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INTRODUCTION

The term "type of farming”™ will be used in this study “to indicate
a definite system of agricultural operatione. More specifically, it means
the kind, amount, and proportion of crops and livestock found on an indi=-
vidual farme A type-of-farming area on the other hand, will be used to
refer to a region in which exists a fairly high degree of uniformity in
the types of farming prevailing as well as in the soil and climatic con=-
ditions."

The question is often asked, "Is it possible for individual farmers
to determine the type of farming that will be carried on in an area?" A
farm management research worker answered this gquestion in broad outline
when he made the statement:

"Geographical variability in types of farming is in general the re-
sult of regional fitness for ugr:laulhnl production of a particu-
lar kind.

"This regional fitness is determined by the joint operation of three
groups or classes of forces that affect economy of production. The
first of these, the physical, includes soil, climate, distribution
of rainfall, and others of similar character; the second, the bio=-
logical, includes insect pests and the like; while the third has to
do with such things as transportation, price relationships, dis-
tance to market, character of the people, and other man-made condi-
tions. Farmers who misunderstand, ignore, or attempt to operate
counter to the action of these forces usually find farming unprofit-
able." 2/

The tendency, then, is for farmers to conform largely to the action
of these forces with the result that areas are characterized by a defi-
nite type of farming. Most individual farms conform, as a rule, to that

type with minor variations.

1/ Je Oe Ellsworth and Fe Fe Elliott, !&E of % in Oklahome. Okla.
Agri. Exper. Sta. Bull., Stillwater, O s Noe » Do le

g/ Peter Nelson, Geo phiul Variability in ljg- of Fa in QOklahoma .
Current Farm Eoonomics, Uklfe Agrie BXpers s sHI%r, Oklahoms ,

Febe, 1936, Vol. 9, Nos« 1, ps 5o




2.

The purpose of this study is to trace the development of types of
farming in a specific section of Oklahoma, Area 9, as indicated by the
changes that have occurred, Type-of-farming Aree 9 in Eastern Oklahoma,
made up chiefly of McIntosh, Muskogee, and Wagoner counties, is an area
devoted to production of cotton, potatoes, and some dairy products for
| sale, and to self=-sufficing farms. Subsequent analysis will be devoted
to (a) establishing in considerable detail the nature of present farm
orgenization in this area, (b) ascertaining what causal forces have op~
erated to determine this form of organization, and (¢) tentatively de-
ducing what will be the future evolution of farm organization in this
aree.

Physical Factors
Topography and Soils: The topography, soil and climate, of Area

9 is influenced by its leocation at the southern end of a great belt of
ever-narrowing preirie land extending south from Kansas and on the bor-
der of the Ozark Mountains. The area is divided into high rough stony
hills, prairie lands, and bottom, and terraces of the Arkansas, Canadian,
and Deep Fork rivers.

The prairies range from nearly level to very rolling, and are broken
in places by trecless ridges and rounded hills. The prairies and hills
are broken by the rivers, and also, small streems whose flow is intermit=-
tent according to seasone The alluvial lands along the streams include
both first bottom lands, subject to overflow, and second bottom lande
which have been free from overflow for some time.

The soils in the relatively small geographical area inecluded in
Area 9, although for the most part from the same parent material, in-

clude many recognized types of soil which can be grouped into three



e
classes--prairie soils, mountain soils, and bottom soila.é/

Climate: The mean anmmual precipitation for the Muskogee Station
located in Area 9, was 41.35 inches during the years 1913 to 1930. The
greater proportion, roughly 60 percent, of this rainfall occurred during
the growing season from April to September inclusive. (Table 1).

The mean annual temperature was 6049° Fahrenheit, the absolute maxi-
mum 110° Fahrenheit, and the absolute minimum ~11° Fehrenheit, while the
average annual minimum for the 18 years wes 49.7° Fahrenheit, and the
average maximum 72.1° Fahrenheit.

The source records show April 18 to be the latest killing gpring
frost date recorded, and February 19 the earliest date for the last kill-
ing frost. The earliest killing frost was recorded October 10, and the
latest, November 24, There were 265 froste=free days in the year with
the greatest number on record, and 179 days in the year with the small-
est number.

MeIntosh County records show a frost-free season of 216 days with

March 28 as the average date of the last killing frost, and October 30

5/ "The first division includes the Gerald, Oswego, Spearfish, and Bates

T  series, the soils of which are residual in origin from the sandstone
and shale of the Winslow formation; and the Leslie series, which is
residual from shale and limestone of the Morrow formation. Rock out~
crop eccurs in the prairie section.

"The second division includes the Hanceville and DeKalb series and
rough stony land.

"The third division, the bottom=land soils, comprise the Yahola and
Oswego series, occupying the first bottom and the MeClain, Reinoch,
Brewer, Muskogee, Shawnee, and Teller series, occurring on second
bottom and high terraces." U. S. D. A., Field Operation of Bureau
of Soils, Fifteenth Report, p. 1891; and U. S. De Aey Soil Survey
of MeIntosh County, Oklahoma, Bure of Chem. and Soils in coopera=-
tion with Okla. Agrie Expers Stae., Stillwater, Oklahoma, 1838, Pe 7.



Teble ! ., Temperature and Rainfall Data for the Muskogee
Station; Month and Annual Values, 1913-1930

: empera e 3

L
tAver-i1Aver=: +Ab8O- s AD8O-$ : Total amount : Total amount
Honth :age sage i:Meanilube :lute :llean: for driest : for wettest

imaxiemini-: imaxi-imini-g t year : yeer
fmum :mum 3 imum smum 3 s 3
(Degrees) {Tnohes )

Dec. 30.6 50.2 40,0 78 =4 2,45 3.02 5487
Jan. 2748 48,0 38.4 76 =11 2.83 1.34 6423
Febs 32,0 5343 4l.4 8T <11 1.75 1.33 1.58
lar. 39.1 61.8 51.5 93 10 333 3461 4,82
A.pr. 49,9 72.1 60.7 g2 28 4.90 2.37 5.38
June 66.8 B8B.4 T77.0 106 48 4,23 «54 4.24
July 7042 93.9 B8l.0 107 53 2.73 1.49 «63
Aug. 69.7 9402 B8l.6 110 48 3.70 5.?3 2e 23
Sapt. 62.8 86 .? 74.7 107 36 5‘ 89 4.84 5.41
Oct. 506 TH.l 62,9 956 16 4.l14 75 9.97
Nove. 39.8 62,5 b5l.4 85 15 295 28 4,89
Annuel 49.7 72.1 60.9 110 =11 41.35 27.97 59.86

T T T

Source: Based on U.S,D.A. Weather Bureau Summary of U.S8., 1930,
Section 43.



as the first in the fall. Frost has been recorded as late as April 21,
and as early as September 29 in MecIntosh County. -

Thus meteorological data indicate, as was summarized in the Soil
Survey Report, that Area 9 is characterized by rather wide extremes of

&/
temperature and rainfell conditions,

4/ Language of the report concerning this aspect of McIntosh County
agriculture was as follows:

"The climete is continental and characterized by wide, and often
sudden, changes in tempersture. Ordinarily the summer season is
hot, and dry periods are frequent. The winters are usually mild,
and extremely cold weather is rare. A few snow flurries occur
during most winters but are of short duration. The spring season
is raether windy but pleasant, and the rainfell is more abundant
then at other seasons of the year. At least 60 percent of the
average annual rainfall......falls during the growing season,

from April to September inclusive. During this period heavy
showers of short duration prevail, but during the winter, long-
continued light rains are common. Occasionally prolonged droughts
oceur during the growing season.™ U. 8. D. A., Soil Survey of Mec-
Intosh County, Oklshoma, Bur. of Chem. and Soils in Cooperation
with Oklahoma Agri. Exper. Sta., Stillwater, Oklahoma, 1938, p. 7.



6.
PRESENT TYPE OF FARM ORGANIZATION

The purpose of this study is to trace the development of types of farm-
ing in a specific section of Oklahoma, Area 9, as indicated by the changes
in farm organization that have occurred. Variations exist from county to
county within this relatively small area, Such variations of minor nature
will not be discussed at length for in the main the type of farming as it
exists today has developed through the same steps, in each county.

The average size of the 3,410 farms in McIntosh County 1935 was 96.7
acres per farme While the range for these farms ranged from three to above
1000 acres. (Table 2). However, the greatest concentration of numbers is
in the group 50 to 99 acres; 80 acres being the size gemerally found.
There are also about one~fourth of the farms in the 20 to 49 acres size
group, where the 40 acre farm is most frequently found. There are many
120 acre farms and quite a number of 160 farms are in the size group 100
to 174,

Only 15,9 percent of the ferms in MelIntosh County were operated by
owners in 1935, 5.7 percent were operated by part owners, and .l percent
by managers, while 783 percent of all the farms were operated by temants.
(Table 10).

The explanation of such a large propertion of the farms being opera-
ted by temants is that mineral, corporate, and Indian ownership, together
with an overcrowded farm population has broken the land into small units,

thus practically foreing the cropping system and land use to place the em-

phasis on/i.muuto cash returns rather than on long time continued produc-
48
tivity.

}_‘_/ Peter Nelson, land T®nure and cultural Conservation, Current Fam
Economics, Oklas Agri. Expers Sta., Stillwater, Okiahoma, April 1938,
Vol. 11, Noe. ’. Pe 27




Teble 2 .
end Size Distribution in McIntosh, Muskogee, and

Total Number of Farms, Average Size of Farms,

Wegoner Counties, Cemsus Years, 1910~

Te

1936
] ersgive, 1@ X: Class
sfarms :size : t 3= 3 : H H s s 3 3
t 1 tUnders 9 :10«; 20=: 50=3100=;175=:260~:500=:Above
: 3 % 5. 2 219 1 49 ; 99 3174 3259 3499 3999 1000
McIntosh Gountl
1910 2785 B84.3 4 39 86 923 947 618 104 54 9 1
1920 3449 B88.1 2 38 69 1133 1212 763 135 77 14 6
1925 3422 TB.7 - 20 112 1211 1211 688 114 53 4 o
1930 3517 90,1 21 70 167 899 1264 833 162 82 15 4
1935 3410 96.7 - 47 87 887 1248 869 154 96 17 5
Muskopee County
1910 3192 100.5 2 60 163 930 1060 653 146 130 33 156
1920 3631 98.5 4 38 131 1036 1141 768 223 153 30 7
19256 3968 78,8 1 121 243 1264 1372 709 156 75 12 3
1930 4487 B86.56 56 138 224 1253 1481 954 229 121 26 5
1935 4480 88.8 8 205 279 1159 1462 977 233 130 18 9
Wagoner County
1910 2713 99,7 4 32 126 969 696 630 136 88 22 10
1920 2453 114.8 1 34 76 730 649 604 178 141 30 11
1925 2935 B89.9 - 109 180 900 901 618 129 72 17 9
1830 3164 9l.8 3 B84 145 1011 941 692 170 86 14 8
1936 3262 94.0 1 167 227 941 899 724 162 99 21 11

—— el e e e e

United States Census, Vol. I, 19353 Vole II, Part II, 1930; 1l4th
Census 19203 Vol. VII, 1910.

Source:
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This hypothesis is partly verified by data from a summary of the
Agricultural Adjustment Planning Project's Survey of 1935 and 1936.5
Since only a small sample, 59 farms, was used the size groups do not cer=-
respond to those used by the Bureau of Census. The average size of these
farms was 155.6 acres. This is accounted for by the fact that the sample
is small, and, too, the definitions of a farm were not the same. The land
Planning Project counted anything a farm that was under the management of
one man, thus a farm operator with two share croppers was counted one farm.
The Census Bureau would count such an organization three separate farms.
And, too, it is quite likely that such & small sample would be accompanied
by some bias resulting from selecting the better farms or better farmers.

Cotton was grown on practically all farms but accounted for a steadi-
ly diminishing percentage importance of the crop land as farms increased
in size. .(Table 3).

Oats are grown on twenty of the 69 farms, the acreage ranging from
12,5 for the smaller farms to 47.3 for the larger farms. Thus the propor-
tion. of the total crop land in oats increases as the size of the farms in-
crease.

Combination of sub-marginal lands into larger units has resulted in a
less intensive type of agriculture especially on the rolling lands. The
yields of ocats are fairly satisfactory on the poorer grades of land.
Therefore, livestock feed crops are the combinations used generally. Thus

the proportionate acreage of oats increases as the farms increase in size.

5/ This study was made under the supervision of Harold Miles, Extension

~ Economist in Farm Management, Extension Division, Stillwater. Since
this information has not been published the data were taken from the
original sheets in Mr. Miles' office, with his permission.



Teble 3.

Land Use and Numbers of Livestock in 1936 for 59 McIntosh County
Ferms According to Size

: ota arms 3 - agres t 100 - 174 acres ? 175 acres and over
i1Number tAverage: 1Number sAverages :Number tAverages :ﬂ%; thveraget

ifarms :per tPer-:farms :per sPer=:farms siper tPer-:farms iper tPer=
sreport=s;farm scent:report-:farm scentirepoarteifarm scentireport-:farm :cent

ting 1 (acres)s ting t (acres ): ting t(acres): ting t(acres):

Wheat - - o' . . . « w - .
Qats 20 27.9 1046 4 12,5 5.2 9 19.7 T8 7 47.3 15.8
Corn 58 32.6 3645 19 1843 3548 27 39.2 34.9 12 62.9 36e1
Grain Sorghum 23 9.8 4.2 8 5.9 4.8 12 12.2 645 3 11,0 1.6
Sorghm FO!‘&SO 27 845 4,3 10 346 3.7 11 11.3 545 6 11.5 3e3
Sudan 5] 65 " «8 1 Teb T8 4 6+2 1.1 - - -
Alfelfe - - - - - - - - = - - -
Idle Land 20 2140 Te® 7 1044 7E e 17.3 - ) 41.6 9.9
CO'PO..' 20 842 3.1 9 4,2 3.9 9 9.3 3.7 2 21.5 21
Soybeans » : o - - o o - - - - -
Lespedeza 3 4,0 2 .1 240 2 1 10.0 I — - -
Total Annual

L.gm.l 22 845 345 10 4.5 4,6 10 849 4,4 2 21.5 2.1
Other Hay Crops 11 18.7 3.9 3 10,0 341 3 8.7 1.1 5 3040 7e2
Total Hay 29 13.9 7.6 12 642 7«7 12 12.5 6.6 5 35.6 Beb
Garden 44 1.6 1.3 15 1.1 1.6 20 242 1.9 9 le.4 «6
Orchard 22 2.1 «9 6 | 1.2 o6 13 1.9 1.1 4 38 o7
Other Cropt 21 73 249 8 5.1 4.1 ] 342 l.4 8 11.9 4.6
Total Acres

Planted 59 91.6 101.5 20 49,0 100,89 27 83.8 100,0 12 18044 10344
Actual Crop Land 69 90.4 59.1 20 48,5 6743 27 83.8 69.4 12 174.5 5546
Native Pasture 53 L) %) 30,3 17 14.7 17.4 25 43,8 28,7 11 126.2 3648
Tame Pasture 8 10.9 1.1 4 5.8 1le3 2 1.4 o7 3 17.3 l.4
Waste Lend 33 15.4 5.1 13 1042 9.2 13 2243 7.6 4 34.5 3.7
Woods 2647 2.0 3 18.0 3e7 4 31.6 343 = - -

* ' Continued

*6



Teble 3, (Continued)
Land Use and Numbers of Livestock in 1936 for 59 McIntosh County
Farms According to Size

:  Total 59 farms ¢ 0 - 99 acres t 100 - 174 scres 1t 175 aores end over

:Number :Average: iNumber tAverage: 1Number tAverage: ilumber tAveraget
:farms iper 1Per«i1farms sper tPer-s1farms :per i1Per-:farms iper tPer=-
sreport-:1farm :centireport-:farm :centireport-:farm :cenbtireport-:farm :cent

Farmstead
Total Acres

sing  :(acres): 1ing s (acres)s ting t (acres)s ting t(acres):

20 1.3 .5 10 1.4 «9 9 1.2 3 2 1,5 ol
59 152,9 100.0 20 72,0 100,0 27 141.1 100,0 12 314.,2 100.0

iNumber :Average:No, :lumber :Average:No., tNumber tAverageiNo, sNumber tAveragetNo.
tferms inumber :per :farms :number iper ifarms :number tper :farms :number :per
ireport-tper 1100 sreport-:per 1100 sreporteiper 1100 :report-iper 1100
3ing sfarm  soropiing ifarm  icropiing sfarm  :cropiing ifarm  icrop

3 H sAcress $ 180Tes: 3 $80rEs; 3 jaores
Horses and mules 658 4,2 4,5 19 3.1 6.0 27 4.2 5.0 12 6.0 34
All cattle 58 9.6 10.4 19 645 12.8 27 8.3 9.9 12 17.2 9.9
Milk cows 57 5.0 4,3 18 3.4 G.4 27 4,3 5.2 12 4.0 243
Hogl 44 8.2 6.8 13 6e3 8.4 20 6e4 5.7 11 13.8 T2
Chickens 58 6641 72.0 19 48.4 94,8 27 8l.3 97,0 12 60,2 34.6

Source: Unpublished data from Agri. Adjustment Planmning Project, 1935=-36.

‘01
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Possibly the same can be said of hay crops. (Table 3 ). However,
this exception is made; the investment in haying equipment is relative-
ly heavy, and to be able to make hay the principal crop the operator must
have larger acreages, The item "other hay" in Table 3 , refers chiefly
to wild hay or native meadow.

All of the 59 fearms had corn; roughly, one-third of the crop land is
devoted to corn, and the percentage of crop land in corn about the -m._
regardless of the size of farms. This again means that the acreage per
farm increases as the size of farm increase.

As a2 rule the native meadows are held by the farmers who own or con=-
trol large acreages of land. The investment necessary for harvesting the
hay crop makes large acreages necessary.

Native pasture, also, increases in acres, in percent, and in number
as the size of farms increase.

From these data and from observations made within the area itself,
the farm organization for the smaller farms is found to be similar through-
out AreaS. The tenant owns two or three horses, or mules, one to 10 cows of
some kind, two to four of which are kept for milk, a few hogs, and a small
flock of chickens .E/

Nearly every farm has & small patch of corn and cotton; variations
from this are fews But u for the other crops there are variations, de-
pending on location, fertility of soil, and the farmer himself. Some
farmers plant grain sorghums, others plant legumes, and alfelfa is some-
times grown on the bottom hul.?

_§/ Interviews with farmers, Muskogee County, Oklahoma, Aug. and Sept. 1935.
l/ The author has had personal experience in farming in an adjoining countye.
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On the poor grades of land that will not support row crop farming
the operator at times will sow oats in the spring and with favorable
spring season the crop is made and harvested in June. The land then is
permitted to lie fallow until next year. This system is used especially
in connection with livestock raising.

In recent years grain sorghums have been used more extensively in
Area 9, Grain sorghums withstand the summer drought better than corn
especially on the sands of low fertility. (Table 4 )s Size of farms
do not influence greatly the proportion of land in sorghum. (Table4 ).

Near the larger cities the farmers plant crops as potatoes, melons,
and truck orops on the good lands. The hrgér cities also furnish the
market for dairy products and promote dairying in nearby areas.

The larger farms grow proporticnmately less cotton and have more
livestock, devoting more land to feed.

Muskogee County has practically the seme type of farming as that
described for McIntosh County. The 1936 Agricultural Adjustment Pro-
jeet Survey covered 107 farms in Muskogee County, which is a relatively
small sample of the 4,480 farms in the county.

Of the 107 farms surveyed 105 had cotton, with an average of 36
acres, This ranged from 23.5 acres for the zero to 100 acre group, to
6949 acres for the group 1756 and above. However, the percentage of
crop land in cotton decreased as the farms increased in size.

Muskogee County farmers grow wheat on the larger farms; of 18 farms
175 acres and over, four grew wheat, the average acreage was 12.5 per
farm.

Of the total 107 farms surveyed, 105 were growing corn. The aver=-
age acreage per farm increased as the size of farm increased but the pro-

portion of crop land in corn decreased as the farms increased in size.



Table 4
Land Use and Numbem of Livestook in 1936 for 107 Muskogee County

Farms According to 8ize

: To arms ¢ - res [ - aores ¢ acres over
:Tumber tAverage: iNumber iAverages :Tumber :Average: slumber sAverages
tfarms iper tPer-ifarms sper iPer-ifarms iper tPeresfarms sper 1Per-
ireportesfarm  icentsreportesfarm icentireporte-:farm icentireporteifarm icent
ting  :(acres): ting  s(acres): ting  s(acres): sting  s(acres):

Cotton 108 3644 36,8 47 23.3 45.7 40 41,2 38.8 18 89.9 26,7
Vheat 8 12.5 «9 1 10,0 4 3 11.7 8 % 12,5 1.2
Oats 56 2746 14,6 19 11.2 8.9 24 22,0 12,6 13 61,8 19,9
Corn 102 2846 27.3 44 1749 32.8 40 31s1 29,4 18 48,7 21.7
Grain Sorghum 16 9.4 1.4 6 840 1.5 7 2.1 145 3 16,7 1.2
Sorghum forage 52 943 4,6 23 549 5.7 19 942 4,1 10 17.3 4,3
Sudan 2 10,56 2.0 2 1046 o9 - - - - - -
Alrﬂlf‘ 4 1‘.0 .5 1 10‘0 o‘ 1 10.0 .2 2 15.0 07
Idle Lend 9 B8+8 o7 4 4.8 «8 3 11;0 8 2 1505 2&2
Cowpeas 14 93 1.2 5 4,9 1.0 2 Beb o4 7 12,6 -
Soybem ) | 2,0 - 1 2.0 £ § - - - - “»
Lespedeza 2 746 ol 1 10.0 N - - 1 5.0 ol
Total Annual

Legmu 16 6.0 .9 T 5.2 1.5 3 5.7 .4 6 8.3 1.3
Other Hay crop 29 36.9 10.0 4 743 1.2 13 23,5 Te2 12 61.5 18.2
Total Hay 43 28.8 11.6 11 Bed 3e7 18 18.4 7.8 14 . 5846 20,3
Garden 78 2.8 2.1 34 1,8 2.6 29 245 1.7 16 5.9 2.2
Orchard 5 649 o2 1 6.8 *3 2 Sed o2 2 1‘5 01
Other Crops 20 1.0 1.9 =~ - - 12 9.7 27 8 10,4 2,0
Total Acres '

planted 107 100.9 101,3 48 51,0 102.7 41 103.,7 100.,4 18 227.3 100.4
Actual Crop Land 107 00,7 100.0 48 49,9 73«5 41 103.4 T4e1 18 224,1 T4.9
Native Pasture 78 3102 16‘9 33 17.3 17.56 31 32.6 17.7 14 60.9 15.8
Teme Pasture 20 21.2 2.8 6 Ted 101 8 21 3.0 7 31.0 4,0
Waste Lend 44 8.8 2.7 14 3456 1.6 21 9.1 343 9 16.2 2.7
Woods 14 14.8 1.5 8 1046 246 2 1345 «5 4 24,2 1.8

Continued
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Table 4. (Continued)
Land Use and Numbers of Livestock in 1936 for 107 Muskogee
County According to Size

I aores 76 eores and over

H ¢ H Ve

tNumber sAverages slumber sAveraget slumber tliveraget ilumber tAverages
tfarms :per tPer-sfarme sper tPer-:farms siper 1Per=-:farms sper 1Pere
ireport=i1farm  scentireport-:farm  icentireport-i:farm  icentireport-:farm icent
sing 3 (acres)s ting i (acres): ting s (aores)s ting s (acres )

Farmstead 87 2.6 4.8 22 1.9 1.3 22 2.7 lsl1 13 3.7 «9
Total Acres 107 134.3 100,0 48 67.8 100,0 41 139.5 100.0 18 299.,4 100.0

ilumber tAverageiNo. :Number 1AVerage:io. tNumber tAverage:lo. tNumber tAveragetNo.
ifarms :number iper :farms inumber :tper :farms snumber sper :farms snumber iper
treport-:per $1100 sreport-s:per 1100 sreport=-tper $100 sreport-:per $100
ting tfarm  toropting tfarm  toropiing tfarm toropiing ifarm  tcrop
]

] sacress ] sacress s sacress ] tacres
Horses and mules 105 349 3.8 47 2.8 5.8 41 4,1 3.9 17 6.5 2.7
All cattle 106 11.4 11.2 47 4.6 9.0 41 9.6 fe2 17 34,8 14.7
Milk cows 106 5e4 H5ed 47 2e6 4,8 41 4.5 4.3 17 15.8 6.7
Hogs 85 Ted 5.8 35 4.8 7.1 35 79 6,6 16 11.9 4,4
Chickens 102 55,6 53.2 44 40,6  T4,7 41 67.7 5549 17 89,.4 376

Source:s Unpublished data from Agri. Adjustment Planning Project, 1935-36.

%1
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The decrease in proportion of land in corn as farms increased in
size was taken up by oats and hay. The proportion of land in oats in-
creased from 6.9 to 199 percent of the total crop land. Total hay,
which was chiefly mative meadow, accounted for 20.3 percent of the crop
land,

In Wagoner County the cropping system is again cotton, corn, oats,
and hay crops+ Smaller farms have a larger proportion of the land in
cotton and a smaller proportion in corn and oatse. Wagoner County is
further north in the prairie lands and has more wheat; of the 55 farms
used in this study from the Agricultural Adjustment Planning Project
Survey, 16 planted acreages of wheat, for the 55 farms this was 8.6
percent of the crop lands

Considering the total of 556 farms in Wagoner County the proportion
of land in farms was 74.8 percent, or about the same in the other, Mus=
kogee, and MeIntosh counties.

The average size of farms in Muskogee and Wagoner counties, of
8848 and 9440 acres, was smaller than that given for McIntosh County,
9647+« This was due to a smaller number of farms in acreage groups
above 260 acres, as is shown by Table1l2 . As was true with McIntosh
County, the greatest number of farms is concentrated to the groups in
which the 40, 80, and 120 acre farms are included.

Small farms, with smell investment, are what the temant farmers are
working with. Approximetely two-thirds of the land and three=fourths of
the number of farms are controlled by tenmants in McIntosh, lMuskogee, and
Wegoner counties. Equipment and machinery is not used to any great ex-
tent as shown by the investments in machinery; $182.11 for Muskogee
County, $157.43 for Wagoner County, and §130.60 for MeIntosh County, in

1930. (Tableld ).



Teble 5.
Land Use and Numbers of Livestock in 1936 for 55 Wagonmer County
Farms According to Size

now.

~t_ Total Db farms t O - 00 sores & 100 - L/4 acres i 175 acres and over
{Tumber tAverage: sNumber tAveraget 1Number sAverages slumber tAverage:
i1farms sper tPer-:farme iper tPer-ifarms sper tPer-ifarms sper tPer-
ireport-:farm  soentireporte:farm  ioentireport-:farm icentireporte:farm scent
ting 1 (acres): sing 1(acres): sing 1 (acres)s sing  s(acres):
Vheat 16 28.1 8.6 4 18.6 5.8 5 27.8 6.1 7 35.4 13.5
Oats 35 30,1 2043 9 10,9 9.2 186 21.6 16,2 10 60.9 33.0
Corn 54 2346 24,8 20 16.2 30.3 23 24,5 24,7 11 35.0 20465
Grain Sorghum 17 8.1 246 3 5,0 1.4 8 8.4 2.9 6 9s2 3.0
Socrghwn Forlgo 10 4,2 «B8 & 3.0 1.1 5 4,1 s 1 10,0 b
Sudan 6 3.2 od 3 2.7 .7 1 o) .2 2 3.0 «3
Alfalfa & Ted «6 2 7.0 1.3 1 10.0 od 1 5.0 ]
Idle Land 10 104,56 2,0 2 5.6 1.0 b 12.2 2.7 3 11.0 1.8
4 Comu 6 4,2 5.5 4 3.2 1.2 2 6.0 +5 e s -
Soybeans - - - - - - - - - - - -
h.p.d.&.. 7 6.1 .B 5 7.3 2-1 4 5.8 2.1 " - -y
Total Annual
Logml 10 6.8 1.8 6 5.8 3e3 & 8.2 1.4 - - 17.0
Other Hay Crop 17 33.4 10,9 1 840 <7 ) 2743 10,8 7 44,9 17.6
Total HW 20 322 13.2 9 7.1 6.9 13 2246 12&9 8 40,6 o7
Garden 61 1,3 1.3 18 1.1 1.9 22 1.5 1.5 11 1.1 2
Orechard 10 11.6 242 2 3.0 «6 5 21.5 4,7 3 «9 103.6
Other Crops 14 6.7 1.8 5] 5.8 247 7 8.4 2.6 2 3.0 o3
Total acres
planted 65 97.3 103.1 21 53.8 105.,6 23 100,6 10l.6 11 173.6 103.6
Actual crop lend 65 94.4 74.9 21 51.0 78.7 23 99,0 78.2 11 167.6 69.3
Native Pasture 38 30.8 ! 16.9 9 14.3 Sed 19 2341 15,1 10 60.2 22,6
Tame Pasture 2 6.0 3 2 5.0 T 1 4.0 ol 1 10.0 od
Waste Land 29 9.1 3.8 10 8s1 6.0 12 T8 3e2 7 12,8 34
Woods 13 13.2 2,5 8 4.7 2.1 b 11.0 1.9 2 44,0 363

Conti nua

91



Teble 5. (Continued)
Land Use and Numbers of Livestock in 1936 for 65 Wagoner County
Farms According to Size

i e

i Total 565 farms E 00 ~ 174 ~ ¢t 175 mores and over
:Tumber :Average: :Tumber :Average: sNumber tAveraget sumber tAverage:
sfarms sper sPer-:farms iper tPer-tfarms tper tPer«i1farms sper tPer-

irepart-sfarm  scentireport-sfarm :oentireport-:ferm ioentireport-:ferm  icent
ting :(acres)s 1ing  :(scres): ting  :(scres): sing t (aores):

Total acres 56 126,1 100,0 21 64,8 100,0 23 126,7 100.,0 11 24.2 100.0
Number tAverageiNo. sNumber tAverage:No, :lumber iAverage:Nos thumber :Average:No.
sfarms number sper :farms inumber :per :ferms :number tper ifarms :number :per
sreport-:per :1100 sreport-iper 1100 :report-:per :1100 sreport-sper £100
ting tfarm torop:ing tfarm  scropting sfarm  soropiing sfarm  sorop
$ 3 $a.cress 3 1803883 : 380re8: 3 jacres

Horses and mules 55 3.4 3.6 21 4.6 6.1 23 4,7 3.8 10 4.7 2.6

All cattle 53 845 B«6 20 5.4 10,1 22 649 6.6 11 173 10.3

Milk cows 53 4.0 4,1 20 346 646 22 36 345 11 5.6 3ed

Hogs 39 10.6 8.0 12 4.4 5.0 17 Ged 4,7 10 26,3 13.7

Chickens 54 55.2 87,4 21 348 76.3 22 5646 64,7 11 84,5 50.4

Source: Unpublished data from Agri. Adjustment Planning Project, 1935-36.

*LT
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DEVELOPMENT IN INDIAN TERRITORY UP TO 1900

Prior to the first report of the United States Census Bureau on the
Indian Territory very little information concerning agricultural organi-
zation in Area 9 is available other than from reports of early travelers,
missionaries, and officials in the territory.

The area considered in this study was included within the region
originally allotted to the Cherokee and Creek Tribes of Indians. Ilater
these land were allotted to the Indians but the right to dispose of the
land was restricted until certain regulatory compliances had been effected.
When the restrictions were removed and they were permitted to dispose of
all the land except the homestead of 40 acres.

When the white men first came to Americe, they found the Indians
growing corn. Among these Indians were the Creeks and Cherokees living
in the region of Georgia, Alabama, and the Carolinas at that time. ILater
when the Cherokees were removed to the Indian Territory in 1828 they still
grew corn along with oats and potatoes, and also raised cattle, horses,
and hogs.

For some time after removal the Indians were unsettled and dissat-
isfied but by 1854 the Cherckees were farming the land with some degree

8/
of success.

8/ Oklahoma Tex Commission Report to Assessors states that these res-

~ +trictions could be removed by the legislature, or on unrestricted
Indiens the restrictions were automatically removed 21 years after
the patents were granted.

9/ "eeesssand having advanced somewhat in the arts and agriculture be-
fore (before the removal to the Indian Territory), they are now
found to be mostly living well, cultivating their fields of corn
and other crops, which they reise with great success." E. E. Dale
and Je. L. Rader, "Roadinga in Oklahoma Hhtﬁry.‘ Pe 219
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An early factor that had influence later on the type of farming
that developed out of the Indian Territory was the awailibility of
slaves that were brought from Georgla and thu-_..m The Indians were
lazy and at first did not like to cultivate the fields, but with the
use of the slave's help they had become agrioculturists by 1834.2/

The Indiens spent most of their time with the livestock. While a
Cherokee child was young his parents or friends would give him a colt
or two, or one or two calves to please him or with a view toward future
aco@hﬁon. The young stock was cared for by the elders and by the
child himself. Thus early in life the young Indians started working
with liwltoek.g/

The Creeks had developed their system of farming by 1837 to the
extent that they were having a surplus of farm products to send out to
the Nations At first, due to lack of fish and m;, the Indians tilled
the soil to furnish the necessities of life. But they soon discovered
that the Commissariet at the Fort needed provisions and would take the
products from the farm in exchange for things the Indians neededs Even

at this early date there was some diversity in farming in the Indian

10/ "There is gearcely a finer country on earth than that now owned by
T the Creeks; and in North America, certainly no Indian tribe more
advanced in the arts and agriculture than they are. It is no un-
common thing to see a Creek with twenty or thirty slaves at work

e, M}m. having brought them from a slaving holding country."

11/ Foreman Grant, "The Centennial of Fort Gibson." Chronicles of Okla.
- 19“. Vol. II. Pa 120.

12/ Dale and Rader. op.cite ppe 613-614.
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Netions. However, corn and rice were the principal crops, while cattle
and hogs were the principal liws'bonk.-li/

Since the lands were held in common much of the farming was done in
common. The chiefs would direct the labor which was done by members of
the tribees Each family did its shere of the fencing, plowing, planting,
and tending; it had its own crops which were scattered over the fields.

Awailable date are not sufficient to form any conclusions as to
the organization of the farms farmed by individuals. However, bits of
informetion by an early historian indicate something of the farm or-
ganization. The farms were scattered and often were just clearings in
the woods in which patches of orops were growing. An early Creek In-
dian farm is described as follows:

"eesssosthere was a little field of corn surrounded by a worm rail-
fence; at a remote part of his possessions near a stream or
spring, often out of sight from the road or train, his domestic
establishment; a little garden and & melon patch, some peach
trees; a cow pen, and a hog pen covered with thatch for a
lhbhoooo.o'l_i/

The trade of the Indians is indicated by estimates made in 1830,
that the Creeks produced 50,000 bushels more corn than they needed for
their consumption. These Indians sold 1,000 hogs to Illinois drovers
in 1846, and also, sold 100,000 bushels of corn, part of which was ex=

15/
ported and went to Irelands

13/ "They furnished large quantities to the Commissariat at Fort Gibson

T eannually and contributed greatly in supplying the late immigrantse.
They raised also more stock than was necessary for their own use,
he said, and carried on a considerable trade with the garrison in
grain, stock, vegetables, poultry, eggms, fruits, pigs, lambs,
venison, ham, bear-meat, and butter.

"The Creeks were known as corn growing people and some of the prine-
cipal farmers oribbed as much as five to ten thousand bushels of
corn each season.” Grant Foreman,"The Five Civilized Tribes", ppe.
199-200.

14/ Ibid. ppe 170-171
15/ Ibid. pp. 199 and 200.
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Outside of trade with Fort Gibson and boats that came up the river,
the Indians were in a state of isolastion. They were handicapped by lack
of transportation facilities and after bringing in improved machinery by
1854 they were able to produce much more than they could market.

Little has been said of the tenure status of the farmers in the
early Indien Nation, and the assumption may well be made that the farms
were all owned and operated by the Indians themselves. This was not the
case in 1859, however, when there were 1,000 whites in the Cherokee Na-
tion alone, These whites who came into the Nation leased the lands from
the Indians, improved the land and farmed it. The Indians were glad to
make such arrengements, because they could get the lands improved, and
at the same time have an income without working.

A report made by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 1859, contains

the following estimate for the Cherokee Nation:

Number of Cherokees 21,000 Corn yield 35 bushels per acre
Number of voters 4,000 Wheat yields 12 bushels per acre
Number of whites 1,000 Qats yield 30 bushels per acre
Number of Negroes 4,000 18/
Acres in cultivation 102,000
Number of cattle 240,500
Number of horses and

mules 20,000
Number of hogs 16,000
Number of sheep 5,000

Evidently 4,000 voters in the Cherokee Nation had 4,000 slaves, end
there were 1,000 whites who were tenants of the Indians., These people
were farming only 102,500 acres of land. However, with the good yields

they were able to support the population and heve a surplus to sell or

16/ Dele and Rader, p. 271.
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11/
trade.

All the information that is awvailable as to the size of farms that
existed in the Indian Nation prior to 1900 from which to draw conclusions
has been obtainted from reports of travelers through the Nation.

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs reported in 1886 that the size of
farms varied according to the owners. The half=breeds, and adopted whites
accunulated large tracts of land while the full-bloods were content to
farm smaller acreages., The range was estimated to be 50 to €00, or 500,
acres for half-breeds in the Cherockee Nation, and five to 150 acres for
the full-bloods.

The range was open and the full-bloods were very generous with each
other. The individuals whofarmed, shared the products of their farms with
those who had need of such goodsfﬁ During the period 1872 to 1874 two
railroads crossed the Creek and Cherckee Nations from east to west, and
from west to souths This marked the beginning of a change from pioneer

self-sufficing farming to a commercial system.

17/ In 1874 Sammel Grayson of the Muskogees gave the following report:

"Corn is the principal production of our farms«..s.sand the Muscogees
have for many years raised a surplus of this staple, bartering the
same at different points in the country for merchandize; but during
the past winter they had the satisfaction of seeing more considerable
quantities shipped south by rail while in the opposite direction have
gone cattle and hogs reared by the industry of the MuscogeeSescese
The more enterprising are importing improved stocks of cattle and
hogs." Dale and Raders op. cits p. 595

18/ "eeee.swe pass farm after farm of considerable size from 50 to 400,
or 500, acress In the houses live half-breed Cherckees, adopted
citizens of the Cherokee Nation, and occasionally a full-blood.

"0f the full-bloods: Their fields are small from 5§ to 150 acres in
the walleys of streams and protected by worm fencesee....He has a-
round him e number of hogs which run on the range and supply his
meat for the year. He raises potatoes, beans, and other vegetables,
enocugh corn for his own meal and hominy, enough to feed his horses
and fatten his hogs, which are for the most part fed on the mast of
woods adjacent, and to some extent supply his less provident neigh-
bor in case he runs short, which he is very apt to do if the season
be not fair." P_Ea ‘0_1_&. PDPs 612-613.
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TYPE OF FARMING THAT EXISTED IN 1500

The Twelfth Census of the United States for the year 1900 gives some
rather accurate statistics of the Creek and Cherckee Indian Nations. How-
ever, the area covered is so broad that specific conclusions are difficult
to reach, Yet, these data do show some general fects fram which develope
ments inte later types of farming may be traced.

Pressure from the white people from both outside and within the In-
dian Territory was changing conditions generally within the Indian Nationms.
As reported by the Bureau of Census, the population of the Creek and Chero=-

kee Nations for 1890 end 1900 wes:

Vhite : Negro , Indien
1500 1890 : 1900 1890 { 1900 1890
Cherokee 66,951 29,166 9,162 5,127 25,639 22,015
Croek . 25,187 3,289 7.620 4,621 7,963 9,999

These data show that within the Cherokee Nation the white population in-
creased 129.6 percent from 1850 to 1800, the negro population increased
78,7 peroent while the Indisn population increased 16.5

The change was more extreme in the Gi'ad: Nation. The white popula-
tion inoreased 665.8 percent, the negro population inereased 62.7 percent,
and the Indian population decreased 20.4 percent.

The tremendous rate of influx of whites leaves little room for wonder
that this territory became part of the State of Oklahoma in 1907. At this
time the counties were formed and hence county datea are available for the
study during subsequent years,

The eganization of farms within these areas can be observed from

the census data of 1900 which lend themselves to comparison with the data
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made available after statehoode The number of farms in the two Indian
Netions by size groups were as follows:

19
Size Distribution of Farms 1906—/
Creek and Cherokee Nations

Class Intervals in Acres

tUnder: 3«93 10=19: 20«49 § 50=99 1 100=3 176=~3 260=3 500«3Above
2 3 ¢ D s 3 3 174 : 259 3 499 : 999 :1,000

Cherokee 176 479 1,309 3,777 2,654 2,368 1,181 1,166 444 113
Creek 38 141 289 1,127 726 1,146 142 342 168 122

The total mumber of famms in the Cherckee Nation was 13,537 The
average size for the entire mumber of farms was 134.2 scres. The mmber
of farms in the Creek Nation was 4,240 with an average of 329.,2 acres
per farme

The proportion of farms in each sisze group expressed as & percentage
of the total for the Cherokee and Creek Fations in 1900 was:

Percentage of Farms According to Size 1900
Creek and Cherokee Nations

Ciass Intervels in Acres
‘undept S+9: 10-193 20«49 3 50<99 3 100=s 175«: 260=: 500-sAbove
L aaP : 43174 5 259 5 499 3 999 ;14000

Cherokee .56 5e64 0467 27490 19446 17449 BeT72 Bab4 3428 L83
Creek 90 Ja33 6482 20458 17410 27,08 3435 8407 3496 2.88

The mumber of farms is greatest in the 20 to 49 eacre group, while
the average is 134,2 aores, and 329.2 acres for the Cherokee and Creek
Wations in the order givene

The large farms were the result of two factors, chiefly, ownership
ofthchndinm.m'hhatfra:uatﬁumhmtoebhinhm
tracts through marriage of Indians, and by leases. Cattlemen who came

19/ Twelfth Census of the United States, 19004 Vols 5, Table 10, pe 79
Ue Se Do 1oy Bure of Census.

20/ 1bid.
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in during the last two decades of the Nineteenth Century were interested
in gaining control of large tracts of land so as to be able to care for
larger herds.

Farm organizgtion in the Indian Territory constituted a subsistence
agriculture of a frontier type with an element of communal distribution.
Lack of transportation facilities temded to prohibit the development of
a highly specialized type of agriculture.

The Indians were lazy and had been accustomed to obtaining a por-
tion of their food by hunting eand fishing. In the Indian Territory,
game and fish would not furnish the demands of the Indians and as a re-
sult they were foreed to till the soil for provision. lLands were held
in common generally and if the lands were not held in common the pro-
ducts of the soils were shared in common.

Restrictions on white men in the territory again tended to check
development, with the results that the Indians contimued to follow the
livestock and grain farming because this type of farming would lend it~
self to frontier conditions of people who were farming only for the pro-
visions on which to subsist.

Tenure Status of Fammers, 1900:2 The proportion of ownership opera-
tors in Oklahoms, Area 9, was roughly, twice as great in 1900 as now. At
time the Chercokee and Creek farmers owmed one-third of their farmms.

Since there were 66,951 whites and 25,639 Indians in the Cherckee
Fation, and 25,187 whites in the Creek Fation to 7,963 Indians in 1900,
the explanation of the percentage of tenancy at that time is not diffi-
culte The white men had come in as lessors from the Indians and were
there under some form of temancy agreement. Even as late as 1900, 265.3

21/ 1bid.
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percent of the farms in the Creek Nation were cash rented:

Tenure Status of Farmers 1900
Creek and Cherckee Nations

~ Percent
: Part : Owners and : : Cash : Share
Owners : Owners 3 Tenants : Managers : Tenants:Temants
Cherokee 33,0 1,0 0.6 0.6 645 58,4
Crook 3509 105 0.2 0.9 2543 53'.1

The development of farmming in the Indian Territory has been discus=-
sed somewhat at length in the light of the changes indicated by the
limited amount of information at hand.

Data obtained by the Census Bureau in 1900 indicate that the Chero~-
kee Nation was decidedly & livestock and grain producing areas. Thirty-
five and three=tenths percent of the improved land was devoted to com.
This large acreage of corn correlates rather closely with the large num=-
ber of hogs and cattle on hand in the area; 16.5 head of hogs, and 26.1
head of cattle per 100 acres of improved land. Wheat and wild hay were
the next largest acreages of cropse.

Table < Numbers of Livestock in the
Cherokee and Creek Nations 1900

Number ¢ Total s Noe per 100 :: Total : Noe per 100
Livestock : HNumber 3 Acres Improved:: Number : Acres Improved

P : Land 13 Land
Horses 64,338 546 27,477 8.6
Mules 17,177 1.5 4,590 1.5
All cattle 304,100 26.1 306,548 102.6
Milk cows 31,004 2.7 8,445 2.8
Hogs s 192,689 16.5 7,056 244
Sheep 5,804 0.5 1,788 0.6
Chickens 588,788 50.6 163,303 54 .6

Source: Twelfth Census of the United States, Us. S. D. Cs, Bur. Census

Near Fort Gibson, close to the ready market, there was an area that

produced Irish potatoes rather extensively. For the entire Cherokee
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Table 7 « Acres in Ferms, Acres in Improved Land, Proportion
Improved Lend in Crops, and Acres in Selected Crops; in the
Cherckee and Creek Nations,

1900

pke N On ,g sk N
tPercentage of$: sPercontage of

:
t MAores simproved land:: Aores simproved land
3 tin each crop :: :in each crop

Acres improved land 1,165,061 1,395,832

Acres in farms 1,816,719 298,858

Proportion improved 64.1 21.4

(percent )
Crops

Corn 411,067 35.3 118,340 39.6

Oats 46,651 4.0 1,598 5

Rye 8 - b | -

Wheat 185,238 15.9 5,045 1.7

Wild hay 202,008 17.3 80,122 26.8

Millet 2,419 o2 1,234 oL

Cotton 58,627 5.0 27,454 9.2

Alfelfa - - 518 ol

Tame grass 802 1.0 42 -

Grain cut green 2,201 2.0 628 -

Forage 6,516 6.0 5,165 1.7

Potatoes, Irish 3,748 3.0 522 2

Potatoes, sweet 303 .02 170 el

Miscellaneous vegetables 345 «03 1,076 oL

Sorghum cane 2,432 2 1,288 od

Sources United States Census, Vol. V, Table 19, 1900.
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Netion 3.0 percent of the improved land was in potatoes.

The total of all crops with pasture, lands, meadows, orchards, and
farmsteeds made up 64.1 percent of the total land in farms. This was
classified by the Census Buresu as improved land.

For the Creek Nation a little variation from the Cherokee Nation
is observed., The greatest use of land is for corn with 39.6 percent
of the improved land and wild hay with 26,8 percent, which is more
easily understood when it is observed that only 21.4 percent of the
land in ferms was classified as improved land, and that there were
102.6 head of cattle for each 100 acres of improved land.

One other crop that has not been mentioned yet is cotton. The
ohulﬁna.tiogn of farms and farm values by principal source of income
indicates that cotton farming holds a permanent position in the Indian
Territory. However, only 5.0 percent of the improved land in the Chero=-
kee Nation, and 9,2 percent in the Creek Nation was dewted to cotton.

Data presented in Table 8 are for the entire Indian Territory and
may not be used to draw definite conclusions on early farm organization
of Area 9, unless they are interpreted with the knowledge that the In=-
dian Territory of 1900 extended further south and west than even the
Creek and Cherokee Nationse. Nevertheless, some useful comparisons with
lgtcr developments may well be made from these data.

Farm Values: Date on investments in the Cherokee and Creek Nations
1900, indicates thet land was not a limiting factor in 1900, especially
in the Indhn Territory where restrictions had been placed on the trans-
fer of the land, and where up to this time the population within the
Territory was not great enough to raise the walue of land by the demand
for its products. |



Table g « Percentage of the Number of Farms, Acres in Farms, Value of Specified
Classes of Farm Property, Value of Products, Expenditures for Labor for Indian
Territory Farms Classified According to Tenure and Prineipal Source of

Income in 1900

H LR

t__Classification by Tenure ¢ Classification by Principal Source of Income

Item sOwnet Part 1Owners tiena-1Casn1onares : Hay § Vege=: :Livansgaf;isﬂot-:ahg-s
iers jown-i:and endgers tten-:ten~ :: and :stebles:Fruits:stock:pro- :ton iar :Misc.

3 ters sants 1 tentsiants 3igrain: 1 : tducts: [ |
Number farms 23.2 1ls]l 0e3 0,8 19,5 55,4 32,8 1.1 0.3 22.4 0.9 38,9 0.1 3.4
Numb er acres in 26.1 8.2 O«ad 156.1 23,4 278 28,9 0.4 0.2 53.6 0.6 14,6 0,1 1.8

farms
Total value of farm 28.0 645 0Oed 1143 2345 30.3 25,7 0.6 0e2 53.9 0.9 17.2 0.1 1.4
property

Value of farm end 2647 B5eb 0e3 10,6 22,5 34e4 315 0.7 0s3 45,0 0.6 20,1 0.1 1,7
improvements

Value of buildings 41,56 3.3 0.6 3.7 15,56 35,4 34,6 1,0 O

Value of implements 28.3 2,5 0.4 1.6 21,0 46,2 39.3 0.9 0
end machinery

Value of livestock 2648 846 04 1443 26.1 2349 17,2 0.3 0

Value of produeti 2248 5.9 045 9.7 2241 39,0 26.7 0.9 O,

Amount expended for 28,0 6.5 0.6 7.6 22.6 33,8 35.2 1.7 0
labor

T R e e e I I T s S e e
Source: Twelfth Census of United States, 1900, Buresu of Census, Vol. V, T. 18, pp. 254=255.

56,8 1.6 23.1 0.1 2
30,1 0.9 26,4 - 2.

8
3
2 87,6 1.0 12,6 - 1
3 42,7 0.7 27.0 0.1 1,
4 43,5 046 17,4 0.1 1

‘62
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The value of land and buildings per farm in the Cherokee Nation in

1900 was $903,00, and in the Creek Netion $1,624.,00 per farm. Implements
and machinery were valued at $96.34 per farm in the Cherokee Nation, and
$80.41 in the Creek Nation.

The value of land amibuildings in MelIntosh, Muskogee, and Wagoner
counties, were $1,607.00, $2,043.00, and $4,262.,00, respectively, in
1935. (Table 9 )« But the values for 1980 were McIntosh County §130.50,

Muskogee County $182.11, and Wagoner County $157.43 perr farm.

Table 9. Number of Farms, Farms with Buildings
Acres in Farms, and Values for Selected Items
in the Cherokee and Creek Indian Nations in

1900
Cherokee $ Creek
Items 1 Total t Value 3 Total : Value
3 : Per Farm : : Per Farm

Number of farms 13,637 4,240

Farms with buildings 13,387 4,159
Acres in Ferms 1,816,719 1,395,832

Improved land, acres 1,165,061 298,858
Value of land and improve-

ments (excluding bldgs.) $9,422,670 $696 $5,944,9%40 §$1,402
Value of buildings 2,802,480 207 943,400 222
Value of implements and

machinery 1,304,130 96 «34 340,930 80.41
Value of livestock 9,560,802 706.27 8,245,060 1,944.59

Source: Twelfth Census of the United B'I'Btu. Ue Se Da Ce, Bure of
Census, 1900, Vols 5.
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Teble ] g Percentage Number of Farmers in Each Tenure
Group Were of All Parmers According to Counties,
Census Years 1910 %o 1935

[
: 1910 ¢ 1920 ¢ 1926 3 1930 ¢ 1936

MoIntosh County

Total numbers 100.0 100.0 100,0 100,0 100.0
Owmers 19,5 2349 22,1 14.2 16.9
Part Owmers 3.7 8.6 3.9 Ba7 BaT7
lilnlgm el 22 el . ol
Tenants 767 67«4 74.0 7846 7843

Cash Tenants 9.0 4,5 2e8 2.3 -
Other Tenants 67.6 62,5 TleT 7643 =
Muskogee County

Total Numbers 100,0 100,0 100,0 100.0 100,0

Owners 2643 2849 26,0 17.7 18.9
Part Ownmers 6a9 11,0 Bed 10,3 fe2
Henagers 4 «5 o2 o4 2
Tenants 6644 59.6 66.4 715 T1.7
Cash Tenants 8.2 6.1 4.4 5e6 -
Other Tenants 58.2 5345 62,0 66.0 o
Wi Couny

Total Humbers 100,0 100.,0 100,0 100.0 100,0
Owners 17.5 21.2 24.8 14.6 16.7
Part Owners 4,1 10.2 4;8 Bl a5
Ihmgﬂ -3 2 o1 P b
Tenants 7840 6844 70.4 770 776

Cesh Tenants 13.5 56 2.5 3.9 -
Other Tenants 64.5 62,9 67.9 731 -

Source: United States Censuse Vol. I, 19353 Vol. II, Part II, 19303
14th Cemsus 19203 Vol. VII, 1910.
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Teble 11» Percentage Land Operated by Farmers in Each
Group Was of Total Land in Counties, Census Years
1910 to 1935

+ -T810 ¢ 1820 ¢ 1926 ¢ 1930 : 1935

MeIntosh Counﬁz

Total Numbers 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100,0
Owners 29.9 251 24,2 13.2 15.7
Part Owners - 11.8 6,2 10.8 10.0
Mms‘r’ .2 .6 .2 108 Qz
Tenants 69.9 62,5 69.3 Tded 737

Cash Tenants - 5.1 2.5 2:4 -
Other Tenants - 5744 66.8 72,0 -
Muskogee County

Total Numbers 100.0 10000 100.0 100.0 100,0
Owmers 44 .4 29,9 25.0 14.9 17.6
Part Owners - 16.6 12,3 14.9 14,3
Menagers «6 1.5 N 1.9 o7
Tensnts 55.0 5200 62.0 68.2 67.6

Cash Tenants - ‘6.l 4,1 5.4 -
Othﬂr Tﬂmtﬂ - 45.9 57'9 6208 -
Viagoner Comrl_.'z

?01;..1 Nlmbﬂrs 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1%.0
Owners 32.4 21,7 25.8 14.6 15.7
Part Owmers - 19.5 9.5 1102 11.8
Mana gers 1.0 2.6 4.4 3el 5.1
Tenants 66.6 66,2 6043 68.1 67.4

Cash Tenants - 5.5 35 48,0 -
Other Tenants - 50.7 58,8 63.3 -

_— e e e

Source: United States Census, Vol. I, 19353 Vol. II, Part II, 1930; 1l4th
Census 19203 Vol. VII, 1910.
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increased, and the percentage of land in crops imreaaed.N%u mgigs
results of an area's being settled. After settlement of the area addi-
tional people took lands as tenants with the hopes that they would be
able to buy farms. Then tenancy increased.

Data on part owners are not awailable for 1910, but in 1920 the
proportion of the land operated by part owners was greater than that
oont;'olled by other temure groups. High land values of the war period
practically prohibited the purchase of additional lands to increase the
size of the farm unit, as a result the farmers rented adjoining lands to
increase the farm business to & more economical size.

Size of Farms: The trend in number of farms was upward 1910 to 1935.

At the same time the percentage of land in farms has wvaried up and down.
This has resulted in variations in the size of farms from census year to
census year. (Table 12).

As would be expected in Area 9, the farms as a rule are small. This
is partly to be attributed to the fact that restrieting Indians from dis=-
posing of the homestead of 40 acres for several years has tended to in-
crease the number of 40 acre farms. Slightly fewer than one-third of
the farms are in the group 20 to 49 acres. (Table iZ)o The next size
group, 50 to 99 acres, the group which includes the 80 acre farms, has
slightly more than one-third. of 'bho ferms. The group 100 to 174, which
includes the 120 to 160 a.ero tam. hl.- roughly 22 percent of the farms.

Occasionally thera are found h.‘rgo nudm or large farms owned by
one operator on the prairie hm’m- and m thr mugh lands often larger
acreages will be held by one cperator for grazing purposes.

The general rule, especially along the creeks, rivers, and even on
the rolling lands as indicated by the average value of equipment and

machinery used in the Creek and Cherokee Nations in 1900, is for one



Table 12+ Percentage of Total licIntosh, Muskogee, and Wagoner County
Farms in Each Size Group for Census Years 1910 to 19356

T UMbOr § AVerage

: farms—-t1size : Class intervals in acres

: : sUndert 5= & 10- 3§ 20= ¢ 60= 3§ 100= 1§ 176= ¢ 260= ¢t 500- § Above
! ] t 3 19 119 : 49 1 99 1 174 : 259 s 499 t 999 H

MeIntosh Counqt

1910 2,785 84,3 14 1,40 3,09 33.14 34,00 22,19 3.73 1.94 +32 .04
1920 3,449 88.1 .06 1,10 2,00 32,85 35,14 22,12 3.91 2423 .41 «17
1925 4,422 78,7 - +85 3427 35,39 35,39 20,11 3.33 1.56 12 -
1930 3,517 90,1 80 1,99 4,75 25,56 35.94 23,68 4,61 233 43 ell
1938 3,410 96.7 - 1,38 2,66 26,01 36,60 25,48 4,52 2.82 «50 «15
lulh.ﬁge Counﬁz
1910 3,192 100.,5 .06 1,88 5,11 208,14 33.21 20,46 4,57 4,07 1,03 «47
1920 3,631 0B.5 o1l 1,08 3.71 29,34 32,31 21,76 632 4,33 1 «20
1925 3,968 78.8 .03 3.06 6.14 31l.94 34.68 17.91 3494 1.89 «30 o139
1930 4,487 8645 1425 3.08 4,99 27.93 33,01 21,26 5410 2.70 «58 11
© 1935 4,480 88.8 18 4,58 6423 25.87 32.63 21.81 5.20 2490 +40 «20
Wagoner
1910 2,713 99.7 15 1,18 4.64 25,72 25,66 23,22 5,01 324 «81 «37
1920 2,453 114,.8 04 1,39 3,06 29,76 26,46 24.62 T.26 BsTH 1.22 «45
1925 2,936 89.9 = 3,71 6413 30.68 30,70 21,06 4,40 2.46 «58 31
1930 3,154 91.8 10 2,66 4,60 32,06 29,84 21.94 5.39 2.73 44 «25
1936 3,262 94,0 03 b5.14 6,98 28,94 27.64 22.26 4,98 3,04 «65 « 34

e _
Source: United States Census, Vol. I 1935; Vols, II, Part II, 1930; 14th Census 1920; Vol. VII, 1910.

‘e
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operator to control a small farm devoted to cotton and corn chiefly.

Machinery and equipment per ferm was valued at §80.41 and §96.30 in these
two nations respectively. Machinery and equipment per farm increased in
value until 1920, then reached a low for value per farm in 1925, but by
1930 had increased again to about 60 to 80 percent of the 1920 wvalue.

Corn and other grains grown chiefly as feed for livestock were the
principal crops in the Indian Nation. Therefore, heavy investments were
unnecessary. But the peried 1910 to 1920, was a period of expansion in
agriculture to meet the war-time demand and as a result of price inflae
tion and high prices for feed and food products. Good prices peid the
farmers well, and some money was spent for equipment to make more crops;
their implements and machinery investments increased accordinglye.

After the war, prices slumped. Farmers had bought high priced
equipment and were now paying for it with low priced products. Conse=-
quently a decrease of more than $100.00 per farm in equipment and machin-
ery oooufr.d.frm.z 1920 to 1935.

The machinery bought in 1920 would not last always, and, too, the
recovery and good times, 1927 and 1929, encouraged buying of farming
equipment. Again the 1930 census report showed an increase in machinery
and equipment values per farm in Muskogee, McIntosh, and Wagoner counties.
Possibly the shift to wheat in 1920 had something to do with increased
equipment investment in 1920.

Land and building wvalues increased to a peak in 1925 in luskogee,
and McIntosh counties and contimued to increase steadily in Weagoner
County. (Table 13). Probably the increase in size of farms accounts
for the per farm wvalue increase. According to the 1930 Census, the
heaviest investments per farm were in erop specialty farms, animal

specialty farms, and dairy farms nex$ in order. However, the greatest
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DEVELOPMENT OF TYPES OF FARWING 1900 TO 1935

The development of farming in the Indien Territory up to the first
Census report on the Indien Territory was traced in an early section.
This section will be devoted to the changes thst have occurred from 1500
to the present time,

Date are available to trace the changes that have occurred in the
tenure ststus of farmers, both by number of fearms, and by acres operasted
by each tenure group. (Tables 10and 11),

The fact that the percentage of ownership has shown a net decreasse,
botn in numbers and in acres controlled from 1910 to 1935, is pertinent
at the present time when so much is being said in regard to the tenancy
problem., Beginning with 1910 the averaga acreage operated by owners for
McIntosh, Muskogee, and Wegoner counties was, roughly, about ome-third of
the totel farm land.

The trend in ownership of ferms wes upwerd from 1910 to 1920, and
then en actual decresse occurred from 1920 to 1930, but there was an in-
crease again to 1935, The incresse, however, was not as great proportion-
ally as the increase in number of ferms or tenant operated farms, hence,
the percentage of farms operated by tenants was doun;ard from 1920 to
1930. From 1930 to 1935 there was an increase in parcentage of farms
operated by owners,

Type-of-farming Ares 9 in Eastern Oklshoma was opened to develop-
ment after 1907. Thenceforth the development wes the result ol economic
forces unhampered ss they had been by restrictions on the Indian lands.

As pointed out above, the owner operator tenure of farms in Area 9
' was, roughly, one-third of the number of fsrms. The country was new and
the lands just being opened geve good yields. But as population increased,

the number of farms increased, the percentage of land in farms



Table 15, vValue of Land snd Buildings, end Implements end Machinery per
Farm for Creek and Cherokee Nations 1900, and Muskogee, McIntosh,

Wagoner Counties, Census Years 1910-1935

=czmsa
-

b
>

1900

1910

1920

1925

——————

1930

1936

Creek Nation
Value land end buildings
Value implements and machinery

Cherokee Nation

~ Velue land end buildings
Value implements and machinery

McIntosh CoF_tz
alue land and buildings

Value implements and machinery

Muskogee Coun&z
ue end buildings

Value implements and machinery

Wzécnlr County
ue end buildings

Value implements and machinery

1,628

80.41

903
96434

70,06

3,503
93,78

2,713
84.42

4,486
240,37

6,181
285,61

313,65

3,285
143,73

3,963
170.44

2,936
111.69

2,671
130,50

3,610
182,11

3,154
167.43

1,607

2,043

3,262

Source: United States Census, Vol. I, 19353 Vol. II, Part II, 19303 14th Census 19203 Vol. VII, 19103

12th Census 1900,

l/ Not available.

A
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per acre walue was on crop specialty and poultry farms in Wagoner County.

MeIntosh County had the lowest average wvalue per acre, Wagoner County
next, and Muskogee County highest for land and buildings in 1930. These
data are not available for 1935.

land Use: Land use shows three definite movements in Area 9 from
1930 to 1935, (Teble 14).

Increase in population and expansion of agriculture from 1900 to
1930 resulted in more intemsive use of agricultural land in Area 9.
(Table 14)s The percentage of land in farms increased from 1910 to 1920.
But there was a reaction to follow the war which resulted in a decrease
in farms, even below the 1910 figures for licIntosh, Muskogee, and Wagoner
counties, During the war, cry for feed and food products brought land in-
to use that was later abandoned as being unprofitable.

The increase in land in farms from 1930 to 1936 was not the result
of good prices for this period but was in large measure the result of
the Great Depression. Industrial activity was reduced to a minimum and
people out of jobs turned to the farms for something to carry them until
they could go to work again. This was a back to the farm movement re-
sulting from lack of better alternative opportunities.

Yet there is another tendency that is noticed from the table. The
percentage of farm land in crops increased to 1920, and then decreasad
to 1985. The influence of the governmental regulations is, as yet, dif-
ficult to measure, and lack of sufficient data meakes that analysis im-
possible here.

Cropping Systems: The area considered in this study has the natural
factors favorable enough to grow practically any crop that is grown in
Oklahomse Yet, the area is characterized by a rather definite system of

farming.



Table 14, Percentage of Land in Farms; Percentage of
Farm Lend Improved 1910 and 1920, and Percentage

of Ferm Land in Crops 1925, 1930, and 1936

39

: 1910 3 1920 ¢ 1926 : 1930 1936
MoIntosh County
Percent of land in farms 55.5 6740 59.4 6949 T2.8
Percent of farm land ime
pl'd".ﬁ or in Brop‘ 2 64.9 73.7 ?0’4 63.9 75.3
Mnskosae Countz
Percent of land in farms 61.6 6648 59.9 T445 76e4
Percent of farm land inme ;
proved or in crops 67.8 T4.9 70.1 67.5 46.9
Wagoner Coun
Percent of lend in farms TT75 80.7 T3.0 80.1 34.6
Percent of farm land ime
proved or in crops 730 66.2 64.8 60.9

T3.8

Source: United States Census, Vol. I, 19353 Vol. II, Part II, 1930;

14th Census 19203 Veol. VII, 1910.



Teble 1§ Proportion of Land in Selected Crops for Census Years 1509 to 1934

in McIntosh, Muskogee, and Wagoner Counties

t : t t Sorghum @ Oats iBarley: ' : tVegetables
Counties : Cotes 3 1For-1: ' 1Un= T end 3 1Alfalia: Irish :Sweet ifop
t_ton tWheat: Corniage :Grains:Thrashedithrashed:Rye : Hay : 1potatoesspotatoesigale
1909
McIntosh 27.5 .1 51,8 1{ ' 3,0 | 4,1 }4 o3 .l ol
Huakogae 1249 38,9 * +5 32 9.3 . 1.8 S o4
Wagoner 14.4 5 37.1 1/ 1/ 2.4 746 %4 .6 v/ ot
1918
McIntosh 34.3 2.0 25.4 1.4 .1 16,1 el 5,6 3 % | . %
l!u.skogaa 2‘.1 b.6 1807 108 .2 2-3-8 .1 11.7 1-1 .8 02 .
Wagoner 19,6 1645 17,1 1.6 .3 2644 2 8.8 1,0 3 ol v/
1924
MoIntosh 46,2 3 313 1.8 ot 740 1.7 1{ 3.9 .3 2 1 % 3
Huakogee 45,0 1al 2642 1.6 o7 10,5 1.5 . B8e3 o7 l.4 el 3
Wagomr 3345 36 2503 102 ] 1105 1.9 01 1003 o4 o4 .1 01
1929
McIntosh 39.7 s1 35.8 7 8 3.1 1.4 3ed Py ok .1 . !
Muskogee 36,9 «7 32,0 .9 8 543 1.5 8.6 6 2.1 o2 3
Wa.gomr 3644 2.0 31.0 " 1.0 Teb 1.8 Te2 ol o7 " | |
1934
MoIntosh 21.0 1/ 22.8 2.2 1.0 2.6 1.3 4 6.8 .2 3 o1 2
Huakogeo 37«5 9 30,7 ‘Lss 1,9 8.8 2.8 01 15.4 1.3 1.7 s ol
w&gmr 22,9 1.3 1908 «6 1.9 11.4 1.6 y 15.0 1.0 1.8 01 ll
Sources United States Census, Vol, I, 1935; Vol. II, 19303 Part II Southern States, 1925; 14th Census

19203 Vol. VII, 1910,

1/ Less than one tenth percent.

*CcY
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We have seen that in early stages of development the Indians were
corn growers and livestock raisers.

As the country became more settled and other crops were brought in,
corn still was a crop that was needed for feed and food, and at the same
time it fitted in well with the other crops, therefore, it continued to
be one of the major crops.

For example on a corn and cotton farm in Eastern Oklahome, the corn
is planted from March 1 to March 20+ The corn is then up and cultiwvated
once before cotton is planted, about the middle of Aprils The corn is
cultivated again and then cotton worked out. In this way the two crops
complement each other in the use of labor and equipment; as the same
equipment is used to cultivate both cotton and corn.

About 1907 alfalfa was introduced into Eastern Oklshoma and is still
grown to some extent in the bottom lands. Muskogee County still produces
alfalfa; in 1935 there was l.8 percent of the crop land in this crop,
Wagoner County reached the peak acreage in 1919 with 2,044 acres.

Alfalfa is a crop that grows best on tho fertile bottom lands. It
fits in well with the cotton and corn system of farming because it is
seldom ever ready to harvest until the cotton has been worked out and
corn "laid by".

Oats fit into the cropping system well, because oats are sown in
either fall or spring when the work is not in conflict with other famm
operations. However, the harvest of oats comes about the same time
that cotton needs to be hoed in that section of the State.

Grain sorghums fit into the farming operations because grain sorg-
hums will do very well if planted any time during the spring.

Potatoes were at one time one of the prineipal crops in the vieinity

of Fort Gibson, but due to lack of markets potatoes are not extensively



grown in that area. Other vegeteble crops are planted in small patches
with the exception of an occasional truck farme The 1930 Census listed
four farms as truck farms in lMuskogee, McIntosh, and Wagoner counties.

Thus in the main, the type of farming that exists in Area 9 is
based on one major source of income, more generally cotten, and then
corn is grown to feed the livestock thioﬁ consists of 2.4 to 2.3 head
of horses per 100 acres of crop land in 1935; 2.5 to 2.8 head of mules;
and 12.3 to 13,5 head of cattle; 7.3 to 6.1 head of milk cows, and
about 60 to 66 head of chickens per 100 acres of crop land in 1935, ac-
cording to the 1935 Census of Agriculture. (Table 16). The 1930 Census
listed 53 animal specialty farms for McIntosh County 66 for Muskogee
County and 54 in Wegoner County. For these animal specialty farms the
number of head of livestock per farm averaged approximetely 26 head per
farm more than the average nmumber of all farms.

Number of livestock follow rather regular cycles, yet the cyclical
movement of livestock numbers influences the farm orgenization at the
particular time.

There is one develomment that is obviouse From 1910 to 1935 the
trend in horse numbers was downward. (Table 16), However, from a
relatively high point 1910 the number of cattls increased to a peak in
the early twenties, while the number of head of cattle per 100 acres
crop land decreased for Area 9, as shown in Teble 18), This is probeb-
ly due to the increase in acres in crop land for the same period. The
low figures for 1925 coincide with the cycle of numbers; and again the
increase in number of head of all cattle per 100 acres of crop land for

1935 is with the up swing of the cycle.

42.

The trend in hog numbers was up to a peak in the years 1910 to 1920,

thus showing relatively large numbers of hogs per 100 acres crop land in



Teble 186 » Number of Livestock Per 100 Acres Crop
Land in MoIntosh, Muskogee, and Wagoner Counties
for Census Years 1910 to 1936

McIntosh County
Horses 4.6 3.6 345 2.7 23
Mules 240 2.3 - 38 35 249
All OQttIQ 1l.1 8.7 6.8 5.9 12,3 ~
Hilk cows 3.8 2.9 245 2.9 6.1
Hﬂgl 11.1 10,0 Tl T«8 1.3
Sheep - .06 o1 - 5
Chickens 571 6045 T4a2 674 60+4

Muskogee County
Horses 4.3 3.8 3.8 2.9 2.4
lules 201 245 3.4 3e2 2.8
All cattle 14,9 11.3 Ted TaT 13.5
Hilk COWS 4.0 5.2 2.5 5.5 7'5
Hogl 10'0 10.1 6.3 7.3 6.6
sh.ﬂ@ ol 2 " - =
Chickens 48,9 60,3 78.2 65456 63.2

Wagoner County

Horses 3.6 37 3.7 2.9 2.4
M“le‘ 109 202 3.1 301 2.5
All cattle 12.9 8.6 TeT Teb 13.2
Kilk cows 2.4 2.0 22 3e2 649
HOE' 8.6 8.7 6.6 6.6 6.4
ShOUp - ol P 3 .3
Chickens 47.5 54.2 7845 T7.8 65,9

A S S S S e R S T e T S T T T o R T S T T
Sources United States Census, Vol. I, 1935; Vol. II, Part II, 1930; l4th
Census 19203 Vol. VII, 1910.
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Area 9 for these years. The decrease in numbers of hogs per 100 acres of

erop land after 1920 is a close correlation with the downward trend in
hog numbers of this peried.

The decrease in hog mumbers per 100 acres crop land (Table 16),
corresponds relatively closely with the decrease in preportion ef crop
land in oorn for census years. (Table 15),

The movement of the cycle of hog and cattle numbers in response to
price changes is beyond the scope of this problem. However, to the ex-
tent price changes cause changes in the number of livestock sufficient

to influence the acreages of crops it must be recognized in this study.
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PROBABLE FUTURE DEVELOPMENT

Future development in farming types in Area 9 will continue during
the next decade very largely in the same general direction as has been
described in this study. That is, of course, barring too much inter-
ference by regulation and restriction from the govermment. However,
governmental regulation appears now to be a factor that must be recog-
nized in making any forecast of the future. ﬁnt it is also true that
to be successful and continue any program must be in accord with the
natural advantages of any area. Therefore, it is the opinion of the
writer that regulations will not alter materially the type of farming
that has developed under free operation of economic forces.

As has been stated by farmers themselves in Eastern Oklahoms
"they can pay more taxes, debts, and operating c:polmu with cotton
than any other crop." Which seems to dictate that cotton will con=-
tinue to Le the chief cash crop for some time; because it appears un-
likely that the entire distribution and marketing structure can be
changed «

Emphasis is being placed more and more on conservation of the
natural resources, especially the soils Such emphasis is slow to
show results because of the fact that the agricultural plant must
pey its way before very much efTort can be directed toward conserva-
tion. lLow prices, mobility of temants, and the gemeral low standards
that exist already are forces that tend to minimize deviation from the
general trend in farming dawlopﬁnt. Under present conditions there
is general agreement that govermmental regulation to be contimmed must
be subsidized.

iy

Tenancy as an institution is not an evil as long as the propor- k

tion of temancy is not too great. Just what would constitute tenancy
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out of proportion to what the land would support is questionable. Yet,.
under present price and yield conditions of Eastern Oklahoma, the land
is not desirable for investment purposes, nor is the income sufficient
to support absentee ownerships therefore, it appeers quite likely that
the proportion of owners will continue to increase or at least remain /
at about the present lﬂoh.'g_z/ ~/

Natural conditions in Area 9 favor cotton production, yet, not to
the extent that mechanizetion of operation is possible. Thus it appears
quite likely that the size of farms will remain relatively small. An op-
posing force has been pointed out already. loss of fertility and de-
crease in ylelds per acre, along with lower prices will necessarily
mean larger units to pay the operating expenses and support a feamily.
And in view of these develomments it is the opinion of the writer that
the average size of farms will remain about the present acreage during
the next decade, possibly increase slightly.

There will possibly be an increase in the number of farms in the
larger size groups, as a result of combination of subemarginal farms
into livestock farms with greater acreages farmed less intensively.

But this will be offset by further breaking down of the better lands as
sons of present operators marry and start farming.

Specialized farming, such as dairy production, truck farming,
poultry raising has since 1920 received encouragement. In 1936, 25.8
carlots of potatoes, and 14 of spinach were shipped out of Muskogee

County, and four carlots of potatoes were shipped out of Wagoner

22/ Peter Nelson, land Tenure Problems in Oklahoma. Current Farm
Economics, Oklae. Agrie. Exper. 8ta., Stillwater, Oklahoma. Vol.
10, Noe 4, Auge 1937.
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2/
Countyes The potatoes, however, were concentrated into carlots from
!Hgggling?i&lggigggo The
spinach was from specialised farms. But the extent of the development
of this type of farming is limited by proximity to markets. Therefore,
it will not be so surprising if the muber of such farms does not in-

crease very much proportionally within the next decade.

The influence of psychology and education is something that can=-
not be measured statistically, yet it remains fairly certain that a
young man starting out for himself will tend to do very largely that
which he was reared to doe Thus in Area 9, the young men who start
out &8s farmers now very largely will follow the same system of farm=
ing that was used on the home fam.

A boy from a farm of 60 to 80 mcres, farmed by one or two teams,
and with irregular patches of cotton and corn which are rotated from
yoar to year will contimue to follow that system when hefarms for
himselfe. If heo is accustomed to having about 60 to 70 chickens around
the place and six to 16 head of cattle out in the free range, or in a
woods pasture, he will ordimarily try to have his farm organized in
that waye Sumall pateches around the place will be planted to potatoes, -
legume orops, grein sorghums, melons, andi such minor cropse. DBut with
an inerease in number of livestock it scems quite likely that feed

orop acreages will increase, especially sorghums.

23/ Us 54 Do Aey Bs As Bep Carlot Shipments of Fruits and Vegetables
fron Stations in the United States, 1936.

24/ The writer spent & mmber of years in Fastern Oklahoma and hes

had sotual experience in grading and shipping potatoes from
this and adjoining areas.
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This is a tendency, tut just how strong it is in influencing the
type of farming of an area camnot be measured, The opinion of the
writer is that the next decade will see very little change in the type
of farming of Area 9, other than those pointed outs Unless of course,
the povermment through subsidy changes the type of farming there, but
this appears quite unlikely.

One other develomment possibly will be noticed in the future; and
that is with all the propaganda and educational campaign to practice
conservations there will likely be a tendency for acres in legumes to
show some increase.

In eonclusion it might be said that natural factors of Area 9 are
paremount in determing the type of farmings Rainfall in the early spring
tends to limit the sisze of erop acreage one man can successfully handle,
This is especially true of cotton.

As was pointed out in the introduction the topography for the most
part is broken by streams and even the prairie lands are rolling, which
operates to linmit large scale mechanized ferming. Thus the production
of crops will be confined to relatively small farmse.



Table 17«

McIntosh, Muskogee, and Wagoner Counties, Oklahoma

I.l"-l

Acres in Each of Selected Crops for Census Years 1909 to 1934 for

Counties:Cotton s Wheat : Corn a"?bru Gr in:!iraah—tﬁh— :lty : ¢ Alf-1IrishiSweet:Vegetables
! 1 age ted tthrashetand 1 Hay : alfaipota-:pota-:for sale
s 1 1ed tRye 3 1 1toes stoes 1
1909
MoIntosh 41,934 94 72,212 22 584 4,602 2/' 16 6,241 43 4565 78 606
Muskogee 28,018 106 84,535 348 1,126 6,983 2 20,277 303 3,883 166 907
Wagoner 28,705 930 73,952 91 80 4,771 22 14,973 70 1,126 71 828
1919
MoIntosh 76,834 4,583 56,978 3,176 271 38.125.5/ 286 12,207 611 231 262 37
Muskogee 62,656 14,534 48,729 4,736 6511 61,872 277 30,515 2,871 2,017 606 284
Wegoner 40,278 33,821 35,133 3,015 G588 54,170 510 17,991 2,044 530 150 32
1924
McIntosh 87,589 6506 59,366 3,477 740 13,204 3,283 20 7,469 6521 312 116 131
Muskogee 08,535 2,317 57,337 3,224 1,689 22,9856 3,321 202 18,088 1,568 3,107 283 673
Wagoner 68,530 6,211 44,261 2,012 1,334 20,099 3,254 98 18,078 776 714 111 159
1929
McIntosh 80,236 178 71,931 1,336 1,209 6,217 2,884 17 6,849 346 730 260 212
Muskogee 96,557 1,746 83,780 2,392 2,087 13,787 3,953 9 22,687 1,608 5,616 574 724
Wagoner 66,331 3,792 58,144 1,400 1,794 14,099 2,471 3 13,689 752 1,374 197 169
1934
McIntosh 52,181 83 66,739 5,400 2,601 6,538 3,327 954 16,016 579 845 284 386
Muskogee 70,004 1,734 57,339 8,666 3,462 16,604 5,178 130 36,283 3,326 3,239 469 724
Wagoner 42,607 2,500 36,843 1,099 3,572 21,138 2,998 76 27,862 1,770 2,428 262 243
Source: United States Census, Vol. I, 19363 Vol. II, 1930; Part II, Southern States, 1925; 14th Census,

19203 Vol. VII, 1610.

W
w0



Table 18, Acres Operated by Farmers in Eech Tenure
Groups According to Counties; Census Years 1910

to 1936

50,

: 1910 s 1920 1025 1930 ¢ 19356
licIntosh County
Total Ferm Land 234,887 303,754 269,301 136,712 329,907
Owners 70,320 76,298 65,273 41,764 51,966
Part Owners - 35,829 16,629 34,200 33,058
Managers 393 1,873 660 4,999 1,811
Tenants 164,174 189,954 186,739 235,749 243,082
Cash Tenants - 15,395 6,730 7,684 -
Other Tenants - 174,559 180,009 228,085 -
Muskogee County
Total Farm Land 320,891 347,884 312,078 387,929 898,045
Owners 142,319 104,143 77,913 57,876 69,465
Part Owners - 57,701 38,411 57,825 56,772
Managers 1,952 5,158 2,194 7,528 2,678
Tenants 176,620 180,882 193,660 264,700 269,130
Cash Tenents - 21,207 12,732 20,926 -
Other Tenants - 159,675 180,828 243,774 -
Wagoner Coun
Totel Farm Land 270,471 281,566 263,788 298,491 305,756
Owners 87,816 61,153 67,965 43,640 47,998
Part Owners - 54,821 25,062 33,434 36,124
Managers 2,610 7,212 11,560 9,228 15,681
Tenents 180,045 168,380 159,211 203,182 205,968
Cash Tenants - 15,659 9,250 14,182 -
Other Tenants w 142,721 149,961 189,007 -

Sources United States Census, Vol. I, 19353 Vol. II, Part II, 1930;
14th Census 19203 Vol. VII, 1910,



Table 19.

Tenure Stetus of Farmers, Census

Years 1910 to 1936

51.

R e e e T e e e s et

: 1910 1920 1926 3 1930 H 19386
MoIntosh County
Total 2,785 3,449 3,422 3,607 3,410
Owners 544 823 756 501 542
Part Owners 103 298 132 234 194
Manegers 2 7 2 18 4
Tensnts 2,138 2,323 2,632 2,764 2,870
Cash Tenants 252 154 T7 82 -
Other Tenants 1,884 2,169 2,455 2,682 -
Muskogee CounqL
Total 3,192 3,631 3,958 4,487 4,480
Owners 839 1,020 988 796 845
Part Owners 221 388 332 464 413
Meanagers 13 18 7 19 11
Tenants 2,119 2,105 2,631 3,208 3,211
Cash Tenants 262 2156 176 246 -
Other Tenants 1,867 1,890 2,455 2,962 -
lhsonlr Cogggz
Total 2,713 2,453 2,936 3,154 3,252
Owners 476 619 728 461 510
Part Ownmers 112 250 250 266 210
Managers 9 6 4 9 12
Tenants 2,118 1,878 2,086 2,428 2,520
Cash Tenants 366 134 73 124 -
Other Tenants 1,751 1,544 1,993 2,304 -
Source: United States Census, Vol. II, Part II, 1930; 14th Census 1920,

Vol. VII, 19103 Vol. I, 19365.



BIBLIOGRAPHY

Source Material

le United States Department of Agriculture, Field OEEt&on of Bureau
of Soils, Fifteenth Report,
Trinting office, Washington, De C., 1913.

2. » Soil 8 of lMolIntosh
Ty O Tare ot (halrty STl T

mpu.. okhhm Agricultural Experiment
Station, Stillwater, Oklahoma, United States Govern-
ment Printing Office, Washington, De C., 1938.

Se s Heather Bureau, Climatic

Sw 7 of the United ctates, Section 43, United
Eﬁm mng Office, TWashington, De Ce,

1950¢

4, United States Department of Commerce, Burean of Census, Thirteenth

Census of the United States, 1910, Agriculture, Vole
VT, UViltel States Covermment Trinting Office, Washing-

ton, De Cep 1913,

Se s Buresu of Census, Fouwteenth
Tensus of the United States, 1920, Agriculture, Vole
Vi, fart 2, United Stabes Go

verment FPrinting Office,
?#llhhlg‘b’n. De Cap 1922.

Ga e s Bureau of Census, United
States Census Of ﬁfm. 1926, United states
08, h"ml De Cap 1927.
Te » Bureau of Census, Fifteenth

~Cénsus of the United States, Agriculture, 19350, Vol.
11, Part 2, United States Govermment Printing Office,
Vashington, De Ce, 1952+
8e Bureau of Census, United
Aeriou. m. 1986, Vol. II, Fart 2,

ng 0ffice, Washington,

De Ces
9« United States Department of Agriculture, Bureau of Agricultural
Economics, Carlot Shipments of Fruits and Vegetables,

From: Stations ln the United States, Calendar Year 1936,
Feshington, De Ve, 1938.

10. Oklahoma Tax Commission, Report to Assessors, Oklahome City, 1936.




53.

Books
1. Dale, Edward Everett, and Rader, Jesse lee. in Oklahoma
iistory. Row, PFeterson, and Company , » .
_.

3e Foreman, Grante Five Civilized Tribes. University of Oklahoma
Presss Yorman, Oklahomhe 1054e

Articles

le Yelson, Peter, "Geographical Variability in Types of Farming in .,
Oklahoma,” Current Fgrm Economics, Volume 9, Noe 1, —
Pebruary 1956, Oklahoms Agricultural Experiment Station
Sgillwater, Oklahoma.

2+ Nelson, Peter, "land Termure Problems in Oklahoma," Current Farm
Reonomics, Volume 10, Foe. 4, August 1987, Oklahoma Agri-
cultural Experiment ' tation, Stillwater,

3 Ellsworth, Je Os, and Elliott, Fe F., "Types of Faming In Okla=-
homa", Bulletin No. 181, Othhm Agricultural Experi-
ment, Stillwater, Oklahoma, 1925,

4, Foreman, Grant, "The Centemnial of Fort Gibson,” Chronicles of
Oklahome, Volume II, Oxlahome Hystorical Socliety,
Oklahoma City, Oklahoms, 1924,

5. Nelson, Peter, "Land Tenure and Agricultural Conservation," Cur=-
rent Farm Economics, Vol. 11, No. 2, April 1538, Agri.
E:por. 8“., Stillwater.



Myrtle Montgomery
and
Tyana De Marshall





