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ARSTRACT

Purposes. The study endeavors to examine in detail forty-four Centen-
nial Farm Families in Michigan, These Families are a portion of the total
who received formal recognition from the State Historical Society. This
recognition was based on ownership of land in Michigan within the same
family for a continuous period of one-hundred years or more.

The study is concerned with the process of transﬁission and succession
of property in land from one generation to the next within the same family
for a period of one-hundred years or more; and, the results of this process
as it has affected the present owner of the land; and, finally, as it has
affected the community in which the land is located.

Fundamental to the present study are certain basic concepts, these are:
property in land, the element to be transmitted over time; transmission and
succession, the means of transmitting the property throurh time; the family,
the agency through which the prcperty is trznsmitted; and the community, the
element which is affécted in vart by the preceding,

Methods, Lack of empirical data relevant to long time practices of
transmission and succession within a family provides the underlying motiva-
tion for this thesis. This lack of data also places the study in a formu-
lative or exploratory classification, which results in the statement of hypo-
theses for future research.

Emphasis is placed on existing patterns, rather than quantities of at=-
tributes, as the keynote of analysis., In ccneiceration of this there are
developed constructs or patterns to be used as inderendent analytical var=-
iables, Tenure status and relationship of operator are essential character=-
istics to the development of these emrirical constructs. These constructs

demonstrate the end results of a hundred years of transmission and succession
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practices within the same family, They are, in essence, a continuum of
the temure arrangerents of the present owners from owner-operatorship to
non-farm ownership,

To obtain data for providing insighte the case study‘method was uced
in cenjunction with a small sample. This sample was drawn in a stratified,
ourposive manner., Field work involved interviewing Centennial Farmers,
selected commnity informants, and obtaining data from secondary sources
within each of the communities,

Findirgss Approximately one-fourth of the Centennial Farmers reet the
governmental ideal of ownership, the remainder are dispersed relatively
equally among the other tenure grours on thé contimium. The fact that over
two-thirds of the owners are beyond retirement age contributes to this lack
of owner-operatorship.

No particular means of transmission of property are outsﬁanding. Rather
the owners have engaged in an equalitarian point-of-ﬁiew for the distribution
of their property. As a result only one-third of the farms in 211 of the
transfers have been passed on as going concerns.

The proportion of all children of all owners remaining in the local
area decreases-as one moves from thg owner-cperator tenure group to the
non-farm owner group. Similarly, the proportion of all children of all
owners choosing farming as an occupation decreases as one moves from the
owner=-operator group to tha non-farm owner groug.

Community informants have a social image of Centennial Farmers based
upon the values of residency and operatorship rather than upon continuity

of ownership alomne,
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION AND PURPOSES OF THE STUDY

The Centennial Farm Program
In 1948, the Michigan Historical Commlssion became
cognlzant of the fact that some of the land settled in the
early days of Michigan still remalned in the same famlly a
cehtury or more later, The Commisslon decided to honor the
fortitude and tenacity of these early settlers and thelir
descendants by bringing their achievements to light through
public recognition, This recognition is in the form of a
Centennlial Farm Certificate which designates the land owned
as a Centennlal Farm and the present owner as a Centennial
Farmer, The certificate of recognition carries the signature
of the Governor and other leadlng state officlals, In addi-
tion to the certificate, the State Historical Commission
awards a heavy gauge metal plaque for exterlor display.
Operationally defined by the State Historical Commis-
slon, Centennlial Farmers are those persons who own land in
Michligan, either all or part of which was owned by their
ancestors. The ancestor may be determined either by blood
relationship or by some other form of kinship. The ownership
must have been continuous for one-hundred years or more. A

Centennial Farm is that land which has been transferred to a



2
member of the famlly in all transfers of ownership for a con-
tinuous period of one-hundred years or more,

The preceding requirements are derived from the defini-
tion of a farm which appears on the application form prepared
by the Michigan Historical Commission. The exact wording 1s
as follows:

The farm for purposes of the award is three or

more acres, or a less amount 1f the products

ralsed are valued at $250,00 or more, on which

some agricultural operatlions are performed by

one person either by his own labor alone or

with the assistance of members of his household,

or hired employees.

From the foregolng, one important element must be empha-

sized to preclude the reader'g misinterpretation. Recognition

as a Centennlal Farm 1s based on ownership and not operatorship.

A brief explanation of the program 18 essential to an
understanding of the population to be studied and some of the
problems to be encountered. As of November 30, 1950, the
date arbitrarily selected for the purposes of this study,
there were 234 Centennlal Farms located in 30 countles.‘1
Because participation in the program was on a voluntary basis
and initiation of action for recognition was the responsibil-

ity of the land owner, there were elizlble land owners who

di4 not apply for the honor. Lack of participation can be

1Appendix A



attributed either to an unwillinsness to take part in the
prégram or to a lack of awareness of its exlstence. Since
the date specifled above, however, many of these 1ndividuals
may have become aware of the program and may have developed
an interest in it, In addition, other land owners have be-
come eligible simply through the passage of time, and undoubt-
edly many of them have taken the necessary steps to obtailn
recognitioen.

The fact that the land owner must voluntarlily petitlon
for a Centennial Farm Certificate possibly introduces a
bias inte the sample. The possibility of differences between
those who apply and those who do not was taken into considera-
tion, and during the field work each Centennlal Farmer inter-
viewed was asked 1f there were any other farmers in the
viclniﬁy who were eligible, but had not made application.
Only one eligible owner was dlscovered who chose not to parti-
cipate 1n the program. Thus, if the farmers interviewed sup-
plied complete information, it maybe assumed that relatively
little bias originating in this manner has been introduced

into the sample.

Purposes of the_Study

In order to better understand any soclety, or even a
segment of soclety, it 1s necessary to have some comprehension
of its past. Each generation 1lnherits a base of customs and

traditions from preceding generations. Attempts are occasionally
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made, however, to control the flow of the continuity of evolu-
tlon 1n an attempt to derlve an objective which seems desirable.
Some of the pollcymaking of early American leaders was directed
toward the objective of owner-operatorship and the'fam11y~
slzed farm. If the early leaders were to observe rural
America today, would they say that Centennial Farms were the
result of theilr long range planning? Furthermore, if they
had obsgserved the dynamics of the formation of a Centennial
Farm, what factors would they set aslde as being relevant to
the attainment of their expressed ideal? These questions
serve to pose the general purpose of this thesls, namely, to
investigate the congruence between the expected end of govern-
ment policy and the present situation, and to explore the
factors in the history of the Centennlial Farm Families that
have contributed to the present situation.

This study, then, 1s concerned with the process of
transmission and successlon of property in land from one gen-
eration to the next within the same famlly for a period of
one-hundred years or more. Specifically, how have the results
of this process affected the relationship of the present
owner to the land, and how have these results affected the
community in which the land is located?

The present study may be said to have two objectives.
The first objective is methodological in nature, in that

analytical independent variables are developed from data



related to the present owner-tenure arrangements of each of
the cases under observation. These varlables or constructs,
which are descriptive of the tenure positlion of the present
owner, demonstrate the end result of a hundred years of trans-
mission and succession practices within the same family. They
congtitute, in essence, a continuum of arrangements extending
from owner-operatorshlp to non-farm ownershlip, The second
obJective is substantive, Once the constructs have been de-
veloped it 1s essential to know what factors in the history
of each of the cases has contributed to placing that case in
a particular construct., In addition, the cases in each of
the constructs are analyzed to determine thelr contribution
to the communities in which they are located.

The importance of an investigation of this nature 1is
emphasized repeatedly in the literature on land tenure and
policy. L. C. Gray, writing in 1938 of the importance of in-
heritance laws, states:

Detailed information regarding the nature and

extent of the transfer of agricultural property

through inheritance 1s exceedingly scarce,.

Studies of the soclal and economic consequences

of our system of inheritance comprehensive

enouzh to indicate dangerous tendencies exist-

ing in the institution of 1nheritance have not

been made....The powerful influence of inheri-

tance laws applicable in rural areas on the
general social welfare should more clearly be



recoxnized, As a nation we cannot with safety
long neglect serious consideration of the
economic and soclal significance of this subject.2

James Tarver, after a comprehensive review of the
literature relating to the Wisconsin Century Farm problenm,
has the followling to say of transmlssion and successlon as
they are related to farm ownership:

It was discovered that rural soclologists had

contributed but scant attention to farm owner-

ship as it is related to farm succession or

transmission within the family. Agricultural

economists and lawyers have concentrated more
attention to farm succession and transmission

than all other soclal scientists,

Those agricultural economists and lawyers who have
devoted time and effort to the problem of transmission and
successlon, however, have written primarily of contemporary
Problems of transmission of agricultural land. Most state
college experiment stations have published bulletins in re-

ference to inheritance, but they are usually restricted to

an explanation of the state inheritance laws or to explanations

2Gray, L. C., John B, Bennett, Erich Kraemer and W, N,
Sparhawk., "The Causes: Traditional Attitudes and Institutions,"
Yearbook of Agriculture 1938, United States Department of
Agriculture, United States Printing Office, Washington, D, C,

1939, pp. 111-136.

}Tarver, James D, Wisconsin Century Farm Families:
A Study of Farm Succession bPractices, Unpublished Ph.D.

thesls, University of Wisconsin, 1950, p. 15.




of how to keep the farm 1n the f‘amily.!Jr In any event, re-

search 1nto the social implications of transmlssion and suc-
cesslon 18 generally neglected.

Ackerman, writing in 1941 of the need for farm tenancy
re s earch, concludes that one of the primary needs in the
fie 1d 1s for more lnvestigations centered around the problems
of Anheritance. He feels that our past policy of inheritance

is xesponsible for many of our present day pr'oblemls.5

See Berry, R. L. and Elton B, Hill., How to Keep Your
Fay'rmn in_the Family. Michigan Agricultural Eerriment Station,
Ea s €t Lansing, Special Bulletin 357, April, 1949: Family Fagrm-
Transfer Arrangements. Illinoils Extension Circular 680,
Urbana, April, 1951: Aiken, Ann and Dorothy Klitzke. Wills
and Other Ways to Transfer Property to Heirs. New York Ex-
tension Bulletin 79%, Ithaca, May 1950: Johnson, 0. R,
Transferring the Farm to the Next Generation. Missouri
Agxricultural Extension Service, Columbia, Bulletin 515, July,
194 &;: walrath, A. J. and W, L. Gibeon Jr, What Will Become
Of ¥Your Farm? Virginia Extension Service, Blacksburg,
Bulletin 169, June, 1947: Beuscher, J. H. and L. A, Young.
Your Property -- Plan Its Transfer., Wisconsin Extension Ser-
Vlce, Madison, Circular 407, December, 1951: Parsons, K. H,
and (¢, J. Legrid. Planning for the Descent of Property in

the Family. Wisconsin Extension Service, Madison, Circular
3611, October, 1945, 4

Ackerman, Joseph., "Status and Appraisal of Research

An Farm Tenancy, " Journal of Farm Economicg, Vol., 23, No. 1,
Feb, 1941, p. 286.
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Ackerman and Harrls writinz in the Proceedings of the
Conference on Family Farm Policy, pointedly ask for the
answerg to two specific questions upon which they feel little
haga been done to ascertaln the facts. On one hand, what is the
me tHod of transferring physical assets from one generation to
the next, and on the other, are the "goingz-concern" values
of the farm generally preserved‘?6

The noticeable lack of empirical data on long time
fam 1ly succession practices vrovides the underlying motiva-
tilomn of this thesis.

It 1s possible to establish, arbitrarily, a typology of

re s earch studies which classifies research according to primary
intent. Classified in this manner, the types are: (1) a
formulative or exploratory study in which the primary intent
1s to formulate a problem for more precise investigation, to
develop hypotheses, or to establigh priorities for further
Tesearch; (2) a deseriptive or diagnostic study in which the
Tunction 1s that of assessing the characteristics of a given
81 tuation; and (3) an experimental study in which the function

1le that of testing hypotheses.7 Although these classifica-

tions are not necessarily mutually exclusive, the phenomena

——

6Ackerman, Joseph and Marshall Harris. "Family Farm
Policy." Proceeding of a Conference on Family Farm Policy.
Chicago: Unilversity of Chicago Press, 1947, p. 398,

7Jahoda, M., M. Deutsch and 8., W, Cook. Research

Methods in Social Relations. New York: The Dryden Press,
1951, Volume I, p. 23.




w il th which this investigation deals and the methodology
which 1s used place 1t in the '"‘crmulative or exploratory"

classification,

Order of Presentation

Chapter II 1s devoted to an elaboration of the theore-
tical framework used in the study. In this chapter the his-
tor Acal position of governmental policies concerning farm
owmn ership are discussed with reference to the ideals of owner-
operxatorship and the family-sized farm. It specifically sets
forth the basic concepts of property in land, family, and
Community, and their inter-relaticnship through the process
Oof <transmission and succession,

Chapter 111 explains the methods of the study, includ-
ing the rationale for the selection of the sample and for the
approach used, the data to be collected, the field technigues,
anad the method of analysis of data., It 1s recognized that
a1l though all of the familles involved have worked out their
Successicn problems in different ways, they have arrived at
the game end, namely, keeping the farm in the family for a
Nundred years or more, In consideration of thils, constructes
Or patterns collating the predominant attributes of the tenure

arrangements of the cases under study have been developed.
Tenure status and relationship of the operator to the owner
are essential characteristice in the development of these

congtructs.
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Chapter 1V attempts to 1solate those characteristics
which have been historically important in placing the present
farm in 1ts particular construct. Data relating to the
or 1g&inal owners, methods of transmissicn and succession,
choAce cf successor, parcellation of land, size of family,
and reasons for keepiny the farm in the family are all import-
an t characteristics analyzed in this chapter, Additional
elements analyzed are education, marital status, residence,
occupation, and sex of all family members.

A description of the present day owners 1s given in
texrms of thelr personal characteristics: age, sex, marital
st a tus, education, occupation, and residence. Other elements
Tor investigation are farm evaluation, beliefs about farming,
anqA plans for disposition of the land. The contribution of
the Centennial Farm Family to the community in which the land
18 1located 1s evaluated on the basis of participation in
formal civic and farm organizations and by an assessment of
the family contribution, not only by present owners but also
Dy gelected members of the community.

Chapter V determines the necessary elements for develop-

Ang a soclal image of the concept of Centennial Farmers by
the gelected community informants and by the present owners
themselves. Also, there i1s an evaluation of the Centennial

Farm program by the same interviewees.
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Chapter VI is devcted to an analysls of each of the
t enure groups separately and to illustrate the patterning of
se 1l ected characteristics within each group.
Chapter VII presents a summary and conclusions. Since
few , 1f any, hypotheses have been formulated in thie area,
some space in this chapter 1s devoted to an attempt to develop

frwu Atful hypotheses for further research.



CHAPTER 1II
RESEARCH AND THEORIFS PERTAINING TO FARM OWNERSHIP

The desire to own their land has alwaye been strong 1in
the minds of the Midwestern farmers. This attitude has been

stxengthened very strongly by the objectives of the Federal

government and its land policy. Prior to, and following the

inception of our Federal system of government there has been

— a continuous struggle toward the goals of owner-operatorship

of 1and and the famlly-type farm.

Coloniste of this country came primarily from countries
Where the system of land tenure was feudal in nature, and
land-ownership contributed to the stratifification of soclety

along soclal, economic,and political lines. It was natural

that the colonists should bring with them the customs, tradi-

tions, and laws of their homelands. However, under the con-

QAitions of the frontier their folkways and mores underwent

Consgiderable change.

Prior to the American Revolution there exlsted in the
Colonles a land tenure system which incorporated such feudal
Practices as quit-rents, primogeniture,and entail. The British
—A\\\crown insisted upon maintaining thls feudal land policy rather

than an "allodial" one. Under allodial conditions the land

would be held in fee simple absolute, providing the owner with
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13
the privilege of disposing of his land as he saw rit, within

the framework of the laws and customs of the country. The

de s ire for the abolition of feudal practices was a contributory

cawuse to the Revolutilon.

However much a war may win political freedom, it does

no t 1immediately abolish or change the cultural values of the

people. To effect the change in these values, such frontier

"racAdicals® as Thomas Jefferson were necessary to give guldance

to the "new world" philosophy. Former Secretary of Agricul-

tur-e, Claude Wickard, and others have called Jefferson the

"Fa ther of the idea of the famlly sized f@.rm.":L He was the
or X ginator of the draft of the Land Ordinance of 1785 which

€8 tablished a system of land survey and provided for the sale

Of 1lands surveyed, It was this ordinance which ultimately

Ae termined the course of the public land policy, and the

8e ttlement patterns in the Northwest Territory. Complement-

Ang the action of 1785 was the Ordinance of 1787 which pro-

hibited primogeniture and entail in the Northwest Territory.

Ungder this ordinance property in land became almost the same

a8 any other property in reference to its freedom of transfer

&nd inheritance, No longer would land be settled permanently

upon a person and his heirs, nor would the right of the first

1W1ckard Claude R, "Thomas Jefferson--Founder of
American Agriculture.® Agricultural History, Vol. XIX, 1945,
P. 179, '
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born supersede the rights of all other chlldren. The right

of disposal of land became the perogative of the owner of that

property in land,

Two other land laws significant in governmental policy
dur ing the period of abundant land, were the Pre-emption Law
of 1841 and the Homestead Act of 1862, The former permitted
the settlers to buy the lands they were developing before the
federal survey, and the latter gave land to settlers who
agreed to improve and live on the land for a specifled number

of Yyears,

The deorease in the abundance of land avallable for

distribution caused the government to turn to other means for

the protection and perpetuation of the 1deal of owner-opera-

torship. To accomplish this, legislative and flnancial sup-

-port were given in the form of the Farm Credit Act of 1916,
the Bankhead Jones Act of 1937, and finally, the development
of the Farm Security Administration.

Historically, the desirability of owner-operated land
or at 1least, the provision of an opportunlty for those who

ti1l the soil to become land-owners, 1s clearly evident in

American land po].icy.2 The expectation of those who till

eg_gnd Reform. Department of State Publication U4lils,
U. 8, Government Printing Office, Washington, D. C., Feb.
1952, p, 11.



the land to become owners in a single lifetime has been

dominant in American thinking about land t:enur'e.3 Because

agrarian unrest 1s always greatest where the attachment to
the land 1s not of an enduring nature, 1t has been assumed
that owner-operatorship 1s a stabllizing force in socliety.
However, owner-operatorshlp alone was not sufficlent to

el Aminate the evils which had been associated with the con-

15

cen tration of land. Consequently, the family-sized farm be-

-
come an addltional goal, Inherent in the definition of

famlly-sized farm is the element of size of family which
can be a limiting factor 1in the size of farming operations,
thus mitigating land concentration, The distribution of
land e in rural areas 1s probably more intimately assoclated
with the general welfare of the population than any other
factor, since the livelihood of the rural population may be
dependent upon the land. The 1ideal seems to be that each
fam1ly would have sufficient land to meet ite own needs, no
one having a superabundance, and none should be deprived of
The family farm 1s not to be ccnsidered solely as an

end in agricultural policy, but also it is to be considered

it.

as a means through which farming becomes a rich and satisfying

—

3Wehrwe1n George S. "The Problem of Inheritance in
’ g

American Land Tenure," Journal of Farm Economics, Vol. IX,
No. 2, April 1927, p. 153.

Smith, T. Lynn. The_Socliology of Rural Life. Rev.
ed., New York: Harper and Bros., 19&7, p. 303.
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5

way of life. This 1dea 1s crystallized in the following

statement:
The Unlted States Department of Agriculture be-
lieves that the welfare of agriculture and of
the nation will be promoted by an agricultural
land tenure pattern characterized by efficlent
famlly size owner-cperated farms, and one of
the continuing major objectives of the Depart-
ment will be the establishment and maintenance
of such farming as the predomingting operating
farm unit in the United States.
This policy was further affirmed by Secretary Anderson
in his 1945 report, when he stated, "The family-sized, owner-
operated farm 1s the backbone of our agriculture and a found-
_8tion stone not only of our rural society but of our entire
national 11fe."’ Griswold summarized the attitude toward the
family sized farm concept very succinctly by saying, "It is
___ho concession to mythology to recognize the popularity of the .
family —farm as a symbol of the good life in the United Statee."s
Government legislation has attempted to eliminate both
land concentration and undersized farm units, and to reduce
tenancy and absentee ownership as much as posslible. One of

the ma Jor inconsistencies in the land policy was the failure

—

5Ackerman and Harris, Op, Cit.,, p. 9.

6Ezek1e1, Mordecal. "Schisms in Agricultural Policy."
Journal of Farm Economics, Vol. 24, No. 2, May 1942, p. k71,

C 7Unlted States Department of Agriculture Interbureau
sommlttee,  Quoted in Gpriswold, Alfred W, Fgrming and Democracy.
New York; Harcourt-Brace, 1948, p. 110.

sIbid, p. 5.
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on the part of policymukers to appreciate the fact that wide

distribution of ownership could only be effected as long
as there was an abundant supply of free land.9 What has
appeared as a notable objJective in government policy in the
foregolng 1s viewed as a different matter in reality.

In a publication entitled Farm Land Ownerghip in the
United States, the authors say, "...the owner-operated family-
farm obJlective has been only partially realized in the United
States . There 1s much tenancy and considerable land con-
centra tion, and there are many undersized farm unlts.'lo
Ackerman and Harrls,in their summary of the Famlly Farm Con-
ference, state the following as a consensus:

The system of land ownershlp in the United States

permits both the accumlation and maintenance of

large landed estates and excessive sub-division

into uneconomic-sized units...1t was generally

agreed there has been an 1ncreaif in both land

concentration and parcellation.

In his study of a prosperous township in the Corn Belt

Salter came to the conclusion that the retreat from owner-

oreratorsghip is hastened through the "natural" processes of

9H1bbard, Benjamin H, A History of the Public Land

Policles, New York: Peter Smith, 1939, p. 506.

10rnnan, Buls T. and William H, Fippin. Farm Land
Omnership in the United States. United States Department of
Agriculture, Bureau of Agricultural Economics, Miscellaneous
Publication, No. 699, Dec. 1949, p. 2.

11

Ackerman, J. and M. Harris. Op, Cit., p. 19.
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1i1fe and death and encumbered ownershlp in a fee simple

tenure system.12 Writing on the process of lnheritance as

pzuacticed in this country, Taylor comments as follows: "Since
many helrse are no ;onger farmers the early legislation design-
ed to safeguard the holding of land by owner-operator often
results in increased tenancy on ahsentee-owned farms."l3

In a Report of the Presldent's Committee on Farm Tenancy, the

following appears:

For the past 55 years, the entire period for which
we have statistics on land tenure, there has been
a continuous and marked decrease in the proportion
of operating owners and an aciRmpanying increase
in the proportion of tenants. ,

Finally, Griswold writes in a summary manner regarding

the £ ainily farm:

The romantic appeal of the symbol contrasts
strangely with the economic fortunes of reality.
The years have not dealt kindly with the family
farm. Once the home and livelihood of nine-
tenths of the American people, 1t i1s now the
home of less than a fifth of them and affords
employment to barely 15 percent of the working
population., It 1s a home, moreover, that has
been slipping from its owners grasp., Nearly 40
percent of the nations farms were mO{tgaged in
1940 and an equal provortion leased. 5

lesalter, Leonard A., Jr. Land Tenure in Process.
Wisconain Agricultural Experiment Station, Madlson, Research
Bulletin 145, February 1943, p. k42,

1Jraylor, Carl, et al. Rural Life in the Unlted States.
New York: A. A. Knopf, 1989, p. 276.

14

"Farm Tenancy." Report of the President's Committee.
1937, Quoted in Griswold, p. 3.

151p14., p. 2.
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However one may observe 1t, the American dream of the
farm, owned by the family whlch operates it, 1s becomins more
and more remoteﬁ Whatever the objective of the family farm
concept may be, it is the purpose of this study to view it
in the perspective of being both an end and a means in
agricultural policy.

Inherent in the preceding dilscusslion are certaln btasic
assump tions made by those who have been responsible'for the
development of the policy of owner-operated, famlily-sized
farms . The first and most important step toward the achleve-

—_—ment of thls goal was the introduction of the concept of fee
simple ownershlp. This was begun, 1in part, to permit the
owvner the greatest degree of freedom in choosing his suc-
cessor, with the opportunity of the successor to become an
omner-—operator, It was also assumed that this system would
perpetuate 1tself and there would ultimately exist a nation
of owner-operators among the furmers,

It was further assumed that this end would be beneficlial
to the gzeneral welfare of the nation and particularly the
communl ties in which these farms were located. It was be-
lieved That those having a vested interest 1in the land would,

In turn, have a positive interest in thelr surrounding social
‘rganization,

—
T e . i ——— - - . = - — e

This obsecrvation was made in 1949, Since that time
the Proportion of owner-operators has greantly incrensed.
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Ownership and Tenure

Within the 1ideal of owner-operatorshlp there are two
components, ownership and tenure, both of which are dis-
cussed in the following pazges. Needless to say, there are
variations of each, and type of ownershlp influences to a
certaln degree the tenure status of the owner.

All of the cases under investigatlion are owners, but
there are significant differences in type of ownership.
There are those who own the land in fee simple ownershlp,
where in the use and ultimate disposition of the land 1s
vested in the sole owner, This grouping fits the ideal for
wvhich the assumption of owner-operator exists, Those who
own the land own it for the purpose of using it 1n farming
to make a living. In Michigan, Jjust prlor to the inception
of thig study, 81 percent of 1,286 farm owners were holding
16

complete or sole ownership rights. In the United States,
slightly more than &2 percent of the 38,008 farm owners re-
porting held complete or sole ownership rights,

A second grouping of owners are those who hold purchase
contracts, a type of conditional ownership in which an in-

4ividu al has both possession and use rights; however, the

——

16Unless otherwlse stated, data regarding type of
ownerghip of land in Michigan and in the United States will
be obtained from the following two sources respectively:
Timmong, John F. and Raleigh Barlowe., Farm Ownership in the
!lﬂ!égﬁ. Iowa Agricultural Experiment Statlon, Ames: Research
Bulletin 361, June, 1949, Table 16, p. 877 and Inman and
Fippin, Op. cit., Table 18, p. 29.
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legal title to the land remalns with the seller until specl-
fied conditions are met., Next to the group of sole owners,
the holders of purchase contracts are highly motivated toward
owner-operatorship as a goal since, generally, they are buying
the land with the intention of farming it. In Michligan, 12
percent hold purchase contracts, while in the country as a
whole 5 percent hold such contracts.

The third category of owners are those who have un-
divided or shared interests in the land. This condltion ex-
ists when two or more people, other than husband and wife,
have ownership rights in the same property. Each has an equal
voice 1n the utilizatlon of that property. In order to
satlgsfy the desires of all the owners, it may be necessary
for a tenant to operate the farm. Of the Michigan owners re-
porting, 5 percent were in the above category, while 4 percent
of those in the Unlted States on a whole were in this category.

The final category of owners are those who hold owner-
ship in 1ife estate. These owners merely huve use rights in
the land only during their lifetime. They huve no control
over the disposition of the property since disposition has
been predetermined. Authorities in the field agree that 1life
estate ig probably the least desirable type of ownership in
reference to owner-operatorship since i1t 1s merely a temporary
8ltuation and is not necessarily conducive to good farming.,

Only 3 percent of Michlgan owners are in this grouping. The



£ 1gLgure for the United States 1s almost identical, being a
1 1ttle less than 3 percent,

Complementing the types of ownership is the tenure

gstatus of the various owners., Professor Wehrwein, in a paper

onn areas of regearch in agricultural land tenure, had this to

say of mans' relationshlip to land:

There are two maln types of relationships between
man and the land. One 1s land utillization, in
which land directly serves human needs, furnish-
ing raw materials, food, and shelter, and standing
room, The other is land tenure, including in that
term all relations establlshed among men detismln-
ing their varying rights in the use of land,

In 1ts spatlal location, land remains fixed, but the
rights in land and the utilization of these rights vary in
rel ation to the soclal forces present at any gilven time, The

exl1lsting tenure system and its impact upon society is an area

of 1research for the soclologist, Any research in land tenure

mus . concern 1tself with a study of the distribution of rights
in the use of land, and the consequent effects of the dis-
tribution of these rights in varlous forms on the social and

economic welfare of individuals and soclety, now and in the

futur‘e. 18

The existing form of land tenure has 1ts effect on
lanAQ wutilization, and within the tenure system 1s found the

structure of the concept of prcperty.

1?§SRC Advisory Committee on Social and Economic Research
%%_Aﬁui;cultural Land Tenure: Scope and Method. SSRC Bulletin
» New York, 19335, pp. 1-2.

181114, p. 2.
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Relating tenure to the 1ideal of owner-operatorship
brings torth a number of dlstinct categoriles to be consideread.

The first 1s the owner-operator who operates all of the farm

1 and he owns and, in turn, owns all of the farm land that he

operxates. Thls ls the goal toward which government policy

has been oriented and represents the ultimate rung of what was

wnown as the "agricultural ladder.* Of 1,169 Michigan farm

owniers reporting it was found that 64 percent were owner-

operators., The comparable figure for the Unlted States was

ap Proximately 56 percent.19

The second owner-tenure group to be considered is that

of owner-operator landlord. The owner 1n thls category owns

all of the land operated, but a part of the land he owns is

rented, This owner may deviate only slightly from the ideal

of owner-operatorgship because of reasons pecullar to his

part i cular case, Eight percent of those owners reporting in

Micr A gan are in this tenure group. Approximately 15 percent

in the United States are 1n this group.

A third owner tenure category is that of the non-

overating landlord who rents out all of the land he owns.

——

19Un1ess otherwlse stated, data regarding tenure groups
in Michigan and in the United States will be obtained from the
zgtlowlng two sources respectively; Timmons and Barlowe,
[ ]

op.
o Table 5, p. 861; Inman and Fippin, Op. cit., Table ‘E,
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This group 1s far removed from any ideal of owner-operator,
In the Michigan population 16 percent belong to this category;
41 the United States about 18 percent.

Since the requirements set forth for recognition as a

Ce n tennial Farm contain no explicit statement that the land

i1xna qQuestion be farmed, there 1ls the possibility of the ex-

i s tence of a fourth and final owner-tenure group, Thls group

wowuald consist of all owners who are neither operating nor
remn ting any of the land they own, This group can be identi-
f1ied as the non-farm owners, The descriptive title "non-farm"

refers only to the fact that the land is not being farmed,
The 1land may remain idle for a variety of reasons or 1t may
be utlllzéd for purposes other than farming.

For those who are not owner-operators there are other

rela tionships established within the owner-tenure system ex-

tant in the United States.
the

Relationship of the operator to
owner is relatively important, Operators may be related
or non-related. The former may include either a blood or
legal relationship, while the latter is self-explanatory.
Those operators who are related to the owner are likely to

have o greater interest in the land they are operating, since

the 1and may someday be theirs. The non-related tenants may

merely be using the land as a temporary means to an end, and

consequently exploit 1it.

Another relevant aspect of the tenure pattern is the

type or agreement between owner and operator. This may be
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either in the form of a verbal or a written contract., The
written agreement explicitly states terms and 1s lezgally bind-
1ing- Under this form adequate protection for both parties 1s
pr ovided and the arbiltrary nature of the verbal contract is
el Aminated, In the verbal arrangement the owner and operator
s imply assent to conditions without putting them in writing.
Ne edless to say, this can be an extremely tenuous arrange-
ment, providing neither owner nor operator any secux;ity in
their relationship.

In addition there are personal and social character-
1stics of the owners which affect the tenure status of the
owner, These characteristics are sex, arge, occupation, and
residence,

The relative importance of the sexes as they are re-
lated to tenure status 1s illustrated by referring once again
to the study by Timmons and Barlowe, Sixty-six percent of
all Michigan males reporting were owner-operators and only
12 percent were non-operating landlords. Of the women re-
port ing, 39 percent were owner-operators and 49 percent were
non-operating landlords.?® In the study by Inman and Fippin,

approximately 59 percent of the men were owner-operators and

201 mmons 2nd Barlowe, Op, Cit., Table 5, p. 861.
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about 14 percent were non-operating landlorde. For women
about 35 percent were owner-operators and 48 percent were
non-operating landlords. el

When ownership 1s held Jointly by man and wife, there
i1 s need to assign a tenure role to one of them, Even though
the farms may have decended to the wife, the tenure status,
forxr the purposes of this study, 1s attributed to the hushand
since the generally accepted role of tlie male 1s that of
management and control,

A second 1mportant characteristic affecting tenure
status 18 age. It i1s indicated in the study by Professors
Parsons and Waples that the health of male farmers begins to
deteriorate at the age of forty, and from this point on the
slze of the operation decreases with the passing years.
Genex~&ally a man fifty-five years of age can only do about
thre € —fourths of the work of an able-bodied man, and from
that =ge on, the abllity to do farm work declines rapidly.‘g2
Thus , as age of the owner increases the likelihood of owner-
orera t orship decreases, and this conclusicn may also be true

of Cen tennial Farmers.

— e

llnman and Fippin. Op. Cit., Table 13, p. 23,

22Pa.reone, Kenneth and Eliot O, Waples. Keeping the
+—-32N_the Family. Wisconsin Apricultural Experiment Sta-

tion, Se—2o
fOOtnolé:digon Research Bulletin 157, September 1945, p. 17,




Relative to the precedins, Professors Loomis and
Beegle make the following point:

In the United States there 1s a tremendous

economic wastage because there i1s no general

uniform, institutionalized practice whereby

a child may take over at least part of the

farm operation whken the_father's ability and

strength are declining.

The occupation of the owner is also relative to the
tenure gtatus of the owner, Five major categories of occupa-
t 1 on are considered in the present study: F‘;armer, Retired,
Housewife, Business and Professicnal Workers, and Clerical-
LaYorer, The first three groups are self-explanatory. Age
18 not a requirement for the determination of r;etir'ement,
ra ther retirement is determined by the owner's conception of
his occupational role, The retired category includes only
tho se who have retired from farming. Merchants and salesmen,
ProX¥ essional personnel, and public servants, who have retired
are 1ncluded in the Business and Professional Group. The
final .'category is known as the Clerlical-Laborer group. It
Includes all those engaged in clerical work, in skilled and
unsk 1 1led labor, those who have retired from these occupations,
and those who don't fall into any of the other categories.

Resldence is another factor which 1s pertinent to the

ténure gtatus of the owners. It is obvious that those owners

————

Ne 23Loomis, C. P, and J, A, Beegle. Rural Social Systems.
W York: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1950, pp. 86-8&7,




11iving off the farm are not lilkely to be owner-operators.
However, even for those malntaining residence on the farm
there are variations of tenure status,

The entire pattern of tenure, not only affects the
familly but also the community in which the land 1s located.
Fundamental to the present study are certaln basic conc:e;:ﬂ:.s,gLL
wh Ach have been implicit in the preceding dliscussion. These
concepts are: property in land, the element to be transmitt-
ed® over time; transmission and succession, the means for trans-
mi t ting the property through time; the family, the agency
thr-ough which the prorerty 1s transmitted; and, finally, the
community, the element which is affected by the preceding
factors., In the succeeding pages each of the elements are
discwussed in separate sections., The first part of each sec-
tionm will bg devoted to the development of the operational
def 3 r»ition of each of the concepts, and the remainder of the
sect i on will discuss factors which are related to the study

withi1n the realm of the concept.

——

eu’l‘he concept of family will be recognized as an

assoclation as defined by MaclIver, i.e., “A group organized
for the pursuit of an interest or group of interest in
common " The concepts of property in land and transmission
ans swuccession of this preperty will be considered as insti-
t“tlons, or as "the established forms or conditions of pro-
cedur-e characteristic of .roup activity." MacIver, R. M.
;gd C. H. Page. Soclety: An Intrcductory Analysls. New
rk: Rinehart and Company, 1949, pp. 11-17.
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Property

Renne? conslders the definition cf property as the
right to control an economic good or service subject to the
1 32mitations established by laws and regulations, This con-
cept of property consists of three components, the owner, the
property object, and the soverelpgn state.

The owner falls into one of four classes: private,
public, group, or qualified., However, property as it 1s
owned by members of the population under 1nqe§t1gatlon, is
solely of a private nature, Private property is found when
the right to control an economic good or service ls vested
in a private person, either "natural® or “artificial," This
con trol exercised by the private person 1s subject to limita-
tionsa established by laws and regulations. This is to say
tha t all property rights and forms are conditioned by the
par € Xcular social organlzation at any glven time or place,
For <this reason the concept of property varies as widely as
the societies in which it is found,

The second component of property ls the property ob-
Ject , or the thing which is controlled, The object in turn
may e gubdivided, into realty or personalty. The legal basis

for the division 1s the relative mobility of the object.

—_—

25Renne, Roland. Land Economics. New York: Harper
and Breg,, 1947, pp. 105-110,
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Land and most of the things which are attached to land of a
permanent or fixed character, such as buildings, are in the
classification of realty. Tre term realty, as 1t 18 used in
thil s study, refers only tc property in land. Transmission
of 1Tealty elements other than land was not considered as a
reqgulirement for approval as a Centennial Farm by the Michigan
His torical Commission. Although objects of personalty had
und oubtedly been transferred from generation to generation,
they were not considered in the data collected,

The soverelign state, or the final component of property,
would embrace any form of government or social organism having
as one of its functions the protection of the owner in his
righ ts 1in the property object, through legal or extra-legal
means . The soverlegn state in this study is the community in
vhickh -each of the Centennial Farms 1s located as well as the
Stat e and Federal governments. No individual ever has com-
Plete ccntrol over his property, as the laws have abstracted
some of the elements of ownershlip as a protection for soclety.

What is important to this study 1s realty, or property
in land,. The utilization of property in land 1s determined
by the 1individuals owning the rights. Over any period of
time the use of rights may affect the quantlitative aspect of
the Property. That 1is,the property may increase, decrease or
"éMain the same in size. Since 1900 when they averaged 86.4

acres, the average slze of farms in Michigan has been increasing.
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In 1910 the average was 91.5; in 1920, 96.9; and in 1930,
1201.1. During the following decade there was a decrease in
average slze to 96.2 acres. By 1950 the average climbed to
4 t 8 highest point, 104.9 acres.

Much concern has been shown regarding the breaking up
of farms into uneconomic-sized farming units. The policy-
maXkers had hoped this end would be avoided, but possibly this
re sult is not inconsistent with the conditions that may exist
in relation to the present Centennial Farms. Thils result 1s
Justified when it 1s recognized that,

The right to sub-divide agricultural land into

smaller than farm unites i1s not always soclially

undesirable. Many farm famillies do not need,

nor do they want, what 1s conslidered to be a

full family-sized farm. The number of part-

time farms has increased as the country has be-

come industrialized and as adequate transporta-

tion and c-nvenlent facillities have become

avallable to partially employed city workers

who want to live in rural areas. Also many

couples find that by living on a small farm

they can stretch their r‘etiremsgt income into

an acceptable level of 1living, :

This statement, recognizing that conditions change with
the pagsing time, justifies the exlstence of certain types

of farmg which are not of the ideal type.

6
Ackerman and Harris. Op., cit., p. 58.
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Transmission and_ Succession

The transfer of a farm 1s an extremely important pro-
cess whiich must necessarily be executed in great detaill and
with careful planning. Ir the owners look forward to keeping
the farm in the family, they need to be cognizant of the fact
that some of the most serious farm ownershlp problems are a
resul t of the transferring of farms within the family., Owners
who wigh to keep the farm in the famlly are faced with a
serlous problem. On one hand they want to transfer the farm
to their successor while that individual 1s at the beginning
of his most productive years, and on the other they have a
concern for their own security in their declining years.

What are the means of transmission and succession
avall able to owners? The method chosen is influenced by the
goal s of the owner and by the conditions peculliar to his
fami11ly gituation. Conditions such as the number of potential |
hell"s, the acreage of land, amounts of other property, and the
fConomic position of the owner will influence his decision.

The term inheritance is generally used in a categorical
8nse to describe the overall process of transmlssion and suc-
c®asion., The layman interprets it loosely to mean a share in
the Tamily accumulation, whether received from living or de-
Ceageq parents., A rigid interpretation of the word emphasizes
the fact that living persons do not have heirsS! In essence,

the concepts of inheritance and succession refer to the same

——————

27Parsons and Waples. 0Op, cit., p. 5, footnote 6,
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thing, namely, "...the entry of living persons into the ros-

w3

sesslon of dead persons' property. According to Hertzler,

inher 1 tance:

...1s the standardized and regulated form of

property transmission at the death of the owner.

The distinctive thing about all forms of inheri-

tance 1s that they appear only when the family

1s the dominant feature of the soclal organiza-

tion; and 1t deals only with the transmission

of private property, fro% Zeneration to genera-

tion, within the family.<d
Inher itance exists only where the basis of the economic and
soclial system is private property.30

Since the rights of ownership in land go beyond the
life time of the individual owners, the states huve made pro-
Vislons for the disposal of the rights from generation to
géner-ation.

Transfer plans may be in one of three forms.31 The
first type is settlement, which involves a complete disposal
°of the property prior to the owner's death. The second type
'8 te state, or transfer plans made during the owner's 1life-

time ¢, take effect upon his death. For those owners who

—_———

of _28McMurray, Orrin K., "Laws of Succession,"Encyclopedia
ﬁ-E21§ Social Sciences, E.R.A, Seligman, ed.,New York: The
atm31]llan Co., 1932, Volume 14, p. 35,

r 29Hertzler, J. 0, Social Institutions. Lincoln, Neb-
88Ka: University of Nebraska Press, 1946, p. 98.

3OEncyc10ped1a of the Soclal Sciences. Op. Cit.,Vol.8,p.35.

31F‘or a discussion of the Michigan laws of inheritance
8ee: Ellis, H., R. Barlowe and E,B.Hi1ll. Inheritance of Farm

gﬁngrtx in Michigan. Michigan Agricultural Experiment Station
Eagt Lansing, Special Bulletin 338, December 1953,
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fall to utilize either of the above forms there 1s intestate
action. In this case, the state laws of descent and distribu-
tion o into effect. These laws are an attempt to give ade-
quate protection to those who are ellgible as heirs, They are
written to include all cases, and make it difficult to in-
terpr et each case on its own inédividual merits which may re-
sult 4in an injustice to a deserving helr,

Settlement would include methods such as purchase con-
trac t, sale, or gift, while testate action would be in the
form of a will which would dispose of ownership rights direct-
ly or allow them to be held in 1life estate prior to coaplete
disposal.

Purchase contract 1s possibly the most effective means
°of transferring the farm within the family., It allows the
farm to be transferred as a unit and as a going concern, and
1t permits the purchaser to begin his farming career at the
beginning of hisg productive years, Thus, the purchaser is
Biven gome security regarding the future, In addition, the
PUurchage contract arrangement is flexible enough so that 1t
cAn £ 3t the peculiar situation of any family and provide
€Qul t gble treatment for the potential heirs. Even with its
Many obvious advantages it is a seldom used technique,.
P’:'7‘-1“!11"113( because the owner has few outside 1investments, he

tenas to regard his land as hls investment, and looks upon

it ag his security in old age,
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Outrizht sales seldom occur within the family, for
those who are children seldom huave sufficlent funds to carry
out such a proposition. Instead, children with insufficient
nmney gsenerally resort to the purchase contract. The reasons
for not selling the land outrizht are the same as those stated
above for purchase contract,

The practice of making an outright gift of the farm
is not a common occurrence, because very few farm owners find
them selves in such fortunate economic circumstances that they
can give the farm away. Some elements of a gift, however,
hay e xist even when the tranafer 1s in the form of a sale,
But, Inman and Fippin, from an analysis of their data and
from unpublished data br other studles, conclude that purchase
from relatives does not carry a perceptible degree of gratuity.32

The use of a will allows the owner to select his bene-
ficiaries as he so desiree and to distribute his property
28 he gees fit, upon hils demise. Those who inherit his pro-
PErty need not be related. The state, in the form of the
Proba te court, supervises and enforces the desires of the
decea ged owner.

The results of the use of the will are lmportant.
Too Frequently the farm does not pass into the possession of
8NOther member of the family until that member has passed

—_—

3QInman and Fippin., Op. cit., p. 33.
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his pe ak of productivlty as a farmer, Thls 1s essential
because as Professor Wehrweln points out, "Every transfer in
owner shilp, except through inheritance to one helr, means re-
capltalilzation of the farm in whole or in part:."33 Even 1if
the will does not take effect for many years to come, a dis-
cues}l on of the provisions of the will with famlly members 1is
advisable. It provides the potential heirs with security.
And, if the conditions of the will are favorable to him, the
one who has a desire to continue farming will work toward making
the home farm a productive endeavor. However, what generally
happens 1is that owners neglect to make out wills, and even
if they do, there is the tendency for them not to discuss
the provisions with the potential heirs., As a result those
vho are potential heirs are not aware of thelr status regard-
ing their future stakehih the land.

Professors Walrath and Gibson found that only 25 percent
°f the farmers they interviewed had prepared wills.BLL John
8outhern, in a work on the Southwest, found only 16 percent
"lth w1118.35 In Michigan, only about 17 percent of the

. ———

33Wehrwein, George 8. Op, cit,, p. 173.

t 31'”Wah':sn:h, Arthur J, and W, L, Gibson, Jr. Farm Inheri-
28Nnce and Settlement of Estates. Virginia Agricultural Experi-
Ment Station, Blacksburg: Research Bulletin 413, Jan.1948,p, 30.

35Southern, John, Farm Land Ownership in the Southwest.
Arkangas Agricultural Experiment Statlon, Fayetteville: Re-

8€arch Bulletin 502, Dec. 1950, p. Uk,
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owners reporting had made v/ills.36 Finally, for the United
States as a whole approximately 17 percent of those reporting
had m=ade a w111.37

Life estate 1s another method of transferring ownership,
This may be provided for in the will so that the remaining
living spouse has property use rights, Occasionally a Jjoint
deed@ 1s made out providing for the right of survivorship for
the remaining spouse, .

A final means of farm transference is the use of verbal
prom ises and understandings, Owners may discuse their plans
for disposition with the family members and all may be in
agreement with them, but none of the promises are legally
bind ing unless there is transfer of a consideration. As the
bar £ 1es to the agreement advance through 1life, certailn econ-
omic , gocial, and psychological factors may arise to strain
the relationship, and as a result neither party has any
8¢Ccurity in relation to the property dispositicn, What can
be Amportant 1s the fact that these verbal promises may develop
Into written agreements, which become effective as a part of

'he transfer arrangements of the farm.

——

36

Timmons and Barlowe, Op, Cit,, p. 931.

57 tnman and Fippin, Op, Cit., p. 45,
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The owner of land has a great many alternatives as to
the me thod of transferring hils property, and within his cholce
the 1 aws of the land give him broad license in what he may
want <t o consider as a rational distribution., What 1s relevant
to the present study is not necessarily the cholice of method
but the resulting effects of that choice. Thus, such questions
a8 the following are relevant: what distribution was made to
the heirs, was there a parcellation of land, and if so, what
was the position of the family member who undertook the task

of keeping the farm in the famlly?

Family

The third element to be discussed is the agency through
Which property in land 1s transmitted from generation to
géneration, There is need to define what is meant by family,
8lnce in a period of a hundred years the family can assume
nany forms.

Family membership i1s discussed by Kingsley Davis as
belng of two types. He states:

Every normal individual acquires membershilp in

two different family groups. This is because

he participates in two specles of birth; first
when he himself 1is born, second when he procreates
another individual. The first of these famllies
we may call the famlly of orientation, because

it is in this family that Ego 1s socialized and
linked through his parents with the rest of the
soclial organization. The second we may call

the family of procreation, because it i1s here

that Ego has chlldren of his own. Ego 1s the sole
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link--the sole overlapping member--between
these two familles,

Moreover, he says that an extended kinship universe
1s composed of interlocking families, Involved in this in-
terlocking system are three basic relationships, namely,
marriage, parenthood, and siblingship.39 In consideration
of this, the origzinal owner of the Centennial Farm begins
hig tenure and his family with hls marriage and parenthood,
and through the repetition of this action in succeeding genera-
tions the famlly extends through time to the present. 1In
the process, each owner, with the exception of the original
ownier, is recognized as having been a member of a family of

or 1entatlion and in almost all cases a member of a family of

pr ocreation.

Obviously the original owner had a family of orienta
tion, Hgowever, this term only has reference to the time
8pan under investigation, or, from the time of the original
burchasge of the land by the original owner to the present
time, The second point 1s that all members of society do
not become members of a family of procreation, for they may

fal } to marry or they may marry but remaln without progeny.

38Davie, Kingsley. Human Soclety. New York: Mac-
ml1lan and Co., 1949, p. 393.
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In problems of succession, the family of procreation
1s generally the group from which the successor is selected.
As the term is used here, 1ts slze 1s limited to the parents
and thelr offspring. When a family of procreation does not
exist for a particular owner, 1t 1s necesgsary for that owner,
or for the state, depending upon the circumstances, to select
a successor from the famlly of orientation. When these con-

ditions exist, the family of the succeeding owner 1s recognized

as a collateral family.

To study the family as an agency for the transmission
of property over such an extended period of time is in reality
a study of changing characteristics of the family which affect
the distribution and use of the land. These inferred changing
characteristics can be observed by looking at the American
farm family, past and present. The ploneer American farm

family, to quote Wilson, was characterized by the following

traijts:

Land--private property in land--stands out as
one of the important features of early American
agriculture and family life....(the farmer)
bullt upon his farm a homestead which represent-
ed his ideal of domestic and family comfort. He
built for permanence. So far as his means per-
mit ted, he provided for his children and for
generations of descendants."

Self-maintenance with a sense of 1solation 1s
another characteristic of the early rural family
...(This) is the tradition which has been passed
on in such stereotypes as 'independence', 'in-
tegrity!, and the like...There can be little
doubt that the early 1solation and the sense of
independence did much tomagnify the importance
of the family and to intensify the importance

of its relationships,
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Kinship, with a sense of sollidarity, was another
imvortant bond in the framework of the early
family.. A sense of kinshlp, of continulng a line
of common descent, must have been a sustaining
force in those ploneering experlences...Fealty
to kinsmen, then, 1s one ogothe great heritages
of the early rural family.

And in comparison, Professor Beers characterlizes the
modern Amerlican farm family by saying:

The portrait of today's farm family...1s a modi-
fication of o0ld patterns, a partial acceptance

of new patterns. It 1is smaller than the ploneer
family, yet it 1s stl1ll among our chief sources

of population increase. The soclial organization
of the area 1s no longer familistic...The roles

of parent and child are less flxed in the mores.
There 1s a definite heritage of paternal domi-
nance,..Speclalization and education have affected
the division of labor, but shared work and shared
leisure are still formative of the family pattern.
Propinquity continues to foster solidarity, re- 41
sisting the centrifugzal effects of urbanization.

In the pioneer days it was not too difficult to main-
tain the farm and the famlly as a unit. But in the face of
the 1ndustrial revolution and the resulting urbanizatlon,
family gtructure and organizatlon changed. Not to have done
80 WoulQ have resulted in a form of "social rigor mor'til.e."""2

—————

Coun t quuoted from Wilson, Warren H, The Evolution of the
KETT;-!:!;,Communigx. Chicago: Pllgrim Press, 1923, p. 22, by
Socy o J . H. and Edmund de8, Brunner. A Study of Rural
Toqz2tY . New York: Houghton-Mifflin Co., (Revised ed.),

> Pp. 202-20k4.

2 !
Cent Beers, Howard W, "A Protrait of the Farm Family in
2 No®L1 New York State." American Sociological Review, Vol.
* NO. 5, October 1937, p. 600.

%21v14., p. 591.
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within the bio-social matrix of the family are those inherent
elements which could have affected the tenure of the present
owneX . Some of these elements are subjective und some are
objective in nature., Of the former the observation 1s made
by L.owry Nelson that,

While it is admittedly difficult to secure in-

formation concerning those more subtle attltudes

and responses involved in family ritual, attach-

ment to the homestead, family pride 1n ancestry,

and relationg with kinfolk, it goes without say-

hunan 1ife from dsy o day is reaily spun.B3 o

There 1s an attempt made in the present study to derive
evidence of this statement, but most of the conclusions re-

" garding such subjective items are made by inference.

The objective factors which can be observed and about
vhich some degree of relatedness to the problem can be ascer-
tained are: data on the original owners, number of generatios
the farm has been in the family, size of each owner's family,
8€X, occupation, residence, marital status and education of

each or the family members, and the cholice of the successor,
Knowledge of the occupational and mariltal status of the

Orlglnal owners of the sample population may prove useful in

galnlh&; insights into the economic and social maturity of the

S —
~—
e e e e e e ———— e - — ——— ——
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Yori’?cial and tconomic Research 1n Agriculture, SSRC, New

June 1933, p. 57.
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menrters of thils orlilginal sroup. Thue, 1f these cwners had
peenn farmers in thelr state of orl;in, especlally of a low
tenure€ status, thelr motivation 1in mijrating may have teen for
the purvose cf attaining the uvltimate rung cf the "agricultural
laddfex~," i.e., owner-cperatorship. Secondly, 1if the original
owner s were marrled prior tc their migration, there is the

likel1 A1hood that they were concerned with establlishling a per-

manen t place of residence, If this 1is true, they would consume

a considerable proportion of the hundred years of ownership,

and the number of transfers of ownership would be minimized,

The number of generations a farm has been in the familly
may e a sipgnificant contributory element in the present tenure
statwus, It 1s possible that the greater number of generations
a farm stays in a famlly, the greater the chance of it beling
broken up into uneconomic sized units. This condition becomes

poss A ble because of the numher of transfers of ownership that

must take place,

The reproductive behavior of all of the owners involved
in the succession of the farm is considered. For the past 150
years the average size of the American family had been declin-
ing, In 1790 the average famlly contzined approximately 5.7
Pérsong; by 1850 the average was 5.5; in 1880 it had fallen

t0 5.0 persons; by 1900 to 4.7; 1n 1930 to 4.1; in 1940 to 3.7;%*

—_— .

uuUnlted States Bureau of the Census, Historical Statistics
of the United States, 1789-1945, Washington, D. C., 1949, p. 29,
Serieg B 171-181.
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and, by 1950 to 3.6.u5 It 1s possible that an examlinaticn cf
thre sample ponulation will reveal a simllar ccnsistent decrease,
iIf thhils 1s co, then smallness of Centernlal Farm Famllies
would keep any extensive parcellation of land uard encumbtrances
to a minimum, thus making it simpler to become an owner-
operator and to keep the farm in the family.

Since gome of the families of the present owners may
as yet be incomplete, it may be difficult to determine their
size . For this reason averages are computed for completed
faml1l1 1es only, and in any family where the female spouse has
attained the age of 45 the family is assumed to be complete.
It 18 assumed that the reproduction function ceases at that
age. In addition, for this study, averages of size of family
are based upon father, mother, and all children who have lived
beyond the age of 1L years.
Sex composition of the famlly is important. Not all

farms can be transferred from rather to son, as the sex com-

posiltion of the family limits such a plan. The owner must

take hig cholce of transferee(s) from one of the following
hypothetical situations at the time of transfer: (1) all
song and no daughters, (2) both sons and daughters, (3) all
daugh ters and no sons, and (4) neither sons nor daughters.
Whatewver the choice may be, it has an effect upon the use of

the farm, which in turn affects the potential heirs of the owner.

———— — —

— ——

uSUnited States Bureau of the Census. Unilted States Pop-
ulation: 1950. Vol. II, Characteristics of the Population, Part I,
U. S. Summary, Chapter B, United States Government Printing Of-
fice, Washington, D. C., 1952, Table 47, p. 1-37.
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Related to cholice of successor are other questions,

such &ae the determination as to whether the birth order of ttre

heir 3is important, It was found in one study that the "in-

rerl tance of the paterridl farm does not follow primo:teniture, "
Generally the inheritor is chesen from about the middle of

the sequence of c:l*xildr‘en.u6 Has there been a tendency for the

cvner g to name thelr youngest child as the successor to the

farm, or 1s the cholce random? It is recognized that each

famnl 1y works out its transmission practices within the structure
of 1 ts own unique situation, but between the families being
inve s tigated there may be a consistency of choice,

It is hoped that by taking each family member separate-
ly and ascertaining his majc;r occupation, some ccnclusions may
be Arawn relating to the occupational mobility of these in-
dividAuals., Whether or not the occupation is related to farm-
ing and the geographical location of the occupation will con-
tribute to some understanding of the family as a unit., It has
been obgerved that farm children more frequently inherit their
fathe r'g occupation than do the children in any other group.
It 18 possible that a trend indicating the movement out of

farming with increasing urbanization can be established., 1In

determining the occupation of the daughters, their chosen

———

——— ———

Miner, Horace. ST. DENIS A French-Canadian Parish.

Chlca.go: The University of Chicago Press, 1939, p. 79.
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occupation 1s tabulated if trhey are single. But, if married,
thelr husbands' occuiation is concsidered because the husband

s viewed as having the majlor occupation,

Relevant to any discussion of occupational preference
of farm children, 1s the idea that farming is a preferred oc-
cupa € lon because 1t represents a way of 1life for which people
are willing to forego substantial money income. Professor

Schul tz considers this idea to be a gross misconception, as the

foll owing quotation reveals:

This notion about occupational preferences re-
flects mainly the delayed nostalgia of urban
people who as youths left rural homes and who,,4
looking batk, overglamorize thelr early years. 7

Choice of residence of the children of the owners is
rert 1 nent to an evaluation of the effect of urbanization upon
these farm families. It is recognized that there is a con-
stant movement of population from rural to urban areas, and
there 1g occasionally an equally great return movement, es-
peclally in times of national economic crisis. Migration to
the urban areas itself may not be disastrous. What is relev-
ant 1 s the continuous flow of wealth from the rural areas to
Citles., There is 1little to balance this outgoing flow. A

S€conqd factor regarding residence is that it 1s generally

e ——

Schultz, Theodore W. "A Gulde to Better Policy for

g%rigulture,"' Congumer_Reports, Vol. 19, No, 4, April 1954,
. 185,
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clocsely related to cccupation and education. Where do the
c-11dren of Centennial Farm Owners terd to settle permanently,
and 1T 1t 1s away from the local area, doesc the process of

transmisegion and succession contribute to having the migrants

return to the farm and to farming?

Community
Because villagers and residents of outlying lands are
compl ementary components of a social entity, the third baslc

ccncept studied is that of community., As the term 1s used

here, it refers to the people of a contiguous area, Thils area

serves as a central point for members interests and activities,

and 1t represents thut area in which the dally needs and wants

4
are satisfied. 8

More speciflcally the term refers to the followling:

A community...1s any town and tributary area,
where the majority of people find satisfaction
for their economic, religious, educational,
soclal, and recreational interests, It is
the place where one lives, where his children
obtain thelr secondary education, and where

he sells his farm products, buys hls necessi-
ties of 1ife, attends church and lodge, and
participates in other soclial activities. Thus
the term "community" ... invariably means a
town-country community-- a population center
rendering a sufficlent varlety of services to

———— —

-8
Thaden, J. F. and Eben Mumford, High School Com-
munit ies in Michigan. Michigan Agricultural Experiment Sta-
tion, Fast Lansing, Special Bulletin 2%9, Jan. 1938, p. 3.




satisfy the miajority ot humin needs, wuné the

area, primarily f{armin:.; territory, tributary

to it, both mutually dependent upon the other.”g

Theses are in reallty tr.:de-center communlities and the
study considers them us such., All ot the Centennial Farms
rave been locited within the boundaries of some community and
the owners atffect and in turn are affected by their presence
in that particular trade area.

Although community boundaries do change, they change
slowly except 1n those areas where rapildly expanding urban
areas encompasc small surrounding communities. Due to the
fix2 €y of land, little can be dcne to remove a farm from with-
in the imaginary lines of a community. What does vary 1is the
relat ionship of the owners of that farm to the community in
whiclhh the farm is located. In view of this fact, data should
be avallable regarding farms and farmers of long tenure in a
community.

R. C. Headington points out that relatively few families
in mOst communitles retain thelir cwnerchip, and particularly
thelr occupancy of the same land, for a span of more than two
or three generations.so If thls 1s true then a pertinent

questilon 1s that related to the plans of the owners for

9Thaﬁen J. F. The Lansing Region and Its Tributary
Town=Country Communities Michigan Agricultural Experiment

%tation, East Lansing, Speclal Bulletin 302, March 1940, p. 9.

5OHeadinO'ton R, C., Transferring the Farm From One
Gereration to the Next Ohio Mimeo. Bulletin 204, Dept. of
RFural Socioloyy and Agricultural Feonomics, Ohio qt te Univ-
ersity, Columbus, Nov,, 1948, p. 1,
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transferring thelr farme 5o succeedin: ensratlions, There

1g <« 1,08sibility thut come f tvYe Yurns h:ve already been

in the family for asre than three generatlions, Is there

evidence that more of them will remain that lon,; or lon:er?
Profes:or Sanderson states that a large percenta;e

of farm owners tend to live near theilr home farm.Bl Hernce,

it 1s assumed that a lurge psrcenta:e of the members of Cen-
tennnlal Farm Families who h ve become farm owners have settle-

ed In the local area. Since one of the criteria of high status

In rural areas 1s a lorng time family history in the community,

the name of the Centennial Farmer should be readily recoinized

by Ccommunity informants.
Having been long-time land owners in the community

the question arises as to what contributions have been made

by Centennial Farm Familles to their home communitles, Some

inve gtication of community participation is pertinent. His-
torlcally, it 1s difficult to study all of the individual

actlons of all Centennial Fgrm Family members, In the early

times of rural America, as described by Professors Kolb and

Brunner, "country nelchborhood settlement and soclal organiza-

tion went on quite independently and often prior to town

———

5lsanderson, Dwigsht, Rural Socioloxy and Rural
goclal Organization. New York: J-hn Wiley and Sons, Inc.,
12 [ p. 213,
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settlement."58 Since the folx ¢! tre hlinterland ard tre vil-
la2:sers have become rTore interde;endent, there 1e the likeli-
hood the Centennial Furm Families “nive also followed the des-
cribed pattern.

Darticipation in community activities can be observed
in terms of orgarizational affiliation and 1n the de;ree of
active or passive particlpation., Do the members of Centennial
Farm Families participate only in those organizations whose
obJectlves are directly related to farming, or do these families
also particlipate in organizatlions whose objectlves are of a
civic betterment nature?

Another area of community particlipation investigated
is that of holdins vublic office. There need be no concern
as to whether the offices are appolntive or elective, or
whether they are on a local, stute, or national level, The
individual has a vested interest and has ovli aticns to his
home community and his actlons reflect upon that community.

In all comnunlty participation, eswveclially in those
cases of owner-operators, it is probable that the time re-
quired for them to oper.ute thelr farm precludes, or at least
minimizes, any extensive participation,

Two years of presenting awards to eliglible farmers

throughout the state should hive created a consclousness of

52Kolb, J. H. and Edmund deS, Brunner, 0Op, Cit,, p.

227,



the exlstence of the vurogran in the minds of the comnunity
menbers, and the recipients of the award should huve developed
a ccnceptualization of the projram. Certainly if the recip-
ients were ccnstant contributors to community growth and de-
velopment, they would receive the recognition of the comnunity
members,

Conceptualization occurs through the reflection of
knowled;;e. Tris reflection poses the question as to how the
Centennial Farmers as well as the community members conceptual-
1ze the Centennial Farm 1ldea. In essence, thls question can
be answered from other questions pertaining to the definition
a Centennial Farm, suggested improvements in the program, and
whether or not the program should be continued. It may be
found from askiny; th=ese questicns that the status of owner-
opera tor is held in hish esteem while related tenure groupings
recelve lesser esteem as they move further from the 1ideal,
Community members may merely parrot the definition they huve
read in the newspapers or elsewhere. Any suggestions they
have for improving the proiram hovever, indicate the need
for a realignment of the definition, Finally, if they suggest
that the program be discontinued, 1t infers that certain con-
ditions they may feel to be essential to the program are not
being met, In essence, are the community members satisfied
simply with long-time ownershlp, or do they also want occupancy

and operatorship to be crnsidered as factors in the awards?
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Also do they feel that the factor of community ccntribution on
the part of the reciplents 1is Just as important as other fac-
tors mentioned, From the polnt of view of the reclipients, the
definition of the Centennlial Farm should be well structured in
thelr minds, But thelr suggestlons regarding improvements
may lead to 1inferences of eliteness of the group, Some con-
cluslons may be drawn regurding factors they consider 1import-
ant for recognition by determining thelr desire to continue
or discontinue the program. Consldering both recipients and
community members, what values of tenure and ownershlp are
abstracted to compound the soclal image of the Centennlial Farm?

Another area related to this section 1s concerned with
the Centennlal Farmers outlook uvon farming as a way of life.
One of the stumbling blocks to the understanding of 1life in
America has been the 1dealization of rural llving.53 What
1s the attitude of the Centennial Farmer as he responds to
the question pertaining to his conceptualization of farming
as a way of life? Would thelr responses by éynonymous with
what has been recognizedas the tradition of agrarlanism, or
would these responses be in terms of recognlzing the land

they own as a commerclal investment?

Sjwaring, P. Alston, and Clinton Golden. Soil and
Steel. New York: Harper and Bros., 1347, p. 25.
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Underlyins the idealistic aswvect of this problem is
the statem-=nt by Jefferson who telleved that "trose who labor
are the chvosen people of God, ...“54 T™his statement leuds to
the agrarian creed, which according to Johnston, has three com-
ponents : (1) complete economic independence of the farmer,
(2) agr3 culture fundamentalism -- all other economic activities
were dependent upon farming, and (3) agriculture is the natural
life ang Is therefore good.55 Do the present owners of Cen-
tenniay Farms respond from a more realistic point of view,
perh&bs by recognizing the factors of land supply, agricultural
S¢lénce, and urbanization? MacIver and Page are inclined to
belieVe farmers do feel this way, as 1s 1llustrated by their
8ta Cement, "...the land has lost some of its old character as
80 Inheritance and has become more nearly an investment of
4P1tal, like any other."®are troce Centennial Farmers who
are Owner-operators more realistic in thelr outlook toward the

1anaA  than those who fall into other owner-tenure groups?

\

A 5uUn1ted States Department of Agriculture, Bureau of

Agr‘icultural Economics, "Washington, Jefferson, Lincoln and

lgl‘lculture," (from Jefferson's note on Virginia) 102 pages,

Ch37 Processed, Quoted by Paul H., Johnstone. "Farmers in a

Do -Tlfzing World," 1940 Yearbook of Agriculture, United States
Partment of Agriculture, 1941, p. 155,

%51b14., p. 117.

2]

56MacIver and Page, Op, cit., p. 352,




CHAPTER III
METHODS OIFF THE STUDY

The program of awarding Centennial Farm Certificates
to century farm famillies had been underway for approximately
two years when this research project was begun., The project
was financed by a grant from the Rockefeller Foundation and
was carrled out under the guldance of a commlttee composed of
members of the Department of Sociology and Anthropology. The

Michigan Historlical Commisslion served as a cooperating agency.

Selection of the Sample

The sample for this investlgation was selected in a
stratified, purposive manner, A complete explanation of the
selection of the cases for study 1is given in Appendix B, Two
varlables are important to the selection of the sample: size
of community and number of Centennial Farm Families in the
community,.

The slize of the sample 1s purposively small, even
though it 1s recognized that factors which soclal scientilsts
are unable to control usually cause small samples to be rad-
ically different from one another, For this reason, the use

of small samples 1s relatively limited 1in socilal research.1

1McCormick, Thomas C., Elementary Soclal Statistics.
New York: McGraw-H11l Co., 19:1, p. 234,
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Nevertheless, the study has the purpose of aiding in
the development of hypotheses for future study, The small
sample not only mukes for :n economy of research effort, but
1t 18 most effective when used 1In combination with the case
study method, It has been found that social scientists work-
ing with the case study technlque have bheen able to produce a

great number of new insights from a few cases, while an in-

crease in the number of cases may yleld few new 1deae.2

In relation to the purposes of the study, there 1is
little concern for frequency of occurrence, and for this rea-
son a small sample seems adequate. Emphasis 1s placed on ex-
1sting patterns rather than quantities of attributes. Regard-
ing such emphasis, Cooley says:

We are accustomed to think of scientific exact-
ness as a matter of measurement in small units
of space and time. But behaviorlstic knowledge
is essentlially organic, must exlst in wholes or
not exist at all. Even in 1ts simplest forms
1t deals with conformations, patterns, systems,
not with mechanical units., For thls reason the
phenomena of 1life are often better distinguish-
ed by pattern than by quantity. Those who are
striving to make soclology an exact sclence
might well give more attentlon to the method of
pattern comparilson.

2Jahoda, M., M. Deutsch and 8, W, Cook, Research
Methods in Social Relatlons. New York: The Dryden Press,
1951, Volume 1, p. 43,

Cooley, Charles Horton. Sociological Theory and
Social Research. New York: Henry Holt and Co., 1930, p. 31k.
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Method of Approach

As already 1ndlicated, data were collected through the
use of the case study. One of the factors contributing to
the decision to use thls method 1s the com;lexity of the data
and the development of relevant phenomenon over a period of a
hundred years or more, Secondly, 1t has been stated in the
preceding chapter that one of the specific purposes of the
study 1s to develop insights and to suggest hypotheses for
future study. Jahoda observes that sclientists who have been
working in relatively unformulated areas have found the case
study method to be most useful for the above purposes.u In
a similar vein, Cooley remarks that the objective of all re-
search is a more adequate perception of 1life to better under-
etand what 1is occurring. He suggests that the social complex
must be broken up and examined by units., Thils can best be
done by the case study whereln actual persons or groups are
studlied very closely, and the perceptions gained from this
observation are used as a basls upon which to builld an under-

standing of other persons and groups and ultimately the whole

complex.5

uJahoda, M. et al. Op. cit., p. b2,

SCocley, C. H. Op. cit., p. 331.
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J. 0, Hertzler concldere the case study metrod to bte
the core of sociolcglical procedure, Especlully 1n reference
to historical data, he feels that no other metrod 1s as effec-
tive because the case study alone provides the essential
ocrder and conslstency to data, It mukes 1ossible the examina-
tion of a number of similar cases on the basis of spatial dis-
tribution and time sequence.6 Both of these criterla are
relevant to the present study.

Since, according to Palmer,7 one of the functions of
science 1s to reduce individual variations into common cate-
gorlies, 1t 1s imperative that the unique characteristics of
the cases be brought to the fore, The intensity of the in-
vestigation of the case study technique brings forth sufficient
information to characterize and expléin both the unique fea-
tures of the case and those which it has in common with others.®

Use of the case study technique aids in meeting the

needs of the science,

Data to be Collected

The first step in the research process was a thorcugh

review of the literature in hope of obtaining data, or at

6Hertzler, J. 0, Part II, Chapter 2. The Sources and
Methods of Historical Socilology. Bernard, L. L. The Fields

and_Methods_of Sociology. New York: Long and Smith, 193K,

p. 270.
7Palmer, Vivien, Field Studies in Sociology. Chlcago:
University of Chicago Press, 1938, pp. 20-21.

8Jahoda, M, et al. Op, cit., p. U43.
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least 1insights, for the puryore of dellineatiny areas to be in-
vestigated, As has been pcinted out in the previcus chapter,
this search was virtually fruitless and was abandoned for the
use oTf a more direct technique.

The direct technique was to te 1n the form of a malled
que s tionnaire which would wnrovide data for the formulation of
the problem, After completing the questionnaire, a copy was
sent with a cover letter explaining the purpose of the study
and requesting the cooperation of the Centennial Farmer, All
of the 234 Centennial Farmers were malled questionnaires and
aftexr the first malling 142 were returned, or slightly more
than 60 percent of the total. Additional letters and ques-
tlonnaires were sent to the remaining 92 cases and 17 of these
¥ére returned, making a total of 159 returned, or approximate-
ly 70O percent of the total,

As a result of the data collected on the questlionnalres,
two t emporal areas of investligation are delineated, namely,
the tistorical ahd the contemporary. WYithin the former there
are aregs of focus, such as; data on the original owner, data
on 211 of the children of all of the owners, transmission and
Sicce sgion practices, and general statements regarding the
faml]_y. The area of the present referred to the present owner,
s pe rsonal data, “1s tenure status, his conceptualization of
the PXogram and of farming as a way of life, his community

“Ntrivution and organizational affiliation, In addition,
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there 1is included in the present, a ccnceptualization of the
prosram as i1t is viewed by selected menmbers ¢f the community.

Data to be collected cn tre criginal owners were
place of origin, occupation and marital status in pluce of
orlgin, age at time of migration and reason for mlgration,
year of purchase of origzinal acreage, number of acres obtained
and from whom was the acreage purchased.

For each of the owners in the line of descent of the
present Centennial Farm, the followin;; information was tabu-
lated: Birth order, sex, education, marital status, occupa-
tion, and final place of residence, It would be difficult
to gather more detalled information than the preceding on all
of the famlly members., Hence, generul statements regarding
the famlly as a unit were obtained, Informatlon was to be ob-
tained in reference to community participation, and to organ-
lzatlional, religious and political affiliation., Personal data
on the present owner include his age, sex, marital status,
residence, education, community participatlion, and organiza-
tional membership. Information regarding hils tenure status
was deemed important., Such 1tems as operatorship, if the
farm was not operated by the present owner, then by whom, and
the terms of the contract, whether 1t was verbal or written,
How long has 1t been since a member of the famlly has operated
the farm? Finally, what 1s the size of the farm and how many

acres are beilng operated?
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Farming as a way of life to the Centennial lMarmers 1s
an important attltude to ascertain, Data which provide in-
sistnts Into this attitude are related to what they have done
with the Centennlial Farm Certificate ard what they plan to
do with the plaque, In addition, thelr attitudes toward the
prosram as a whole were ascertained, and specifically, whether
they thought the program should be continued, and could they
make any su~gestions for the improvement of the program, It is
also considered especially important to find out what plans
have been made for the future disvosition of the farm,

In an attempt to determine the point of view of the
community, selected community members were interviewed regard-
ing their conceptuallization of the Centennlal Farm Concept
and specifically their conceptualization of the Centennlal
Farm program, and the Centennial Farms and Farmers located in

thelr communities.

Sources of Data

As already stated, the results of the selection of the
sample ultimately ylelded forty-four Centennlal Farms located
in twelve communities. Each of the Centennlal Farms became a
case for study, and in euch of the communities selected mem-
bers contributed to the study by serving as informants.

In the case of the former, the individual to be inter-

viewed 18 the one whrose name appears on the Centennial Farm

Certificate, since these indilviduals have to be owners to
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recelve thre awurd, However, from the time of the award to
the time of the intervliew there 1s always the possibility that
the owner receiving the award micht relinquish ownership; in
this case, the new owner 1s to te interviewved if he 1s related,
In situatlons where more than one name aupears on the Certi-
ficate, such as husband and wife, the individual to whom the
farm descended 1s interviewed. However, 1in cases where the
wife was the descendant, data on tenure are collected for
the husband,

One of the facets for 1lnvestligation was the relation-
ship of Centennlal Farmers, past and present, to the community
in which the land was located. It 1is assumed that certain
people occupylng specific positions in thelr communities would
be familiar with the people living in the hinterland of the
community. This famlillarity would be a consequence of the
business or professional interests of the selected community
members.

To maintain a measure of conslistency among all of the
communities, the interviewees are selected from specific oc-
cupations or professions. These are: formal polical leader,
public librarian, newspaper editor, banker, and hardware
merchant. In all of the selected communities each of the
first three occupational categories llsted appear only once.
The latter two, however, are llkely to be duplicated especial-

ly in the larger communities. When duplications occur the
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interviewer makes an arbifrary celection based upon his ob-
servations in that community.

Additional sources of information are the state and
community libraries, compliled local historles, newspaier flles,
observations of the interviewer, and ccnvercations with local

historians.

Field Techniques

Due to the complexity of the phenomena to be studied,
1t was difficult to ccnstruct a simple schedule. Nevertheless,
the cooperation received on the mailed questionnaires indicat-
ed that the necessary information might be obtailned.

Ultimately a schedule was prepared and a selected
group of Centennial Farmers, known to be exclusive of the
sample populathn, was interviewed 1in a pre-test. These inter-
views revealed that major revisions were necessary, primarily
in the method of conducting the interview, The original
schedule had been designed for use in a formally structured
situation. Even though it was still essential to obtain the
same data, 1t was necessary to obtain 1t in another manner,

One of the unforeseen difficulties encountered was the ex-
treme age of the interviewees. This, coupled with their
sentimental involvement in the case history of thelr family
and homestead, made the use of a formully structured interview
virtually impossible. The interviewees were prone to digress
continuously, presenting a problem 1in rapport in attempting to

return to the question at hand,
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After a revision 1t was still possible to use certaln segments
of the original schedule 1ln u structured situation. That is,
the questions pertaining to the interviewee or to the farm
could be asked without fear of digression. 1t was noted that
only when questions in reference to the history of the farm
and the family were asked, the 1interviewee went off on a tanient.

As a consequende, a declslion was mzde to structure the
interview so that those questlons which were answered easily
were at the beginning of the interview. This in turn provided
some of the data in a short time anc¢ allowed the interviewer
to establish better rapport. Unon completion of the first
segment of the interview, the situation became permissive.
Through use of a few standard questions it was possible to
get the 1interviewee to descrlbe the history of the farm and
the family. These standard queatlicns pertained to the original
owner and personal characteristics of members of the Centennilal
Farm Famlily. Answers to gquestions regarding succession prac-
tices were asked only when necessary. It was in this area
that the interviewer had memorized questions, und as the inter-
view progressed he, abstracted the relevant answers, and made
the necessary notes. Due to the flexibility of thils method,
the interviewer was able to obtaln all of the required data,.

Members of the ccmmunity, as designated 1n the section
on the sample, were interviewed with a gilven set of questlons,

plus any additional requests for information that the interviewer
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thousht necessary within the framevocrk of the particular
sltuatilon.

The guestlons asked were desgijyrned to determine the
community membhers' conceptualization of the Centennial Farm
mrogram, Specliflcally they were asked to define the term
Centennlal Farm, and whether or nct the program should be
cont inued. In addltion, they were asked 1f they cculd point
out conrtributions made to the community by any of the local

Centennial Farm Families.

Metrod of Analysls

The immediate need of the study 1s a method with which
to analyze the data collected. This 1s not to say that exist-
ing me thods are not adequate, 1t is merely to say that the
data of the problem will influence the selection of a method
of analysis.

Relevant to the present study there 1s one significant
charac teristic which must necessarily be taken into considera-
tion wWhen deciding upon 2 method of analysis. The pre-test
Téveal § that not all Centennial Farmers are farming the land
themse1ves. This factor means that there are differences in
tenure status among the precent owners. These differences
ralse two questions: (1) What is the internal patterning of
Selecreq characteristice within each tenure group? and, (2)
What differences are there between tenure groups by selected

Char'aGt:erist:ics'?
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To obtaln the unvwers toc trece questions there is the
need to o~der tre d.ta ceollected ty the case study method.
Furfey writes that if 1t 1s possible to express data

...quantitatively the= prccedure 1ls comparatively
strailusht-forward...In many cases, however, the
observations are not z2dapted to quantification.
Facts and occurrences are described individually
rather than counted, and thre value of the study
lies in this qualitative dzscription and not in
quantitative measurement., For thls sltuation
some type of analyslis 1is necessary that will
distill the es:zential facts from a large un-
wieldy mass of fleld notes and present these
facts 1n a way that 1s sclientifically convinc-
ing. The problem 1is how to find a method that
wlll do for descriptive material what statis-
tical analysis does for numerical data.

In the succeeding paragraphs of this section the ra-
tiocnale for the met>od to be used and a description of this
method will be elaborated upon. An examination of the litera-
ture reveals that the search for a method for analysis 1s an
on—=going process, T. D. Elilot, writing in 1922, was concerned
With the 1limitatlions of methods of soclal research. He wrote,

Elther all happenings involving "socil! are

capable of being analysged, classified, and

clarified by existing formulas and methods,

or the scope of so-called soclological laws

and methods shfgld be so enlarged to make
thils possible,.

- —— e —

3o 9Furfey, Paul Hanley. The Scope and Method of
2010l osy. New York: Harper and Bros., 1953, D. 312.

loEliot, T. D. "Use of History in Theoretical Sociolouy!

Anerican Journal of Sociolosy, Vol, XXVII, March 1922, p. 629.
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Today, Hagood wrltes that the extent of social research
needed, requlres that the soclal scientist transcend any ri, id
outline of steps which huve become traditional in the field,.
In addition, it 1s suggested that there is no need to resort
to a slavish imitation of procedures which may have proved
frui tful in other fields,

In certain projects adherence to such patterns
may be useful, but the following of patterns
should never be allowed to have a restrictive
effect in discoura:;ing experlimental ventures

in method, The more flexible soclal research
can remain, the more chance it will have to
utilize all possible contributlons in procedures
from other sclences and at the same time invent
more efffitlve and apyropriate procedures of

its own,

The method then must be structured by the desire to
demons trate patterns of selected characteristics of the Cen-
tennial Farmers, This emphasls on pattern analysis 1s stress-
ed by Charles Horton Cooley in one of his major works, when
he says,

I have remarked elsewhere that soclal 1life in

its sensible aspect, presents itself as patterns

rather than quantities, and if so, the technlques

by which patterns ma§ be recorded are full of

scilentific promise.l

In any concern for pattern analysis the functionaly
1nter"-I:‘elat:lonsl'xlp of attridutes of a case are important, and

-_—

New llHagood, Margaret J. Statistics for Soclolosists.
York; Reynal and Hitchcock, 1941, p. 23.

1260016y, C. H. Op. Cit., p. 336.
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to describe them merely as 1soluated attributes does not place
them 1n thelr proper perspectlve.

One of the leadling exponents of the technique of pat-
terning coclal attributes was Leonard Salter Jr. It was his
observatlion that in soclal sclence research the units of ob-
servation should always be treated with extreme care. His
concern was wWith the maintenance of functional systems which
conslsted of relevant attributes as they are actually pattern-
ed 1n each observed case. To destroy this arrangement would
in turn ruin the opportunity of the researcher to observe the
very thing he hopes to understand.13

To verbalize on a more concrete level, it 1s possible
to consider the prohlem at hand by polinting out the difficulties
one mizht encounter through a cross-sectional analysls, only.
If two of the Centennlal Farms under conslideration were to
have undergone perfectly identlcal experlences over a period
of one-hundred years, a comparison by cross-section would
present a distorted plcture, due to the fact that these sets
of exverlences may not have started at the same instant in
time. Consider a farm which was first farmed in 1830 and one
which was farmed fifteen years later. Each could pass through
ldentical patterns of transmission of ownershilp and of tenure
status, for example., But to compare these two farms at any

glven time without conslderation of the above patterns, might

13Salter, Leonard A., Jr. "Cross-Sectlional and Case-
Grouping Procedures in Research Analysis." Journal of Farm

Economicg. Vol. 24, No, 4, Nov., 1942, pp. 792-793.
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reveal something that 1s not similar, and thus distort what
i1s relevant to the ultimate value of the obtalned results,

One of the considerations in the samole used in this
study was that all of the farms were not in the family for
the same number of genecrations, While one has been held for
two gZenerations only, others have been owned for three genera-
tions or more, To examine these cases as a total by lsolating
attributes for cross-sectlonal analysls would certainly obscure
"the underlying uniformity of the pattern of sequential events.“lu

Since not all Centennial Furmers are farming their
land, there 1s the need to develop constructs which can be
used as independent analytical variables. The procedure for
developing these constructs is that of classifying the data
"in terms of the internal pattern of the significant attributes
of the functional units under study."l5 These constructs very
closely approximate the 1deal type, but 1t needs to be em-
rhasized that they are not identical with the ideal type. To
clarify this point and to emphasize the difference the follow-
ing paragraphs discuss the differences between the 1ideal type
of Max Weber, the ideal type of Becker which emphasized probab-

11ity, and finally the empirical construct of Winch.

M1naa., p. 79,

15Sa1ter, Leonard A., Jr. "The Content of Land
Economics and Research Methods Adapted to Its Needs," Journal

of Farm Economics, Vol, 24, No. 1, Feb. 1942, p. 2k
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Max fdeber deccribes the 1deal type :8 belng

. « .formed by the one-cided accentunatiosn of
one or more polnts of view and by the synthesis
of a fireat many ditfucred, dlecrete more or less
present de occasionally absent concrete indiv-
idual phenomena, which are arranged =zccording
to those one- sidly emphasired view points into
a purified analytical construct. In its concentual
purity this mental construct chnot be found em-
pirically anywhere in reallty.

“eber wag of the opinlon that this was an indispensible
procedure for heuristic and exposltory purposes, recognlzing
that 1t was not an hypothesis but that it would glve uidance
to the construction of hypotheses. It 1s not a description
of reality but has as its obJjective that of giving an unam-
biguous meuans of expression to such a descrlption.17 In pre-
senting itself as a conclse unambiguous abstract construct it
"recommnends itself not as an end but as a means."ls Thus the
1deal type as developed by Weber is that construct which re-
presents the empirical data symbollcally, that 1is to say,
these types are purely heuristic devices wrich never exist in

their pure or unmixed forms.19

16Max Veber cn_the Methodolo.'y of the Social Sciences,
trans, by E. A, S-ils & H. A. Finch, Free Press, tGlencoe, Ill.,
1943, p. 90.

Ibia., p. 90.
CIbid., p. 92.

9Jensen Howard Edltorial Note. Becker, H-ward,
Through Values to Soclial Interpretation, Durham, N, C.:
Duke University Press, 1950, p, XI.
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There have been various attempts to make use of the
ideal type construct in a more definitive sense, Howard Becker,
in hils early usuage of the construct, looked upon 1t as a deli-
berate accentuation or even distortion of empirical reality
for the purpose of galning cintrol over reality.2o However,
more recently, he admlts a divergence from the methodolo;:ical
position of Weber, He now feels the need to emphasize "pro-
bability," or,the attempt to find close empirical approxima-
tions of constructed types.21

For the observer to perceive some order in the com-
plexities of social phenomena the function of the 1deal type
becomes obvious. Robert Winch states that typologles are
created by the noting of homogeneous attributes in hetero-
geneous phenomena; they are created for the purpose of dis-
covering systems.22 He classifies typologles as heuristlc
or empirical on the basis of their function and technique
of derivation, It is with the empirical typology that this
paper 1s concerned, The construct is defined as follows:

. « oan empirical typology 1s derived prim-

arily from data rather than from theory, 1t

functions to summarize observations rather
than to enhance vision or to illustrate the

2Opecker, Howard. Part I, Chapter 2. The Field and
Problems of Historical Sociology. Bernard, L. L. The Field and
Methods of Sociology. New York: Long and Smith, 1934, p. 35,

21Becker, Howard. 0 Cit p. 108,

L )
22W1nch, Robert F, "Heurlstic and Empirical Typologies:
A Job for Fgctor Analysis." Amerlican Sociological Review, Vol.
12, No, 1, Feb, 1947, p. 68,
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esgence of essencesg, 1t d-sscribes modal rather
than extreme characterlistics, and etunds logi-

cally between obgervation and the reformula-
tion of theor'y.2

Because empirical typolozies aricse primarily from the
data and can be used to summarize the data, they can be ef-
fective especlally where the problem area 1is new, where the
exlsting theory is not complete, and where 1t appears to be

feaslble to work with a transdisiplinary approach.eu ﬁ

The technique of the constructed typology or the empiri-
cal typology 1s the means of attaining one of the prime re- _
qulsites of scientific inquiry, that is, glving the proper
attentlion to the internal construction of the observed cases.'g5
As Max Weber consldered his concept of the abstract 1deal type
so the same consideration should be given to the patterning

of attributes of concrete reality; these constructs are not

ends but means.26
What seems 1lmportant at this point 1s to emphaslze the
need that the results of this research be based on a method of

analysis that preserves the pattern of attributes within the

units of observation, for within the framework of social 1lnquilry

23Loc. cit.
athid., p. 5.

ZSSalter’ Lc Ao, Jro M&” p' 792’

Shils, E. A. and Finch, H. A, Op. cit., p. 92.
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conclusions are scu.cht which have relevance to the functional
structure of such units., W¥rile there 1s the met*od of cross-
sectional znalysis which has an important role to perform, 1t
is necessary to suiport this metnod by a procedure which re-
veals the actual combination of the various :ttributes as they

Ao exlist in the cases stw‘lied.e7

Analytical Constructs

One of the alms of thils study 1s concerned with the
discovery of similar patterns in the “istory of each of the
case familles, Stated differently, an aim of this study 1s
the discovery of thoce elements which have contributed to the
evolutlon of the present pattern of tenure. In addition,
there 1s concern over the nature of the influence these
families have had on thelr communities. The focal point of
all of the analysis 1s the present owners and their land use
patterns, .

There 1s a need to go from the abstract to the specific
attributes in the development of empirical constructs. How-
ever, in doing so there 1s also the need to make a Judgment as
to the rel:@tive 1importance of each of the attributes., This

Judizment 1s guided not only by reason but also by 1.maglneu:J.orl.28

2
7Sa1ter, L. A., Jr. O», Cit., p. 797.

) 28Pearson, Karl. The Grammar of Science, London:
Adam and Charles Rlack, 1911, Third Ed., p. 3%.
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It is suid that there 1is the necessity to establish major

and minor attrlbutes which clarify the largest doubts in the
centr::1 problem. It 1s further stated t'a.t the Job of the
analyst lles in the summarization of subsidiary attribute
groupings, in the explanation of exceptional cases, and in re-
conciling other featuregs of the cases within hls groups., He
has as his objective the need to explain adequately the re-

2
flection of the busic problem in each one of his cases, ?

Vivien Palmer, recognizing the prcblem of the com-
plexity of the data gathered by the case-study method, de-

signates the inherent level of qualities in each of the cases,

She says:

Any case has three ilmportant characteristics:
(1) characteristics which are common to every
individual in the specles to which it belongs,
(2) variations of these common attributes which
are characterlistic of groups within the species,
and (3) still other characteristics which be-
long uniguely to the 1ndividual and distingulish
it from every other 1individual within the specles.
Sclence 1s always interested in characteristics
of the first two types, and it 1s attempting to
reduce more and more of the individual varia-
tions to categorles that pertain toc the specles
or to the classes within the species,30

These three levels wl1lll be utilized in the attempt to develop
and describe empirical ccnstructs,
All of the grouplngs of attritutes for the construction

of empirical types will be based upon thelir relative desirability

29Salter, L. A., Jr. Op., cit., p. 803,

3OPalmer, V. Op, cit., pp. 20-21,






74
as tr»ey are related to the lon.:-time rovernmental objective
nf owner-cperatorship.

The two major attributes to be consldered are owner-
ship and tenure, both cf which have variations that deviate
from the 1deal of owner-cperatorship. To develop a continuum

of empirical types, 1t seems pertinent to base them on how

the owners are functionally related to the land, However,

the relatively few cases under study limit the number of at-
tributes which may te used, and attributes will be gross in

n«ture rather than specific,.

For the owners as a group there are two alternatives
ffor 1land use, either farm or non-farm, For the farmer there
18 the tenure pattern cf the owner which 1s important -- he
may Dbe either an operator or a landlerd. If he 1s the latter,
then the relationship of the tenant becomes 1mportant; he
Tay elther be related or non-related., Those lands which are

non-farm need no further breakdown,

Schematically the delineation is as follows:

Centennlial Farmers
Ly

Landlords
25
Owner kelated Non-Related Non-
Overator Tenants Tenants Farmers

10 10 15 9
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Thus the indepencdent variable tc be used trroughout
t-e analysis of data has the followin> four pa'terns:

1. Owner-Operators

2. Owners with Related Tenurts

. Ovners with Ncn-Related Tenants

3
L, Non-Farm Owners




CHAPTZR IV

CHAZXRACTERISTICS OF PRESENT AND PAST CEHTENWIAL FARMS
AND CENTENNIAL FARM FAMILIES

Original Owners and Family History

The Centennial Farm Families may be considered as old
line Americans since all of the original owners came from the

colonial states without any apparent identification with any
particular ethnic group.

One of the limiting factors in a description of the

oTlz inal owners is the lack of objective information avail-

able £ r-om the present owners. For example, very few are cer-

taln o £ the occupation of the original owner in the state

from wih ich he migrated. Most of the informants thouzht that

the or 1 ginal owner must have been a farmer, Relatively few

of the present owners were able to give a reason for the mi-

gration

of the original owner to Michigan. Another element

equally unknown was that of aze of the owner of the time of

hls migration. Only three of the forty-four original owners

walted wuntil they arrived in Michigan to be married. In many
cases the owners worked their land for a year or two before

returning to their home states for their families.

As a group, the famillies on the Centennlal Farms have

been Predominently Protestant of a given denomination,
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Politically the majority of the familles identified themcelves

as beln; predominently Republican.

An examinaticn of newspaper flles, library volumes,
and discussions with community reslidents and the present Cen-
tennlal Farm owners give a basls for a subjective evaluation
of the organizational membership and community participation
of the familles through times. VWith regard to the role of the
Centennlal Farm Famlilies in organizational affiliation, almost
four-fifths were found to be inactive, even though a limited
number of organizations were avallable to all of them, A

similar finding appllies to their role in community participation.

Present Centennlial Farms and Farmers

Personal Characteristics

Age and sex composition, The greatest percentage (€E4%)

of all owners are 65 years of age or over, an age which is
normally considered to be the retirement age, Approximately
80 percent are beyond 55 years of age or at that period in a
farmer's 1life when productive capacity begins to decrease
rapidly. The advanced aze of the total group 1s 1llustrated
by the fact that the mean age is 66.8 years. (Table I, Appen-
dix E)

Male owners as a group are younger than their female
counterparts. Only 55 percent of the males are over 65 years

of age whereas 80 percent of the female owners are in the same
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age category. At the other end of the ase scale, there are
four nales, or 14 percent, who range in age from 35 to 4k
years. In this ase range there are no female owners,

Comparison between all owners and the selected tenure
groupings reveals that the Onwer-Operutors are the youngest
tenure group, with a mean age of 54.0 years. The oldest ten-
ure group is Owners with Related Tenants; these owners have
a mean age of 76.0 years. The extenslve dlsparity in the
mean ages of these two groups may be explained, 1in part, by
the fact that nine of the ten Owner-Operators are men, while
half of the Owners with Related Tenants are women. Non-Farm
Owners are the next oldest group with a mean age of 71.5
years, and finally, there i1s the group of Owners with Non-
Related Tenants whose mean age of 66.0 years very closely
approximates the mean age for all owners.,

In all tenure groups, other than Owner-Operators,
the largest percentage of the group members are 65 years of
age or over. In the Oﬁners with Related Tgnants group all of
the members are over 65 years of age, while in the remaining
two groups two-thirds of the owners are 1ln a simllar age
category.

Marital Status, It is indicated that thirty-eight,

or 8 percent, of the present owners have been married or

are now married. (Table II,Appendix E)
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The largest percentage (27#%) of any group which has

remained single 1s found in the Owners with Non-Related Ten-
ants group., It i1s also revealed that none of the members of
the Non-Farm Ownere group have reamined single, a finding
which does not hold true for any of the other groups.

Educational characteristics. Educational attainment

of the present owners 1s relatively equally distributed among

-:'T!:.ﬂ’

the categories of grade school, high school, and college.

|
k

(Table III, Appendix E)

There 18 1ittle difference between the tenure groups re-
garding the educational attainment of the members, However,
the Owners with Non-Related Tenants have the hlghest educa-
tional attalnment since all members have had education beyond
the grade school ievel; this group also has the largest per-
centage (60%) who have continued on to college. The Owners
with Related Tenants group have the highest percentage (50%)
of members who have not gone beyond grade school. Ag the ed-
ucational level increases for thls group, the percentage of
members achleving higher levels of education decreases,

Occupational characteristics. Nearly 75 percent of

all of the present owners have at one time, or at the present,
been involved in farming as an occupation. This figure 18 de-
termined by placing in one category the occupational groups orl

Farmer, Housewife and the Retired. However, at present,

. s e O e = - -

1All housewives 1in the sample are widows of former
farmers,

- A,
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8lightly more than three-fourths of all owners are not act-
lvely engaged in farming. (Table IV, Appendix E)

The members of the tenure group of Owners with Non-
related Tenants have the largest percentage (40%) of those
who are not engaged in farming or in some related area. This
same group has 27 percent of the total engaged in the Business
and Professional category, which is a larger percentage than
is found in any of the other groups.

Residentlal characteristics. It is shown by Table V

that 68 percent of all the owners live on farms., While mem-
bers of the two groups, Owners with Related Tenants and Owners
with Non-Related Tenants, are living in the open-country, &9
Percent of the Non-Farm owners live in the open-country.
Only 14 percent of the total population reside in
Vi1l ages or cities. One of these cases, a member of the Non-
Farm oOwners group, is a city resident as a result of the ex-
Pansion of the corporation limits of the city encompassing
Yhat has been desicnated as her Centennial Farm, The Owners
vith Non-Related Tenants group has the largest percentage
(27%) of membere living in citles and villages. With the ex-
céption of one case, all other owners who reside on a farm
Or 1n the open country are living on the Centennial Farm.
These individuals constitute 89 percent 61’ the total.

Organizational membership. An examinatlion of Table VI

1nAjcates that one-half of the present owners are not members

3
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of either farm or community organizations., Slightly more of
the owners are members of community organizations, with 40
percent of them maintaining membership. For farm organita-
tions, 32 percent of the present owners are membters. Organ-
izational membership was relatively equally distributed be-

tween tenure groups.

Ownership and Tenure

Type of ownership. Among all of the present owners,
sole ownership i1s most commcn, appearing 61 percent of the
time. Second in proportion is shared ownership which accounts
for 30 percent of the cases. There are relatively few cases
of purchase contract or life estate. (Table VII Appendix E)

Among the tenure groups, Owners with Related Tenants
exhibit the highest incidence of sole ownership., While the
Owners with Non-Related Tenants show the greatest incidence
of shared ownership. The one case of purchase contract ap-
pears in the Owner-Operators group, but none of the three
caseg of 1life estate are in the same category.

Land use, The land of the Centennial Farmers 1s being
put to many uses but farming still utilirzes the greatest pro-
portion of the land owned., There is a total of 7,163 acres
owned, of which 1,079 acres or 15,0 percent, are not being
used in farming. The 724 acres owned by the Non-Farm Owners
are part of this acreage, as are 355 acres owned by the Owners

with Related Tenants and those with Non-Related Tenants. Of
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the latter two groups reasons for not renting parts of their
farms are peculiar to the particular situation and are quite
diverse.

The nine Non-Farm Owners use their land for various
purposes. One of the farms, 27 acres 1ln size, 1is within the
city limits of a large clity as a result of corporate expan-
sion. Three other owners with a total of 318 acres are await-
ing the residential expansion of the same city. Two of these
three have already platted their land for residential use
while the third is in the planning stage. Three others are
widows who, for reasons of their own, prefer not to rent out
the land; these three own 299 acres. Another owner who has
70 acres 1s walting for his son to return from the Army. .The
last owner has only ten acres and utilizes this simply as a
suburban residence.

Type of agreement. Of the two types of agreement

exlsting between owners and tenants, 72.0 percent of them
have verbal agreements and the remaining 28.0 percent have
written contracts. (Table VIII Appendix E)

For those Owners with Non-Related Tenants the five
written agreements were made by owners who are in professions
which use formalized written agreements as a basls of business
relationship, These owners include an advertising agency
head, an insurance agent, a banker, and a former state legis-

lator, the fifth being the widow of a lawyer., For the tenmn
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verbal contracts in this tenure group, and the two in the
Owners with Related Tenants group, there 1s a different clust-
ering of occupationé. In this group owners are minlsters,
school teachers, nurses, etc,

Length of time farm_operation out of family, It 1is

obvious that the tenure group of Owner-Operators operate
their own farm units and members of Owners with Related Ten-
antes by definition have family members operating their farms;
the other groups do not, Combining the group of Owners with
Non-Related Tenants and Non-Farm Owners, there are twenty-
four cases in which time has elapsed since a member of the
famlly has operated the farm,(Table IX Appendix E)

For the twenty-four cases the number of years since
the operation of the farm by a family member ranges from one
to sixty, with a mean of 17.1 years., The Owners with Non-Re-
lated Tenants have a range of from four to sixty years with
a mean of 18.0 years, And the Non-Farm Owners have not had
family members operating the farm for a range of from one

to twenty-eight years, with a mean of 15,7 years,

Farm Evaluation

Facllities_in the houge. Of all the houses located on

Centennial Fgrms, 84 percent have all of the facilities usually
considered as essential to comfort. Only one of the houses 1s
without any modern facilities, and all of the other houses

have some of the facilities., With the one exception noted all
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of the houses have electricity and forty-two of the forty-four
have running water. In all cases public utilities are avail-
able for 1installation. The group of Owners with Non-Related
Tenants has the greatest percentage (27%) of houses with only
some of the facilities. (Tagble X Appendix E)

General appearance of the farm:. An evaluation based

on a general observation was made of each farm, Gpanting that
the basis of the observation 1s subjective, 1t is nevertheless
considered pertinent to obtaln some general description of
the farms, The evaluation was based on the general condition
and appearance of: (1) the grounds surrounding the homestead,
(2) the farm house, and (3) the barn and other outbuildings.
Final evaluation was in terms of other farms in the surround-
ing area, The Jjudgment 1s stated in terms of above average,
average, and below average,

Relatively few of the farme were considered to be be-
low average in the judgment of the researcher; only 14 per-
cent fell into this lowest category., The remailning farms
are relatively equally distributed between average and above
average rating., None of the Non-Farm Owners have farms rated
above average, while the majority of the above average farms

are owned by the Owner-Operators,
Bellefs About Farming

Farming as a way of 1life. Being an owner of a Cen-

tennial Farm must in some way affect the outlook toward farming
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as a way of life, However, there 1s a range of involvement
in farming among the owners, ranging from the elght who gtate
that with the exception of their childhood they have never
been a part of farmimg, to the slx who claim that farming 1is
the only way of_llfe they know, Despite this range, there
seemed to be a common core of elements apparent in the re-

sponses of the Centennial Farmers. These elements derived

from the responses are: (1) farming is hard work; (2) there ;

is independence in farming not found elsewhere; (3) a farm
is the best place to raise a family; and (4) farming i1s God's
way of 1life. There are variations of these four elements to
be found in all responses, although each Centennial Farmer
does not necessarily verbalize all four of the elements in
his response.

Between tenure groups there are slight differences in
beliefs about farming, excluslive of the core elements. The
Owner-Operators tend to emphasize security, financial return
and the challenge farming presents to them. Ag stated by'one
of these owners, farming provides "security against the ups
and downs of our national economy."" There 18 also a pride in
the ownership of land, and the coordinating of factors of pro-
ductlon into a successful enterprise,

A member of the Owners with Related Tenants group said
of farming as a way of 1life: "It is essentlial, dignified,

constructive, fascinating; the best place to rear a famlly;
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and where you experience real neighborliness and community
spirit." Another member of the same group saild: "When you
get rooted to one thing it's the only way of 1life for you.,"
On the other hand, one admits the fact that farming 1s a
*hard way of living if you have to do 1t yourself, 1t's bet-
ter 1 f you get a tenant."

One of the individuals in the Ownera with Non-Related h-
Tenan ts group states a common feeling among this group which Y
18 1incorporated in the concept of independence; he advocates
"the Andependence of man with no interference on the part of
the government." Another points out that the farmer's inde-

Pendence is being endangered by "too many agricultural laws
&nd bureaucrats."

Members of the Non-Farm Owners had l1ittle to contri-
bute except that the majority appreciated what was referred
to as the restfulness and the serenity of the country. Most

©f them had never been involved in farming except as children,

Transmission and_ Succession

Family

Size of family, Among owners of the Centennial Farms
there has been a total of 527 children born to families since
8€Tt1ling the land. Of these, 17 had died prior to attaining
the age of 14 years. In addition, there are 25 children of

present owners who are not counted because they are under 14
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years of age. Therefore a total of 485 children is con-
sldered in analysis.

The mean number of child~en to be found in Centennial
Farm Families has been decreasing since the time of the orig-
inal owners. For all generatione of all owners there has been
a mean number of 4,00 children per family. The mean has at-
tained a peak of 5.16 for the original owners and a low of 2, 74
for the present group.' (Table XI Appendix E) !

In each generation the famillies of Owners with Related
Tenants has consistently had the largest mean number of child-
ren per family. This group has the largest mean (4.62) for
all generations. In addition, this group has the smallest
decreage from the first to the third generations; the de-
Crease being only 1.04 children per family. On the other
hand , the Non-Farm Owners who had the greatest mean number of
childAren per family for the first generation (5.64) and the
8mall eagt for the third (2,00) had the greatest decrease in
Mean number of children per family; this decrease was 3,64
chilaren.

Occupational History, Of the 485 children of all

Ovimerg to be considered, slightly more than one-half, or 58
per°ent, have chosen farming as theilr occupation. Children
Of families in the history of the Non-Farm Owners have had a
ten’flenczy to choose non-farmlng occupations; 62 percent of

these children have done this. For each of the other three
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tenure groups the balance of the cholce of occupation is in
favor of farming, Children of Owner-Operators and those child-
ren in the ancestry of the Owners with Related Tenants are
relatively equal in their choice. 8Sixty-elght percent and 67
percent of the children have selected farming, respectively,

ffable XII Appendix E)

Residential history, Almost three-fourths, or 76,6 ﬂ
percent, of the children of all owners have remained in the X
local area.‘2 Each of the tenure groups had more than two-
thirdas of their children become residents of the local area.

The Zroup of the Owner-Operators had the greatest percentage
(S4%) wno remained in the local area. The group with smallest
Pércentage (33%) of children remaining in the local area was

the Non-Farm Owners .

Occupation and residence matrix, In an attempt to de-
termine patterns of behavior for the children, the two at-
trlbutes cholce of occupation and residence are combined,
Over one-half, or 5% percent, of all the children had farming
88 their occupation and they remained in the local area. This
Ya8 the most common pattern of behavior, The lecast common
Paltern was that of engaging in farming outside the local area.
Only 3 percent of all children were in this category. The
°ther two patterns of non-farming in the local area and non-

—_—

or 2I..ocal area refers to the area within the boundaries
the present communities.
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farming outslde the local area were relatively equally chosen:
20 percent wer"e in non-farm occupations locally, and 22 per-
cent were 1ln non-farm occupations outside of the local community
‘boundariles, (Table XIII Appendix E)

Owner-Operators had the greatest percentage (68%) of
their children choosing to farm locally, whlle the Non-Farm
Owners had only 36 percent choosing the same pattern. None
of the children of Owner-Operators made a choice of the Farm-
non-1local pattern. For the other two patterns, of non-farm-
Ing 1n the local area and non-farming in the non-local area
there 1is very 1ittle differentiation among the tenure groups.

When sex and marital status of the children are in-
cludeq with the previous attribute patterns there is a much
mMOr e extensive description of the occupational and residential
Troles of the children. (Table XIV Appendix E)

. For the first two generations in the history of the
Tami 1 3es the most common pattern to be found among the child-
Ten wgs that of married male engaged in farming locally. The
NeXt most common pattern was similar to the first except that
these children were married females farming locally. The
OCCupation was that of their husbands. In the third genera-
tion there 18 a slight change in cholce, although"married,
male’ farm, local 1s still ranked first, it 1s now equalled
by ';llarried, male, non-farm, non-local and the next largest

&oup 1s that of married, male, non-farm, local.

R e
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Choice of successor: Size of family has been discuss-

ed previously and 1t 1s recognized that this element affects
the cholce of the sguccessor, though sex composition of the
family 1s also pertinent in making a cholce.

In all of the 101 transfers, slightly less than four-
fifths (7%%) of the heirs - have been sons. Only 17 percent
of all transfers have gone to daughters, and the remalning
tranafers have been made to collateral famillies. (Table XV
Appendix E)

There are no apparent differences between the tenure
groupings relative to cholce of successor. In each of them
the 2largest percentage of heirs have been sons, Within all
tenure groups some heilrs have been daughters and there has
been gt least one case of a collateral family taking possession
in each ténure group, There were seven cases of familles
having only one votential helr, either a son or a daughter,
Four of these cases were in the Owners with Non-Related Ten-
&nta group, one case of sole heir being in each of the other
tenure groups,

Birth order was considered to be important., Informants,
h°WeVer, were vague about the birth order of the children of
OTi1x1nal owners. Not including the seven cases mentioned
l:'1""=V.1ously, nearly one-half of the transfers have been made

\

th }Helrs refers to those children who elected to keep
€ farm in the family,.
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to the oldest child, The next greatest number of transfers
have been made to children who are nelther the oldest nor the
youngest, Finally, there are those who as helrs were the
youngest children in their families; there were five cases

such ag thlg. In total there were nine cases where the birth

order was unknown. (Table XVI Appendix E)
Property

Changes in farm size, Althouzh many farm transfers

have taken vlace among the Centennial Farmers, the total acre-
A€ owned has decreased only slightly. It has gone from a
total of 7,580 acres owned by the original owners to a total
of 7 » 163 acres owned by the present owners, or a decrease in
8lze of 417 acres for the group. On the average each of the
farmg have been decreased by 9.4 acres. (Table XVII Appendix E)
Thir‘t:een of the forty-four farms have increased in site from
the <t ipme of the original owner to the present, 238 have de-
‘reased in size, and 3 farms are the same.

The greatest ilncrease in mean slze of farme occurred
In the Owners with the Related Tenant group, where the mean
Inere ase was 42.0 acres per farm. On the other hand, the
Non—£ arm Owners had a mean decrease of 64.6 acres per farm,
Vone of the owner tenure groups approximated the mean sire of
aly Tthe present farms.

For both the farms of the original owners and those of
‘he Present owners the Owner-Operator group had the largest
mean slze of any of the tenure groupings. Whille the Non-Farm

Ow
Nerg had the smallest mean site for the same groups.
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The sllght decreases in mean farm slze from the time
of the original owners to the present may be misleadling. What
needs to be displayed is the mean acreage that was avallable
for transfer, the share of that acreage which was passed on to
the heir who kept the farm in the family, and finally, the
acreage this heir, in turn, accrued for transfer., Since all
tenure groups include some fourth generation owners there are
at leagt three sets of transfers considered. As the number
of g enerations involved increases, the number of transfers de-
Creases,

For all owners the mean acreage avallable for transfer
decreages with each succeeding set of transfers., At the same
tlme, the mean number of acres received by the inheritors in-
Creages regularly. While this increase has occurred the
a"el"a.ge amount of acreage accrued by the inheritor has remain-
*d xelatively the same in all transfers. (Table XVIII Appendix

In the transfers from the first to second generations,
the Owner-Operator heilrs suffered the greatest gap between
Mewmn gores available for transfer and the mean number of aocres
they received, On the other hand the same heirs recouped
the greatest mean number of acres, The heirs of the owners
Wi th Non-Related Tenants had the smallest gap between mean
qCreg avallable and the heilrs of the Non-Farm Owners acorued
an average of only 26,9 acres beyond the share they received.

Th% heirs of the Owner-Operators were the only ones who accrued

E)






93

a greater mean number of acres than had been made available
by thelir predecessors, In addition this same accrued acreage
was greater than any of that accrued by the other tenure groups.

In the transfers made from the second to third genera-
tions the Owner-Operator group had the largest mean number of
acres avallable for transfer, Thls same group, once again,
attalined more acreage beyond that which they received than
any of the other heirs. The heirs of Owner-Operators and
Ownerg with Related Tenants were the only two groups who ac-
crued more acreage than had been made available to them. The
lattexr group accrued, beyond thelr mean acreage received, more
than <twice the mean number of acres accrued by any of the
heirs of the other tenure groups. The group recovering the
least mean number of acres was that of the Owners with Non-
Related Tenants,

In the final set of transfers occurring between the
thira and fourth generations the Owner-Operator group once a-
8aln haq the largest mean number of acres for transfer., The
heirg also accrued the largest mean number of acres of all
the X oups, But for the first time mean acreage accrued did
not ©X ceed mean acreage available for this group, The only
ATOUD ¢, decrease in mean size of accrued acreage was that of
the NOn—Farm Owners, Thls decrease has been conslstent for
all Thirxrce gets of transfers. Of all the groups, the Owners

w
1th Non-Related Tenants had the greatest decrease between
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meann nwumber of acres avallable and the mean number of acres re-

ceived . These same heirs had the greatest increase between

meann & cres received and mean acres accrued,

Combining all 101 transfers for all generations and
all owmners, it is revealed that the heirs who kept the farm

in The family received, on the average, 74.3 acres less than

vas8 &awvailable. The same heirs in turn added a mean of 67.2

acres, or almost a complete replacement of the acreage which

a8 a-wajlable., Owners with Related Tenants suffered the

Ereategt decrease in the mean share they received of the mean

aCX@age avallable. Thie same group accrued a greater mean

nmber of acres than any of the others, The Non-Farm Owners

accr'ued the least mean number of acres,

Methods of Transmission

Pattern of transmission., There are three methods of

Pa8 s ng on the farm, namely, settlement, testate and intestate.
FOoX* =11 of the owners the farms have been transferred by the

method of gettlement twenty-two times. Testate action has

taken place forty-six times and intestate action has occurred
in tharty-three of the cases.,

The use of settlement as a method of transfer has in-
créeased from the time of the first set of transfers to the
PréSent, while the other two methods have had only a slight

change, Testate action decreased after the firast set of
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transfers and remained relatively the same for the next two,
while intestate action remained relatively the same for the
first two gets of transfers and decreased for the last set,
(Table XIX Appendix E)

Owner-Operators used the method of settlement in 37
percent of theilr transfers, and all other tenure groups had
lesser percentages, For all tenure groups, the Non-Farm
Owners used testate transmission the greatest percentage (68%)
of the time, Intestate actlion was relatively equally dis-
tributed among all groups, but Owners with Related Tenants
used 1t 40 percent of the time, or slightly higher than any
of the other groups,

In two of the cases there was only one transfer each;
in twenty-seven cases there were only two transfers, In
transferring the farms from generation to generation the forty-
four familles used 19 different orderings of transfer methods,
Elght families used testate in all transfers; three families
used intestate in all of thelr transfers; none of the families
made use of settlement alone; and, all other familles used some
combination of the three transfer methods,

Considering all of the forty-two farms which have had
two transfers per farm there are nine patterns of transfer,

The modal pattern, used in nine cases was that of testate for
the first and second transfers, Four other patterns which were

used six times each were: Testate -- Intestate; Testate --
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Settlement; Intestule -- Testate; and, Intestate -- Intestate,
For the fifteen famllies who have engaged 1n three transfers,
there are ten distinct inheritance patterns that were used.
(Trable XX Appendix E)
Regardless of the tenure group examined there is no
apparent emphasis on the use of any one pattern of transfer,
Even when one consliders the forty-two cases of only two trans-

fers per family there 1s no concentration of patterns.

Parcellation, In the 101 transfers, parcellation of
the land has taken place in 56 percent of the cases, That is,
the land wae divided into shares, eilther equally or unequally,
and distributed to the heirs, In 36 percent of the transfers
the land was transferred in total to one heir and the sghares
of other heirs were given in some other consideration. The
final grouping of & percent were those transfers where two
or more heirs recelived undivided interest, i.e,, where the
heirs ghared equally in the property rights. (Table XXI
Appendix E)

Why farm was kept in family. There are a multiplicity

of reasons for keeping the farm in the family. However,

reasons the Centennial Fgrm Families had for doing so may be
categorized as follows: familles have always been small;

800Q management on the part of the owners; and, there has
alvayg been a member of the family interested. These categories

ar¢ not necessarily mutually exclusive. However, they are
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the factors considered to be important by the present owners,
(Table XXII Appendix E)

The most common response was that someone was always
interested in farming. Forty-three percent of the owners re-
sponded in thie manner, All other responses were relatively
equal in occurrence. For those who gave responses other than
the three previously mentioned, most felt that sentimental
attachment to the homestead played an important role, while
others attributed keeping the farm in the family to chance,
The two owners who are second generation felt that only one

trangsfer was not a basis for judgment,

Future plang for the farm, Only 19 percent of the

present owners have made wills for the disposal of their land,
Although the remaining 81 percent have not made wills, most

of thhem express the desire to keep the farm in the family.
Eigh®t of those without wills feel that their farm will go to
a cok l ateral family, and in two of the cases, the farm will go
compL. etely out of the family. One of these farms was in the
proce s8 of being sold at the time of the interview; the other
will &o to an only child who will sell the farm because of a
lack Of interest in farming. The six farms which will go to
the collateral family will do so because the present owners
are wlthout children and are beyond the reproductive age,

(Table XXIII Appendix E)



CHAPTER V
THE CENTENNIAL FARM PROGRAM AND THEE SOCIAL IMAGE
Introduction

This chapter 1s devoted to the conceptualization of
the (Jentennlal Farm idea as viewed by selected community
members and the Centennial Farmers themselves. Important in
determining this soclal image 1s the recognition of the con-
cept and changes suggested in the program, if any. If there
1s Nno recognition of the program, how would the interviewees
define the concept of Centennial Farm and Farmers? To supple-
ment the foregoing questions; the informants were asked if the
ProZxam should be continued or discontinued, and the reasons
for their thinking. Questions pertaining to the recipients
of awards whose farms were located in the informants' com-

munl t ies were also asked.

Recognition of the Concept

Following introductory remarks and an explanation of
his “.arpose, the interviewer asked the community informant if
he re cognized the Centennial Farm concept. The respondent vas
also agked to enumerate the criteria necessary for Centennial

Farm recognition,
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Of the sixty community infcrmants eighteen, or 30
percent, were able to reccgnlize the concept definitively,
i.e., as 1t was proposed by the Michigan Historical Commiesion.
Twenty (33%) recognized the concept vaguely. That 1s, they
were able to say that they had heard of the program but were
able only to enumerate some of the requirements. The final
grouping of twenty-two informants (37%) stated that they never
heard of the concept, and hence were unable to name any of
the elements in the program. In total, forty-four (70:) of
the persons interviewed knew little or nothing at all of the
program. (Table XXIV Appendix E)

Using the site of community in which informants'
lived as a criterion, there are slight differences observed
in the recognition of the concept by the selected community
informants. For those communities classed as small, half of
the informants recognized the concept vaguely while the re-
mainder were divided equally on recognition, either defini-
tively or not at all. The medium sized community inter-
viewees were the least able of all the community groups to
recognize the concept, and half of them were in this category,
This grouping also shows the least number who were able to
recognize the concept definitively. The number of informants
of large communities who recognized the concept definitively
were equal to the combined number doing so in other commﬁhity
categorlies. In none of the community groupings, however, did

the majority of the Ainformants recognize the concept derin}-

N
~

tively.
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Continuatlon of the Program

Both community informants and Centennial Farmers were
asked if the program should be continued or discontinued,
while 78 percent of the commurity members thought the program
should be continued, less than half, (46%) of the present
owners had similar feelings, Combining the two groups of
informants, there were 64 percent of the 104 persons inter-
viewed who felt that the program should go on. (Table XXV
Appendix E) .

Among the tenure groups, Owners with Non-Related
Tenants was the only group with more than 50 percent of its
members who thought the program should not be continued. All
other tenure groups were relatively equal in the percentage

who thought the program should be continued,

Reasons for Continulng the Program

Centennial Farmers, Some of the present owners felt

the program should be continued without any change in require-
ments. Thelr responses were qulte genc¢ral in nature, as

shown by the following:

"The program should be continued because it 1s
a great morale bullder for the farmers,"

"Nice to get reccgnition for being in any area
for a hundred years or more,"

"Any family that can keep property that long
is deserving of some recognition,"

There were also those owners who were more specific

in their comments. They pointed out some of the relationships
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between long time ownership and the community and the land.

Some selected quotations follow:

"It contributes to the stabllity of farming and
to the community rather than simply as a means
of recognizing descendants of early plonerrs,*

"Long tenure on the land by one famlly was good
for the land and would not decrease its produc-
tivity."

Others pointed out that the value of the certificate
would not be affected, Illustrative of this group are the

following remarks:

"The numbers eligible won't 1increase too greatly
because most farms will go out of the famlly at
an increasing rate in the future."

"If the program were continued there would be
more recognition for the holders of awards,
since the concept would become more widely known,"

Community informants, The members of the community

who felt the program should be continued were somewhat more
expansive in their responses. Those who were favorably dis-
posed placed emphasis on the conceptes of community, family
and farming. Some of thece comments are as follows:

"Permanency and tenacity are essentlial to a
small community. Thece values are fast dis-
appearing from the American scene and any
attempt to instill them once agaln 1s worth-
while, " A

"Ownership of land in one family was good for
both the community and the family, both bene-
fiting from the stabillity., This indicates a
positive feeling toward the community."

]

It gives recognition to perseverance and
stirs up interest in farming and would get
the children interested in keeping the farm,*
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Reasons for Discontinuingz the Program

Centennial Farmers. Two major elements were basic

to the reasons given for discontinuing the program, The first
wag based on a recognlition of the ploneering spirit of the
original owners, and the second was in relation to the con-
celved value of the award. Those 1lnterested in the first
element said:

"To continue the program would no longer give
recognition to the struggle of the early settlers."

YEarly settlers should be given recognition,

Especially those who came priocr to 1835, since

the others havent't contributed asg much."

Those who were concerned with the value of the certif-
icate made responses such as:

*Keep the numbers small and uphold the value of
the certificate,"

"Keep down the number of awards, and make it

more valuable to future generations, and 1t

may serve as a reason for keeping the farm in

the family."

8t11l1 other Centennial Farmers felt that it wouldn't
make too much difference if the awards were discontinued, be-
cause they were of the opinion that not too many farms would
become eligible in the future,

Community informants. Some of these informants gave

the same reasons for discontinuance as did the Centennial
Farmers. However, the majJority had an entirely different

emphasis in their reasons. Some of the informants said:
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"The program was designed to recognize the
early settlers of iflchigan, to contlinue the
awards would defeat the purvose of the program,"

"There is a distinction between continulty and
ploneering, " 1

Most members deemphasized the criterion of continulty
and substituted in 1ts place a criterion of community con-

tribution. In view of thls feeling they made the following

remarks:

"One hundred years of ownership doesn't prove
a familys' value., There is the need for an
award for outstanding contribution rather than
one for continuity."

"Continuity is no indication of 1living in and
contributing to the community. The awards
should be made to outstanding community members,"

Sugzestions for Change

Centennial Farmers. Some su;szestions for changes in

the criteria of eligiblility have been implied in the preceding
remarks., Regarding needed changes suggested by this group
most of the emphaslis was in reference to operatorship. Some

sald:

*The program should be restricted to owner-
operators, since all other are not following
in the footsteps of the early settlers."

"Continue the prosram with the reservation
that only owner-operators receive the award."

"There are too many people who aren't farmers
who are getting the award."

Community informants. The responses of suzgested

chanpge made by the community informants were much more
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diverslified than were those made by Centennial Farmers, Some
of the community members wanted to broaden the program by
expanding the definition to include townspeople, One of them

remarked:

"The program should be broader to 1lnclude towns-
people, Then really deserving people would get
recognition, Many people would be eligible but
for the fact that they don't live on farms, and
those who do, don't farm,"

Other informants emphasirzed the need to give recogni-
tion to those famllies who had spent a specified number of
generations in the area. One informant said:

"Restrict the award to three generations of
owners, Long tenure 1s good for the land,

Not necessary for the owners to contribute

overtly to the community, the fact that the
famllies stayed so long was a contributlon

in itsgelr, "

Many of the community informants thought that a
significant change to incorporate into the program would be
the element of operatorship, Some su:cested that only top
quallty operators receive the award. One of the respondents

epitomlzed this feeling by saying:

"The occupation of farming should be raised

to a higher level and that any sort of recog-
nition would be of assistance. The historical
aspect in 1itself was unimportant., It is more
important to recognize 'good' farmers, The
program should be restricted to owner-operators,
at least, as any others contributed very 1little
to the community.,"

"Another excellent setp in creating interest
in farming. Would restrict it to owner-operators
as absentee ownership is bad for the land and the

community."
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Community Recognition of Centennial Fgrmers

The community informants were asked if they recognized
the names of the ovners of the Centennizl Farms located in
their community., Each of the Centennlial Farmers h:d a potential
number of five recognitions,

Slightly more than one-fourth of the forty-four owners
were recognized by all five of the community informants, while
the remalnder were identified by less than five informants in
each case, Conslidering this problem of recognition by size of
community, there 1s an inverse relationshlip between community
size and total recognition, 1In other words as alze of com-
munity increases, recognition decreases. In the small com-
munities almost three-fifths of the Centennial Farm owners
were 1dentified by all community informants. In the medium
slzed communities half of their Farmers were recognized by
all, and, in the large communities approximately one-tenth of
the Farmers were recognized by each of the five informants,
(Table XXVI Appendix E)

Simple recognition of the Centennial Farmer's name
does not indicate subjective evaluation on the part of the
community informant. In cases where Centennial Farmers were
recognized by less than five, the respondents based their
recognition on a vague recollection of h:aving heard or read
the name somewhere, Recognition by these informants was not
necessarily based on the community contribution of the Cen-

tennial Farmers in question,
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In cases where the name of the Centennlal Farmer was
recognized by all of the informants, recognitlon was supple-
mented by an evaluation of the farmer's participation and
contribution to the community. In almost all of these cases
the Farmer was consldered a posltive contributor to the com-
munity and generally was extremely actlive in community affairs,
In a few cases the owners also recelved recognition for their
contribution beyond the local level. One was a state legis-
lator, another 1s at present serving in that capacity, and

another holds a high level position in state education,

Tenure and Size of Community

Of the forty-four Centennlal Farms, seven are found in
small communities, ten are in the medium slrzed communities,
and, twenty-seven are part of the large communities.

(Table XXVII Appendix E)

The small communitlies have the greatest proportions
of the Owner-Operators and owners with related tenants; no
Non-Farmere are found here. The medium slized communities have
the largest proportion of Non-Farmers and the smallest pro-
portion of Owner-Onerators, The large communities have the

greatest share of Owners with Non-Related Tenants,



CHAPTER VI

PATTERNING OF CHARACTERISTICS WITHIN TENURE GROUPS

Introduction

The characteristics of Centennial Farms and Centennial
Farmers have been discussed previously, As each element was
analyzed, emphasis was placed on one or more tenure groups in
which the element was outstanding,

The purpose of thlis chapter is to treat each of the
tenure groups as a sepuarate entity in order to 1lllustrate
the patterning of attributes significant in a description
of that group. The fact that four distinct tenure groups
exist gives greater meaning to the data when treated in thils

manner,

Owner Operators

Personal characterisgtics. The ten members of this

group are farmers, maintaining a permanent residence on the
Centennial Farm. Nine of the operato~s are men, while the
other 1s a woman who may be classed as an owner-manager 1in
that she uses hired help and none of her land 1s in any other
form of tenancy., Her relationship to the land places her in

the category of owner-operator,
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Six of the owners are married, three are single, and
one is widowed. With respect to education, four have had all
or part of grade school, two have had partial or completed
high school training, whille the remaining; four have had some
or all of a college education.
The age of these operators ranges from thirty-five
to seventy-four years, with a mean age of 54.0 years, Half
of the owners fall into the group below fifty-five years of
age, and eight of them are below the normal retiremeht age
of sixty-five,
8i1x operators belong to neither community nor farm
organizations. Of the four Owner-Operators belonging, two
are members of one or more community organirations, while all
four belong to one or more farm organizaﬁlona.

Ownership and tenure. None of the owners hold life

estate, One 1s acquiring his farm under a purchase contract
arrangement with his father, Three share ownership with
their siblings, while the remaining owners malntain sole
ownership. All of the tillable land possesaed 1s being farmed.

Farm evaluation, Nine of the houses located on the

‘entennlilal Farms of Owner-Operators have all flve facllitles
hought to be essential for comfort. One house, at the other
-treme, has none of these facilitlies., The genz=ral appearance
seven Tfarms was regarded as being above average and the
pearance of two was average, One Farm which was consildered

low average completely lacked facilities in the house,

B
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Bellefs about farming. The Owner-Operators looked

upon farming as a difflicult way to\make a living, but in most
cases agreed that it was the only type of work they knew how
to do, They spoke of pride in ownership and the test of their
abilities as offered by farming. To them, the land provided
security from want,

Family. Considering only the first three generations
of Owner-Operators, the average number of chilldren per family
was 3.72. For these famlllies 1n each generatlion respectively,
the mean number of children was 5.10, 370 and 2.22. A notice-
able decrease, or a mean loss of 2,88 children, may be obsgerved
comvaring first and third generation families,

There are seven fourth generation owners 1in this group,

Of these, three huve completed families, with a total of seven

children. Two owners, not necessarlly having completed families,

have a total of eight children, and two owners of this gen-
eration are single,

8iightly more than two-thirds of the 108 children
representing all generations have chosen farming as their
primary occupation, Thirty-five of the children decided upon
non-farming employment. Twose who remained in the local com-
munity number ninety-one, while a total of seventeen migrated
permanently. |

Combining the attributes of occupation and residence,

it is found that of the total number of children of all the
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owners none elected to tfarm ocutside the local area. The

decision of non-farm local and non-farm, non-local was rela-

tively equally divided among thirty-five chlldren,

By the addition of the attributes of cex and marital

status to the foregolng properties, the pattern of blo-social

characteristics found most frequently for the entire group 1is

that of "male, married, farm, local." Forty-two cases fitted
this pattern. The next most frequent pattern 18 that of

"female, married, farm, local" which includes twenty-five

cases. For each of the three generations considered the same

two blo-soclial characteristic patterns remain predominant.

Of the twenty-seven transfers, slightly more than

three-fourths of the owners named sons as helrs, Daughters

were chosen as heirs in five of the transfers. In one case a

collateral famlly was the successor, Slightly more than one-

half the total transfers were made to oldest children, of which
one case was an only child, while apovroximately one-tenth of

the transfers were made to the youngest child.

Property, A total of 19CO acres, or farms which had a

mean acreage of 190.0 comprised the holdinis;s of the original

owners, During the passage of years and the 1ilncreasing number

of transfers, the farms have ausmented in size to a total of

— e e e

lﬂeference to the helr 1indicates the one who elected
to keep the farm in the family.
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220 acres. Having an average of 222.0 acres at present,

here 1s an 1increment of 32.0 acres per farm,

From the time of the origlnal owner, the difference

between mean acres avallable and mean acres recelilved has been

decreasing 1n each transfer. In the first two transfers be-

tween generations the mean acreage accrued by the heirs was

always greater than that available to them.

For the final
set of transfers, however, the mean acreage accrued was

slightly less than the mean average to them,

Methods of transmission.,

For the owner-operators as |
the majority of the transfers were by will or other

type of settlement prior to the owner's d-mise.

a group,

|
Slightly
less than one-third of the owners have resorted to the use

of intestate action. With e-:ch succeeding set of transfers,

among all generations, the use of intestate action has

diminished; at the same time, the use of settlement of some
form has increased.

All ceses had a minimum of two transfers. The most
prominent type of transfer from the first to second and from

the second to third genecration was that of intestate action.

Among those cases having three sets of transfers the most

utilized pattern was that of "intestate,settlement, settlement."

A little more than one-half of the transfers resulted in csome

degree of land parcellation. In one case the transfer gave
the heirs undivided interest,

the remaining transfers were made
without parcellation of land.
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According to the majority of ownereg, the farm was kept
in the family because one of the family members in euch gen-
eration was interested in farming. Even though all of the
owners desire to keep the farm in the family, only two have
prepared wills for the dispositiocon cf the property. Three of
these owner-operutors are single and, as such, not members of
a family of precreation. They expressed the opinion that theif
farms in all likelihood wouvld go to a member of the family of

orientation.

Owners with Felated Tenants

Personal characteristics., Ownershlp of the ten farms

found in this group 1s equally divided between men and women.
All of the owners are over sixty-five years of age, ranging
from sixty-five to ninety-five years. The mean age is 76.0
years, All but one of the owners has been married at one time
but five of them are now widowed.

Half of the owners h.ve been limited to partial or
complete grade school education, Only one of the others has
gone as far as attending eilther all or part of college,

All of the male owners in this group are retired from
farming. Three of the females are housewives but thelr de-
ceaged spouses were actlive as farmers, Of the other two women
who are owners, one is a busliness and professional person,
while the other is a clerical worker. All but one of the
owners reslde on rarms. The remaining one lives 1in the trade

center of her community.
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All but two of these owners are members of some
organization, either farm or community in nature, Five of
the owners are members of one or more farm organizations,
Six of them belong to one or more community organitations.

Ownership and tenure. The majority of these owners

maintain sole ownership rights in their land. One of them
hag 11fe estate; another has a shared 1interest,

Four-fifths of these owners have only verbdal contracts
with thelr related tenants. The two written agreements are
between an owner and his son and an owner and his son-in-law,
The verbal agreements are with five sons, two sons-in-law,
and one grand-nephew, Three of the owners receive cash only
for the use of their land, the remainder receive a share of
the crops only. All of the tillable acreage owned by this
group is being farmed by the related tenants.

Farm evaluation. Eight of the Centennlal Farm houses

of this group had all facilities which were considered to be
necessary for comfort., The other two houses have only some

of the facilities, Electricity 1s present in all of them.,

At least half of the farms were rated as average 1in appearance,
four above average, and one below average.

Beliefs about farming., As a group, these owners con-

curred with what is known as the Agrarian Creed. They express
a feeling of a nearness to God, and verbalire in a spiritual

vein the Joys of farming. The necessity of working with their
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hands as well as the emphasls pluced on accomplishing an
honest day's work further substantlate thelr belief 1n farming
as the chosen way of 1life,

Family. The histcry of these families for three gen-
erations 1s characterized by a large number of chlldren as
well as a slight decrease in thelir average slze, There 1s a
Amean decrease of 1,04 children per family when comparing the
mean number of children for first and third generations. The
averages for these units are 5.20 and 4,16, respectively. The
only fourth generation owner 1in this category has two grown
children. Twis family 1s considered to be complete,

Of the total of 111 children in this group, two-thirds
have chosen farming as their major occupation, the remainder
choosing non-farm means of support. Almost three-fourths of
the children have remained in thelr home community,

Three-fifths of the children found in this group have
chosen farming in the local area. The next most common pattern,
non-farming occupation in a non-local area, accounts for a
little more than one-fifth of the chilldren.

Adding sex and marital status to the aforementioned
attributes, the most common blo-soclal pattern for the children
of all generations was that of "male, married, farm, local."
Second in rank was that pattern of "“female, married, farm,
local.* With each succeeding generation, however, the element
of non-local residence became more prevalent for both males

and females.
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In more than three-fourths of all the transfers,a
son was elected to keep the farm in the family. In slightly
greater than one-fifth of the cases a daughter was placed in
the same position. There were two cases of a collateral family
taking possession. Almost all of the total transfers were made
to oldest children, one of whom was an only child; no cases
of the youngest child as helr occurred,

Property. The original owners of this group had a
total of 1,720 acres, or an average of 172.0 acres per farm,
These original holdings have been increased to 2,140 acres,
or to a mean size farm of 214.0 acres, 1ndicating a mean 1in-
crease of 42,0 acres per farm,

For the first set of transfers the heirs who chose to
keep the farm in the family received less than one-half of the
mean acreage avallable, in turn accruing slightly less mean
acres than were bestowed. The second set of transfers, occur-
ring between the second and third generations, resulted in
Centennlal Farm Famlily helrs receiving a mean acreage exactly
half of which was avallable for transfer, In turn, they had
an average increment of U8 2 acres than were avallable,
Transfers between the third and fourth generations were limited
to one, the heir receiving all the avallable acreage, and
nelither increasing or decreasing his holdings.

Method of transmisslion., Of the twenty transfers which

occurred, two-fifths were intestate, 1In the transfers between
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generations there were no ccnsisternt choices of method of
transfer; testate was the most common method used for the first
set of transfers, the element of intestate action was predomi-
nant in the second set of transfers and, settlement was utillzed
in the single case in the third set,

Testate action was employed by one case having only one
transfers taking place. Another slngle case having three trans-
fers within the family utilized all forms of transefer in the
following sequence: 1htestate, testate and settlement, Each
of theother cases involved two sets of transfers having no
definite patterning of transfer action,

There-fourths of the farms underwent parcellation of
land of varylng degrees while one-fifth of the farms were passed
on as units, The remaining proportion involved a number of
heirs having the land in undivided interest.

Most of these owners felt that the famlly retained
their farms as the result of some family member's interest,

One owner attributed good management on the part of the previous
ownerg as his reason, while another sald it was due to a
sentimental attachment for the land,

Even though the present owners express a desire to keep
the farm in the family, eight of them have not made wills or
used other formg of settlement, With the exception o one
owner, all have children who can succeed them to ownership of

the farm,
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Owners with Ncn-Felated Tenants

Personal characteristics. The fifteen owners having
non-related tenants, range in age from forty-five to elpghty-
four years, with a mean age of 6€.0 years, Two-thirds of
these ownerg are over sixty-five years of age, The ratlo of
male to female owners in this group 1s eleven to seven,

Slightly less than an elghth of the owners have never
married, three-fifths are at present married, and the remailn-
der are widowed., All owners have had at least some part of
high school education, The greatest proportion of the owners
have completed high school and have gone on to college,

The members in this group have a diversity of occupa-
tions., The largest proportion, however, is in the retired
category. The second most predominant occupational group 1is
business and professional, and a 1little more than a fourth of
the owners operate at this level, Four of the owners are
equally divided between housewife and clerical-laborer.

Almost three-fourths of the owners with Non-Related
Tenants group live on theilr Cerntennial Farms. Three of the
group reside in cities and one lives in a village. Slightly
more than one-half of these owners do not belong to any organ-
ization. One-fourth are members of one or more farm organiza-
tions and, three-fifths belong to one or more community organ-
izations.

Ownershlp and tenure, A little less than-one-half of

the owners have sole ownership in theilr property. The largest

percentage however, share their ownershlip rights with others,



| PRSI R g,




118

The group as a whole have a total of 2,079 acres, not
all of which are farmed., Avproximately one-elghth, or 269
acres are 1idle,

One-third of the tenants onerate the land under a
written agreement with the owners, All of these owners are
or have been members of occupations which are legallstic 1n
nature. Included in the foregoing are an insurance agency
owner, a former state leglislator, a banker, a widow whose
husband was a lawyer, and the owner of an advertising agency.
The owners who have verbal contracts have maj)or endeavors of
a less legalistic nature, as for example, nurse, school
teachers, and retireed farmers,

The length of time since a member of the family has
operated the farms ranges from four to sixty years., The
average ls 16.6 years,

Farm evaluation. All facilities ccnsidered essential

are found in approximately three-fourths of the houses located
on Centennlal Farme, Of the remainder, all of the houses have
electricity with some combination of the other facllities.

The number of farms rated as above average equals that of
those rated average. Only one farm was below average in ap-

pearance,

Belief about farmlng, Moet of the owners have not been

farmers, but had spent some of their childhood on farms. Their

expressions about farming ranged from the individual who was
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happy because hls chlildren had chosen occupations other than
farming, to the one who verballized all of the elements of the
Agrarian Creed., Two of the owners looked upon thelr farms as
an interesting hobby, one cf them stating that it was a nice
restful place where he could raise a few chickens for a past-
time. The most common statement made by these owners referred
to the independence and serenity to be found in the country.

Family. The difference in mean number of children
between the first and second generations i1s 1.95. The average
number of children per family was 4.86 and 2.91, respectively.
Two of the five fourth generation owners are without children
and the other three have a total of nine children. All of
these owners have completed famllies.

In the history of these owners, a little more than
one-half of the children have selected farming as their major
occupation, For these same children, approximately three-
fourths have remalned in the local area.

Combining occupation and residence, only slightly more
than one-half of all the children have chosen to farm in the
local area. Almost one-fifth of the children remained in the
local area, but in occupations other than farming. A similar
number of children migrated from the local area to enter non-
farming occupations,

Adding sex and marital status to the two previously

mentioned attributes, the most commonly observed pattern among
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all the children was that of "male, marrled, farming, local."
For the children of the first and second generation owners
there was a simllar finding. The chlldren of the third genera-
tion, however, fall into the pattern of "male, married, non-
farm, non-local."

In more than four-fifths of the thirty-five transfers
occurring in this group, the sons have elected to keep the
farm in the family, Of the remaining transfers one went to
a collateral famlly, while the remainder went to daughters,
Three-fifths of the total transfers were made to the oldest
child, four cases belng only chilldren, and in one case of the
twenty-one, the youngest child was made heir,

Property, The farms of these owners have decreased in
size from a total of 2,565 acres to a present acreage of 2,079,
or, from an average sized farm of 171.0 acres to one of 138.6
acres,

Only in the set of transfers from the third to fourth
generations have the heirs accrued a greater mean acreage
than they received. For all generations, the heirs who kept
the farm in the family accrued a mean of 53,6 acres, On the
other hand, they received an average of 69.7 acres less than
were avallable.

Methods of transmission, For the transfers occurring

between all generations, approximately one-half were by testate
action, one-fifth were by a form of settlement, and the remaining

were intestate cases,



121

The use of testate actlon has been most predominant
for each set of transfers between all generatlions, At the same
time the occurence of intestate actlon has decreased with each
succeeding set of transfers, whlle the use of settlement has
remained relatively the same.

In the sole case having one transfer occurring, testate
action was utilized, Wherever two transfers took place in any
family, the methods were equally divided between the patterns
of testate~testate and testate-intestate,

In almost half of the transfers, the farm was passed
on as a unit, while in a little more than two fifths of the
transfers some parcellation took place, Ownership interest
was dndivided in less than one-tenth of the transfers,

A third of the owners belleved that their farm was
kept in the family because the past families had few children.
Another third of the group attributed the fact of continulty
of ownershlp to good man.gement practices on the part of the
previous owners, The others thought continulity might have
occurred either because some family menber was always interested,
or because of sentimental attachment to the homestead.

Approximately three-fourths of thils group of owners
have not prepared wills or entered into any form of settlement
for keeping the furm in the family. Three owners, two un-
married and one married but without children, feel that their

farm will revert to the famlly of orlentation,
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Non-Farm Owners

Personal churacteristics, All five females of the
nine non-farm owners are over slxty-five years of age. The
four male members are relatively evenly distributed in the age
range of thirty-five to seventy-four years, Ag a group the
mean agé 1s 71.5 years, with two-thirds of the group members
beyond sixty-five. All of these owners have been married at
one time. At present, however, four of the female owners are
widowed,

Educatlionally, two owners have had some college
training. Three have had partial or complete high school work,
while the remalning four have had all or part of grade school,.
All five females are considered to be housewlves, One male
owner has retired from farming. One 1s classed in the pro-
fesslional category and two are clerical-laboregs.

All of the memhers of thils group live on thelr Centennial
Faras, Hoviever,only elght of the owners live in the open-
country. The ninfh owner lives in a clity, a result of the
recent expansion of the city limits.

Two-thirds of these owners are not affillated with
any organization. Of the owners who do belong to organlzatlons,
all are members of one or more communlty organlizations, One

owner 1s a member of one or more farm organlzations.

Ownership and tenure., The majority of owners maintain

sole ownership rizh%s in their land, Two have life estates

and one has shared ownership,
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None of the 724 acres owned by this group 1s being put
to any farm use, But, this 1s not to say that there 1is no
utility of the land, as the owners have diverse reasons for
not farming.

The number of years since a member of the family had
operated any of these farms ranged from one to twenty-eight
years, with an average of 14,6 years of non-farm activity,
Four of these farms have been out of family operation for
- twenty years or more,

Farm evaluatlion. All facilitles deemed necessary were

found in the farm houses located on the Centennlal Farms for
this group. Even so, no farm ranked above average in general
appearance. Two-thirds were considered average while the re-
mainder were below average.

Beliefs about farming., Since a few of these people

had spent most of thelr llves in citles, they had only childhood
memories on which to base a personal Jjudgement regarding farming
as a way of life. The others in this non-farm group stated

that farming was a difficult but fruitful way of 1life and
mentioned the belief that there was a nearness to God.,

Family. The first generation owners had large famllies,
or an average of 5.64 children per family. In the third
generatlion, however, these famillies had been decreased by a
mean of 3,64 children per family, or to an average of 2,00

children.
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One of the two fourth generation families in this
group 1s consldered complete, the owner having one grown child.
The other owner has three pre-school children and this family
may yet increase 1in size,

For all owners, almost two-thirds of the total number
of children have chosen non-farming occupations. At the
same time, two-thirds have remalned in the local area, Com-
bining residence and occupation, the distribution of the
children 1is relatively equally dispersed among "farm, local",
"non-farm, local"; and, "non-farm, non-local."

Adding to.the two previously mentioned characteristics,
those of sex and marltal status, the most frequent pattern
for all children of all generations was "male, married, farm,
local." Closely following this, the next most common patterns
are, by rank: "male, married, non-farm, non-local;" “female,
married, farm, local;" "female, married, non-farm, local*
and, "female, married, non-farm, non-local."

According to individual generations, the most common
patterning of bio-soclal chiracteristics found in the first
was "male, married, farm, local;" in the second, "female,
marrled, non-farm, locel;"and, in the third, "male, married,
non-farm, local,"

A son, 1n more than two-thirds of the cases, lnherited
and kept the farm in the family. In slightly more than one-

fourth of the cases, a daughter was placed in the same position.
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The 1introduction of a collateral famlly into the line of
descent occurred only once, Thirteen of the nineteen transfers
were made to oldest children, one case being an only child,
whille no transfers were made to the youngest child,

Property. Beglinning with a total of 1,395 acres, these
farms have been decreased approximately by one-half, since the
present owners now hive a total of 724 acres. There has been
a decline from an average of 155.0 acres owned by the first
generation to the present average of 80.4 acres.

In each generation the number of acres available for
transfer has decreased: A corollary of this, the mean number
of acres accrued by the heirs also has decreased. While from
the first to second gencrations the mean acreage recelved by
helirs has diminished by more than one-half, there has been a
slight gain in that mean acreage feceived between the second

and third generations,

Method of transmission. Testate action has occurred

in more than two-thirds of the transfers for this group. The
use of a Wwill was most common for the first generatlon, de-
creasing in use slightly by the second and third generations.
As the use of the form of testate action diminished, the use
of intestate action increased. Disposition by settlement
occurred only once.
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