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In the course of this work many people have given

helpful advice snd encouragement. To them I should like

Romsdell under whose gensral direction thls work has been
undertaken, to Dr. S. A. Greham and Dr, &, C. O0'Roke who
have also gilven valﬁabla advice and agslstance Throughout
the study. Grateful acknowledgment is also made to Mr.
R, Cs Behymer, Digtrict Congervetlionisgt of ths Fenton and
S.E, Livingston Soil Conservation Districts, and Mr. H.
S. Osler, Washtenaw County Agricultural Agent for aid in
formulating the guestionnalre.

To Mr, A., D. Meacham of the University of'Michigan
Sorting Tabulating Station 1s extended much appreclation
for help iIn adapting the quesgtionnaire for tébulation end
Instructions on operation of the International Business
Machines.

Tha financial aid extended by the Georgse Willis Pack
Foundatlon wmade it possible to persue the field work per-
taining to this study. ' ‘ .

Last but not least, all of the people who so kindly
cooperated In the interviews deserve credit for making the

gstudy possible,
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INTRODUCT TON

It is quite evident that we are facing a new era in
American Higtory and that our froutler has changed froﬁ
expansion to new and virgin land to wise ubllizatlon of
what we already posSSEsSS. Gollectively we have Yesgun to
realize that cach and evsery ecre of lend 1n our country
must be Judieclously utilized so as to gupply our Natlonal
needs and to assure security for the Individual landownsr.

Generally speaking, we have two types of land mis-
management. In the flrst case the land is being used for
purposes that should never have besen attemplted or are not
in accord with present needs, and in the second the gsneral
enterprise 1s compatable with the soll but fhe managsment
practlces of the ovwner or tenant are far out of lines

Congressional acts of the last ten years indlcate
conclusively that agricultural mis-management has made
necesgsary a Natlonal program for the bﬁrposa of promoting
the cdnservation of our agricultural regources., The
“gréatest good for the greatest number" philosophy of public
forest regulatlon found its way to private land utilization,
from the national'standpoint¢ Legislatlion aimed in this

directlon, through socisl channels, is bringing the



realization to us as individuals that stability and
securlty can come only through proper land planning,

utilization, and management.

LAND MANAGEMENT PLANS

In general, formulation of.a land management plan.
entails three major steps. First, land classification
showing present and proper use for each parcel of land,
Second, éscertaining if end why land is beling mis—managed
and‘tLird8 drafting a plan that will supply the neseds that
the second gtep indlcates,

Increasing attentlon 1s belng focused, by many States,
on land planning and utlilization surveys and at the present
time many countles have been or are belng surveyed, Tech~
nigues have heen developed for gathering this information
and the final resulfs show quite vividly the tremendous
changds that are needed before proper land management can

4

be achlieved: However, emphasis has beéen placed mainly on
lend classification and the reasong for mls-management are
not widely understood,

Outside of the U. S. Department of Agriculture and

related programs, there 1ls 1little belng done to bring

about proper agricultural land management practices.
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PURPOSE OF STUDY

The purpose of this study is to develop a technlque
for obtalning sufficient information to facilitate the
formulation of a lend ubtilization and management plan,
considering a county as a logical working unilt.

To meke complete a survey of a county and draft a
management plan is a task falling far beyond the scope of
thi; paper. Webster Township was chosen as a typlcal sam-~
ple unit of Washtenaw County and while sufficient coverage
of the wmenagement problem was allowed for, speclal emphasls
was placed on gainling an indication as to the social and

humen ilmplications of land management,

METHOD USED

4

In order to gaeln an insigbt into the numerocusg and
complex soclal, and physical factors operating on a given
area of land; it seesmed logical to contact each individual
landoewner. For this reason a gquestionnalre was developsd
including only questlons that were reasonably sure of being
answered and yet giving complete coverage\of the objectives.
The author personally interviewed all the landowners and
tenants in Webster Township who could be contacted in the
time avallable for the study. |

The accompanylng map indicates the land ownerships

which were not so covered, Information from neighbors was
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obtalned as to the type of ownershlp, occupation of the
Individual, and the use to whilch the land was devoted on
most of the parcels omlitted,

The southeast corner of the Township was purpésely
omiltted beﬁause of 1ts proximity to the Village of Dexter
éhd the urban character of the settlement resulting thefe~
from. Also, 290 acres in sections 34 and 35 owned by the
Loch Alpine Subdivislon Company (a real estate development
~non-~agricultural in character) were omitted; The ares thus
ﬁot included encompasesd ;approximétely 1100 ecres. The
total area surveyed by personsl interview amounted to ap~
proximately 18,000 acres and the area for which no infor-

matlon could be gained amounts to less than 500 acres.

Questlionnaire

The questionnaire used, as reproduced on the followlng
pages, is the regult of the combined efforts of the author
and as many mén in the particular fieid as could be con-
tacted and some poftions of the questlonnaire as used by
" swearst were included. |

The five basic and interrelating important factors
around which the questiohnarie was built are_as follows:

First, the physical features of the land itself--the
soll and tOpographya

lSwears, C. C. 1941. A Study of the Landowner-
Sportsman Relationship in Webster Township, Washisnaw

County, Michlgan. Master's thesis, University of Michigan,
Unpublished. Typewritten. ‘ ’



Second, the farm enterprise and management practices
used by the indivldual.

Third, operation, influence, and effectiveness of the
educationai,organizationalﬁ and action agencles operating
in the section. |

Fourth, personal information concernlng the individual,
his family, ideeas, opinions, and recognition of the prob-
lems atlbendsent to land managements.

nterviewsed toward

[t

a
Fifth, the reactlon of the men
forming & land management program.

Some chenges were found necessary after a few
interviews and amounted mainly to omittiné those questions
and portions of guestions fowx ﬁhich sccurate answers could
not be gained, -

The questionnaire in itself isg self’explanatory and
indicafes the scops and charscter of the questions asked.
The complexity of the problem and the varisty of Informa-
tlon collected made it advisable from the standpoint of
time saving to handle the data mechanically by means of
sorting and tabulating machines. Therefore the guestions
were arranged for such analysis prior to going into the
field and each was given a codes Spaces for quantitabive
information were filled in by the interviewer as the in-
formation was receilved. This was found to be of valus in

gaining personal information. The farmer could see that

/



hesasy John Dos,did not enter into the picture but only
hls ldeas and practices as one of an lndistingulsghable

group were galned.



Neme ; Location

1. Card Number. Col. 1,2,3.
2. Code Number. Col. 4,5. (Soil Class)

3, .Age Group: Col. 6, O- 3- 30-34 6&- 45-48 9-60-
1- 19-3¢ 4- 35-3% 7- 50-54
8- 25-29 5- 40-44 8- 55-59

4., Qccupation.
Present. Col. 7. O= 3- Professional & 6~ Widow
l- Farmer Business
2~ Parmer and  4- Laborer
other type 5~ Retired

Previous. Col. 8, O- 3~ Professional &
1l- Parmer Business {Background-
2~ Farmer and 4- Laborer Farm,Rural,Urban}
other type 5- Retired
5. Ownership Status. Col. 9. 0- - 3~ Tenant-Rent 6. Idle
1= Owner 4- Rents-Shares

P Tenant-Shares 5- Rents~Cash

Time. Col. 10. O- 3- 15 6= 30 9~ 45
1- 5 4- 280 7= 35 10~ In family since
2~ 10 5~ 25 8= 40 early times

6. Family & Size. Col. 11,12,
= Supported by farm. Col. 13
Children® Boys over 2l. Col. 14.
Children- Boys under 21 and over 15. Col. 15,

{Boys ;Ages ,Grade__ ,High ,Adv._ . ,Occupation

(Girls PAges___ s Grade ,High , Adv. ,Occupation

7. Help. Sons. Col. 16.

Hired. Col. 17. O~ 3~ Neighbor A (Cost
1= Part time 4- Need part time help (NO.
2= Year-round 5= Need ysar-round help

8. Cooperating ' 0= _ 4= AAA 8~ Wheat 0K
Ageney. Col. 18. 1~ Farm Seturity 5- Was'a A4A Mbr. 9= Corn OK
2~ Nat'l Farm Loean , 6= A4A - 0K .

%- Production Credit ?- AAA not OK

. o v 3= Spectacﬁalr erosion
Service. Col. 19. 1~ SCS and AAA seme é6rg: 4~ Proper knowledge of
2- Distinguishes betwsen

9. Soil Comser. 0- L

10, Organizatidhs. Col 20, O~ . - B ééépe}ative of Dextel
1- Grangse 4= 4B

2= Farm Bursau

3

—




11. Educational, Col. 2l. O- ) 4- US Govt. Bul.
1+ Farm Home Hour 5-- More Prac. Info.
2- WKAR 6= Aid from Co. Agent
3= Mich Col. Bul. 7- No Radio

(Maghzines- SF MF CF FJ CG . - Papers- AAN DN DFP

12. Satisfaction with 0= 3= Would and will leave
profession. Col., 22. 1= Only Pfofession 4.~ Would not advise young
2-- Good but= mean to start.

13. Total Acreage. Col. 23,24,25.

Acreage in permanant pasture Col. 26,27, {Up. «Br. Ms.

Status of pasture. Col. 28. 0= 3- Not improved

1- some improved 4- Retired from cultivation

2= A1), improved
- Reason for retirement. Col 29. O~ 3~ AAA retired
1-- s0il erosion 4= Marsh
2= Soil depletion 5- Brush

Acres seeded. Col. 30,31, {41 _,C1. ; JG s T ,Br

Acres in supplemental pasture. Col. 32. {Species )

Acres in woeds. Col. 33,34.

Grazing= Cols 35. O= 4~ Not good for woods
1= Grazed 5- Not good for animals
2- Not Grazed - 6- Not fenced

Agres in corn. Col. 36,37. { Yield
Aeres in Theat. Col 38,39, ( Yield
Acres in Oats. Col. 40,41. { Yield
Aeres in others. Col. 42,43, { Yield
Total cropped acreage. Col. 44,45,46,

N i Ve’ Cne?

sl W St St et ! Nt

14, {No, Beef Cattle PFatening , No. sold $ Breed
(No. Western Lembs Fat.___ NO Sold $ .
{Dairy cows ___ ,Sold __ ,M.Base ,Breed-G R ,Dealer
( Sheep ,Sold ,Wool $ ,Breed- F M €
(Hogs ?Sold , Preed
{(Horses. ,Sold ,Breed
{Money crops $
15. Income. Col. 47, O= 1- Supported by farm = 8- Outside aid
16. Topography. Col 48. O- 3- gently rolling
1- level : 4~ Hilly

8- partially level with gentle slopes

17. Soil. Col. 49. 0= 2= Heavy 4= Medium
1- light 3= half and half

18, Rotatiom. Col. 50. Row crops in years
Col. Bl. Small grain in years
Col. 58, Average meadow in years




19.

20,

21,

22,

23,

24,

25,

26,

a7,

28,

Varies. Col. 53, O 4~ Varies with slope
1= seme for all 5~ Varies with both
2~ same as always 6= Varies with seasonand
3= Varies with soil and seeding success.
Gullying. Col. 54. O= 1= yes 2= No
{Crop in which these is the most washing- Corn,Oats,Wheat )
Yields., Col 55. O= 3~ Organic matter 6- Comm. Fert.
1~ Same in all 4~ Erosion 7= Soil
2~ Not seme in all O- Weather 8- Manure

Plowing. Col. 56, O= . 3- Both affect
1= soil affects manner 4- Nothing affects
2- Slope affects manner

Col, 57, O~ 3- Best outside of conficur 6= Just
l- parallel to fence 4- Should follow siope plow
&- longest irrespective 5- No need to consider slope

Green manure & 0=
Cover Crops Co. 58, 1- grow specifically for manure {Species )
2- grow specifically for cover (Species )

Lime., Col. 58, O 5~ Dost prohibits
1- do not use 6~ would if owned
2= So0il test 7- No need
3- Rule of thumb 8- Plan to {Cost )

Total acreage ofer lo year period. Col. 63,64,

Comm., Fert. Col. 62. 0~ Do not use 5= 0=8=24
' 1- Super phosphate 6-Row crops
2~ Phosphete 7- Small Grain
3~ 2-12-6 8- Cost prohibits {Cost )
4= 0-14-8 9~ Plan to { Amt. )

Total acres per year. Col. 635,64.

Manure. Col 65. O~ 3= meadow 6~ 10=19 9~ 40=
1- rpw 4- ALl 7~ 20--29
2- grain 5= 0=10 8~ 30=39 (Acres )
Practices. Col, 66. O= 4~ Strip Cropping
1= Sod in gullys 5~ Terracing

8- Sod in waterways 6= Contour furrowing
3= Tile ($ ) 7~ Diversion ditches

Woodlend Planting. Col 67. O- 3- Softwoods
1- plant trees 4. Hardwoods
2= underplant
Fuel., Col. 68. 0O- 1l-woodlot 2-.coal 3- oil
Reason for. Col 69, O- - no wood 2~ cheepsr 3= to busy & no help

Wood supply will last for 20 more years. Col. 70,




I

29, Wildlife. Col. 71. O 5- Is comp. with

1- Doing something & interested farming
2= Not doing, but interested ‘

3=~ Not doing, not interested

4~ Not compat. with farming.

30. Soil Conser. Service. Col. 72. {- Acquainted with S. Livingston Dst.

2- Not acquainted.

Col. 73, O= 3~ Passive interested

1- Interested in encorperating 4~ For the novice only
2~ not interested

Col. 74, O- 5-- Controlled hunting
l- advice 6. Scientifi¢c Parming
2-- Machinery uss 7- Ped. Govt. should leave alone
3- Plant & Seed 8- Farmer should orgenize
4- Cooperative 9~ Should not orgenize
31, Tuture of Farm. Col., 74. O- ’ 3-- Rent- shares
' 1- Continue in family 4~ Rent-cash
2~ Ssll
32. Best enterprise. Col. 76. O- 3= Sheep
. 1~ Dairy 4- Truck
2- Cattle 5= General
3%. Labor. Col. 77, O= 3~ Horse and Hand
1= Mech. equipment 4~ Hand

2= Mech. & Horss

34. Appearance. Col, 78. . 0= 3~ Neligent

1= well kept up
2~ Pairly well kept up

35. Present enterprise. Col. 79. ¢- 4~ Truck 8- Investment
“ 1~ Dairy 5~ Poultry
2= Cattle 6- Hogs
3= Sheep 7- Grain
REMARKS :-
Time begun Time Finished

Total time

. Date




ANALYSIS OF RESULTS

TABULAT ION

Because of the extensiveness of the mabterial gathered
1t 1s imposgible to make a detalled smalysis withoug ine-
creasing the paper to undesirable and confusing length.
Stralght dlséributions are included for wost .of the ques=
"tions while the results of obthers are brought out in
discussion, Two~way distributlons comparing soll, age,
period on the land, ownershlp, .and Uresenu enterprise have
beenAworked out for the most questiong in order to show
more clearly the factors that may have had an influence on

the farm operatlon, practices and land use.

GCOMPARISON BY TWO~WAY DISTRIBUTION OF~--

So0il Classes

The soilil map for Webster Township as published by the
U, S, Department of Agricultureg was repoduced and ussd
as a basis for'classifying each farm into a soll class
unit, It is noticed by a glance at the soil map (page 13}

2y, 8. D. A, Bureau of Soils. 1830. Soll Survey of

Weshtenaw County, Michlgans Govermment Printing Office,
Washington, D, C,
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[IMiami Loam

XY Fox Sandy Loam
EF=Bellefontaine Sandy Loam
ZZZ4Hi | 1sdale Sandy Loam

[TMBrady Sandy Loam

M Washtenaw Loam

LM Bronson Sandy Loam U(ZZANewion Sandy Loam

E==1Brookston Loam
E333IBrookston Clay Loam R Rifle Peat

FesdGriffin
ENIGilford
E®RWal (ki

Loam
Loam
Loam

[*1Berrien Loamy Sand

Greenwood Peat

FEHCarlsile Muck
E=dHoughton Muck



that Miaml loam 1s the domlnant best goll and encompasses
approximately fifty percent of thé total area and Belle~
fontain and Hillgdals, inferior soils from the agricultural
standpoint,og&upy the largest percentage of the remaining
area. |

A goil classification, a8 shown on page 15, was
devised on the basig of general produgtivity of the soll
typa: Three classes are used, the first representing the
best agricultural land, the thilrd the pooregt In the town-
ship, and the seeond intermedlate. hirty-elght percent
of the total land area in Webssar Townshlp (outside of the
previously mentionsd sreas omitted) falls in the soil
clasgiflcatlion 1, thirty percant in goil class 2, and
thirty~tmp pereent in soll class 3.

Jdo Qe Veatch, 1941,5 divided the state of Michigan
into four general 1aﬁd clagses as follows:

First class--"Land of highest value for gensral
gigﬁi?glo? E%e basis of inherent productlivity of the

Second clags~--"Usable land of medium value for general
farming « o o °

Third class-="Land of doubtful valus for general
farming. Suiteble locally for special crops, subsistence
farms and extensive grazing."

Fourth class~-"Vary low or no valus for general
farming. Small acreage suitable for high-acre-valus crops
under special conditlons. Low value for extensive grazing."

SVeatch, J. 0., 1941, Agricultural Land Classification
and Lend Types of Michigan. Michigan Stats College, Agri-
cultural Experiment Station Special Bulletin, 248 (Revised).
East Lensing, Michigan,



Soil
Class

SOIL CLASSES AND ACREAGE OF EACH

Description

Well drained
clay loams
and loams

Dominately
well drained
Jclay loames
and loams,

with sandy &
light sandy
loems and/or
dralined organic
solils

Sandy & light

sandy loams or -

dominately ®so
wlth organic.

Omitted

Acreage

Number of
Cases Area
Interviewed Covered

k7 7389

Ma jor Type
Name

Mismi

Fox

Miami and
Fox=-dom-
inate, with'

2l 3706

Hilledale
Bellfountaine

and for

Rifls Peat
Carlaile Muck
Houghton Muck

Hilledale
Bellefountaine

33 5136

Rifle Peat

Carlsile Muck
Houghton Muck

Total 16231

800 acres of Class III--Dexter area

Total

8300

6500

6900

21700

290 acres of Class II--Loch Alpine Sub-division

1B



Approximately 40 percent of Webster Township 1s
inecluded in class 1, 55 percent in class 2, 5 percent in
clasg 3, and none in class 4.

It might have been well to use Veatche's classiflca~
tion as a basls for thls study. However, it was thought,
for the purpose of bringing to light more information re=-
garding the less valuable agricultural soils, the claési~
fication as used in thig survey would facilitate a more
thorough analysis. A map showlng the soil classes is

found on the next page.

Ags*01§sseSw~P0pulaticn

Ages were recorded in five year classes but in order
to bring out more significant comparisons for two-way
distributlons on age, these five year classes were con-

densed Into three groups as follows:

Ags group 19-34 35-49 50+ No information

Number of cases )
ipterviewed 6 27 70 2

Years of Ocecupancy

This Information was tabulated in five year periods
but due to ths size of the sample and the large distribu=-

tlon, these classes were further condensed as follows:

Period on the farm--ysars 0= .6-20 21-35 364

Number of cases
interviewsd 34 21 17 33

16
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Class of Ownership

A comparison of management used should bring out some
important facts in relation to owners and tennants and in

a few instances thils will be polnted out .

Present Occupatlon of Resident

Where comparisons wilth the'present oocupafion
facllitates a more thorough analysis of the questlionnalre
the followlng occupations wers uséd as headlngs: farmer,
farmer plus other'type of labor, professional and business,

laborer, retired.

OWNERSHIP STATUS

Of the 105 occupants Interviewed elghty-nlne were
owners, representing elghty-five percent, and slxteen were
tenants. The following summary and map on page 19 present

a clearer plcturs of the ownershlp status:
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Summery of information on ownership status
{105 individuals)

Live on the Lend Rent and work
Class of _ | Managing other land
Ownership Total | Number Farm Rent for/on besides home
+
Cash {Shares | Idle estate
Owners 89
Male 80 67 2 3 8 19
Female
{Widow) 9 3 2 3 1
Rent land for/on |
Cash Shares
Tenants 16
Male 15 15 6 9
Female
{Widow) 1 1 1

It will be noted from the preceeding summary that
fifty-six percent of the tenants are on a share basis with
the owner. In most cases 1t 1s a fifty-fifty propositlon,
while in two cases the ownsr supplies all the equlpment
and stock for two-thirds and the tenant his labor for the
other one-third. Most cash renters were requlred by the
owner to stay within the AAA crop acerage restrictions,

Agricultural lend rented for from $2.60 ($1.87 per
scre cash from the tenant plus 53¢, the amount of the AAA
check) to $3.00 per acre on a yearly basis regardless

of whether or not the renter became o tenant and utilized
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the bulldings or merely used the land for crops during the
summer months. Pasture for cattle ranged from $1.00 to
$1.10 per acre on a yearly basis with no restrictions as
to.the number of animals or perlods of grazing. From 4 to
43¢ per head per week was charged for sheep pasture with

no charge for the young untll they were weaned. As far as
could be determined by the author there were no restrictions
as to the number of hesd allowed per ascre or any specifile
perlod of grazing.,

The two~way dlstrlbutlon comparing ownership with
soll claesses (Appe 1) shows that the largest percentage or
50 percent of the tenants are located on class 3 goil,

A larger survey would probably show some trend in respect
to the 1ldle areas bubt the personal factors have entered
into the situatlon and the abnormal defense boom on wages

and demaend for labor has confused the picturs.

YEARS OF OCCUPANCY

Change in ownershlp of farm property might have a
direct bearling on the productivity of that particular par-
cel. However, in order to correctly judge a parcsl on
these grounds it 1s necessary to gather information con-
cerning the previous owners, Most important is--what kind
of & farmer was he? Thls information was obtained in an

lncidental manner whenever possible and it was learned that



in many cases the previous owner was unable to make a
1iving because of his methods of farming rather than the
soil. This is further attested by the fact that some
of the more successful farmers in the area are living on
goll that was greatly mis-managed prior to purchase.

The mein reason for gathering this information was to
gee if 1t would have any bearing on the type of farm

managewent. The summery of the fisld informatlon is as

follows:
Years of

= - - - - - 3] -3 b0 b7l
Occupancy 0-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 21-25 26-30 31-35 36-40 L1-45 L6+

The number of persons who have established residence
during the last five years represents approximately thirty
percent of the total numper interviewed. The two-way dis~
tribution on age (App. 2) shows that sixty percent of this
group are fifty years and over in age. Thils indicates a
trend of cilty workers, many of whom were born and railsed
on a farm or in a rural area, together with city business
and professlonal men, moving back on the farm.

A comparisoﬁ of soll classes with years of occupancy
(App. 2) indicates that approximately the same percentage
(30 percent) of those interviewed in sach soil class, have
remained on the farm for thirty-six or more years. A trend
of the poorer soll classes changing hands more rapldly is

L4



noticed ag, the largest percentage of those living on the
. lend from O-6 years have moved in on class 2 and 3 solls.
The 6-20 group should include those who moved beck
to the farm during the depression and 1t is interesting to
note that slxty-seven psrcent moved in on the best land.
Lack of information concerning the previous owner does not
allow for a complete analysis as to the reasons for this.
As an indicaetion as to how some men feel about thelr
farm and land the following information concernlng one
case 1ls glven. One owner, who had lived on and worked
the farm since birth, but was no Ionger able to keep on
because of Infirmities, would not close a sale deal with
g Detroit business man until he, the buyer, was able to
assure him, the owner, that his scn would take over the
mansgement of the farm, and that the farm would not bse used

8 a play thling and allowed to run down,

PRESENT AND PREVIQUS OCCUPATION OF RESIDENT

Information concerning the present occupation of the
owner or tenant and the occupation prior to taking up

resldence in thls townshlip ls summarized below:
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Summary of Pregent and Previous Occupation Information

e, M e e, e e

Bcéﬁpation Class Mﬁ*ﬁﬁiﬁignggaggééent ﬂbﬁ555§£*g§§§§665iy
Farmer sccecoecosse - 68 66
Farmer plus other

type of lebor... ‘ 14 ' 3
Professional and ~

Business:.scocse 11 ez
Laborers oscococoeo 3 6
Retired .scececaoe ‘ 7 1
No informatlon ... | 2 : : 7

. Cases interviewed. 105 108

- It is interesting to note, from the above summary,

that glx men have retired and remsined on the land., . In

four cases the sons were menagling the farm and in the other

two, the land was rented on shares0 Twelve of those inter-

viewsed have supplemented thelr income by doing other work
as well as farming since coming on the land, Some were
taking advantage of the "defense wages"™ to pay off debts
and put aside enough money to completely équip the farm
after the war is over.

Six professidnal and business men, four of whom were
interviewed, can be correctly classified as "Gentlemen
Farmers." Four out of this group were living on the land
and commuting to business daelly, the other two coming out

on weekends and for short periods. A4ll six men had
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experienced farmers as managers and the farms were well
stocked with registered or improved grade stock. Théir '
reasong for investing in the farm vary somewhat with the
individuaic In general, though, as was brought out in the
discussion resulting from the interview, Henry Ford's
philosophy that the farm represents a good ilnvestment and’
piéce to live, is finding approval wilth many of his men
and is being generally accepted by quite a few in the pro-
fesgsional and'business group., As far as could be deter-
mined this type of investment could not be engaged in by

a man in the average incomerbracket ag the amount of money
spent for Ilmprovements etc; will tax the farm to the limit
for a long time to return even a failr laterest rate on the
Initilal investment.

The remaining professional and business men lnterviewed
were interested mainly in a home or place to live 1n the
country. As is seen by a glance at the map (page 19) this
group and the "retired group" were renting thelr land to |
.farmers who need more acreage for crops and grazing.

A comparison of present occupation with soll classes
(App. 3) 1ndicatas{that the professional and buslness group
are‘purchasing the better lands,

An interpretation of occupation based on age and years
‘on the land indigates, that during the depression period
seven out of eight business men commenced farming and have

contlinued to the present. In almost every case the
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individual had spent considerable time on the farm in
youth. In at least two cases the man came back to the
"0ld homestead." Perhaps the reason for thelr staying with
the farm was a fortultous glft of the property because of
death or retirement., It 1s alsoc of note, that thelr aver;
age oge waé approximately 30=35.

Occupatlons of the older man (group 35+) and those
living on the farm for thirty-six or more years have |

remained falrly steady.

PERSONAL AND FAMTILY DATA

Ages
Ages were divlded into five year classgses., The Bureau
of Census uses five year classes up to the thirty-fourth

year and ten year classes thereafter, so if desired the

following summary can be compared with census figures.

Age Cases
19 "24 @ & @ ¥ ¢ © 6 © @ 6 © O ¥ o @ & 66 @ @ 6 e e e ) l
25 “"29 ¢ & © 9 © @ @ ® & © 4 & 9@ 66 € ® S e & @ 6 e e 1
50"54 e ® ® e o @ s & o e 6 & € € 6 0 s o e @ & e @ 4
55 "59 ¢ & 90 6 o @ € € & 6 @ ¢ @ e s & e € 9 o . e € 9
40-44 , . € ® 6 & v & © o 8 & e 5 & ®© € 6 € o o o @ 6
45 "49 & ® © 6 ©° » e ¢ © @& o o ¢ e & o6 & o e o © o & 12
50"‘54 ¢ & & @ & ° & 6 & e o ; & 6 O & 2 6 © e € 9 © 20
55‘”59 & ® ¢ ©® ® © 6 ® © ¥ ¢ © & ©® © o v U @ & © ¢ w ) 16
60‘& ¢ e 6 o 6 w. ® 6 © e »® 6 ® PV e e & ¢ ° & o 6 & 34
No Information § 6 ® ¢ 8 ¢ o o0 & w o ® s @ & e & 2

‘Total o . . 106
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It is interesting to note that only'twenty—six per -
cent of these interviewsd are in what might be considered
as the prime age group of 35-49 and that thirty percent

are 60 years or older.

Size of Familly

From the soclologlcal standpolnt the size of the
family 1s important asg it gives the number of children
raised as well as the number in the family circle. This
information facllitates comparlson with state and national

figures.

Summary of Size of Family Ralsed (including Parents)

Number of Famillies

Size of Famlly in this Group Total Number
1 5 5
2 23 46
3 21 63
4 16 64
b5 18 90
6 9 64
7 5 35
8 2 16
9 4 36
10 1 10
1l 1 11
12 1 12
No Information 9
Total Cases 106

The average size of family in thils sample is
approximately 4.4.
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Number Supported by the Farm

The number of persons supported by the farm is more
Important from the economic standpoint. The flgure in
the following summary includes not only the family of the
owner or tenant but also the permanent hired help and thelr

respsctive familiies.

Surmary of Number Supported by Farm

| Number of Femilies |

T Number Totally

Total

Supported by Farm in This Group
1 e L . L] ® ¢ L ° S @ 8 8
2 e e L] < ® & e - - Q@ 26 52
3 = @ € @ - < ® 32 @ ® 22 66
4 4 0 e v i e e e s 13 52
5 ] < e e L @ L4 <o e $ 7 55
6 ¢ o 6 s v s s a u e 4 24
'7 - - L4 9 @ @ <@ <9 v < 1 7
8 @ 3 ] ] L [ - 3 @ a 1 8
9 & ] » [ ) ® ] 4 * [} 3 2‘7

Farm not fully

gupporting anyonse . . : . 20 20

The average number supported in each goil class as
computed from Appendix 5 1ls 3.35 for Class 1, 3.28 for
Class 2, and 2.89 for Class 3. This might indicate that
the better classes of soll are supporting lavger families
and more hired help. However, these flgures do not repre-
sant the "carrying capacity" of the farm. Numerous socisl

factors enter into the pileture and do not allow for an

evaluatlon of carrying capacity.
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FParm Lsebor Situatlion

We cannot conclude from the age grouplng of the owners
and tenants alone as to whether or not fthe young men are
moving off the farm. It 1s quite apparent that, generglly
speaking, only one son can take over the management of the
femily homestead, especially if he is married. In order
t0 bring out more clearly the situation as it exlists, the

gons over 21 and thoss under 21 were recorded.

Sunmary of Information as to Ages of Sons

Number Number of Families Total
Sons Over 21 Yearg of Age
1 L *® ] < . v ° * & » - < ¢ 25 23
2 L] L A4 e L € L L . < s @ & 19 58
5 [*] ? ° L4 @ L e < ? 9 -] 1] & 5 g
4 s ° e > @ - e © o “ & e e 2 8
8 ® @ < & « L T3 ® L] < - ® < 1 nﬂ%
NOne 3 @ @ (3 L < < ® ° @ < 5’7 8 6
Sons Under 21 Years of Age
l ° @ 4 & < L4 2 L [ o < ] @ 24 24
2 @ e L e o @ & Ll s @ -3 L] e 5 10
3 e o @ @ @ 9 . e B e & ¢« 9 1 . 5
4 @ - @ ® e @ < ® L) L € @ <« 1 —-4’
NO na 8 L ° ® L] ® - < < ® & 74 41

Summary of Information on Sons Helpivg on the Farm

Sons He -

on the Farm Number O:

1 L] & e < - ° ) - > - « L3 v 35 53
2 & Qe ® < @ - <o o L] £ L] < € 1 2
3 L] (] e @ & € € G ° & @ € © 1 _ﬂé
None L) e ¢ ° < < [ > 9 ¥ 9 70 39




Out of the total of 86 sons ralsed on the Webster
Township farms, and now over 21, five are married and
managing a farm other than thse hémest@ad and two of thils
groﬁp are ih Webéter Tovnship. Nine bther sons over 21
and single, are helping thelr fathers full time. Two others
are married and helping full time. Four are married and
helping part time on a share basis with thelr fatherée This
makes a total of 15 sons over 21 in 48 familles helping
thelr dads, or 42 pércent« Chances are that after the war
lg over, this 42 percent will represent full tlme employ-
ment ., o

There are 41 families with boys under 21 and in 12,
or 34 percent of the cases, these sons are helping their
fathers on the farm., This percentage 1s lower than we
would expect becausé boys from the age of 1-20 are included.
It would be better to record only those over 15 in future
surveys.

A comparison of sons helping on the farm in each soill
class (App. 6) shows 46 percent of the total on Class 1
soll, 24 percent on Class 2 soll and 30 percent on Class
3 soll, This may indicate that more sons are able to

gain théir living on the better solls.



PRESENT EMPLOYMENT

Sumary of Present Employment

Type of Labor Number of Cases
Part"time (Total) s © 9 6 © & & 6 o w @ 50
Haying ¢ o o o s o s « « s s ¢ s o s & @ 9
Harvest o o ¢ s 5 © ¢« « 2 » o o & e o & 16
Neighbor -3 < 9 El % < 4 [ 4 ? 2 < & @ o 3 25
Full"Time 6 & © s & 9 3 3 ] e e € e © ® 23
Summary of Employment Needs
Type of Labor Number of Cases
Part “‘Time e @ 3 9 s & [ [ [ 9 e @ '3 & ] 26
Full"Time «C @ ¢ % [ « @ e & ¢ v & e < e . 25

The figures shown under present employment represent
the conditions last year (1941). At this tlme farmers are
finding 1t practlically impossible to get full time labor,
end much less, part time., In one instance, a farmer hired
four different men on & full time basis during the winter
months of 1942, but one was taken by the draft., - The other
three men were drawn to the factorles by the higher wages
pald for defense work,

From the summary on employment needs it is shown
that only 25 percent of the farms are able (under present
management) o support outside part-time labor, whlile 24
percent are able to support outside full-time labor. The
daily wage demanded varies from $3.00 to $3.50 per day
and the monthly wage from $GO;OO to $100,00 (May, 1942).

In most instances, the owners are unable to meet the



present wage and thus may be forced to curtain operations.
This has already taken place in some instences whers the
owner (in older age brackets) has stopped dalrylng and 1s
concentrating effort on feedlng stock and poultry.

It is noticed from ths summary of present employment
that a surprisingly small percentags of the farmers are
oxchanging help. In view of the present farm labor short-
age 1t is 1llkely that exchange of help between nelighbors
will incresse.

Last year, many acres of gcod hay were left uncut.

It ls quite probasble that much more hay will be left this
year and that combines, corn pickers and other mechanical
glds will be in great demand. Three couwbines were owned
by the farmers interviewed, two by older men and ons by a
young man. In the latter instance he was the son >f a
farmer and helping hils father on the farm. He was able
to pay for his comblne machine last year and mede a small
profit, as well, by charging approximately $2.50 per acre

to combine small grain and soybeans.

MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT

Summary of Use of Mechanical Equipment

Use all mechanical equipment o . .« « o o « « . 7
Use mechanical equipment and horse . . « o . . B7
Use horse and hand € @ ¢ 9 56 ©6 & & & & § o s € 51
No information . . . ¢ o ¢ & o o o o o » « » . 10

CaSeS S o 19 Q s s ¥ e < S < < 2 105

Q L4
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The number in the no information group is accounted
for by the fact that the land was elther idle or the owner
or tenant was renting to others.

The dlstribution (App. 7) of use of mechanlcal
equipment on age, years on the land, and soll classes
shows that the younger men (19-49) are more mechanized
than the older éroup, 50+, There 1s little difference be-
tween the ysars on the land groups. When 801l Classes 1
and 2 are cowbined and compared with Class 3, it is found
that 65 percent of the former and 61 percent of the latter
are mechanized, Indicating that the better solls are

slightly more mechanized,

INCOME

At first an attempt was made to determine the income
of sach man interviewed either by direct questioning or
from gtock and crop data. A multitude of reasons and
problems prevented the author from following this through,
However, the owners and tenants receiving outside aid or
income from other sources were recorded.

This distribution (App. 8) on age, years on the land
and soll classes might indicate that: first, the better
gsoils are more sustaining; and secondly, a larger percen-

tage of the more recent purchases are not fully supporting

the owner.
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APPEARANCE OF BUILDINGS

This question was not asked directly and is based on

the suthor's observations.

Summary of Appearance of Buildings

Well kept up < [ < @ ¢ 2 € [ 14 © £ & © < e 48
Falrly Well kept up € < < L3 é 3 € o 3 v Ld 4'3
Negligenc [ o < € % <« € © ® [ v ¢ [ 4 ] K 3 ] 2

No record ., « « <« «
Total Cases v v (A < < < ~ < < 1] G © v [4 e & e 105

—

From the above summary, 1t 1sg nobtlced that 49 percent
of the farmg are included in the well kept-up group. This

*\
percentage checks favorebly with Swears' study which shows

0y

approximately 54 percent in the well kept-up class. The
discrepaney of 5 percent 1ls probably due to the fact that
the urban like settlements were included in hls figures.
Two=way distributions on appearance did not being out any
significant information., This would indicate that personal

factors concerning the owner, other than age, have more of

& bedring on this matter than does anything else.

FUTURE OF FARM

This question was lncluded in order to ascertain in
e general way how the land ownership might look in a few
years. Of course, so many factors enter into the situation
that no definlte conclusions can be drawn from it except

in a very general manner,
* op cit. p 5.



Summary of Farm Future

Continue in famlly . . ¢ ¢ . = . ¢ o o« =« 70
Expect to 8611 . . . ¢ o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ e s e 13
Expect to rent . o ¢ . o ¢ 0 o s o o« o e 13
No Information . . . . ¢« « ¢ « « « o © 9

105

The distribution on age (Appendix 9) shows that the
younger men plen to stick to farming or purchase the land
they are now tenants on and that most of the older men
elther have someone Lo pass the farm on to or they are as

intersested in renting as they are 1In selling.

PRESENT FARM ENTERPRISE

Very general enterprise classes were used for the
first few interviews but 1t was soon discovered that for
_comparlson purposes ths numerous combinstions of enter-
prlses undertaken by each individual would be too confusing.
So the enterprises of each case were recorded in the same
column on the statlstlcal card, Thus, the fifty-nine
cages shown in the summary below, opposite dairying, may
either be specializing altogether in darying or also may

have sheep or hogs, and so forth, as well,

Summary of Presgsnt Enterprise

Cases

Dalrying .« o o« o ¢ s ¢ o o .
Western
Cattle Native -] © 3 S 3 o ¢ ™ -] o [ o @ bl 25
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Summary of Present Enterprise (Gontinued)

Cases
Western '

She@p Native ® e a @ 9 < s o s ' . ° & © e ] 45
TI‘UCK Iy é @ ¢ @ s @ % 3 © o e . % e ° o @ e 3 2
Poultry @ < -] ® @ ] < L] < L] b < & Ld -] - ° -3 S 26
Hogs -3 <@ [ ® [-] e L3 L (3 L ® L) € [} LY « e ° ¢ S 45
G‘I’B.in ¢ © © 6 © © ©o ®© 6 S ® € % & 6 o & 6 & o 7
No enterprlse o ¢« ¢ o o o ¢ s o ¢ & v s o o s 256

The large number in the "no enterprise" group lncludes,
those who are renting their property to others, and whose
main source of income is not from fhe farm,

The above summary represents the frequency of enter-
prise rather than the importence from the standpolnt of
lncome, It ig notéced that dalrying rates first In number,
wlth hogs and sheep second and third, respsctlvely.

While Appendix 10 does not show any spectacular trends,
1t is notlced that the older men are speciallzing more in
feeding stock and the younger men are gensral farmers,
spécializing mainly in dairying.

Appendix 11, a two-way distribution of present farm

enterprise on present occupation, i1s included to give a

more clear plcture of what those other than farmers are

engaged in.

STOCK DATA

This infoﬁmation'can be used to determine the type
and slze of the farm enterprise. It 1s noticed that
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question 14 in the questionnaire asks for a complete in=
vantory of the stock on hand and also animal and crop
products sold. The value of collecting and recording such
date cannot be questioned, but the time requilred to get

the complete Ilnformation forced the interviewer to record
oply'portions of the question. For this reason, a complete

analysls cammot be made.

Summery of Information on Stoek Dats

o

?P

T_Tatél,_ﬁm,MMHMH .
Stoek Numbe s Cases Average
Dairy Cows '

Average Number Milking .... 724 59 12.2
Sheep“mEWes @ P VG @ OCALSEOODS 2130 42 51

Western lambs .e:svv.casosoc 986 6 164
Hogsg =«

Approximate Number Sold ... 611 32 19
Cattle ==

Western and Native Sold ... 244 23 10
HOI’S@S @ O ¢ C e ¢S e U VS PG W e VOB E S O 145 45 { 5@2

One man was speclalizing iIn ralsing pure bred reglstered
English Suffolk and Shropshire sheep which he sells to the
farmers in the surrounding country. In the fall of the
year he has from 200 to 300 sheep In his flock and sells
qulte a few to 4-H Club members.

Two other young men, one time 4-H Club members, are

also ralsing reglstered shesp. One of the two ralses
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registered Ohio Iﬁproved Chester Hogs, as well;, and finds
1t very much worth his while.

- Each landownar.was asked what farm enterprise he con-
sildered as fhe most profitable and almost to the man, they
- gave general farming for thelr answer. This was to Dbe
expected, of course, but one very important point was
bfought out in some discussions resulting from this ques-
tion. In their opinion, the type of enterprise that a
farmer may engage in 1s dependent upon the abilitiles of
the operator rather than what the farm may be capable of

producing.

SATTSFACTION WITH OCCUrATION

This question was asked in order to find out in a
general way whether or not the man had and was making a
satisfactory income from farming. Forty-two stated that
farming was the only occupation, thirty-nine were more or
less satlsfled and five were definitely not satisfied and
wbuld\discourage any young man from teking up the occups-
tion.

Many Interesting discussions resulted from thls ques~
tlon and the most generally lmportant opinion expressed
was that only men born and raissd on the farm stood a
chance of making a succgss of farming, Some made the ob-

servation that "city folk" who bought farms and ran them



as & hobby during good years, were left "high and dry"
after the depression because their savings were wiped out
and thelr farms were invariably not belng run on a

sustaining basls.

EDUCATIONAL DATA

Part four of questlon ten and question elsven were
Included for the purpose of gainiﬁg information concern~
ing the wuse made of the varlous educational and servics

agencles and programs avallable to the farmer.

Surmmary of Educational Data

Listen to the U, S. Department of Agriculturs
Farm Home Radio Program ¢ 6 & & o @® ¢ ¢ o e 8 ¢ e 25

" Listen to Michigan State College Radlo Program
Over station WGKGAORIS. e < e 13 < ® 13 @ e < L © © e 45

Receive Michlgan State Collegs Agricultural
COllege Farm BUlletins ¢ & 6 s 9 e @& & & 6 © © v 48

Recelve U, S. Department of Agricultural Famm
B\Jlletins L1 L] « L] ] e . L] ° * L L] L] L © @ o L4 © ® 47

Receive aid from the County Agricultural Agent . . . 30
Have chlldren who belong to the 4-H Club + ¢ ¢ o o - 18

Owners or operators of farm have belonged to the
4”H 01Ub ¢ © © 9 © & ¢ a s+ € T € © & e 6 ¢ 8 & © 9w 2

22

L]

Recelve no appreclable direct educational program

Have no vadlo o ¢ s & ¢ o ¢ 6 o o ¢ o ¢« o s o o o s 4
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It 1s noticed from the above summary that approximately
the same number, and almost invariably the samne men, are
taking some adventage or all posslible aids. Approximately
seventy~-five percent of the men who recelve no appreclable
educational pfogram are living on class 2 and 3 solls.

In general, the Michlgan State Agricultural College
Radioc Program over station W.K.A.R. at East Lansing 1s
consldered more valuable than the U. S. Department of
Agriculture Farm Home Hour Prograpé The main reason for
this is thet local information on farming and market re-
ports haes much more appeal, However, some did contend
that they were able to become better acquainted with the
National Agricultural situstlion through the medium of the
Farm Home Hour.

Farmers are touchy on matters concerning the skill
end trainling needed of farm operstors and other smgll \
points. For instance, many were up in the air 1in respect
to the wldely broadcasted ldea of enlisting the services
of college boys, women and clty folks to take the place
of needed and unobtalnsble part time help for the har=-
vesting period, This 1eft the impresslion on many of those
Interviewed that the lsadérs in farm affalrs spent too
much time 1n an office chalr philesophlizing and were not
very well informed as to farm needs.

The radionprograms probably reach more of the women

folks than the men, but are recelving strong support from



both sexes, especially the W.K.A.R, programs.

' Two men keep & complete file of most all farm bulle=
tins issued by Michigan State College of Agriculture and
sugment this file with U. S. Department of Agriculture
Farm bulletins, the latter kindly supplied by their State
Senators, - The writer tried to find out through what
medium the fafmers received the college bulletins, the
Subjects most interested in and the extent of use of the
information. In most instances the County Agricultural
Agent was the source of gupply, elther dlrectly or through
the 4-H Club activitiles,

The wrlter asked each farmer, "What 1s the last
bulletin that you have read?" in order to open a discus-
sion as to interests and extent of use. The answer in
many cases was, "By gosh, darned if I remember." Eleven
men flatly stated that they were unable to interpret the
information on a pradtical basls. Others stated that they
were a "good thing" and had found the bulletins to be very
helpful+but could not remember just how. Spraylng, feed-
ing, fertlllzer and liming information was indlcated by a
few as thelr main interest.

All 1In all, the wrlter was lmpressed with the fact
that very few men were wllling to attempt new idsas pre-
sented in print. However, i1f they were able to actually

see a demonstration of the ldea in practice, either by



thelr nelghbors or some organlzation, the chances of thelr
adopting the practlce was qulte good. |

It appeared that the bulletins were better received
by the women end that they'were more open minded and In=
terested in new 1deas and improvements pertaining to thelr
part of the work as caring for the home and poultry. Yet,
almost to the man, those interviewed thought the ldea was
a great thing and should be continued. |

The Coﬁnty Agent system received general approval and
many sald, "He must be good, otherwise he would not have
remained in office as long as he has."™ The benefits de-
rived from the County Agent system, as.far as could be
determined, was mainly through the 4~H Club and the ladles
organizations; Advice on general farm matters and culllng
of chilckens were the only services frequently mentloned by
the farmers.

The 4~H Club activlitles have accomplished much to
acqualint the young people with the possibllitises of making
a good living on the farm and Indirectly 1ls beneflting
the parents, Two young men who aré maneging their own
farms owe thelr interest and success to the 4-H, while
flfty percent of the young men helping on the farm are
4-H members. A few of the younger boys were making a
start on improving their fathers sheep heard by purchasing
a reéistered ram@ Not one farmer lnterviewed had any
fault to find wlith the Club and all were very much pleased
with what had been accomplished. |

(R ]



Farm magazines, such as the Michlgan Farmer, Successful
Farmer, Capper Farmer, Farm Journsl, Country Gentleman
and Hord's Dalryman were subscribed to by most of those .
interviewed. Quite a few farmers stated that they were
able to get'mare helpful suggestions from the magazines
because of the popular and easily understood manner in
which materisl 1s presented, than from types of technical
bulletinsg Most men subscribed to the local Dexter news-
paper and the Ann Arbor News, while only a few take a
Detrolt paper.

As an incldence polnting to the nsed of a better
coordinated farm extension service, the followlng case is
clted. A farper, onse time Town Superivsor, wrote the
State College and asked for some assistance in davelopﬁng
a management plan for his woodlot. He recelved an answer
to his letter which stated that soms one would visit him,
but no oné ever came. Naturally, he was and 1s disappolnted
and being an influentlal farmer could easily undermine
much of the good work that has been and 1ls belng done.

The author talkéd with some farmers who would like to
play a more lmportant part in farm organizations and af=-
falrs but felt unable to put thelr ideas across to a group.
Thils 1s by no means unusual as many successful busliness
men have the same\troubleo' Perhaps a "discussion class"
as organlzed by busliness groups would help these men out.

One farmgr mgntioned the fact that during the last}war
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farm tralning was given to high school studentss He thinks
the need for such a program is greater now than then, and

that something like thils should be started.

FARMER ORGANIZATIONS

Farmers have always been considered as the most
difflcult group to organize and keep together. With the
fdea of finding out mors about this situation question 10
and part 8 and 9 of question 31 were included in the
questionnaire.

Only five men contended that farmers should not
organize and forty-nine thought that the farmers must
organize in order to solve the many problems confronting
them &s individuals and a group (that 1s outslide of the
CIO and like labor organizations). The other fifty per-
cent felt that there was little to be galned by organizing
and were not willing to expend any effort In this dlrectlon,
Most of the men 1n this group were in the older age brackets.

Due to the fact that most all men in the dalry busi-
ness belong to the Mlchlgan Milk Producsrs'! Assoclatlion
only the Grange and the Farm Bureau were lncluded in the
questionnalre, The Farmer's Union is not actlve in Webster
Townshlp, though. it was at one time. Polltics and the type
of leadership were ﬁhe most frequent reasons given for the

fallure of thls organlzatlon in this pafticular section, -



The CGrange ls no longer a strong organization in
Webster Townshlp. Most of the twenty~four men who belong
are in ﬁhe older age group and consider i1t to be more of
a soclal organization and for the women than anything
else,

The locel Farm Bureau organizatlons are belng run by
two young men who appear to be "live wires.®™ They recently
completed e membership drive and have forty-four out of the
one hundred and filve interviewed as members. Thelr mest-
ings afe held once a month at some wsmbers house and approx-
imately fifty percent of the men attend. They discuss
the problems confronting the farmers todsy and invite all
members to alr their grlevances. As would be expected the
greateét percentage of the members are Tarmers and fall in
the age group of from 19-49 and have been on the land from
6 to 35 years. A few of the older men are still active
and contribute thelr share to ths cause.

The Fafm Bureau stores or cooperatives are patronized
by as many, 1f not more, non-members as members. Thét
such coopesratives should be encouraged and enlarged in
scope 1s the opinlon of most. Many of the older men were
active in starting the origlnal cooperative movement a few
years ago.

| The Coopsrative of Dexter, which handles‘some Farm
Bureau Approved produgts,Ais supported by a large percentage

of the farmers in thls township. Some would likéAto have



s cooperatlive selling enter?rise combined with thils
orgenization. |

The United Mine Workers, District 50 has been trying
to raild the membership of the Michigan Milk Producers'
Association, to which fifty percent of the farmers belong.
Only one man intervliewed has joined the CIO. This person
is not s farmer but has a man running the farm for him
while he works in a defenee factory. Almost to the man,
the rest of -thoge interviewed are agalnst thls type of
organizatlon, as farmers,'generally.épeaking, do not 1like
violence, In fact, two men in the Townshlp became so con-
cerned about the matter that they personally contacted
thelr fellow "Milk Producers" to persuade them not to join

the CIO.

COOPERATING AGENCIES

Only an indication as to the effects of federal farm
logislation on the farmer and hls attltude toward such fall
within the scope of thils paper. Of the four important
agencles operating in ﬁhis'township, namely, Farm Securlity
Adminlstration, Natlonal Farm Loan, Productlon Credit and
the Agricultural Adjustment Administration, only the latter
1s well enough represented ih numbers to allow a general
evaluatlon,

As far as ¢ould be determined, only two families in
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the township are clients of the Farm Security Administration
and only one was interviewed. He was well satisfied with
the program and was belng asslsted by one of the more suc-
‘cessful‘farmers in the townshlp who 1s on the Farm Security
Board.

It was discovered after seven interviews that most
farmers knew the National Farm Loan Administratlon as the
Federal Land Bank. For this reason the suthor 1ls not sure
that the ten clients interviewed include all clients 1n
the township. However, those interviewed contendsd that
it was a "life saver," for them and that they were well
gatisfied with the interest rates and manner of administrav
tion. The two-way distribution of National Farm Loan
clients on age classes (Appendix 12) shows 90 percent of
the cllents to be BO years or over ln age.

Five men interviewed were clients of the Production
Credit Administratlon. TFour considered it to be a very
favorable agency while one man did not think much of the
fees charged for perlodle inspection of stock. One farmer
In the townshlip, who last year started to work at the
Bomber Plant in Ypsilﬁnti, 1s a member of the Natlonal
Fé?m Loan and Production Credit Committess operating in

thls section,



. Summary of Informstlon from Semple Cases on
~ Agricultural Adjustment Administration

Cooperators at the present time . . . . ¢ . « o o o B7
Out of thls group:
Think program is Oc‘;Ko < < (3 @ © e U - s 55 .
Think program not 0Ke ¢ ¢ o o s o o « o 4
Were cooperators but are not now . o « ¢ ¢ o o o o 17
Out of thils group:
Think program 1is 0:K. ¢ 8 & ¢ e & o e @ 5
Think program not 0:Ke ¢ o ¢ o ¢ o « o o 12
Never have cooperated . o ¢ « : o « s « o o o o s 18
Out of this group: . :
Think program 1s OK.e o ¢« o o o ¢ o o o 7
Think program not C.Ke « o o o o« ¢ s < o 11
No Information « : ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢« o « s s o ¢ o e o ¢ & =® 13

Total o o ¢ ¢ o s ¢ ¢ e & ¢ s v ¢ o s o s ¢ B85 27 105

The no information group lncludes owners of idle
~ areas and small parcels of land.

In general, I think 1t can be safely concluded that
the Agricultural Adjustment Administration, in requiring
approximately one Quarter of the farm to be planted to soll
building crops, has gone far in making the farmer Soll
Conservation conscious,

As was to be expected, the individusl reactions to
the program were as varled as the reasons behind them, but
approximately 70 percent of those interviewsd, from whom
information was obtalned, had become more-or-less tolerant
of this form of regulation, Twenty-nine percent had what
they consldered as major grievances while the remainder

were more or less "on the fence."



The reasons for the.favorable reaction to the program
fell in three general grbups° First, because no ma jor
change in farm operations was necessary and the parity
payments were "pure gravy.' Secondly, the farmer was
astute enough to manage hls total enterprise within the
restrictions and st1ll gain more income per year wilth less
or the ssme amount of labor, and lastly, because farm prices
had been ralsed to avhigher level, and they felt that the
crop restrictions had been 1argely responsible for bringing
thils about,

Those who were opposed fall into two general groups .
The first and largest are égainst any regulation and fesl
that they are better able to run thelr business than:?%deral
government, or for that matter, any other organizations
and that the natural law of "supply and demand" was and
1s the best rggulator; The second group stated that they
woere unable to feed the stock needed to bring a reasonable
income from thelr crop acreagse allotment and that their
outside feed bills were much greater than the parity pay-
ments.

Four men ln thils group felt that the wheat allotmsnt
wes &ll right whlle one man was not inconvenienced by the
corn allotment but wanted to raise more whesat.

Even though thls program has been in operation for
almost ten years, 1t was quite surprising to find that a

great many of the cooperators were not at all well informed



as to the objectives and policies of the program. Two
faymers in the township are Committeemen for the A.A.A.
One 1s a recently retired professlonal man and the other
a farmer of gquestionable standing in the minds of many.
Quite a few of those in&erviewed did not think much of
these men as farmers and admlnlstrators and further con-
tended thet the type of men (good farmers) needed for the
field sdministration were too busy making e llving to take
over such & job.

Ths'tWo way distributions of the A.A.A. information
based on age, years on the land, and soil classes {(App. 12)
shows no egpecially signifilcant trends. The apparent
absence of correlatlon, however, does lndicate that the
reactions to the program are more closely assoclated with
the personal factors than anythlng else.

At the start of the survey, it was thought that an
indication‘as to the amount of land retired from soll de-
plefing to eroslon resisting crops could be galned, How-
ever, it was soon found that to sccomplish this objective
would requlre a much longer questionnalre; as a plcture of
the farm for ten years back would be necessary, so no
further attempt was Made., A comparlson of acreages 1ln
these two types of crops in a township operating under the
AAA, and one not so covered would probably show thls
plcture well enough for practlcal purposes. However, it

was found that the A,A.A, crop acreage restrictions had
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forced twehty farmers to crop lands other than that parcel
they are living on, The reason for this is that the added
crop acreage is needed to malntain an enterprlse large
enough to sustain the famlly:

Of interest 1s the fact that two men stated, 1t was
not right for the government to pay them for something
that they should have been doing on thelr own accord (that
is, concerning soll conservation) and for that reason, are
not going to slgn up but expect to keep within the acreagse
allotment, anyway. Quite a few othser patrlotic individuals
contended that at this time (during the war), the govern-
ment eould i1l afford to pay "parity payments." In this
latter group are men who consider the whole program as a
relief agency that 1s undermining the initlative of the
"border line® farmers and that 1t will result in a detri-
mental effect on the farm community as a whole.

That humerous individual problems woﬁld result from
this type of regulatlon 1s to be expected ﬁnd the author
was very much surprised to find that 1llttle or no provision
for thls was included in the general program. The Com-
mitteomen appeared to have no tlme to spend with helping
solve problems sxnd the seuthor doubts.if the men in question
were'well.énough Iinformed on farm matters to be of much
aésistancee

Bacauge of "parity payments" e few owners, who were

renting crop land to others requlred the renter to seed a
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cortain number of acres each year, usually equal to the

emount of seeded area plowed.

SO0II, CONSERVATION SERVICE

The questions relating to the Soll Conservation Service
and Districts were included to determine not only the extent
of knowledge of the organization and practlces on the part
of the landowner but also to ascertaln the individuals
reactions toward such program as a means of helping solve
their land use problems,

Seventy-one landownsrs thought srroneous that the
Soil Conservation Service and the Agricultural Adjustment
Administration were the same organization, whille only
thirteen were able to dlstinguigh between the two.

In the judgment of the author, twenty-one individuals
considered that soll eroslon of any consequence was actlve
only in the west and on the very hllly areas, while sixteen
men could see serious eroslon problems on lands all around
them as well as on thelr own, in some instances. Forty-
seven recognized that gullies and washling occurred in thelr
flelds but appeared not to be partlcularly alarmed over 1t.

Only fifteen individuals were acquainted with the
Fenton or S, E; Livingaton Soll Conservation Dlstricts, The
S, E, Livingston Distrlict 1s adjacent to the northern
boundary of Webster Township.
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One of the above men had hls farm incorporated in
the S,E. Livingston Soll Conservatlon District. Elghty
acres-of his property, upon which the buildings stand, are
in‘Webster Township while three hundred and ten acres are
in Livingston County. The owner is a Detroit business man
end has a good farmer as hls farm mana#er“ Both the owner
end the manager are more than satisfled with the services
extended by the Distrlct set~up, and have received much
benefit from it., They were especially pleased with the
practieal euggestione for better farm management offered
and contended that what this organization hed to offer
would well fit in with the needs of the othef farmers in
this township, as they themselves saw them.

The author explained in a brisf manner, to eath man
interviewed the operation of the Soll Gonservation Dis~
trict 1dea, placing special emphasis on the cooperation
needed from each indlvidual before such an orgenizetien
could operate successfully, and then 1nqu1red as to whether
or not they desired to have thelr fafm incorporated in
such a District; The suthor 1s'either a poor salesman or
he over emphaesized the needed cooperation, as only eigﬁf
men signifled a 6esire to 1neorporate thelr farm in such
e unit. Thirty-elght men, howevef, indicated s more or
less passivehinterest and probably could be enticed if
pfOperly approached and shown demonstrations of the work.

Fifteen men quite definltely stated that such "stuff" was
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for the "novice farmer" and that a man who had spent all
his 1life farming needed no assistance as experience was the

best teacher. .

In order to gain a general idea as to what the land-
owner felt a District should include the following summary

is glven:

Summary of Indicated Needs £o be Supplied by District

Advice on farm management .« . : ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o s = o ¢ 28

- Use of heavy machinery as brush plows, terracing
Iﬂachin@s, etCQ v - & v <@ < e < @ @ L 9 < 3 & 3 1 L4

Make available planting stock, softwoods and hardwoods 9
Cooperative buying and selling e =7
Controlled hunting . . ¢« « o ¢ ¢ = =« ¢« o s o s ¢ « » 26
Application of scientific farming . . . ¢ « . « « <« . 18
NO @NSWOT o « ¢ o « o ¢ o o'c o v o « ¢ v o o« o o v o 22

cases L3 L3 © L 4 L d ¢ 9 Ll < G o (] © <« © 3 3 < 13 L < < < ﬁ105

Of note ls the fact that only eslghteen men are
interested in the application of scientific farming. This
night indicate that scieﬁca to the layman in respect to
farming must be presented in a more practical and under-
standable manner. However, that twenty-elight men are |
actually Interested in galning advice on farm manageﬁentA
is encouﬁaginge | ' ‘

The discussions resulting from thls question Impressed

the author with the fact that there was a general indication
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from the farmers that there should bée some sort of an
over-all organlization or set-up that would encompass all
activitles directed toward the férmer, and farm actlvities

and operatlon.

FARM PRACTICES

Crop Rotations

As might be expected 1t was rathe: difficult to get
a complete plcture of the rotations used, but it was declded
to record the maximum number of years that row and small
graln crops were planted in the same field, and the average
number of years that fields were left in hay and pasture.

Surprisingly enﬁugh, it was found that most operators,
or 84 men were using a more or lesgs definlte crop rotation
while the others interviewsed were not recorded because the
land they were living on was either rented’ to others or was
idle.

Except 1n a few cases, where muck soll was near the
barn, corn and other row crops as potatoes and beans werse
planted only one year in the fleld and followed with one
year of small graln by twenty-seven percent and two ysars
of small grein by seventy-three percent. The average num-

ber of years that flelds were left in hay or pasture isz

2.6 years.
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Surmery of Crop Rotatlon Used

Crop Years Cases

Row crops {corn, beans, potatees) . . . 1 84

Small grain (wheat, oats, barley) . . . 22

60

Hay or Pasture « « « « ¢ s o « =+ & s o o

T C R I A
AV}
@

From the above summary it ls noticed that the
average rotation used is about six years, one year of row
cropse followed by twe years of amall graln and three of
hay or pasture.

Slx of those intervliewed stated that the same rota-~
tlon was used for all cropped fields and four were using
the same rotation that they had always used. Seventy~
seven men stated that the rotation varied somewhat as to

fields and years for the followlng reasons:

Summary of Reasons for Crop Rotation Varylng

Varles because of the soil variation in fields . . . . 1

Varies because of the differences in slope . « v « « . O
Varles because of soil arnd slope variations . . . . . 4

Varies wlth the seasdnal differences of Seeding success 72
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The above summary indlcates that only flve men are
.aware of the fact that slope and difference in soil type
are factors that should regulate tb a greater or lesser
extent the crop rotation. That seventy~two Individuals
have experlenced fgilures of geeding ls surprising, In
only one lnstance dld the author find that the owner put
e cover crop of rye on a seeding fallure fleld. As far
s could be determined the other men plowed up the field

the following yoear and reseeded with g small graln.

Crop Yields

Twenty-five men out of el ghty thought that crop ylelds
wers about the same for all fields while fifty-six stated

that they were not the same for the reasons listed below:

Summary of Resgons for Yields not Belng the Same

Organlc matter in soll o ¢ v ¢ & ¢ s ¢« ¢ ¢ o s ¢« o 6 « O
Erosion depletéd 801l . . . . . i v v e s s s e e . O
WeatheT . s ¢ ¢« o s s o 6 ¢ s ¢ s s s s ¢« o o v + o« « 29
Use of Cqmm0 Fertilizer . o o ¢ o ¢ ¢ s v ¢ & o « o o« 14
Use of Manure o « « o s o « o 0o o o « o o o o &
S T

Number of Cages . ¢ ¢« o o o o o =

Twenty men have observed definitely that soil 1s a
factor having some effect on crop ylelds whille at least
26 admlt 1t indirectly by glving fertilizer and/or manure
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as their observation. The twenty-nine men, who conslder
weather alone to be a factor, represent thirty percent of
those answering the question. The two-way dlstribution

of ylelds on soill and age (Appendix 13) shows no significant

ecorrelation.

Plowing
The followlng summary of the factors affectlng the

manner of plowing indicates that only twenty-five percent
of those interviewed conslder the soll, slope or both as
factors that should govern the manner in which flelds are

plowsd.

Summery of Factors Indicated as Affectling

the Manner of Plowing

Soll Affects Manner of Plowing - o o ¢ ¢ ¢ « ¢ « o @ s O
Slope affects manner of plowing o« ¢« v o ¢« s s « s s & 4
Both affect manner of plowing . ¢ ¢ ¢ « ¢ ¢ o « o « « 1B
Field size and arrangement are the only factors . . . 13
Nothing affects the manner . « « o « ¢ ¢« v s « s« & « D4

No information ¢« « ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o v ¢ v o ¢ o o ¢ o« o o o o 19

The gummery of the manner of plowing below shows that
a fow men are paylng attentlon to the dictates of the soil
and that most are not consclous of the bad effects of

improper plowing.
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Summary of Manner of Plowing

Plow parallel to fence row . « o « « o « o « s o ¢ « =« S
Plow longest way of the fleld . . . . . o « ¢ « o ¢ » 6
Plow in best menner approaching contour plowing . . . 16

JuSt plow ° & ® L] o € L4 L] - (] L] LJ - ¢ a - L] * . L] L 4 ° ) 55

Out of the fifty-five men who stated that they "just
plowed" four thought that perhaps they should pay some
attention to the contour and twenty-five felt that there
was no need for contour plowing in thls sgectlon or any

modificetion of such.

Green Manure and Cover Crops

Two men have planted, in the last few years, sweet
clover speciflcally for green manure whlle three others
have used rye for green manure and as a cover crop as
well, Two other individuals were using elther hay or
rye specifically as a cover crop on eroding areas.

The remaining ninety percent of those interviewed
felt that the crop rotatlons and manure that they were

using was enough to maintaln the fertility of the soll,

Limlng

Surmmary of Information on Use of Lime

Use 1ime . o« o o ¢ « o o a o o« o =
As determined by:

SOil test a 8 5 w 0o & ‘¢ e o & ¢ o

Rule of thumb . ¢« ¢ o &+ .« « &
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Summary of Information on Use of Lime (Continued)

Do not use lime ¢ © ¢ o @ 8 G e s 8 3 € s © & & © & 59
Because 13
COS t pPOhibi ts @ L] . L @ ° - L] ] 1 4 < ‘ ¢ * L < L

No need of lime on land . ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ » o o & & o =« 16

DO nOt Own--'WOU.ld if Owned o ¢ o @ Y o . ° v ) ° 6
But«~-

Plan to use e - L] < - L] * (2 e ® . [ 3 9 - ® e * 22

No Information « o ¢ o ¢ o « « o o » o s & ¢ o o ¢ o 15

Only one tenant is using lime and he 1s working on a
shere basls whereiln the owner supplles all equipment and
materials. Six tenants stated that they would use lime
if they owned the land while flve others on a share basis
plan to use lime in the near future 1f they can convince
the owner'as to the advisabillity of so doing.

It is especlally lnteresting to note that only five
out of thirty-one were using a rule of thumb determination
as tc the lime needs of the soll. However in most all
cases approximately two tons per acrs were used and spread
by a local spreader.

Sorrel (Rumex) was used as the rule of thumb indicator
whilgi?:gividuals contended that there was no need for lime
baged thelr reason malnly on the fact that they were able
to goet a falr crop of alphalfa without liming.

One individual expressed the opinion that rather than
to glve "parity payments" in cash the government should
make the farmer buy lime or other products needed to build

up the soil. Of courss $2.00 credit per ton is given the
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prer acre
farmers by the AAA and two tongnis recommended under

pressnt regulations.

Seven hundred and seven acres have been limed during
the past ten years. Actually ninety-five percent of the
acres limed have recelved thls treatment withln the last
flve years. Appendix 14 Indlcates that 9.6 psrcent of the
total plowable land in soll class 1 has heen limed whille
7.8 percent and 5.8 percent for soll classes 1 and 2

respectively have recelved thls treatment.

Fertillizer

Commerclal

Summery of Information on Use of Commercial Fertiliger

Donot use o ¢ & ¢ ¢ ¢« & 6 o o o 5 6 6 o 5 v 6 o o o 37
Because ~=
Cost prollblts ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o o © ¢ o « ¢ « o o o s
but =~
Plan to use
Use fertilizer .
Superphosphate
Phosphate . .
2“‘12"’6 [ ©
0=14-6 . ,
0=8-24 ,
O ==
Rpw crops .
Small graln
No information .
Cases8 o ¢ o o =

)}

L @ ¢ e e @
© g 2 ¢ ¢ 14
€ < @& L [ o L]
¢ © & & © © e
© o & © 3 ¢ €
2 & e e e 9 e
e o * o © < 14
2 & e € ¢ ¢ ®
& ® Q © -1 a ©
e & & ¢ ©® o ¢
a 9
e ¢ e € o
< < @ L ® < o
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It was qulte surprlsing to the author to find that a
great many individuals did not know exactly the kind or
formula of fertilizer used. Most guessed they used

2-12~6 but were not sure. Fertilizer was placed mainly
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on the crop that was to be seeded but, all in all, wheat
recelved more fertllizer than the other small gralns.

In some cases the farmer i1s no longer using fertlllzer
because of loosing a few crops caused by the burning effect
of fertilizer in dry weather, For thls reason one man was
concentr?ting on green manure and barnyard manure for hls
total fertillzer and has found that dry weather has not

decreased hls yields sappreciably.

Bernyard Manure

Summary of Information on Use of Manure

Put menure on=-
Seeded acerage prior to plowlng . . . . ¢« <« « « . 45

Areas to be geeded to small grain . . . . - 4
Aregs not in small grain and to be planted to
small grain and seeded . . . . . o 3

All cropped fields and seeded afeas to be plowed
(1n50far as pOSSible) & 9 ¢ - < b 3 e ] Ll L « © 21
Cover approximately--

O“’g acres & € & © & 8 e &6 § o ® 0 & & u e & & % 29
10 ”19 acres ¢« ® €& @ ¥ € @ ® ©®© v & @ 2 O e & o & & 24
20“”29 acres ¢ @ v ®© v & w & ¢ 6 ¥ S y Gt s e & e & 19
50“59 acres ® ¢ o b & o @ & & 5 & 0 6 e ® w w8 e & lo
O T e
No Informatlon . « ¢ o ¢« « ¢ o v o ¢ c o ¢ o « o o 15
Cases & © ¢ ® 6 € ® & S 3 & © 0 w e & w e 6 ¢ o s @ 106

Almest . 8ll the farmers in this section spread the
manure with a manure spresder as fast as a load or two
accumulates and only a few of the older men had a large
pile in thelr barnyard. Many individuals concentrated
thelr manure to a fleld or two and put it on heavy=-=-going

over the field two or three times.
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Soil Erosion Control Practices

S —

Surmary of Informatlon on Soil Erosion Control Practlces

Meintain sod in existing gullies « « . « « + o ¢ « o « 55
Maintain sod in existlng waterways e e e e e e e e . 18
Have tlle dralning the area . « « o« o ¢ o o o o o « o 10
Use elther

Strip cropplng

Terracing ‘

Contour furrowing

Diverslon dltches

NO BISWOT o o o « « o s o 6« o« s o o ¢ o v s o & « « o 40

The condition of the gullles was not checked by the
guthor bﬁt-it>is felt that sod finds 1ts way to the gullies,
in most instances, only éfter they are too deep to allow
for safe plowing. The only conclusion that can be dreawn
from ‘the 55 and 18 who stated that they malntained sod in
the gullies and waterways ls that approximately fifty
percent have indicated that they should do something to
stop ﬁhis type of erosion.

| The main reason for including this questlon was to
gize up in a general way vhat the landownser thought of the
various soll erosion control practices. Its value in the
questlionnaire 1s mainly educational. However, the discus~-
sions resulting from the questlion indicated quite conclu-
sively to the Interviewer thgt deémonstrations and not talk

is practigally the only means of putting the needed practices

a8Ccross.



Sixty-one farmers indicated that they were somewhat
troubled with gullles whlle twenty-elght stated that they
had no gullies on theilr area. Comparing the 61 with 65 In-
dicates that at least six indlividuels are stlill able to
plow right through the gullles.

Along with this question and during the discdssion
the farmer was asked what crop was planted in the filslds
that he noticed the most washing in. 'From this it was
evident that the farmer, in general, is an observant indle-
vidual but unfortunately 1s not inclined to take much
initiative toward correcting things in their inclplent
stages. Row crops as cornh, beans and potatoes were

indicated as the crops allowlng the most washing.

WOODIOTS

While a crulse of all the woodlots on the area would
be extremely valuable in ascertéining the extent to which
such areas are and could contribute to the farmers income
the tlme and help needed would not allow the author to
undertake this problem. Instead, it was thought, that,

e survey of the fuel used, the reasons for using, and the
opinlon of the owner as to the length of time his woodlot

might supply his present needs, would give a fair evalua~

tlon of the wood resources.
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Summary of Fuel Used

Using wood in range and cosal

Using wood altogether .
Using wood and oil o e ¢
Using coal altogether .
Using oll altogether . .
No informatlon . sA. o o

Number of Cases ¢ o o« «

v

for

central heatlng . . 4l

L] @ L d < < € L Ld € < 2

e © 9 ¢ ° e €& © s ¢ 7

0669&00009105

It will be noticed from the ebove summary that only

thirty-six percent of those interviewed are using wood

altogether as fuel and that forty-four percent of those

interviewed are using wood only for the kitchen range.

Summary of Reagonsg for Not Using Wood Altogether

No wood v 6 s o« o & o =

Coal and oil are cheaper

L4

©

®

&

v @

14 @

© ° & N L) ¥ < < S 4 19

@ o <« ° o @ L3 o < < 28

To busy and could not get help to cut wood o+ &« « .+ & 7

NO infomation ] @ « L 4 < @ @ <o e [ © - L ° ¢ @ & © 10

Total ¢ o ¢ o« ¢ o o ¢ +

<

(3

o

Approximately twenty percent of those Interviewsd

have no wood at gllg The seven men who were too busy and

could not get help usually use wood altogsther for fuel

but bscause of inflrmities and other factors, the main one

belng lack of labor, used coal last winter., The large

group who considered coal and oil to be cheaper 1ln the

long run were considering thelr time and labor needed to
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got the wood out. The ten In the no information group had

no particularly good reason for not using wood altogether.

Summary of Years of Use Left in Woodlot

Woodlot wlll supply needs for 20 years more . e « « o B7
Will not supply needs for 20 years more .« « « o« « o < 22
Are not sure elther way . . ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ o & a = s o © « o 19
No informatlon . o« o« « ¢ ¢ « ¢ o ¢ s 6« o o s s ¢ ¢ o o 7

TOtal ¢ & 1] . 3 L . o o o © L] ) -] L] © L4 @ ¢ L ¢ L 4 ° ] 105

The above summery indicates that the woodlot problem
is becoming qulte acute and that, generally speaking, the
aress are not contributing their share to the farmers
income.

Seventy~two percent of those interviewed are grazing
thelr woodlots to a greater or lesser degree. Only twonty-
eight percent are not grazing thelr wocdlots at all., Most,
in this latter group, are not grazling them because of
lack of adequate fencing. Only one man considered that
grazlng was not good for the woods and six were not grazing
them because there was little or no grass in the woodlot,

Qulte a few_woodlots wore heavily cut around 1937
when there was a market for large diameter trees 20% and

better, selling for $15 s thousand board feet on the stump

for all speciss,

The total acersge in woodlots on 105 parcels was

found to be 1647 acres or approximately ten percent of the
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lend surveyed and the averagé woodlot per farm unit wes
16 acres. Seventeen areas that were at one time woodlots
were found to be nothing but brush at the present time .

Only eleven of those 1lnterviewed were interested in
planting trees and nine had considered softwoods while
two were consbdering underplanting present wooded areas
wlth hardwoods,

Thet the farm woodlot situation 1s more serious than
18 brought out by the questlionnalre is quite evident to
the interviewer., The farmers attltude 1ln general toward
woodlots was that they were mors a nulsance than anythlng
else. Very few owners were at all concerned with the fact
that the resource was elther depleted or soon to be so:.
That woodlots could supply more than some fire wood and
pasture for animals was only recognized by a very few.
Multiple use manégement had hardly been consgidered and none
had actually put 1t into practice.

It 1s the strong conviction of the author that the
potentialities of existing woodlots, placed under proper
management, for supplylng the farmer with a supplementary
income from tlmber and wildlife crops as well as supplylng

wood product needs, are great and actually unexploited.
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PASTURE

Permanent Pasture

The total acreage in permanent pesture for 100 parcels
wes found to be 3816 acres or 22 percent of the total
acreage surveyed. Appendix 14 shows that the largest aver-
age acreage in permanent pasture 1s found 1ln soll class
3 or forty-four acres,

Seventy-elght percent of thoge Interviewed had not
Improved their pasture at all., Seventeen percent had im-
proved some of thelr pasture and five percent had improved

all the pasture.

Summary of Reasons for Keeping Acres in

Permanent Pasture

Subject to erosion o ¢ ¢« ¢ . ¢ o e e ¢ o6 o ¢ o o« o o
3011 depleted . ¢ v ¢ ¢ o ¢ s ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ oo ¢ 8 s . 2
AAA Retired o ¢ ¢ ¢ o ¢ o o ¢ s o 5 « & o s « o« & o 1
MBTSH ¢ o o o o 6 5 6 0 6 s s 6 v e e e e e e e e 33
Brush o o ¢ ¢ ¢ ¢ v ¢ o o ¢ v ¢ o ¢ ¢ v © « o s o 10

Hillyareasoaesnaoaogoooueooc«ow 17
Always has been « s o s ¢ s o s o o« o o ¢ o ¢ o o s 37

No:‘.nfcmationwgsooaseaeqc‘oaeoaee 5

Rotated Pasture and Hay Crops

The acreage in rotated pasture and an Crops were

combined and recorded, but not by species. However,
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specles used were indlcated on the questlionnaire in most
instances and itnﬁas fourd that clover rated flrst with
alfelfs second and timothy third. June grass was used Dy
quite a few for pasture alone. Flve men were uéing brome
grass and in all but one case the results were favorable,
Approximately the same percentage of the total area
15 in roteted pasture and hay as in permanent pasture
(Appendix 14). However soll class 1 shows the largest

average acreage or 50.

Supplemental Pasture

Supplemental pasture totalled forty-elght acres for

the area surveyed and sudan grass was used by the four wmen.

CROPS

The total acreage in soll depleting crops was found
to represent twenty-elght percent of, the tolel area and
twelve percent of this is ln row crops as corn, beans and
garden truck. Appendex 14 glves the acreage devoted to
the various crops by soll classes. It will be notliced that
the average acreage devoted to crops decreases from the best
to the poorer soils. This is also true for the row crops

and undoubtedly results from the ApA Programe
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WILDLIFE

The wlldlife aSpect of land menagement 1in Webster
Township has been well covered by Swears in 194lo4 There
wore thres ressons for including a question on wildlife
in this present study. : First, to balance the study in
respect to important land uses. Second, to generally
determine how well "controlled hunting" had been sold by
Swears and lastly, to double check on the publlc relation
value of such surveys.

Sixty-five men out of 105 interviewed by the author
of thls paper consldered that under proper regulation, game
could be hunted and not interfere with farming, Only
eleven felt that the two uses-~hunting and farming--were
incompatible, while the remainder were "on the fonts.®
Bven though a few men slignifled that they were interegted
in increasing game on thelr propsrty, a general lack of
incentive on the farmers' part to manage for wildlife as
e crop was evident to the interviewsr,

Based on the results of Swears' study and the impres-
sions made on the author of this paper while discussing
the matter wlth the farmers 1t appears that a sufficient
incentive and economically feasible producticn metbod ﬁust-

be placed in the farmer's grasp before he will consider
producing more game crops.

%0p. cit., p. 5.
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The first tesk, then, of the wildlife manager, is to
assure an orderly means of marketing which will also bring
just returns to the farmer for products and services ren-
dered. The next and biggest job is to show that: wildlife
cen be an important farm crop, ls a natural product of
proper land management, and can be profltably cultivated.

The fact that twenty-slx men signified (page 55) that
they were Interested 1In controlled hunting shows that
Swears! work accompllshed quite a blt from the educational
standpolnt, At least, he élanted an 1dea in the minds of

qulite a few whilch was churned somewhat for a year.

PUBLIC RELATIONS

Almost to the man, those interviewed by the author,
remembered Swears. They were pleased to hear that he had
geined some very important end enlightening informatlon
from the interviews. Many expressed a desire to read hils
report.

In regard to the author's survey, I must adwmit that
a few men were not over-snthused with the number of ques-
tions which were fixed at them, but most of those interviewed
wore glad to be of gervice, Some were pleased to learn
that the Universlty students were interesting themselves,

in the farmer and his problemns.
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INTERVIEW TIME

It was found that the best time to find a farmer
avalleble for interview was early in the morning, around
noon time, after five o'clock in the afternoon, or on days
of adverse westher. Unfortunately, because of other work
the euthor was unable to adjust his scheduls to conform
better with the farmers free time. Because of thls much
time and travel were wasted in trylng to find the owner or
tenant In.

The average time spent wlth each farmer was 76 minutes
or approximetely one and one quarter hour. The informatlion
asked for could be supplied comfortably in one half an
hour and still ellow for a few side comments. However, the
author was interested in learning as much gbout farming and
the farmer as possible and thus sllowed the party to enlarge
on any matter that he so desired, AT times the discussion
digressed so far from the questionnaire that the astuteness
of the interviewer was taxed to the limit to direct ths

conversation back to the subject in hand.



CONCLUSION

APPLICATION OF THE METHOD DEVELOPED IN THE STUDY

The wrilter belleves that he has demonstrated the
personal interview questionnaire technique to be a very
valuable aild in formulating land use and management plans.

The County ﬁnit has been used by most Séate Planning
Committees as the basls for detalled land classification
end econémic surveys. For this reeson the application of
the technlque is recommended for tgé county as the logilcal
work unilt, |

The study conducted in Webster Township has brought
to light some very important information and indicates
that there ls adequate justification for further survseys.
Probabiy,ﬁhe cost of conducting a county-wide survey would
be prohlbitive end thus require some sempling technique,
There are two means svallable; elther a sample of ths
county or a complete survey of a few townships within the
county. It 1s suggested that in counties where no classi-
fication surveys have been conducted that a 25 percent
sample of farm operators be made of the county somewhatb

simlilar to the technique used by Bausman in New Castle



75

5
County, Delaware, In countles where clasgsificatlion
surveys have been conducted sufficlent informetion could
probably be galned by a complete survey of a few typical

townshlps,

COST OF SURVEY

A total of 1,310 mlles were traveled in collecting
this informatlon., Filguring an operating cost of five
cents per mile, this would amount to $65.60 or approxi-
mately 62 cents per Interview. ‘

The distance traveled ls somewhat excessive because
the suthor was able to spend only one full day in the
field per week and elther the morning or afternoon on
the other days., Probably if full time were spent in
the fleld each day the mlles traveled could be cut 1in
half.

COST OF TABULATION

Complete mechanical tabulation, that 1is, punching,
verifying, and sorting of similar data would cost approxi~
metely $50.00%. The largsr the survey the less the unit

6 _

Bausmen, Re Os 1941, An Economlc Study of Land
Utilization In New Castle County, Delaware, University of
Delaware, Bul, 228, Newark, Delaware,
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cost. Thus the cost of handling data from three or four

townships would probably amount to approximately $60,00.

LAND MANAGEMENT PLAN

Naturally thils study 1s but an introduction to the
meny complex factors operéting on land use and practices
as well as the problems resulting therefrom, The survey.
hes brought\out some definlte and interesting trends that
point to the need of an over-all organlization that would
coordinate the activities directed toward farm operation
and the farmer himgelf and utilize the human resources
of the area to the best advantage. Certaln political and
economic regulation as well as education through demon=
strational, orgenizationsl, and sociological activities
gshould be lncorporated in a land management plan.

It appears that the plan should cover at least three
- major phases. First, zoning, to assure proper use of land.
Second,; to provide means for acquainting the individual
with the possibilitles of, and the practices that must be
used on the particular parcel upon which he is living.
Third, to divert undesirable uses from certain areas to

other areas that permlt these gpecialtles.

Zoning
A glance at the map on page 24, showing the occupations
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of'the owner, gives a very good indication as to some of
the problems to be golved by land zoninge.

It is noticed that clty workers and others lnterested
"In land for the purpose of a home alone are on some of the
better agricultural sqils and many farmers are trying to‘

.meke a llving on the powrer solls. Summer homes are being
built around Base Lake I1n the north western corner of the
township and urban-like settlements are extending into the
area from the southwest and south central,

Zonlng, 1f put in offect soon, can accomplish much
toward bringing about proper adjustment of land use and
take care of the filrst najor need mentioned above and per=-
haps méy help bring about the third as well. Some may
cringe at the thought of this but it must be remembered
that any use put to lond whether it be a large or small
enterprise should Justify itself to the country and the

people as a whole.

Individual Adjustment

In the final analysis, the most difficult problem on
thls particular area is to bring about adjustments in farm
management that wlll conform first; to the dictates of the
soll; and second, to the needs of the surroundlng community.
This brings into the picture multiple use and its justifi-
catlon,

It must be remembered that the farmer depends upon
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his land to glve him the best living possible. He ralses
the crops that he feels will glve him the maximum return
on his investment and the multiple use idea must be prop-
erly backed up by convincing facts before 1t willl be

generally accepted.

Regulation and Education

Regulation and education are the two main tools
operating In this sectlion that are designed to help the
farmer shape better farm menagement plans. The survey
points quite vividly to the fact that they both need
conglderable sharpening.

Restrictions on crop acreages appears to heve brought
about a better balance between erosion resisting and soil
depleting crops. However, problems have resulted from the
administration of‘these restrictions thet epparently have
not been adequately taken care of by the program set-up:.
That 1s, regulation was not properly balanced by
education,

None~the-less, the over-all reaction to regulation
was favorable, indicatiné that 1t can serve as one im-
portant means of bringing about proper agricultural land
management. Never~the-less it 1s clear that regulation
in itself has some educational values. This appears to

have been demonstrated by the survey. The AAA program



79

actually brought ehout a reallzation on the part of many
farmers that soll aﬁould be conserved,

It should be kept in mind that regulation, as
exemplifled by the Ai{A program has been strongly méaified
by subsidy, This 1ﬁtroduces the question of the proper
place of public subsidy in land use programs.

The evaluation of the educational facllities,
organlzatlons, and agencles operating in thils particular
townshlp leaves the author with the feeling that more
effort must be concentrated in this direction. The present
set-up is helpling only the most aggressive operators and
is leaving too many unreached.

Ideas presented by word of mouth and in print are
mainly wasted on. the great majority. A program properly
designed that points to active participation and demonstra~ -
tion 1s the main need.

The personal character and other characteristics of
the farmer must be consldered when developing the educa=-
tional phase of the program. :Only in this menner can a
desire to learn more about.farming be stimulated and actlve

participatlion be assured.



SUMMARY

1. This paper demonstrates the value of the ques-
tionnaire technique for obtaining information that will
Pfacilltate the formulatlion of land use and management
plans, using the County as & loglcal working unit.

2, The survey conducted in Webster Towmshilp, Michigan
‘shéws a nesd of incorporating cerfain political and economic
regulations with educational programs into an over=-all land
management plan for thls and simllar areas.

3. Throughout the survey special emphasls was placed
on geaining an lIndication as to the soclel implicatlons of
land managément and evaluating ths eduéationalg orgenization~
al, and action agencies operating in the Township.

.45 Thirty-nlne percent of Webster Towmship is
included in soill class 1, 30 percent in class 2, and 32
percent in class 3, the classes belng determined by the
agrlicultural potentialities of the soll type,

5, One hundred and five personal interview cases
are presented covering an area of 17,216 acres.

8, -Eighty-five percent of those interviswed were
omers and 15 percent were tenants. Flfty percent of the

tenants are located on class 3 soll. Fifty-~six percent of
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the tenants were working on a shars basls with the owner
and the remalnder were cagh renters. Nlneteen owners
were renting and working land in addition to that parcel
upon which they were living, |

7. Sixty-flve percent of the men followed the
straight occupation of farming. The remaining 35 percent
obtained thelr income from sourcés other than the farm and
were mainly the more recent purchasers and those on the
pooﬁer solls.

8. Thirty percent of the farm operators or 34
individuals were 60 years or older,

9., Thirty percent of the people established resldence
in the township within the last five years. A trend of
the poorer soil classes changing handsg more rapidly was
indlcated.

10. The average slze of the family raised (including
the parents) in this sample is 4.4.

11, The average number supported by the farm Including
the hired help 1s 3,35 for goil class 1, 3.28 for soil
class 2, and 2.89 for soll class 3.

12, Fifteen sons out of 86 over 21 apd 12 out of
41 under 21 were helping their fathers on the farm. Only
5 gons over 21 from these Webster Township farms were
managlng thelr own farms and two wore located in Webster

Township.
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13. TUnder present management 25 percent of the farms
are able to support full time outside labor and 24 percent
are dependent upon outslde part time help.

14, PForty-nine percent of the farms support well kept
up buildings and 7 percent were distinctly negllgent.

16, Farm Radlo programs were reaching aspproximately
40 percent of those Interviewed and the Michlgen State
Agricultural College Radlo Progrem has the strongest
support from the farmers.

16, Even thdugh the fannérs were not makling full
use of the facillties and opportunities afforded by the
Stéte College and the County Agricultural Agent, both
services have the strong backlng from those interviewed.
Most seemed well satisfied with their knowledge and abillty
as farmers but some indlcated a deslre for more informa-
tion concerniﬁg spraying, feeding, fertllizer, and liming
practices.

17, PFarm magezines appeared to be more popular then
technical publications because of the eaglly understood
manner of presentation of factual material,

18, Fifty percent of the young men helping on the
farm were 4-H Club members and two young men managing
thelr own férm were members at one time.

19, The writer found that few men were willing to

try out new ideas presented ln print but were favorably
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disposed to demonstratlons,

20. Of the four federal agencles operating in thils
township only the Agriculbtural Adjustment Administration
cooperators were numeréus enough to facilitate a general
evaluation of the prograu.

21, The AAA hes accomplished much in respect to
making the farmers soll conservation conscious and 70
percent of those intervlewed were favorably dlsposed to-
ward the program whlls 29 percent had major grievences,
Many cooperators were not weli informed as to the objectives
and policies of the program and little or no provision
appeared to be Included for helping solve the problems
attendent to crop acerage restrictions.

22, Seventy~one men interviewsed erroneous thought
that the AAA and the Soil Conservation Service were the
same egency.

23, Iifteen individusls were somewhat acqualnted
with the Fenton and S, E. Livingston Soll Conservation
Districts and one man owned farm land incorporated in the
S, E. Livingston District. Eight men signifiled that they
would like to incorporate thelr farm in such a district,
38 were passlvely interested, and 15 men thought only the
"ovice farmer" would be interested,

24, The strongest organization operating in the township
was the Farm Bureau and 42 percent of the farmers were

members.
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26. The cooperative idea 1g liked by most of those
interviewed and some would like to enlarge the scope of
~th.ese cooperatives,

26. Dalrylng rated first numerically in the type of
farming . |

27. Out of 84 men using a definite crop rotation 72
stated that the rotation varled with the seasonal seeding
fallures,

28. The majority felt that the combination of
rotating crops and the use of manure was sufficlent to
maintalin the fertility of the soll,

29, Twenty-five men thought that crop ylelds were
about the same for all flelds and 56 stated they wers not
the same.

30, Sixteen men were plowing in a menner approaching
the eontour method, 4 others guessed that they would do
likewlse, and the remainder "just plowed".

31, Msst barnyard manure wes spread as fast as it
sccumulated end spproximately 9-19 acres was the average
covered per fénner,

520. Seven hundred and seven acres have been limed
In the last ten years by 31 farmers, the largest acégage
having been covered within the last flve ysars,

33, BSlxty~seven men used commercial fertllizer mainly

on small grains and covered 1610 acres last year,
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34, Twenty-two percent of the total acérage was in
permanent pasture and the same percentage was 1n the com-
bined acerage of hay and rotated pasture., Five percent of
the men had improved all permanent pagture and 17 percent
had Improved some. Only 48 acres were planted specilally
for supplemental pasture.

35, Pasture for cattle rented on an area basis,; and
for sheep on & head basls, but.no restrictlons were made
in elther case as to the number of head or period of
grazing. |

36, Ten percent of the total area surveyed by
interview is in woodlots, with anvaverage of 18 acres per
farmer. Seventy-two percent of the men were grazling thelr
woodlots.

37, Thirty-five men were usging wood alone aos fuel, 41
were uging wood in the kitchen range and coal for central
heating. Two men had no woodlots and 17 others stated
that they had no suitable firewood,

38. Twenty~two men feel that thelr woodlot will not
supply thelr needs for 20 years longer and only 1l men wers
Interested in planting trees.

39, Multiple use management of woodlots had hardly
been congidered and none had actually put it Into practice.

40, TUnder proper regulation, as controlled hunting,

65 men thought that hunting and farming would go together
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while only 11 men felt that the two were not compatable.
Yet there was an evident lack of incentive on the part
of the farmer to menage for wildlife.

41. Only 16 individuals could see any serlous erosion
problems in the townshilp, 47 men recognlzed that gullles
and weashlng occurred in thelr flelds but appeared not to bs
particularly alarmed over 1b.

42, Some farmers would like to play a mare 1mportant
prt in farm effalrs but were suffering from an inferilority
complex,

43, It was the general opinion that the type of
farming engaged in 1ls dependent upon the abilitles of the
farmer rather than what the farm is capable of supporting.

44, The meajority of the faﬁmers belleve that there
should be some sort of an over-all set-up that would en-~

compass all farm actlvities,
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APPENDIX 1

€lass of Ownershilp

Two-Way Distributlon on Soll Classes

Soil Classes

Cless of Ownership 5 = Total
1 2 5 Iﬁgo.
Owners
Managing Farm.c.c.c.- 31 16 22 1 70

Rent and work land in
addition to home

e3tate sicavcecisasas 9 5] ] 19

Live on land and rent

to others cccecvoscecs 6 . 2 2 10
Tenants secceccvossoass 5 3 8 16
Jdle Areas cseccvecasws 5 3 1 9

C&SGS DSOSV RE SO LS 4’7 24 55 1 105




APPENDIX 2

Years of Occupancy

Two Wey Distributlion on Soll Classes
et A e e e e e

Years on the Land

Soll Cless Total
0-5 6-20 | 21-35 | 36+
1 ciiieecoscncas 12 14 7 14 47
2 c.cccseecencos 10 2 4 8 24
S cesocoasvsaces 11 & 6 11 33
ﬁo Information c.svso 1 1
Cases cescsssvasscncs 34 21 17 33 105
Two Way Diétribution on Age
Age Years of Occupancy Total
0-5 |} 6-20 |21-35 1 36+
19=34 sc.cccvevansnnn 4 1 1 0 6
35=49 civieveceasecan 9 7 2 9 27
BO® c.icscsvecsacosecn 21 12 13 24 70
No. Into. cocevoacsnn 1 1 2
0aSOS sevasecsorcnuss 34 21 17 33 106




APPENDIX 3

Present Occupation

Two Way Distribution on Scil Classes

Soll Classes :
Present Occupation Total
1 2 5 NOe

Intod

FATMOT «vvvvvenoconveaees | 33 | 14 | 21 | 68
Farmer plus other type _ :

Of labor 9O U 2TAEOOLOGGE O, 5 6 5 14

Professional and Busi-

neSS u‘oo&aeoeeewﬁcﬁéﬁc I7 1 3 ll

Laborer L I - B N - B T A A ) O . l 2 5

Retirad ¢ o0 vo VYOGV WD GO RO O é 2 2 7

No Informatlon scvecveas 7 1 2

Cases ¢ & O % 9N 9V DG O ¥ OO W CE 47 24 35 105
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Two Way Distributlion on Soll Class

APPENDIX &

Number Supported by Farm

Numbe Soll Clags
g;pgggted ! .2 S Infoggation
Farm Cases iTotallCases|Total |Cases |[Total|Cases |Total
1 3 3 4 4 1 R
2 13 26 1 i 2 il 22 1
3 8 24 8 24 6 18
4 %] 56 2 8 2 8
5 2 10 3 15 2 10
6 3 18 l 0 1 6
o 0 1 7
8 1 8 0] 0
9 1 9 0 2 18
No In=- i
formatlion 7‘1 6 7 1
Averege 3.36 5.28 2.89

por Class




APPENDIX 6

Sons Helping on the Farm

Two way Distributlon on Soll Classes

Soll Class
Number No Infor-
of Sons 1 2 3 mation
Cages TotaliCases;Total iCagesiTotal
1 14 14 ) 9 9 9 1
2 . 1 2
3 "1 3
None 32 15 23
Cases 47 17 24 9 33 11
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APPENDIX 9

Future of the Farm

Two Way Digtribution on Age

| 19=-34 | 35«49 50+ In¥2r~ Total
mation

Continue in famlly .. 6 21 43

Will 86011 seovccacone 13

Will rent c.ecceccoss 4 9

No informabtion ....s. 2 5 2

CBE6S wevecvvnarencns 6 | 27 70 | 105
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APPENDIX 11

Present Farm Enterprise

Two Way Distribution on Present Occupation

Present Occupatlon

Enterprise Farmer igggzr zggf;i:§;g::.Laborer Retired é;%%g;
Dalry 46 6 4 2 1
Cattle 19 1 2 1
Sheep 37 3 1 1 1
Truck - 2

Poultry 20 3 3

Hogs 37 3 4 1
 Grain 7

Investment 4 7 7 2 5
Cases 68 14 11 3 2
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