~36.7 214,596 287,515 - 72,917 25,4 70.0 59.4 10.6 17.8
West Morth Central 7,018 5,589 1,429 25,6 - 441,071 491,509 - 50,478 ~10.3 62.8 87.9 -25.1  =28.6

The South 870,936 880,836 = 9,900 = 1.1 36,758,484 41,284,571 4,525,987 -11,0 42.2 46.9 - 47 ~10.0
South Atlantic 295,934 354,530 <58,506 =16.5 14,550,451 17,605,438 -3,055,057 -17.4 49,2 49,7 - B =30
Bast South Central 320,600 324,884 = 4,284 = 1.3 11,918,057 13,573,980 -1,655,923 -12,2 37.2 41.8 - 4,6 =11,0
West South Central 254,402 201,422 52,980  26.5 10,289,976 10,105,003 184,973 1.8 40,4 502 - 9.8 =19.5
Oklahoma 15,172 15,209 1,963  14.9 1,061,341 1,066,865 - 5,522 - 0.5 700 80,8 -10.8  =13.4

The West 810 482 328 6840 117,776 126,409 - 8,633 - 6.8 145,4 262,53 ~116.9 -44,6
Mountain 504 219 85 38,8 77,228 62,6807 14,421 23.0 254,0 2868 - 32.8 -11.4
Pacific 506 263 243 92.4 40,548 65,602 - 23,054 <3642 80.1  241.8 =161.7  -66.9

Continued




Percont Elntrim:lanuf ram cammeaby

Section, Division
and State

United States 1,402,045,798 922,717,705 480,228,096 52,0 20.8 24,5 76.2 7543

The Horth 41,668,222 45,256,588 - 35,588,186 - 7.9 39.8 62.2 59.3 55,9
Fow England 909,395 802,360 107,035 133 - - - -
Middle Atlentic 5,140,255 5,299,347 - 159,092 - 3.0 - - - -
Zast North Centrel 13,304,751 17,477,649 - 4,173,898 -25,9 - - " -
¥est Horth Contrel 22,313,821 21,677,032 656,769 2.9 - - - -

The South _ 1,355,161,867 873,582,410 481,509,257 55,1 20,2 54.0 79.7 7549
South Atlantic 484,443,045 565,068,246 119,575,698 32,7 - - - -
Eagt South Central 426,528,844 279,431,194 147,097,650 52.6 - - - -
West South Central 444,208,800 220,082,971 215,135,909 9349 - - - -
Oklahoma 37,967,113 24,552,515 13,414,598 54e6 22,8 3645 77.1 63,4

The Vest 6,095,910 5,878,908 2,217,005 572 57.0 80,3 59.8 15,6
Mountain 2,057,510 1,155,995 881,515 7653 - - - -
Pacifie 4,058,400 2,722,910 1,335,490 49,0 - - - -

Mﬂm&atngﬂeultm




Appendix Table 3., Changes in Numbers and Pereent of Increase or Deerease in Selected Items rertaining to Type of Farming,
and Chenges in Numbers and Percent of Incresse or Decresse in Colorsd Farm Owners and Tenants, Oklehome
1510 to 1920, 1920 to 1925, 1925 to 1930, and 1930 to 1935

: : Change from : Change from : : Change from
: in : 1910 to 1920 $ 1920 to 1825 3 : to 1930 : 1930 to 1935
31910 : Dumber _; lercent : : Pereent i ﬁj ';m_: Wumber _: Percent
Total number of farms (Number) 190,192 1,796 94 5,230 2.72 6,548 3.37 -2,915 -1.43
Average size of farms (Aeres) 151.7 14,7 .69 -3,9 5.9 9.5 6,07 " 12
Humber of acres of cropland (0CO Acres) 17,581.3 574.0 3.87 -2,287.6 -l2.62 1,4956.3 2.44 -282.1 -1.63
Average number acres of crop- .
land per femm {Acres) 92.3 2.1 2.27 4.0 -4.24 4.7 5,85 -1 -.12
Aeres of cotton (scres) 1,976,935 75,602 s.82 1,079,980 39.51 535,286 9,08 --1,521 560 «86.67
Average aeres of cotton :
per farm (Leres) 10.4 3.8 36.53 S.1 35,92 1 5.18 el  =55.47
Aversge value of lsnd eand .
buildings per farm (Deollars) 3,884 3,250 82,90 -1, 786 25,14 778 14,64 -2, 399 -39, 3%
Total number farms operated by i
all colored operators (Number) 20,671 -1,946 ~9.41 1,323 7.07 2,889 14.41 -4,168 -18,17
lumber farms operated by colorsd
owners (Humber) 11,177 -1,604 ~14,35 -873 -9.12 -322 3. 70 -855 ~7.82
Humber farms operated by solored
tenants (Humber) 9,494 -342 -3,60 2,196 23.99 3,211 28,30 -3,513 ~24,13
. —- - : o o —

SOURCE: United Stetes Census




Appendix Table 4. Changes in Numbers and Percent of Increase or Decrease in Selected Items Pertaining to Type of Ferming, end

Cheanges in Numbers and Percent of Increase or Decrease in Colored Farm Owners and Teneants, Oklahoma
1910, 1920, 19256, 1930, and 1935

Kumbers t From 1910 to:
1910 1520 1525 ~1950 1085 ¢ 1920 s 1930 Im_

Total number of farms (Kumber ) 190,172 191,988 197,218 203,866 200,951 «94 3.69 7«18  5.66
Average size of farms (Acres) 151.7 166.4 166.5 168.8 166.0 9.89 3.16 9,20 9.43
Proportion of total land
Number of acres of cropland (000 Aeres) 17,551.3 18,126.3 15,837.7 17,333.0 17,060,9 3.27 «8,76 wls24 «2.85
Average number acres cropland

per farm (Acres) 92.3 94.4 80,3 86.0 84,9 2,27 «13.00 «7.00 «7.80
hores of cotton (Aores) 1,976,935 2,732,962 3,812,042 4,148,228 2,626,668 38,286 92.87 109.82 32.87
Average number acres cotton

per farm (Acres) 10,4 14,2 18,3 20,3 13,1 36,53 86,57 85.19 25.96
Average value of land and :

buildings per farm (Dollars) 3,884 7,104 5,318 6,096 3,677 82,90 36.92 58,95 «5.33
Total muber of farms opera-

ted by all colored operators (Number) 20,671 18,725 20,048 22,937 18,769 D,.41 =3,01 10.96 =9.20
Fumber of farms operated by 4

colored owners (Fumber ) 11,177 9,573 8,700 8,378 To723  «lde85 «22,16  =25,04 =30,90
Number of farms operated by

colored temants (Number ) 9,494 9,162 11,348 14,559 11,046 «3.80 12,50 26,30 16.30
S0URCE: United States Census.




Table 5, Dates of Last Frost in Spring, First Frost in Aubtumn, and Nuwber of Frost-
Free Days, Okemah and Muskogee Stations, 1924 to 1938, Inclusive

Okemah, Okfuskee Co t Muskogee, luskogee Co
" Year : 1last im @ First in  Number Frost- 3 Jear s Last in gﬁﬁ aiuberfrolt-

$ Spring 1 Fall 1 Free Days F s Spring ' Fall t Free Days
1938 4/9 10/23 196 1938 3/7 10/23 230
1937 3/31 10/23 205 1937 3/31 10/23 205
1936 4/6 11/3 211 1936 4/7 11/3 210
1935 3/17 11/5 233 1935 3/17 11/5 233
1934 3/27 11/25 . 24) 1934 8/27 11/23 241
1933 3/21 11/8 232 1933 3/21 11/8 232
1932 3/22 11/11 234 1932 3/22 10/8 198
1931 4/1 12/2 246 1931 3/28 11/1 218
1930 3/29 11/6 226 1930 3/30 10/31 215
1929 3/17 11/22 250 1929 3/17 11/20 248
1928 4/15 11/4 203 1928 4/15 11/4 203
1927 3/21 11/17 241 1927 3/21 11/17 241
1926 3/31 11/10 224 1926 3/31 11/4 218
1926 3/16 10/15 214 1925 3/15 10/20 219
1924 1 11/24 237 1924 41 11/24 237
Average, 15 year period 226 Average, 15 year period 223

SOURCE: Climatological Date, Oklahoma Section, Weather Bureau, years 1924 through 1938,
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