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INTRODUGTION

The deocision to make a study ‘of Tenanocy first reeeived its ime
pulse on an English Railway Train sppeding over the green fields of
southers England on a day in Jume of 1918. An English gentleman
ooowpied the ocompartment with the writer and proved to be an amiable
ocompanion. He belonged to that group of people who own large traots
of land that is operated by Tenants. Conversation soon drifted from
Food Supply to Land Tenure, and the journey ended all too secon for the -
story of Land Tenure was a long one and exceedingly interesting. A
portion of the remaining summer was spent in visiting typical English
Farmsteads and some of the great estates. The sontentment of the
people, their apparent satisfaotion with the system, and the effieiency
and order exemplified by the farm home,naturally led to comparison @ith
American Tenancy. It was then resolved to look into our own system of
fenancy and satisfy some of the questions that naturally arose. This
opportunity did not oome until 1920.

Tenaney in the United States has,within recent years, eome to the
forefront as an Agrioulturel Economioc Problem. It was the originmal
intention of the writer to inocorporate the result of the general study
in this Thesis, but under the advise of those who direoted the study,
that plan has been abandoned and the Thesis has been confined to the
state of Miehigan.

The objective has been primarily to satisfy the interest of the
writer in those questions that arose after the war. A certain spirit
of unrest and dissatisfaetion on the part of Farmers of Michigan, that
bordered on rebellion against the present order, left the impression
that here was a system threatening the welfare of the state. The questions
then asked were about as follows,

1.Is tenaney in Michigan developing as to endanger the future of
Agrioculture?

2. Is Tenanoy bad, sooially, Eoconomiocally or Politiocally?

§: What 1o the Stave Poiley toward Aprioultural Lend? oo el

.'hntt-han be the ft}:turoyp:noy 1:55105‘:1': to Agrioultural Land?
ese and many other questions have arisen and an attempt has been
nade to answer them. Some questions have been found irrelevant. Others

merit more study. At the outset it was disoovered that statistiocal dats
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was exoeedingly meager. Some was decidedly incomplete, and some was
hard to seocure. Noone will appreciate the incompleteness of this study
more than the one who has made it,

More work should be done to determine some of the social relationships
of Tenants to their Oommunities. The future development of Cut=-cover
land and market possibilities for agricultural produets bears further
examination. Studies should be made of the Industrial Trend and surely
a more definite polioy for Agricultural Land should be adopted by the
Btate.

Grateful asknowledgment is here expressed to Professor W.0.Hedriok
and Professor J.T.Horner of the Department of Eoonomios, to Professor
Eben Mumford 6f the Department of Sooiology, to Mr. Verme Church of the
Fedoeral Orop Reporting Service for Michigan,and all who so generocusly
assisted by helpful oritiecism, and by providing material and direotion
in the study.

The Author
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In arriving at any oonoclusions on the relationship that Tenanoy
bears to Agrioulture in Miochigan, it must be borne in mind that data from
whioch such oconolusions are to be drawn is exceedingly meager. Some of
the data cannot be relied upon for a fine degree of acouracy. Since
statistical conolusions are only as valuable as the acouracy of the
source, there is a disinoclination on the part of the writer to place
undue emphasis on such oonclusions for Miochigan.

In choosing the Qensus Schedules of 1922 em# used in the study for
separate areas, only those were accepted that contained complete data as
recorded by the Supervisors. The areas were chosen in typiocal ocounties
in which the various types of Agrioulture prevailed.

Berrien County was selected, first because the Schedules for the
Townships included were fairly complete. 8econd, because these townships
predominated in intensive fruit culture. Third, because of the typical
soil for that area. Fourth, because of the apparent economiec independence
of the people and the very low percentage of Tenanoy, and fifth because
of the high aversge land value.

Antrin county was chosen because of its geographieal looation.

It is above the 46 Degree Mean Temperature ourvej is an area devoted to
intensive potato culture, and land values are low. The land has been
recently ocleared and some of it is still ocovered by the original forest.

Baton County was chosen because it represents a general type of
farming, is below the Mean temperature ourve, has good fnoilitiu in
the way of transportation and communiocation and was settled early in
the history of Michigan. Land values have been stabalised and Agri-
cultural aotivities have settled down to a more pornnoﬁt type than
found in new country. Tenanoy is fairly high.

Huron and Puscola Counties were taken together partly, because they
were settled about the same time and the type of farming is approximately
the same. The areas chosen for special study lie in elose proximity and
the faotors affecting one affect the other. Data from these tomships was
well recorded and seemed to be reliable.
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Lenawee County is an old eounty, in which Live Stock raising is one
of the chief Agricultural enterprises. It is in the southern tier of
counties and land values are high. Tenanoy is eorrespondingly high.
Bducationally it has a fair degree of advanocement and therefore affords
fair oomparison with some of the others.

Ogomaw County was chosen because it represents typiocal out over land.
It was utflod more recently and oontains much land that is of little .
value agrioulturelly. OCommunication and trensportation is limited because
of poor railread faeilities, though in recent years roads have been im~
proved affording fairly convenient opportunity for intereourse with other
areas. Population is sparee and some of the land has been exploited.

The entire group of counties if taken together will represent a
fair oross seotion of Michigan Agricultural Life. Map Number I will

show these areas in outline,

ANTRIM COURTY

This oounty had in 1929 a total mmber of 1,481 farms. 165 farms
were operated by Tenants. 99 of these were farmed on shares. The in-
orease in Tenanoy over a ten year period was from 7.4gi?n 1910 to 11.171?:1
1920, Antrim oounty still oontains much land owned by large lumber inter-
ests and some of this land is still undergoing the proocess of elearing.
The soil according to Surveys mede by tﬁo Geologiocal Survey Division in
cooperation with the U.8.Geologioal Survey, desoribes it as being hilly
in the Rast portion, of olay and elay loam oharacter, and having been laid
dom on the border of the Ice sheet. The western portion is of an en~
tirely different oharnotor.‘ Portions of it were laid down under the ioce
sheet and are desoribed as Till Plains. Bordering these areas are the
remains of anocient lake beds made up of thin sandy soils nearly level exoept
for low wind drifted ridges. This portion of the ecounty is of little
value agrioulturally.

As an example of exports from this area, a study made under the
direction of the Michigan Land Economio Survey for the year 1922-3
indiocates the Car Lot shipments from the various shipping points.

8ee next page.
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Potatoes
Grain
Vheat

Rye

Buockwheat

Beans

Seed

Sugar Beets

Piockels

cannl:d Goods
s

‘Lglv’; tg;ook

Pou

Misc.Agr.Prod.

Household Goods

Lamber

Ferns

Kiln Wood

Exceloier Bolts

Pulp Wood
Lo

g8
Posts

Shingle Bolts
Hes

Oedar Posts
Slab Wood

Olay
Misoellanebus

Total

Total Exports for Entire County 547

3

CAR LOT EXPORTS
Maneelona Central Lake Elmira Alden

_ Blk Rapids Bel Alb Fllsworth
si BE? si * ;2ir' 143 s; 55 Tt
1

1 1
3 g

- O\ P~
W
- h

~
NN

-
O W
a~N

o0

-

-

-

N\OAn
-t
NN
o
O\
E Y
\

22¢ 16 2
] 3

1749

20
2784 89 191
Car m‘g. . 9 3

3 1 1

197 135 195 187 14

OAR LOT IMPORTS

Potatoes
Greain
Wheat

Rye
Buockwheat
Beans

Seed

Sugar Beets
Piokels
Canned Goods
Apples
sze Stook
Poultry

Misocel. Agrl. Prod.

BQHQGOO‘.U
Lumber

Perns

Kiln Wood
Excelaier Bolts
Pulp Wood

Logs

Posts

Shingle Bolts
Ties

Cedar Posts
8lab Wood
Clay
Misoellaneious

Total

Coal and Coke (Domestioc)204

Gas and 011 160
gl.vo 8took ‘%
O:gor Poeods 56
8quash (Canning) 16
Grooeries 27
Misocel. Agr. Products 2
Lumber 17

Portable Houses
Shingles

Ties

Barrels

Boxes

Building Material
Pertilizer 10
Misocel.,
Total

Suvon-=

Here then is desoribed a portion of the exports and imports of

this geographic area.

It is not oomplete as will be understood when

less than ocar lot shipments are not recorded, and when automobiles and

trucks play such a large part in present methods of transportation.

a oonsiderably larger amount of goods ‘ani produce pass in and out by
these oonveyanoces must be recognized. However the fao‘\to be noted in

this partiocular group of commodities is that the Oounty is still very new

That






'y
and far from a permanent agrioculture. In other words the building of
a permanent agrioculture here is still in prooess and will ocontinue to
be for some time.

Oomparing the preceding tables with the table from Gensus of 1922
and it will be noted that much unimproved land remains and the di=-
versification in orops and livestook partiocularly characteristic of new
Agrioultural land is indicated. Here we find the Tenant enterprise in
almost every phase of Agrioultural prastioce larger than that of the
owner,

Tenanoy represents slightly more than & £ of the total land area.
Townships not developed agrioculturally being left out of this estimate,
if inocluded would bring the average to a still lower perocentage.

See next page for Summary
of 1922 Census
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SUMMARY
or
ANTRIM OQOUNTY =
!owggnlps :
STAR, MANCELOMA, MILTON, TORCH LAKE AND BANKS

Total for Owners Total for zotnl for Per Per
And Tenants 54 Tenants 643 Owners Tenant Owner

TOTAL AORES 59,955 A571 55384 g4.8  £5.8
In Orops of
Oorn A372 366 4007 6e7 6.2
Winter Wheat 99 72 921 1.3 1.4
Bpring Wheat A
Oats for Grain 2747 171 267 3.1 A2
Barley 2
Rye 21 2§ 1868 4.3 2,
Buokwheat 6%7 4 5? 1. 9
Potatoes 34 3 278 2}5 g.1 4,9
Clover and Tim.Hay g? 4 ? 0 1.2
Alfalfa Hay 1 27 2.7 2
Other Hay Orops 729 10 710 18 1.1
Field Beans 1197 112 1082 2.1 1.6
Soy Beans 20 14
6 a Beets 20 20
(]
ouo:-‘
Root and Truck 140 10 130
Mint 7 7
Woodlots 4296 2 3904 7.§ 7.2
Unimproved Land 20466 1391 12%7 24 2.6
Pasture or Idle 7087 gé /'y g. ge
Olover for ESeed 1%9 13 . .
"‘ré:oﬂly for Seed
le Trees 194 26 168 0 4.
r"?;oh Trees 3t1§132 3.2 5?077 % A6 4 1 %
Pear Trees 236? g 6282 1.5 2.7
Cherry Trees 7 g46 Ag2 15.0 o2
Grape Vines 2877 200 267 o7 '
Hives of Bees 312 2 210
Live Stook v
Horses 1411 96 1 21 1.7 2.0
Dairy Qows 216 2 4.0 2.
Other Cattle 18 93 177 1.7 .
Sheep 232 i 331 2
Swine 18 66 552 1.2 .
Silos 209 18 1;1 o3 o3

s  Supervisors Oensus 1922






- BERRIEN COUNTY

The Census of 1920 taken by the United States indicates that this
oounty ocontains 5,443 farms £03 of whioch are oocoupied by Tenantsy 545 are
rented on a share basis,

In oomparing the figures for tenant farms with those of the study
made from the 1922 Supervisors ocensus it muset be borne in mind that the
territery for the 1920 ocensus is inolusive of all types of farms and the
mmber for the areas studied in 1922 are inclusive only of intensive
fruit areas. Therefore the percentage of 1920 given as 14.& and for
1910 as 15.6 included general farms of the county in which other érOpc
than fruit were produoced.

The oamparisons in the special study of the township areas ineluded
in the summary are intended to show that fenancy in the highly specialized
orop oenters is of little signifieance. More will be siaid in this re=
gard when the general summary is made for the entire State.

Berrien County Soil is not unlike that of Antrim County. Each type
is oontained in about the same proportion. The difference however is in
latitude and in the division made by the Mean Temperature Curve of 46
Degrees. Berrien County lies well below this ourve and thus enjoys a
oonsiderably more favorable temperature for fruit produoction. It is also
more favorably located in the way of large markets for its produots.
Having water, rail and truck transportation developed to its fullest ex-~
tent it can take advantage of many markets within its reach to dispose
of the erops to advantage.

Land values in Berrien County as is shown in Map II show the average as
$90. per acre. This stands as fourth highest in the state. Other land
values being as follows, Wayne $148, Maoomb $99, and Oakland $92, In
all of these counties special faotors make for inoreased land value other
than value as Agrioultural Land,

A peculiar and yet natural observation made from a special 8chool
study of the Rural Sehools in the townships, showed among other Economio
sdvantages an overwhelming number of Radio sets as oompared with the

other eounties, The mumber was in almost exmot proportion to land values.
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Owner farmers in Berrien Qounty seem to oarry on the enterprise of
Grape production to a far greater extent than Tenant farmers. Aoceording
to the 1922 Census Summary the average owner farmer has 1391 v:l.n‘u per fara
while the tenant farmers has but 246.9 vines per farm. This is probably
a normal eondition., A strange oamparison that iay be questioned is in
the number of Cherry Trees per tenant farmer as oompared with owner farms.
The small number of tenant farms may introduce the variation. Since only
34 tensnts are compared with 1376 owners the probable error is no doubt
reiseds JNo other unusual factors are brought out by these various
ecmparisons that eannot be acocounted for in the ordinary process of analysis.

8ee next page for 1922 Census Summary.
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BENTON, ST JOSEPH, NEW BUFFALO, LINCOLN AND COLOMA

g

SUMMARY
or

BERRIEN OOURTY =

TOWNSHIPS

Total for Owners Total for

And Tenants
TOTAL ACRES 49,897
In Props of
Corn A}%
Winter Wheat 1817
Spring Wheat 13
Oats for Grain 2102
Barley 1
Rye 26
Buekwheat 01
Potatoes 632
g}gver andozi;;ﬂay M}g?
er Ha
HMeld Pe{e ?
Field Beans 17
8oy Beans 27
Sugar Beets
Cabbage 10
Onions 2
Root and Trudk Crops 943
Mint
Woodlots 490
Unimproved Land 510

Pasture or Tdle
Olover for Seed
Timothy for Seed
Pruit
Apple Trees
Peach Trees
Pear Trees
Cherry Trees
Grapes

Hives of Bees

Iive Stook
Horses
Dairy Gows
(s)'lt;her Cattle

e
Swine

8ilos

oR7aas

19511

1934239
266

s
2
2
54

34 Tenants
2400

7
1é

2

A1
g0
13

g2
1€3

3070

i
0
18359

6
11?

&

Supervisors Qensus of 1922

Total for Per Per
1376 Owners Tenant Owner
47,4%7 70.6  34.5
A 4 2,
A
1 1 L WY ) 1.4
9?2 . .
Ag2 1.3 oh
101
R S
S
17
23
10
2
gg5 1.4 6
408 8 2.2
327 S5¢4 2,
2 . 65846
B 5
56233 g6 26.8
1813478 245.9 139140
260 o2 o2
i T
ggg ?3 Ig
1059 3 K
51
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Predominating soils in Eeton Gounty are Sandy and Olay Loams with
considerable pro;;ortim of ‘lllﬂ.l and gravely sands; some being quite
stony with subsoil of clay. This county is situated well below the Mean
Temperature Ourve of 46 Degrees and well removed from the lake shores.
Looation being almest in the oenter of the lowar half of the Lower
Peninsula has made it subjeot to oon&ionl partioularly applicable to
general farming.

The Oensus of 1920 gives the total number of farms in Eaton County
as 3,323 and the number as farmbd by Tenants as 5§42, The mumber
farming on shares is give as 663 and the pereentage of tenancy for 1920
as 22.6 as against 1910 when it was 23,2, This slight decrease must
have been of a temporary nature as the study of the 1922 Census and the
inquiry into the special Townships indicates a somewhat larger perocentage.
However, since there are inagoursecies in both the latter it is not in
our province to state here the trend. It might better be accepted at
present as stationary.

Naton Qounty is not greatly influenced by the proximity of large
oities, except in the ease of lansing. S8ome farms have been left un~
worked for periocds of time or have been omly partially workeds ocoupants
of these being employed in the 1nduntr:l.u of the oity. The tendency now
seems to be for some of this land again to be placed under cultivation
more extensively. Eaton County ranks third in land value of the oounties
studied; having in 1920 an average land value of §5E. per acre. This
value is below the state average which is §75.4¢ '

In oomparison with this it will be noted that Tenanoy is generally
more prevalent in the northern states and in areas of less specializ-~
ation in Agrioculture. General farm practices not demanding as high a
degree of techniocal knowledge offer inducement to those with less
treining and who ocan carry on their enterprise without much of a handioap.

Baton Qounty has been unusually happy in the type of extension work
oarried on within its bounds. The old olassic that "the nearer a farm
area is to an Agricultural 00llege the less efficient the agrioculture'

does not hold in this instance. Agrioculture is carried on soientifiocally
and the Tensnt operates on a larger scale than the owner.
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SUMMARY OF
EATON COUNTY =
Townships of
EATON, OCARMEL, O AND ROXAND .

Total for Owners Total for Total for Per Per
And Tenants 211 Tenants 955 Owners Qgenant Owner

TOTAL ACRES £5%,906 20,701 65,205 98,1 68.1
I of ) . ’ .

“oorn 10194 2359 7835 11,2 8.2
Winter Wheat 4 252 6524 12,0 6.8
Bpr:l;r Wheat el %9 4 B '
Oats for Grain 7387 2170 520 10,3 5e4
Heiatd 2 o 2‘1‘23 22 0.8
Puokvheat 2 2 46 .05
Potatoes ” 1 222 . c?
Olover and Tim. Hay 141 5‘7 10 ‘603 11,
Alfalfa Hay 2 20 277 1. o3
Marsh Hay 10 8
Other Hay Crops 72 31 A1 o1 01
Pleld Peas 1g 1
Pield Beans 390 123 267; 5.8 2.8
8oy Beans 62 ;@ .Z
g ;r Beeots 122 “ 102 . o1
Onfons - { %

Root and Truock Orops
Mint 1 2 113
Unimproved Land 15}?2 1629 35;3 als 1009
oV . °
Pasture or Idle 12687 2?1)2 11;7 115. 11.8
Olover for Seed 98?2 g3 7 .g .
Timothy for Seed ‘
tlel'r 1504 2893 12252 13,7  12.8
o8 '] .
31’;01! !r:u go g 170 1272 o8 1.
Pear Trees 147 2 1274 1, 1.3
Cherry Trees 18 3 1518 1. 1.
Orape Vines 1424 2 1176 1.2 1.2
Hives of Bees 411 1" 400 o4
mt'l. eam 277’ 22'2 2, 2'4

Dairy Oow iy 1% ?1;3 A ?:
Otaer Gattle 284 1577 26 7e .
Swine 92 2438 gog 11. 7.

= Supervisors Oensus of 1922
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HURON AND TUSOOLA COUNTIES

The areas studied in these two counties are a.ddoining areas and
the soil and type of Agriculture is similar. See Map I showing location
of the two areas. .

The soil is mostly the remains of an old lake bed. It is desoribed
as Glacial Olay overlaid with soil of water origin. It is of flat oon~
formation, somewhat oovered with boulder and rubble material and is
rather poorly drained. The recession of the lake from this area in
previous ages has left a deposit of salt marsh land and low lying plains
that in time became ocovered with ferests of pine and some forms of hard
wood. The forest covering retarded evaporation of moisture, and since
little drainage was possible most of this area has been reclaimed from
what was early termed an impenetrable swamp. After the timber had
been removed and drainage providedythe land rapidly oame under oulti-
vation and was found to be rioh in the fertility necessary for beet and bean
production. These have been the principle orops of this area.

The population has been largely of foreign extraction, mostly of
German and Polish origin. The German element was first to enter this
area and only in recent years have Polish immigrants settled in what is
called the Thumb. The German element soon undertook to subdue the land
and osme into ownership early in the history of the state. umes of
towms, villages, schools and churches are of German origin, me cone=
tinued to retain many of the German habits and customs,

_ The census of 1920 records the mmber of farms in Huron County as
4,604, The number as farmed by fenants is 54% and the mumber of Share
Tenants as 261. Percentage of Temanoy in 1920 was 11.9 and in 1910

was 7.4 percent. The peroent of Yenanoy in 1922 of the speoial areas
studied was slightly over § per cent. As long as the population continues
to be strongly of the type it now is, Tenanoy will probably not increase

to any extemt. Should the eoconomioc conditioms change due perhaps to trans-
portation changes, market developments or otherwise, or should the
population change, Tenangy might inerease. However. cin.u the German and
Pole both prefer ownership to Tenanoy the latter will not inerease much.
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Tusoola County had im 1920 4,658 farms of which ¥1& were farmed
by Tenants. 526 were farmed on Share basis. In 1920 tenanoy was 17.6
peroent of the total and in 1910 only 13.3 per cent. This is slightly
larger than Huron and is due to a somewhat different soil and population
in the southwestern part of Tusocola. Land values in Tuseola are given
as §53. per acre and in Huron as §47.

SUMMARY OF
BURON OOUNTY »
POWNSHIPS OP
BROOKFIELD, SEBEWAING, WINSOR, FPATRHAVEN
Total for Owners Total for Total for Per Per
And Tenants 7% fenants §73% Owners Tenant Owner
TOTAL ACRES 75,621 785 68,836 g8.1 78.8
In Orops of
Oorn ‘ 762 217 6908 9.2 7.
Winter Wheat 671 406 655; 5. 7.2
8p Vheat 1 2
Oats for Grain 862 800 g0 10 9.2
Barley 2?2;‘3 223 2225 3.3 2.%
(] ° .
i"uok-ho.t g0 14 26 .13 .
Potatoes . 306 28 278 36 .
Olover and Tim.Hay 10048 933 911 12.1 10.
- Alfalfa Hay 171 15 1?2 19 o2
Y e 2 D
or
Pleld P:!l P ? 'y
Pield Beans 91 870 8268 1.2 9.5
Sov Beans 2 1
Sugar Beets 4222 547 567% 71 42
Cabbage 1 1
Onions 1? é
ll‘:o: and Pruck Crops 30 41 26% o5 o3
'
Woodlots 2 26 o2 0
Unimproved Land ?30 5%? Mgg 208 %.o
Pasture or Idle 15§0A 1064 12919 13,6 14.8
Glover for Seed 0 34 566 o4 o6
Timothy for Seed 2 2
Mth Tree 1989 2617 17278 A0 19.8
| ] C °
leggoh Trees 212 14 2 ’ o2 9.2
a:u- !r;;: }8;& : 1 } 92 }. 1.3
L] o8 o O
Gvn;ow Vines 4225% 1 552 #0525 20.2 Ag.
Hives of B 40 1 4 2 .
wpe e v me 29
0 . .
gﬁhﬁ!‘ Cattle m72 egg o 037 3.
(] . .
Swine ¢des 600 6ote 7€ 7
Silos 227 10 217 o1 o2

= Supervisors Census of 1922

Bee next page for Summary of Tuscola Oounty
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SUMMARY
or
TUSOOLA OOUNTY =»
TOWNSHIP OF

GILFORD, FAIRGROVE, DENMARK AND AKRON
Total for Owners Total for Total for Per Per

35

s Bupervisors Oensus of 1922

And Tenants 167 Tenants 1081 Owners Tenant Owner
 TOTAL AORES 92,712 15,383 770329 92.1 7145
In Oropc of
T - 1‘ ‘ 1 60 [ ]
'intor Wheat 226#3 1064 79 g 6.7 ;.g
8Spring Wheat 4 10 o1 04
Oats for Grain 1 2 200 g 12.0 8.8
Barley . 1 5 52 2. 2.
Rye 8 & . °
Buckwheat , § 126 22 . ol
Potatoes 10 6 5 . .
Olover and Tim.Hay 105‘32 1826 7 og 11.0 6.5
Alfalfa Hay (3 4 5 o1 .
Marsh Hay 1 1
Other Hay Orops 173 A6 126 3 e
Field Peas 1 2 14
Pield Beans 1o&oo 1935 8462 1.6 7.8
loy Beans
ar Beets 63A2 1601 A 9.6 4.6
Gafbuge 3 ¥
Root t and Truok 0 ' . .
Root ok Orops 3 1 1$ 3;2 1 3
Woodlots 6074 74 2 A, A.g
Pasture and Idle 20077 16351 21.9 15.1
Clover for Seed 512 ; 65 . °
Timoth for Seed 3 3
Fruit ,
09 24,
PoBah Trees ’° e ot o B
Cherry Frees 239 é’fgﬁ 14 2%
[ ) °
an;:y Vines 935? 203 9762 1.2 940
Hives of Rees 37 385 o2 oA
Live stocl' .
g::l Oattle Zgas :‘ ; o 2'; 3‘3
L ) ° .
g:hz Cattle 2 ;9 $§o %ggé ?.g $,1
e 4683 & 45 s} 58
8ilos 262 327 o2 o3
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LENAWEE COUNTY.

Lenawee Jounty belongs to the famous southern tier of counties in
the Lower Peninsula of Michigan. It was chosen because of the fact that

in 1920 the percentage of Tenancy in Lenawee was the highest of any
oounty in the state. The 1920 Census indiocates that at the time the
Census was taken 30.7 per oent of the agricultural land was oooupied by
Tenants, This was an inorease of 3.5. percent over 1910. In 1910

8t Joseph oounty shared honors with Lenawee in having the same percentage
of tenanoy 1.e. 26.9. 8t Joseph County in 1920 had 20.4 perocent

Tenanoy, Lenawee having a small margin of .3 of 1 peroent.

Lenawee was chosen rather than 8t Joseph because of the type of
Agrioultural enmterprise. In the last deeade it has beoome a livestook
County. During the past year many thousands of sheep have been brought
in from other areas and fed until prime for the markets of the east.
Swine feeding is a great enterprise and one in which Tenants have the
lions share. The Census of 1922 reveals the faot that Tenants in Lenawee
fod an average of 22.7 swine per tenant to 6.9 swine per owner farmer.
Nearly every other Agriocultural Activity is engaged in to a greater ex~
tent by Tenants than by owners. Acreage of Tenant farms is 88.5 to
Owners %0.A. Lenawee had in 1920 5,080 farms. 1561 were farmed by
Tenants of which 1,040 were on a share basis.

Lenawee Soil is desoribed in a Special Bulletin published by the
Michigan State Oollege, on Farm Land adjacent to Detroit. The territory
studied is oomposed of Sandy Lake Bed formation, and Lake Olay. The
Drainege is fairly good and the area including Lenawee County is of
almost exact similarity to the Thumb area, exoept that it is drained
in a more satisfactory manner.

Goomph:lul], it is also located more favorably since it is on the
main highways and in reach of splendid markets for its produce. Rail
roads also are favorably distributed over its entire area and furnish an
outlet as well as a means of bringing in supplies.

Buing=ens—of-tho-firet-sombtor—to-bodoveloptt2t—hur—Iong<einee
Being one of the first counties to be developed it has long since emerged
from the construotive period of Agrioulture and has settled down to a
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system of farming that can be desoribed as fairly permanent. Land values
are high, and therefore less likely to be farmed extensively by owner
farmers. %The gradual incease in Tenanoy in this region indiocates some
speculation in land and also a change in population. It has not yet
been touched by the influence of the great oity of Detroit. It must for
some time remain as a purely agricultural area. Tenanoy will probably
inorease for some time though not to any alarming extent.

Its population is made up largely of early Am riocan stock of English
descent and a sprinkffling of those other northern European peoples who
nigrated to America in its early history.

The type of people must normally be o].au:lf:loﬁ as Nordie if one uses the
latest term of the Ethmologist. .

' 8ooial organisations have undergone a great change within recent
yoars. Religious life as indiocated by Church astivity is marked by de~
eadence. Many Chureh organisations are abandoned and these structures
are soattered about the Jounty and stand as monuments to a ohanging order
and in a measure to the decadence of the early religious life. Commmieations
and methods ‘of travel have wrought their ehange and in turn may be
partially responsible for the change. Young people are moving cityward,
and farming is carried on in measure by older men, or younger tenants.

The end of the present tremd is not yet. Prediotions ventured on
the basis of present faots would be hasardous. Too many faotors are
entering in today to life in Michigan to make for hard and fast rules.
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SUMMARY
OF
LENAWEE OOUNTY =

TOWNSHIPE OF
BLIBSFIELD, OGDEN, DEERFIELD, AND PAIMYRA

28 g8 Iw
Dairy Oattle 1187 2
Other Cattle gég 21#2
Sheep 7 1 127
Swine 13142 5922 7220
Silos 169 46 123

fotal for Owners Total for Total for Per Per
And Tenants 261 Tenants 10%1 Owners  Tenant Owner
fotal Acres 76,127 23,102 53,025 8.5 5044
I. - - of _ i .
oom" 2131 66 ; 14686 22.4 14.0
g:lntor 'hl;u: _6013 1 5%7 45(2)6 .87 4.33
[} o o
Ogtl or ;ra:ln 13018 21? 8903 15.7 Sog
bt oW o ho
l:::'hut 214 18‘ 1 . .1
t o o
‘Slm;‘-" and Tim Hay 655 ao9§s 4322 7.8 :
Alfalfa Hay 3228 g 2260 3e7 2.
gthor gq Orops 1g 1g
Pield Peas 18 10 g o
:hlg Beans . ] 6
eans
soyu- Beets 1148 o83 66; 1.9 6
0:11 bage 5 1
Onions
l’:o: and Truok Orops 982 24% 7&2 9 o7
Woodlots 2116 1143 2971 W 2.8
Unimproved Land 2&7 2205 A144 g.4 3
Pasture or Tdle 7692 209 5600 .0 5.2
Clover for Seed 5?# 214 360 8 .
ri:othy for Seed . ,
Apple Trees 20496 5329 12‘1)67 20.4  14.4
Peach Trees 2016 é& n 2'2 2.9
Pear Trees 8 ZE 2181 . 1
Grape Vines. 793 1493 ot} &1 3
| ] . .
H:ll‘:g: of Bees 5 25 ?00 o2 .Z
Li;o Stoock 2 5 . g
orses °
5 2.
7

N
N AN
[ ] ® ® 6 & o
n
[ ]
-

= Supervisors Qensus of 1922
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OGEMAW COUNTY
16 dogress and 16 in vhes Lo kmomhs ihe SHew Gutoorer Lo Phe acon:
studied lies in a basin that might be desoribed as till plain, and of
moraine and sandy lake beach origin. Some ten years ago it was eleared
of forest and partially developed agrioulturally. Olimatioally it is
unfavorably located for Agriocultural purposes. Seasons are short, soil
as a rule is poor and thin and communication and transportation is
handicapped by laok of railroads and roadways. Te sparse population makes
difﬂ.oul%ho provision of adequate school facilities, or the building of a
social struoture of any great significance.

This area is typical of much of the land north of the Mean femperature
Ourve of 46 degrees and will be disocussed further in the general summary.

Population is of mixed origin, Many of the pioneer settlers are still
in the county and oocupy the same land they developed. A certain love
for the pioturesque hills and valleys of this area seems to impress the
people GAEMEENNEY and hold them there regardless of meager economio
rewards. Most of the population is what might be descoribed as Amer-
iocen stook, Some signs of degeneration were noted on the writers visit
through this seotion. OCommunities in which too frequent intermarriage
has taken place noel' to have evolved a few degenerate individuals. In
the little village of Lupton this condition was particularly observed.
Lapton is an old lumber village. The railroad has ceased to entice
oommerce and the people down in the pooket of the hills have experienced
a period of isolation that no doubt has tended to produce the conditions
mentioned above.

Tenanoy is not a great factor. The Census of 1920 gives the number
of farms as 1281 and the mumber of tenants as 162 of which 69 were share
tenants. The percentage is given for 1920 as 12.6 and in 1910 as 7.1
percent. This again is not amn alarming inorease when compared with the .
small population of the county and the relatively meager possibilities
for future development.

Bduocational facilities are limited beocause of the Eoconomie

limitations. What is true of Ogmw' county is also true of a great
many other counties of this northern area. More will be said regarding
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this in the final summary.

Looking back over the desoription of these various counties it can
be-seen that types of soil, agriculture, peoples and geographic dis-
tribution is varied in sufficient degree for generaliszationm.

While the data seoured is not all of equal weight and importance
it is of sufficient value for oomparative study to provide a basis for

the eonclusions to follow,

SUMMARY
OGEMAW COURTY =
TOVNSHIPS OF
LOGAN,WEST BRANCH, HILL, RICHMOND
Total for Owners Total for otal for Per Per

and Tenants nants 600 Own
Total fu-oago 71,422 gzz; 66159 ore 5;?;“ (1)'1’3:;
In Orops of
Gorn 3087 336 2751 5e 4,6
g:lntor :gea: 2?'; i5 226 2 o4
prins ea 10
Oats for Grain 3943 492 3501 748 8
Barley %o 19 ?&6 o3 4 .
Rye 2 #; 200 2047 3.2 3.2
Buockwheat 223 19 2 o3 .
Olover and Pimothy A35s % 224 133 5
. y ) )
A B SR
Other Hay Orops ° 141 27 1?2 “ .2
Pield Peas 604 &1 52 1. 9
Pield Beans 1368 202 1162 3.3 1.9
Soy Beans . 12 1 g 2
ons
‘n’:::laﬁ fruek Orops 218 22 16 ok .
0 1 . .
Unimproved Land 3 6% 123 ZO Sgog & .é
Pasture or Tdle 840 0 7801 9.6 13,0
Olover for Seed 350 9 341 o1 6
ﬂ:othy for Seed
le Tr 5 of
Poach Trees o I . T
Pear Trees 47 52 42 & .Z
greve Tinge w1 ‘
Id.;e Stock q “7 ! 5 ! 3
orses 1 1 o .
Dairy Cattle 213'752 122 1240 33 2.;
gg:r Oattle 25028 2 g E 1 . s.a
Bw:l.ng ?6#5 1;? 157; ;; 2:§
8ilos g2 A 78 o1

* Supervisors Census of 1922
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GENERAL CONCLUSIONS AND SUMMARY
Questions involved.

1. What is the trend of Tenanoy in Michigan? Will it continue
to develop in the future as it has in the past?
2. (a) Is Tenanoy in Michigan Harmful?

(b) Is the present inorease of Tenanoy a menace to Agrioulture,
and the Eoonomie and Social welfare of the state?
3. Is tenaney more common among certain types of peoples than
. smong others.
& Is Tenanoy more common among oertain types of agrioulture than
among others?
Se What forms of tenancy are most oommon?
6.  What shall be the future polioy toward Agricultural Land? Bhall
Tenanoy be discouraged? Oan anything be done to retard or inorease
Tenanoy in Miochigan?

1« What is the trend of Tenanocy in Michigan? Will it oontimue to
develop in the future as it has in the past?

The trend of Tenanoy has been to inorease slightly in the areas
where general farming praoctioces prevail and where land values at the
same time are high. A slight inorease is also noticed in the
central ‘portion of the Upper Peninsula and a few oounties in the
northern portion of the Lower Peninsula. See Map VII AND TABLE Page 23,

It is the belief of the writer that Tenancy in Michigan will not
inorease greatly exocept in a few counties where land values ocontinue
to rise and where general farming will ocontinue to be practioced.

2. Is Tenanoy in Michigan harmful? It would be unfair to faots of
the ease to venture an unconditional KO, Its inorease, while by no
means rapid, is fairly oconstant. In the viocinities of large cities
such as Detroit, Flint, Pontiac, Grandrapids, Lansing and other in-
dustrial oenters the rapid subdivision, for residential purposes, has
removed much land from the field of agricultural praectice.
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In these areas tenanoy is no longer a faotor. Along the shores of the
Great Lakes and the areas surrounding the inland lakes the useof land

for Resort purposes has also removed much land from use for growing

orops. In the intensive areas of highly specialized orops, Tenaney will
never be a great faotor as it seems to be a rule within this astate, that
farms demanding highly specialized training for operators, are not in

the Tenant oclass. The reasons for this are so obvious that space will
not be given to a disoussion of thems Land in the Upper Peninsula and
the upper part of the Lower Peninsula, partioularly that portiom lying
above the Mean Temperature Curve of 46 degrees, sontains a very small
perocentage of tenanoy. (See Maps IV V VI VIII for Oomparison). The

reason is not primarily due to temperature and short seasons but also
because of distance from potential markets and a soil not generally adapt=
ed to a large farming program. The upper part of the lower Peninsula

and the Upper Peninsula ocontain lands that average not more than §30.

(See Map 1I.) It has been stated elsewhere that low land values and high
tenanoy do not go together. vmpro land oan be ol;tdnod so cheaply, owner=-
ship is made easy and fenancy as a stepping stone is only nominal.

In the lower portion of the Lower Peninsula where land values are
higher there is found a correspondingly high rate of tenanoy, (See Map ¥III)
but not in the measure to constitute a menace to the welfare of the state.
3¢ Is tenanoy more common among eertain types of people than among
others! The situation was exsmined to determine the faots relating to
the case and it was found that no ocorrelations eould be developed along
this line, A general impression that really is not fully substantiated
is that immigrants seek ownership more sealously than native Ameriocans,
meaning by native Americans, those descendants of our early pioneers, who
came to this ocountry to eseape from so oalled Old World Tyranny. Tenanoy
is not apparently oonfined to any partioular reee or group in the state.
It does not seem to be related in any way to races, or nationalities.
latioul‘d.‘%%oh as the German, Pinnish, Polish and Scandinavian seem to have
deep seated desires for ownership and in the areas where these people
settle the tendenSy has been for them to soquire land as soon as possible.



P



21

4. 1s Yenancy more ocommon smong certain types of agrioculture than
among others? 4

From the study of the éuperdlon Oensus of 1922, the various
Oensus of the United States, and special inquiry of each County studied,
it is very apparent that Tenanoy is not very ocommon in the areas devoted
to Fruit Parming, Potato growing and other highly specialized orops
requiring unusual skill and managment. The reason is no doubt simple
enough. In these forms of Agriculture a minismm of land is required and
suceess in the enterprise depends more upon the skill and teohnique of
the operator than upon the land itself. 8kill and high development
of ability im produoing the speeialised orops are largely a matter of
education and since education requires an outlay of capital, the individual
who would ordinarily be found in the elassifiocation of tenant would not be
able to reach this degree of preparation.

General Farming,which will molu'i“o‘,:mo'siook. grains, hay and
products common in our general farming areas,naturally tends to have a
higher peroentage of tenancy. %he agrioultural ladder, a phrase that
has beoome ocommon in reeent years, when speaking of the way toward
ownership, has in it this rung ealled tenancy, which a large propertion
of farmers must experience who wish to obtain ownership without capital.
S8ince general farming oan be learned thru a rather short period of apprent-
ioeship, as a farm hand, and requires no great financial outlay, it natur-
ally follows that this type of farming has the greatest pereentage of
!onanoy’:ln the northern states. This is amply demonstrated in Miohigan.
Both Baton and Lenawee Qounties have yielded data pointing to this
tendenoy very emphatiocally. So it may be said without uncertainty that
Tenanoy in Miochigan has naturally followed this path. It has been
largely oonfined to the general farming areas. These areas are indiocated
in Map Number VIII

5« What forms of Tenaney are most oommon? Share tenanoy is most
common in Michigan amounting, acoording to the 1920 Oensus to 12.1 percent.
Cash Tenancy icludes sbout 5.6 pereent.of all farms. Proportion of

Tenancy has been about the same over the period in which we have records.
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The Supervisors Oensus of 1922 made no inquiry into this subjeot and
thereforesuppies us with no data for eomparisons. The Census of 1925
has revealed an inerease in Cash Tenanoy in some parts of the state but
since the final statistios on this are not available a oonolusion can
not be advanced as to the trend at present. .

There must inevitably be a ocorrelation between the Esonomic and
S8ooial oconditions of a people and there is no doubt a correlation of
these oonditions as related to Tenanoy. The tables summarising the
Oensus data for the Qounties studied show quite generally a larger enter-
prise per tenant than owner. Orop averages are larger per tenant, as
are averages for live stook and work amimals, Aoreages too are generally
larger for Tenants than for owners. The question that eannot be answered
here is that of the relatiom soeially. Is the tenant as well off
sooially as he is eoconomiocally?! Inquiry made of approximately 100
eo=~operative managers in the fall of 1924 brought forth the impression
that tenant farmers did not take the vital interest in oco-operative
marketing organizations that owner farmers did. In the fruit areas so
foew tenants were encountered that the inquiry in that seotion was of
no value. In the general farming distriots the tenant farmer took
little interest in the cooperative grain elevators or in the livestook
shipping assoociations. The writer was informed that the reason for this
was without question the short time lease, and often the lask of desire
to invest money in an enterprise that nighﬁ not be of use the following
year. In the dairy seotions and centers about diiry enterprises, tenants
took an active part in the cooperative oreamery or station. The reason
being that no great economio outlay was required and there seemed no
period of waiting, and further, stook oould generally be disposed of at
a profit should the holder find it necessary to move to another community.

Special inquiry in the form of 130 questionaires sent to the rural
toanhorq elicited the general opinion that the Tenant did not take
as much interest in the schools as did the owner farmer. Less interest
was taken by the tenant in the churches of the community, and a
goneral inference was that the Tenant was indifferent toward community

enterprises.
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FARM AND PARM AOCREAGE, WITH PERCENTAGE OF FARM LAND INPROVED
AND TENURE

OENSUS OF
Numb ulMIUHIGAl ed t
er rov: Peroent Average aoreage
Land in Im{nnd Farm er Farm
of Farms in Land IIE Tmproved

Parms | (dopes),  Barms  Improved Lend Land_
m"""ng.kos 14,541,461 9,846,841 67.7 g1 61

ﬁgu‘:_ 139,674 12,126,947 £,163,83%  67.3 8647 5.4

ditlonal - ' 49 535 2,412,514 1,663,005  69.8 123.5 £6.2
Manager = 5319 587,691 272,352 6.3 25%.5 117.4
!‘omntl -
Share - 340722 3,903,609 2,806,328 71 112.4
shn'a-cuh 23'250 g

N

2,8 2 2,0 2. 122, s o1
See R OIEVIR M W B
Unspecified 9; 178;92 122,679 687 105:8 71.9
Entire State196,447 19,032,961 12 925 521 6749 96.9 65.8

NUMBER OF FARMS BY TENURE, WITH PER CENT DISTRIBUTION
FOR MICHIGAN
1880 to 1920
Miohigan 1920 1910 190 1890 1880 1920 1910 1900 1890 1880
g::u m196.u7 206,960 203,261 172,344 154,008 30030 100.0 #00.0 170.0100.0
L)
l(m:or 161,725 174,271 171,048 148,208 138,597 2.3 84.7 8h.0 86.0 9.0
Tenant 34,722 32,689 32,213 24,136 15,411 17.7 15.8 15.8 14.0 10.0

shi
Sh:::cah!}ﬂoZ 21,248 22,482 15,924 10,396 12.1 10.3 11,1 9.2 6.8

Cash and 11,020 11,441 9,731  £,212 5,015 5.6 5.5 4.8 4.8 3.3
Unspeoified

United States 38,1 37.0 35.3 28.4 25.6

B et MToHIGAR ~ “uTsT OmfisisT1916 920~ ~

FARM opm!ons. BY AGE AND TENURE, WITH PIRUINTAGE OF
TENANTS IN EACH AGR GROUP. 1920 1910

TENANTS
_AL_L‘L)LMR_S. _O_M_S Number A;.J. opor:ton
Roporting 196,44 §‘°so 99006 172,510 3732 329 12“ 108
A;l; Ropors’t‘l .07 % 22(7’ gg; 15 ;Ag ;a' Ze:éZ‘i 1610 151&
nder 5 2 ; ?s 2,974 2 .?1 é.z o1
5- —2‘ 37.52 );. 59 e;. 93 23.3%2 1 510 1‘.715 ol 1;.:;
B PRoE LR IR Y
5025;:: Z:égo 23;21% 52409 2 Hs% g5A 12069 49 ks
Porting 2,370 652 1,867 564 452 65 19.1 10.0
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6.  What is the State Land Polioy? What shall be the future polioy
‘toward Agricultural Land? ghall fenancy be discouraged? Can any~-
thing be done to retard or inerease !onanoy. in Michigan?

Michigan is still a new state so far as Agricultural Development is
-aonoerned. Definite poliocies have not been possible that would compre=
hend the whole state so long as population was in flux, so long as
industries made such rapid inﬁoad.n in absorbing country population and
land, and so long as the persistent polioy of outting off the timber
oontinmued. Now that the lumbering stage has passed and vast areas are
denuded of virgin forest, some effort is being manifest toward a partial
restoration of stripped land. A forestry program has begun to shape
iteelf, though at this writing it is of so little significance that the
farmer is hardly aware of it. Population is still in transit. Specu-
lation in oute=over land, over development of eertain areas unadapted to
agrioultural practices has led to much unrest and shifting of population.
Mentioning again the Mean Temperature Curve as a dividing line; muoch of
the land to the north of it must inevitably be unprofitable for general
agrioulture. A study of the auditor generals report for the year 1924
reveals the faot that many of the nmorthern ocounties are failing to pay
expenses. In order to meet costs of providing schools, roads and salaries
for oounty offiocials, as well as other eounty expenses, other portions
of the state must bear the additional expense. Much of the land while
fertile and eapable of producing good orops, is climatiocally handioapped,
and geographically removed from good market centers.

Many studies are being made by the State Department of Oonservation,
under the Geologioal Survey. These studies are valuable in that not omly
the resources of the upper portion of the state are being determined
but the economic and social conditions are being defined.

Obviously today too much land is being used for agrisultural
purposes that should be devoted to a reforestration program. Oost of
eounty government in ocutover land areas is continually inoreasing and
inoome is deereasing. Land ocontimues to revert to the state. This land
should be planted to trees as soom as possible. Qounties should be

oonsolidated in order to reduce cost of govermment. The geographiocal
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boundaries of a oounty today are out of tune with our modern methods of
travel and communication. Distances do not mean what they did before the
automobile, PFour sounties today eould be oconsolidated and one set of
officials acoomplish what it mow takes four to do. This change is
ineviteble or otherwise the land in many counties will revert to the

state because of exoessive taxes.. Purthermore the people of the group
that must shoulder the tax burdem will become inorsasingly opposed to -
such wasteful practices. While this statement is not a speoifio ieforonoo
40 Tenanoy it must be borne in mind that the people now shouldering the
greater burden of taxatiom live where ﬁnd‘ values are highest and ‘in the
areas where a high percentage of tenancy prevails. It is inevitable

that tenancy will increase in these sections as long as such a odndition
exists. ‘ ’ ‘

In a eertain measure Tenancy ean be d:l.lM.d. but only as it is
made easier for the young farmer to aoquire ownership of land. Amerioan
people are so eonstituted that they will prefer ownership with hardship
to tenancy and prosperity. As taxes inorease and other eosts mount
proportionately, ownership of land becomes less possible for those with
limited means. The rung of Tenancy im the Agricultural ladder must be~
came of inereasing length. As it inoreases in length the t.nnbor of
tenants will inerease. At least this will be true in the seotions where
general farming is praotioced and where land values remain high.

Tenanoy in Michigan however 1s not yet an alarming condition.
Generally speaking, the system as followed in this state has led to
ownership. It is however on the inorease. American people will for
many years to come look uwpon it with misgiving. A ocertain percent of
tenants will remain so, not of ehéice but of necessity. Inability on
their part, shiftlessness, poor managment, and misfortune will keep them
in the ranks of the tenant. The better fitted individuals will olimb
the ladder and reach the top of ownership.

Tenanoy is as bad as the bad tenant and the bad landlord. Both oan
funotion in a way to destroy the best and the finest in the soeial fabrio
of oountry 1ife. Ihtitutions oreated for the upbuilding of the sooial
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and moral struotures of Country Life die from want of vital interest
of the people oconcerned. The pioture of vacant and weather worn churches
all over the state of Michigan is not so muoch that great institutions
have died, for some of them probably never did render much of a servioce,
but that they are Jf momumentsto failure. Each year of ravage of sun,
wind,and storm makes them more fitting examples of fdlm.s Failure, on
the part of the people to put them to some use, and too often examples
of the passing of an interest when owner farmers left the land to a
disinterested tenant.

those who have devoted much time to studies of the best forms of
fenancy have deoclared unanimously in favor of the Share type of tenanoy.
The long time lease as used in England does not seem to be prastical in
this ocountry, but written agreements with olear mdoﬂ%t"i‘ m part of both
owner snd tenant are sbsolutely essential. Under these conditions
opportunity for financial advancement is afforded the tenant, and a fair
return from the investment ?f the omer. If oconditions are not ideal, and
frequently they are not, it becomes a wasteful prastiocs, resulting in
land robbery, in a poorer social eommunity,and a laek of interest on
the part of the tenant in those common enterprises and associations that
make for the best of a people living togekhher.

Michigan should have a land policy comprehensive enough to em=
brace the whole realm of Agrioultural life. At present the multipliocity
of bureaus and agencies have a wealth of material in vaults and storage
that tell a wonderful story. This should be used. A Gouncil of all
these agencies should establish a policy that aimed to solve the
problems stated above. Many years of splendid work have been done by
faithful servants of the state. Their services should merit the
reward that ocomes in using construetively the lessons they have learned.
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