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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION TO THE STUDY OF THE TREND OF FARM POPULATION

AND LAND OWNEBARSHIP IN SLITH COUNTY

All through their history the American people have lived and dev-
eloped in the presence of sbundant lznd. If a farm failed to produce
profitably the occupants would merely move to the frontier and take up
new land., In the few years prior to ninetsen hundred the frontier, as
a large detemining factor in the life of our people, ceased to exist.,
Kany farmm problems arose.

The spread of the machine process has reised many problews which
we have to puzzle over. Power farm machinery has made it possible for
one man 1o do the work which formerly requirea the services of many
men, One man can tarm wmore land than formerly.

4 short history has been prepared as an introduction to this

study of the trend of farm population and land ownership in Smith Coun-

ty.

SMITH COUNTY HISTORY

Smith County was named in honor of kajor nathan 3mith of the sec-
ond Colorado Cavalry. He was killea at the Battle of tne Blue. Jsuith
County is on the northern tier of counties, bordering on Nebraska on
the north, and is the sixth east of the Colorado and Kansas dividing

lines. Its soil, like that of contiguous counties in Kansas and




Nebraska, is very easily worked, absorbs moisture readily, and retains it
remarkably. BEighty-five per cent of the land of Smith County is upland,
and the remaining fifteen per cent is bottom. In the latter part of the
nineteenth century two per cent of the land was in forest (Goverament
survey), and ninety-eight per cent was prairie land. The average width
of the bottom lands of the Solomon River is five miles, and the general
surface of the uplands undulating, with bluffs in the neighborhood of
the principal streams. The timber of the county is cottonwood, elm,
oak, and cedar. This forms narrow borders on the banks of the Solomon
and its trivutaries. In the southern and central portions of the county
limestone of an excellent guality abounds; and in the northern section
an inferior article of sandstone. Gypsum of good quality was discovered,
but not in large quantities. XFrequent experiments were made to find
stone coal, but it was not developed sufficiently to pay.l

The principal stream in Smith County is the Solomon River, which
flows in a southeasterly direction., It has many tributaries, the
Cedar, Beaver, East Beaver, and other streaus flowing south and south-
east; Oak, Middle Oak, West Oak, and Possum Creek flowing southeast.
In addition to these, two arms of White Rock Creek flow in a southwest-
erly airection.2

The first settlers in what is now Smith County were John Rhodes,
Jd. K. Belk, Ambrose Oldaker, B. F. Myers, J. H. Johnson, and J. C.

Morrisson. They came in the fall of 1870, The following season

1. Andreas, A, T, Kansas History, p. 908,
2. Ibid.




Thomas Lane and Anthony Robertson came bringing their families. H. H.
Granholz, H, wenshoff, h, 3inman, J. uider, J. kldredse, Thomas Jecker,
James R, Decker, T, J. 3Burrow, d., F, albright, Charlss sStreart, T, J.
Tompkins, W. #. George, ana Fred W, wagoner also came. Colonel Camp-
bell built the first stone house in 1877. uirs. wary reboles was the
first woman to settle in tne county. she became a resident of Lin-
coln township in the fall of 1870, Amorose VUldaker, probably the
first settler in the county, made a home on Oak Creek. This was twelve
miles north of Cawker City. In 1880 he removea to washington lerritory.
The first homesteader, Christopher Noggels, took a claim on 3eaver Crsex
in June, 1871. The first marriage in the county was I, J, surrow ana
wiss R. J. wvanlap, the cerewony being performea in Smith Ventre Town-
ship, vctover .id, 1372, oy neverend n., £. Albrighé. wvuring the same
year the following marrieges took pilace in the county: George 3oyd and
Inez Fokkoi; charles Stewsrt and Ida kKeeler; T. J. Tompkins and Flora I.
Potter; John Dillon and Julia Ann walling.b

4 son of Christopher Noggels was the first child born in tne coun-
ty. ne was born august 25, 1371, in Centre Township. The first grocery
store was established in Houston Township in the spring of 1871, by
C. P, iewell, Fred W, Vwagoner, of Lermantown, opened & general merchan-
dise store in wspril, 1871. The following year he became the first
Post master at Germantown. The first postoffice estaolishea in Suith
County was at Cedarville, in July, 1371, John Johnston was first lFost-

master.

T Amreny, K. T, Ransay nistory, p. J96.
4, Ivid.




The first school was taught in the fall and winter of 1671 oy
krs. W, M., Skinner, This was at Gaylord. <rhe first attoraey, . L.
3urr, taught school in Smith Centre in the fali of 1872, after teach-
ing a tew weeks his lew practice claimea his full time, and liiss
Alice Campbell was engaged and finishea the school tem for him.

. L . s o o
She occupied the building known a3 the old courthouse.

County Organization ana klections

Smith County, containing YyuJ syuare mileg, was organized in 1872,
with a population of 3,387b. Irhe county seat was rirst located &t
Cedarvillie, now kxnown as Leaar, in the soathwest portion of the coun-
ty. The first Commissioners appointea by the voveraor of the otate
were George Liarshall and Fred w. wagoner. James d. Johnston was tne
first County Clerk. The first meeting of tne board was held at Ced-
arville, imarch 9, 1s72. At the april meeting the county was lsiu
off into townships: rawnee, higley, German, Cedar (=70a chanced to
Harvey), Houston, &nd Holle.nd.6

At the first county election, held June 2b, 1872, the votes of
four touwnships were thrown out for illegality. In woveuwoer, 1g7z2,
the county seat was removed to 3mith Centre by a vote of 275 for that

place, ninety-two for Cedarville &nd eighty-one for Gaylora./

5. Andreas, A, T. Lansas History, p. Ju8.
6. Ibid. pp. 908, 909Y.
7e Ibid. Pe 999,




CITIES AND TOWNS

Accoraing to the United states Census requirement, unless a vil-
lage has 2,500 residents, the population is classea as rurai. oaince
none of the villiages in smith County have a population of 2,50. in-

habitants there are no cities in the couaty.

smith Center

smith Center is located near the geographical center of the coun-
ty in Center Township. It was first spellea Smith Centre. The popu-
lation is 1,670, accoruilng to the 194U Census. ine town emerged trom
insignificance when the county-seat question was settled in her favor,
and since that time has had a steaay, healthy l—grou‘ch.‘o

The Smith Centre town company was incorporated in Sevtember, 1871,
with a capital stoci of ¢l2,000=====120 shares of 100 each. uuring
the year 1376, it was aiscovered that the town company, as such, could
not lawfully perfect titles to land, and the cororation was dissolvea.
The lznu, consisting orisinally of a whole section, was taken up by
partises intercsted unaer the houmestead law, except one quarter-section,
which was reservea u#s a town site, unuer the town-site act, ani the

J
title was periected in 1375.

Gaylord
The town of Gaylord, named in honor of C. L. Uuaylora, of sar-

shall County, ~ansas, was tirst settlea in January, 187l. <IThe post-

8. Andreas, a. T. kansas History, p. 209.
Jo Ibid., p. v1U.




ofrice was estavlisned in 1871, 7The town is locatea on tiae eust Junk
oi Beaver Creek, near the 3olomon, on rolling prairies, with fringes
of timber on the two streams in the vicinity. The population in lJau

was 2a38.*V

veaar
Ceasr, Cedarville =s it wus first known, is the oluest village
in Smita County. 1t was so namea from a tributary or tie Solouon
River tnat is located in the vicinity. The town Wwas the first county
seat ana the first settlers came in the fall of 1870, In 194y the

. : 1l
population was 14D.

Harisn
The villaze of narlan, lying southeast of uaylora, in nouston
Township, was laid ofr in 1877, =nd namea 1u honor of Judge Harlan,
12

a respectea citizen of the county. Since Harlan is unincorporatea

no population figures were aveailable.

Lebanon
Lebanon 15 located 1n Oak Township, east of smith Uenter, on
the Chicago Rock Islana and Pacific Rail noaa. rhe population in LIwJ

was 072

Kensington
rensington is locatea in Cedar Township alwost to the extreme

western part of the coanty. It is locatea on the same raliroad as

10. Andreas, 4. T. bansas distory, p. Jll.
11. Ibid. p. Y12,
12. Ibid.




Lebanon and Smith Center. In 194U the populstion was 577.

Athol
Athol is in Lane Township airectly east of hensington. The 194V

Census shows & populstion of 213.

CHUACH®S

The most numerous sects 1in the county are the Congresationelists
ana lethodists, but there are also Jnited Brethren, wsutherans, 3aptists,
foman Catholics anu rresbyterians. Religious services were first held
in school-houses anu private homes. In 1876, the Congre-ationslists

erected the tirst stone churcit builaing in Centre Township.l'j

NEWSrAFLERS

The olaest paper in the county, the Smith County rioneer, was
startea at Ceaarville in 1872. The establishment was sola in 1373 snu
moved $t0 Smitn Uenter. in 1878 the paper was ernldarseu ana the name
was chan,ea to the sansas Pioneer. In 18sl the rfioneer sna the rress,
another newspeaper in the county, were consoliaatea., The paper haa
been nepublican but at this time vecame Democratic. The Cedarviile
Democrat, The Gaylora ferald, and the harlan Advance were other

early papers.l*

15, andreas, 4, ©. sansas history, p. 904.
14. Ibid,




SCHOOLS

The early school-houses were erected in 1872 ana 1873. In 1878
the number of organized school aistricts in fhe county numberea ninety-
seven, with a school population of 2,864, The average salary then paia
teacners, per month was $20.58 for males, and §16.71 for females. The
total number of school-houses was forty-one. There were thirty-one log;
two, trame; one, brick; and seven stone. The valuation ot school prop-
erty was $9,696. There were 128 school districts by 1882. In 1940 there

were 155 school aistricts in the county btut there were only 109 dis-

tricts in operation.lb

15, MeClenny, Geo. L. Kansas Educational Directory, p. 13.




CHAPTER II

POPULATION TRENDS

As one views the panoramna of 3mith County and notes the number
of vacant awellings, he wonders about the people living there. Have
the many rorces anu tactors, such as uust storms, grasshoppers, low
prices ror farm proaucts, anu many others working against the famer,
tenaea 0 ain the outiook for an i1ncrease in population? Have thne
above conditioans, and others perhaps, tenaead to restrict the nuamber
ot cailuren anda thas the size of ramilies? The present chapter is

a stuuy of population trends.

CHANGING POPULATION

Accoraing to the requirements of the Unitea 3tetes Census Bureau,
the population is classea &s rural unless a vil.age has 2,50v resiuents.
Unaer whis ciassirication osmita County woala hsave no urcan population.
However, in tne toliowing table, aress which have been incorporated &as
towns or villiages have been called cities., This was aone to show that
the small towns anu villages in the county were not gaining populszation
at the expense of the rarms. The table shows the change of population
oI eacn township ana the towns rrom LJOU B0 1940,

The totals for the cities are misleaaing due to tine fact that two
cities came into the picture in LJcV. Upon examination o the table,
it will be touna that most of the cities have 1o0st 1in populstion since

1920,




THE CralGe uF POPULATION In LaCn TOWNCHIP FROIL

LtAbul L

1

1900 TO 1940 (TEN Yzah

PrRIOLS) .,

TORNSHIPS 190016 191017 192018 195012 1940%0
Banner 539 44¢ 423 368 238
Beaver 496 476 422 297 287
Blzin 750 527 6Z6 482 277
Ceder 5686 470 4493 294 298
Center 464 492 465 427 34%
Crystal 511 440 407 355 185
Cora 577 470 463 341 258
Dor 309 290 300 227 126
Garfielc 292 424 24z 292 182
German 443 425 9L 360 PP
Harlan 490 568 588 528 409
Harvey 751 876 4€3 358 ZeT
Houston 466 400 420 366 £8%
Lane 678 669 414 erZ 229
Lincoln 434 481 35¢ 341 300
Logen 601 554 S 350 390
Martin 685 £88 206 392 282
Oek 859 735 554 468 124
Pawnee 475 459 452 420 240
Plesasant 543 506 449 413 299
Swan 51& 568 1S 18 1€l

Valley 489 4z0 326 368 276
Washington 482 47¢ 4z9 347 20
Vebster 510 477 404 51« 241
Vhite Rock €54 601 451 86 240

Totel 13,€8C 12,522 11,147 2,402 6,222

CITIES
Lebanon 590 T34 824 682 875
Smith Center 1,061 1,426 1,625 1,822 1,87¢C
Kensington 0 550 595 527 577
Gaylord 241 33% 24¢ 297 047z
sthol 350 £70 21le
Cedar 144 126 14E&

Total 2,70 5,042 5,874 Z,551 z,528
TOTALS 15,982 15,564 15,021 12,952 10,460
18. Smith County Clerk. &abstract of Stietistical koll, 1200. p. 1%.

17.

18. JIbid.
19. Ibid.
20. Ibid.

1920.
1230.
1240.

po
Pe

P

Smith County Clerk.

120
12.
11.

abestract of rgrlsgltuzglJ_ngul_Japnggng
other Stetistics for Smith Coupty. 1910.

P.

ll.




i1

The totals Ior the entire county are aifferent from that of
omith County founa in Table II. Perhsps this is aue to tne ract that some
people uo not uo a very thorough piece of work when assigneu to aw one.,
The assessor may have taken the enumeration at a aifferent time of the
year than the Census taker. Jeasonal work, as harvest, causes some Jdil=-

Terence., 3Birtans anda deaths may have causea saome difference in figures.

RANK OF SLITH cOUNIY

From nere on the tigares in the fo.lowing table will be usea. This
table shows the cnange of population of the counties of the 3tate of
Kansus rrom 100 to 194U,

The purpose of Table Il is to show the relation ot the trena or
population in Smith County to otner counties or the State of Kansas ana
to the state a3 a whole. It is easy to see from the tadle thnat smitn
County has steaully aeclined in population Irom 149U, Qeclining most
rapialy in the last aecaue., 1In 13J), tne averaze county popilation Iror
the State oI Kansas was 14,004,770, In 1910 it haa increased 1o 16,104,238,
In 192U the average county population was 1b,800.U7, in 13450 1t was
17,914.28, =2na in 1940 it was 17,152.65. In 1v0y, Smith County haa
2,509.90 more inhabitants tnan the average county of Kansas. However,
in 1940, Smith County haa rewer by o,570.00 inhabitants than the aver-
age county of Kansas. Yrom 1900 to 1930 Kansas steaaily increasea in
population; however, from 1450 to 1J4U the aecrease was trom 1,885J,797
in 1¥8v to 1,8VU1,028 in 1940.

Perhaps the rank of sSmith County to other counties or the state ot

Kansas is best brougnt out in Table III,




TabLk IT

THE CHANGE OF POPULATION Of THb COUNTIES OF THE STLTL OF £hniwd
FROM 1900 TO 1940 (TkN YEsh PERICDE),

12

COUNTIES 21 ng  POPULLTION o4 25
;1900 1910 1920%° 1930 1940
Allen 19,507 27,604 23,509 21,291 19,874
Anderson 13,938 13,829 12,986 13,555 11,658
Atchison 28,606 28,107 22,411 23,945 22,222
Barber 6,594 9,916 9,739 10,178 9,073
Bourbon 24,712 24,007 £Z,198 £2,286 20,944
Brown 22,369 21,314 20,949 20,553 17,395
Butler 23,363 23,059 43,842 35,204 32,013
Chase 8,246 7,527 7,144 6,952 6,545
Chautauqua 11,804 11,429 11,598 10,35 9,823
Cherokee 42,694 38,162 2%,609 31,457 29,817
Cheyenne 2,640 4,248 5o 587 6,948 6,221
Clark 1,701 4,093 4,989 4,796 4,081
Clay 15,832 15,251 14,365 14,556 13,81
Cloud 18,071 18,388 17,714 18,006 17,247
Coffey 16,6453 15,205 14,254 13,653 12,278
Comanche 1,619 3,281 5,302 5,228 4,412
Cowley 30,156 21,790 35,155 40,903 38,159
Crawford 38,809 51,178 61,800 49,329 44,191
Decatur 9,234 8,976 8,121 8,866 7,424
Dickinson 21,816 24,361 25,777 25,870 ©2,929
Doniphan 15,079 14,422 12,428 14,063 12,936
Douglas 25,096 24,724 23,998 25,143 £5,171
Edwards 3,682 7,033 7,05 7,295 6,377
Elk 11,443 10,128 9,024 3,210 8,180
Ellis 8,626 12,170 14,138 15,907 17,508
Ellsworth 9,626 10,444 10,279 10,152 9,855
Finney 3,462 6,908 7,674 11,647 10,092
Ford 5,497 11,293 14,273 20,647 17,254
Franklin 21,354 20,884 £1,946 22,084 0,882
Geary 10,744 12,681 13,452 14,366 15,222
Gove 2,441 6,044 4,748 5,643 4,792
Graham 5,173 8, 700 7,624 7,772 6,071
Grant 422 1,087 1,087 £,092 1,946
Gray 1,264 3,121 4,711 6,211 4,773
Greeley 493 1,335 1,028 1,712 1,628
Greenwood 16,196 16,060 14,715 19,225 16,495
Hamilton 1,426 3,360 2,586 %,328 2,645
Herper 10,310 14,748 13,656 12,822 12,068
Harvey 17,591 19,200 0,744 22,120 21,712
Haskell 457 993 1,455 2,805 2,088
Hodgeman 2,032 2,930 2,734 4,157 3,525
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TsBLE II
(continued)
COUNTIES POPULATION
1900 1910 1920 1930 1940
Jackson 17,117 16,8€1 15,428 14,776 13,282
Jefferson 17,522 15,826 14,735C 14,128 12,718
Jewell 19,4zC 18,148 16,240 14,462 11,870
Johnson 18,104 18,228 18,214 27,179 28,E27
Kearny 1,107 3,EC8 2,617 EMICE 2,526
Kingmen 10,685 1%,%86 1z, e 11,€74 12,001
Kiowa 2,265 6,174 6,1€4 BHQZE B 10T
Labetle 27,387 31,423 34,047 31,34€ 70,382
Lane 1,562 2,802 «,848 2,272 2,821
Leavenworth 40,240 41,207 28,402 4z,67¢ 41,132
Linceln 9,828 10,14% 9,804 9,707 8,28
Linn 16,689 14,728 13,815 12,824 11,9€9
Logan 1,262 4,240 BoReE 4,145 3,688
Lyon 25,074 £4,227 26,154 29,840 26,404
McPherson 1,421 21,581 21,848 23,588 £4,18L
Marion 20,€76 28,415 T8,08H £0,779 18,961
Mershell £4,75E £7,880 rE,720 22,066 20,988
Meede 1,581 5,085 5,54z €,858 5,588
Mismi zl,€41 20,020 19,809 £1,243 12,489
Mitckell 14,847 14,089 13,886 12,774 11,229
Montgomery 20,088 49,474 49,645 51,411 49,722
Morris 11,967 12,297 12,005 11,859 10,362
Morton 304 1,233 3,177 4,00t 2,186
Nemsha 20,376 19,07z 18,48" 16,242 16,761
Neosho 19,254 23,754 £4,00C £2,665 22,210
Ness 4,525 5,883 7,490 8,258 6,864
Norton 11,325 11,614 11,423 11,7¢1 9,831
Osage 25,F58 18,905 18,621 17,58 15,118
Osborne 11,844 16,827 12,441 11, 56¢E S BEE
Ottewe 11,182 11,811 16,714 9,819 lenid
Pawnee 5,084 8,882 9,ikE 10,510 1lu,z0¢
Phillips 14,442 14,150 12,505 1E N EE 13,882
Pottawatomie 18,470 17,822 16,154 15,8¢% 14,C1¢
Pratt 7,085 11,156 12,909 I @l REPNS
Rawline 5,241 6,380 6,733 7y26& 3,813
Leno 23,027 27,852 44,470 47,785 5.,1€5
Republic 18,248 17,447 15,855 14,748 12,14
Rice 14,745 15,106 14,87% 12,800 L7/ E0kE
Riley 12,828 15,783 20,850 18,382 I, ELT
Rooks 7,960 11,282 9,268 9,524 8,47
Rush 6,124 7,826 8,260 9,C0a 8,285
Russell 8,489 10,800 10,748 11,45 17,264
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TAKLE IL
{continued)

‘COUNTIES k. POPULATION
Al . 1900 1910 1920 S -1 s T
Saline 17,076 20,338 25,103 29,337 29,535
Scott 1,098 3,047 3,121 3,976 3,773
Sedgwick 44,037 73,095 92,234 136, 330 143,311
Seward 822 4,091 6,220 8,075 6,540
Shawmee 53,727 61,874 69,159 85,200 91,247
Sheridsn 3,819 - 5,651 5,484 6,028 5,312
Shermen 3,341 4,549 5,592 7,400 6,421
SMITH 16,384 15,365 14,985 13,545 10,582
Stafford 9,829 12,510 11,559 10,460 10,487
Stanton 327 1,034 908 2,152 1,443
Stevens 620 24453 3,943 4,655 3,193
Sumner 25,621 30,654 29,213 28,960 26,163
Thomas 4,112 5,455 5,517 7,334 6,425
Trego 2,722 5,398 5,880 6,470 5,822
Wabaunsee 12,813 12,721 11,424 10,830 9,219
Wallace 1,178 2,759 2,424 2,882 2,216
Washington 21,963 20,229 17,984 17,112 15,921
Wichita 1,197 2,008 1,856 2,579 2,185
Wilson 15,621 19,810 21,157 18,646 17,723
Woodson 10,022 9,450 8,984 8,526 8,014
Wyandotte 73,227 100,068 121,218 141,211 145,071

TOTAL 1,470,495 1,690,949 1,769,257 1,880,999 1,801,028

21. U. S. Bureau of Census. 12th Census of the United States.
Volume I, Part I. p. 19-20.

22. U. S. Bureau of Census. L3th Census of ihe United States.
Volume II, p. 674-693.

®3. U. S. Bureau of Census. Jl4th Census of the United States.
Volume IIT, p. 344-353.

24, U. S. Bureau of Census. 16th Census of the United States.
An advenced publication released for use of afternoon papers on
January 6, 1940.

25. Ibid. 1940
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TABLE III

CHANGING RANKE Of SLIvH CcOUSLY IN fRALATION TO
THE OTHER COUNTIES OF THE STAYVE, LiYUU-iv4l

[T —_— - ——
TV LYLy LY20 1yov L4
=
Rank 44) %3 ) @ 00

The ranking in the above table was determined from Table 1II. From
1900 to 1930 3mitkh County retained its rank well; however, it dropped
from fortieth in rank in 1920 to fifty-sixth in rank in 1940, This means
that in 1940 fifty-five counties had a population greater than Smith
County; whereas, forty-nine counties had a population less than Smith
County. In 1940, Smith County is an average, typical county of the stete
in regard to populéetion.

The following table shows the change in population of smith County.
Smith County had 16,284 inhabitents in 1300, 15,365 in 1910, 14,985 in
1920, 13,545 in 1930, and only 10,582 in 1940. From 1900 to 1540 Smith

County lost 5,802 inhabitants or 35.4 per cent of its population.




TABLE IV

A GRAPH SHOWING THE CHANGE OF POPULATION

OF SMITH

COUNTY, 1900-1940
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SIZE OF FAMILIES

5%

A few decades ago it was considered necessary to have large fami-

lies. In part this was necessary to accomplish the various tasks on the

farm which must be perfomed.

The following table shows the average num~

ber of persons per family in Smith County from 1900 to 1940.

TABLE V

SIZE OF FAMILIES FOR SMITH COUNTY, 1900-1940

2

1300 g :L9].027 1920?'8 195029 194050
Population of
Smith County 16,384 15,365 14,985 13,545 10,582
Number of
Panilics 3,504 3,620 3,709 5,653 3,205
Average number
WEEE D o 4.7 4.2 4.0 3.6 3.3

family (to the

nearest tenth)

As the figures for the number of families in Smith County in 1940 are

not available, figures for the occupied dwellings have been used. The

Department of Commerce states that for a comsiderable number of areas the

26.
27,
28.
29,

30,

U.

S. Bureau of Census.

Part II. p. 627.

U,
Pe
U.
p.
U.
Pe
U.

S. Bureau of Census.
691.
S. Bureau of Census.
352,
S. Bureau of Census.
491,
S. Bureau of Census.

12th Census of the United States.

13th Census of the United States.

14th Census of the United States.

15th Census of the United States.

16th Census of the United States.

vanced publication released for use on Jamary 9, 1941.

Volume
Volume
Volume
Volume

An ad-

II,
II.
AT

VIi.
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number of femilies differs from the number of occupied dwellirg units

31
by not more than one-half of one per cent.

The term "family" as here used signifies a group of persons living
together as one household. They usually share the same table, and need
not necessarily be releted by blood. The occupants or inmates of a hotel
or institution are classed as a family. also one person living alone is
counted & family. This makes the census family greatly different from

32
the natural family.

The total number of families increased frow 3,504 in 1300 to 3,709
in 1920; whereas the average number of persons per family decreased fron
4,7 to 4.0, which would irdicate that more people were getting married
and also that the number of children per family was getiing less. Wwith
the population of Smith County steaaily decreasing we coulc not expect
the number of families to increase without limit, so in 1990 there was a
decrease of 56 families over the 1v¥20 number of 3,733, sy 1950 the_
sigze of the family had decreased to 3.6, and in 1940 it was J.3.

Table VI shows the size of families for Kansas, 1990 to 1340, that

is the averasge number of persons per family.

The number of families for the entire state has steaaily ircresased
from 319,422 in 1900 to 487,188 in 1930, whereas the size of families
has steadily decreased from 4.6 to 3.3.

By 1940 the numoer of families had increased to 511,414 anc the

average number of persons in a fanily had aropped to 3.05.

3l. U, S, Bureau of Census. 16th Census of the United Stetes. an ad-

vanced publicetion releesed for use on January 9, li4l.
32. U, S, Bureau of Census. l4th Census of the United States. Volume III.

Pe 11,
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TABLE VI

SIZE OF FAVILIES FOR KANSAS, 1900-1940

33 34 3 58 ‘
1900 1910 1920°° 1930°° 1940° "
Population o .

Ofpxmsas 1,470,495 1,690,949 1,769,257 1,880,999 1,801,020
Number of

vt 321,947 395,771 435,600 437,168 511,414
Aversge number

persons per 4.6 Ged 4.0 5.9 58

family (to the
nearest tenth)

Pigures for occupied dwellings in 194V have been used here in place

of the number of families as they were useu for the county in Table V.

CONCLUSIONS

Kansas
Between 1930 anu 1940 LKansas's urban places continuea to srow, whereas

the rursl areas lost population more rapidly than during any previous Qec-

33, U. 5., Burear of Census. 12th Census ot the United States. Volame II,

Part II. p. CLX.
34, U. 3. Bureau of Census. 13th Census of the United states. Volume II.

p. 675,

35, U. 5. Buresu of Census. lath Census of the United States. Volume III.
Pe O44

26, U. S. Bureau of Census. 15th Census of the United States. Volume VI.
p. 486,

37, U, S. Bureeu of Census. 16t%th Census of the United 3States. 4An ad-
vanced publication released for use on January v, 134l.
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ade, according to the final tigures from the Sixteenth Jecennial Census,
issued by virector William Lane Austin, of the Bureau of Census, Depart-
ment of Commerce. This exoaus of population from the rural areas, pre-
sumably because of drought conditions, accounts for the aecreuase in the
population of the State that occurred for the first time during the pest
deca.cle.'36

The final count of the Sixteenth Census showea tnat on spril i,
1440, Kansas had a population of 1,501,U28, & aecrease of 73,371 I'rom
the 1,880,9v9 resicents reportea in the 1930 census. YThis change re-
presents a decrezse ot 4.9 per cent as contrastea with an incresse or 0.0
per cent between 192V ana 1yoJ. The population increase i1n urban sareas
from 190U To 1740 was 0.0 per cent as contrasted with a decrease of 9.0
per cent in the rural sections. Urban resiaentis accountea for 4l.v gcer
cent of the State's populstion in 1v¥4U, as comparea with the v3.38 per
cent in 1lyoU, In lv4V, resiacnts of urben areas numbered 700,94l, while
the rurel population emountea to 1,U47,087. I[he Census Bureau considers
as urban areas the 1incorporated places of 2,bUJ or more. The remaining
territory is classifiead as rural.35

mighty-nine of the 1UD counties i10st population oetween 1lvov end
1940, .orton County, with & aecrease of 46.0 per cent, had tle most ex-

4
tensive aecline.

The Census of looU wes the first in which the ares of the present

38. U. 3. Bureau of Census. 16th Census of the Unitea States. An sa-
vanced publicetion releasea for use of afternoon papers on January o,

1341,
7. Ibid.
40. Ibia.
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Stete of hansas was separately enumerated. The population for the
area was 107,206, The popuiation Las shown an increase st every census
since that time except the present one, passing 5U0,000 between Lo’y
anu Loy, 1,uuy,0dV between 1lo8U anu L3IV, and 1,509,0U0 detween

190U ana 191J. The present population represents & density of <i.d
inhebitants per sguare mile. KXanses's total lanu area 1s o<,llc

square miles.*t

Smith County

It wi1ll be noticed that in general the populstion in Smith County
is aecreasing, out the towns sre not gaining at the expense or the
country. The number ot inhebitants arogpea irom lo,d34 in lyvJd To
10,582 1n 1940, This was a loss of 5,8U2 inhabitants or ov.4 ger cent or
its population. There ere tenaing to oe fewer nembers per ramiiy. Over
the torty-year period the number of famwilies followea a nomal curve.
That is, it rose from v,ou% in 1J0J to 4,70y in L¥20 ana fell %o &,2Jv
in 1940,

The average number of persons per femily in sSmith County cowpseres
well with Kenses. In 1¥UU the average number of persons per ramily 1n
LENSaS Was 4.6, while Smith County haa =.7. By 1vlJ Smitn County d4rxoj -eu
& little below .ansas wWith 4.2 while hansas hec 4.0, lhe 13y rigures
show 4.0 persons ror both iansas ana ©mith county. Frou lvoJ onm, omith
County had a smeller number than Kansas with 9.0 in 1940 snd <.o 10 Lladv.

Kansas haa o.Y ana d.o tor the respective years, 1JoU ana lyad,

41, U. 3., Bureau of Censuse. 16th Census of the Unitea stetes. an &u-
vancea publicstion released for use ot afternoon rapers on Janusry o,
1944.
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CHAPTER III

THE SUnBmR AnD SIZE OF FAkus IN SuiIiH COUNLY

INT®OLUCTION

After noting the trenas, especially in regara to the aescrease in
population, it is of interest ubout the number ana size ot farms. With
a decrease in population of $5.4 per cent over the last forty years, it
is of interest if the number of farms has decreasea gpproximavely the
same per cent,

A ferm ror Uensus purposes, 18 &ll the Lena on wnich some agricul-
tural operavions are perforwea by one person, either by his own iabor
alone or with the assistance of members of his housenolu, or hireda em-
ployees. The lana operstea oy & partnership is lixe wise men consiaered
a term., A "fam'" may consist of a single trr~x of lana, or a number or
seperate tracts, and the several tracts may be held under dirferent ten-
ures, as when one tract is ownea by the farmer and another tract is
rentea by him. When a lancowner has one or more tenant®s, renters,
croppers, or mansagers, the lena opersted by each is considereq & Tarm.
Thus, on & plentation the lana operatea oy the owner or manager oy

5%
means of wege hanas shoula likewise be reported as a separete farm.

No tract of lana of less than threec acres was considgerea as & fsrm

GO
unless its agricultural products in 13&Y were valued &t w2 OU Or more.

42, U. S. Bureau of Census. 16th Census of the United States. Volume
I. p. &
4%, Ibia.
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In uetermining the acreege aesignatea es "all lana in tfarms™ tne
3ureau of the Census included consiacrable areas of land not actually
under cultivation anda some lanc not even used for pasture or grazing,
but all such lana was unacr the control of tne operetor and consicered
& part of his rarm. Large sreas ot timberland or other non-ggricultural
lend hela oy an operator of a ferm =S a separste business, sad not usea
for pesture or grazing, or for esny other fersn purpose, were not to oe
inciuwaed. 4ny land I'rom which crops, incluaing wilic ray, were nharvested
was to oe incluaca as gart ot the farm even thou:in the lana was neitner
ownea nor leasea. wanQ neitoer ownead or léssea out upon wnich cettle

4
Were greazea Oor pastured was not incluaed as part or the Ir'erm.

NULBtuit

#with & uwecrease in pojuletion as presented in Chapter Il, one won-
ders about the number of terms. The foilowing tzbie saows tre nusper of
farms in smith County from 1aUJ to 134U,

Table VII tends to show thst tne numoer o0i tarms has gratually ude-
creased Irom 2,344« in Lyuyu to 1,998 in l¥ad, ZFrom 1uyUu te UlslJ inere
was & aeCrease of 2yY terms or lU.b.per ceat., The rexv deceue, Lyivu t0O
192U, the aecrease was 7Y I&rms, vhiCh 1s z.o per cert. oror lucy To lodv
the uecregse wes lby Ferms or 0.0 per cent., In the next aecaue, that 18
from 1l¥ydu to 1vay, there was & aecresse of odo Tarms which 1is l4.o per

cent. Over the =ntire torty year perioca there has becn & decrease ol

44, U, S, Buresu of Census. lbth Census o1 the Unitea Stetes. p. J.
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Tasle VII

NUMB&R OF FaRiS IN SMITH COUNTY, 15900-1340

. . . )
Acres 1900 %2 1a10% weo®T 1so®® Lyad®
Uncer o 5 2 2 8 4
o To V¥ 15 53] 23 o3 29
1V to 1y 11 24 Q4 Sig) BIY)
20 o 4¥ 4 S obh (=5 &
by to JJ9 S8l 255 U4 1loo led
100 to 174 1 ,@%S v24 T 51U 40
175 to zbdy +7U BT 07d D7D Bal
200 t0 499 502 D4 687 YRR 287
S50V to ¥dJ9 7 38 Jat e 2V
1,000 « over 8 i 5 i1 1y

Total 2,354 2,555 2,403 2,294 1,900

I

871 farms or “J.7 per cent,

Up to 1929 fterms froam lUJ t2 174 acres wus tne larsest orodp, out
since tnen tne group frow ZoJ 0 49Y9¥ acres has the .reatest nuwuber.

[here are few very smell farms ana few v ry isrge faras, but the gzen-
eral trend in the past forty years has oeen towura larper rarws.

The following tadle shows the number of fapus in hansas Iroa LIJu To
lJ4U, lhe generali trenas in ransas are relatively the same as wers .o
for Smith County. <The trena is towaru fewer and larser farms., 3Smaller

farms, unaer twenty acres, are increasing in namber. rarms frow <J to 2Ly

45, U. 3, Sureau of Census. 12th Census ot the United states. Voluume V,
Part I. p. 275,

46, U, o, 3uresa or Censas. 1loth vensus of the Uniteu States., Volwie VI.
p. B70. T

47, U. S, Buresu of Census., 15th Census of the United States. Volume II,
rart I, p. 1307,

48, Ibia.

—_—

49, U, 3, Bureau of Lensus. loth Lensus of the Unitea otates. p. 97,
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TABLE VIII

NULBEE OF FARMS IN KANSAS, 1300-1J4V

Acres 1900°Y 1910t 1920%% 1y50°° 1540°%
Under 3 090 229 olo 1,145 406
3 %0 9 2,908 4,221 3,729 5,684 7,158
1V to L9 5,408 PIIVEL 2,289 +,270 4,590
2U to 4v 1z ,269 10,798 8,277 Y ,R0% S, 924
5V to v 32,103 20,151 29,287 19,226 17,994
10 to 174 58,421 57,759 49,044 42,920 37,677
175 to 2o9 22,069 20,09V 26,543 25,461 22,202
200 to 43JY 28,182 d4,090 07,004 58,395 S0 ,298
500 to I9Y 8,895 10,475 12,127 15,050 15,5695
1,00V ana over 5,559 9,900 4,174 4,797 6,Job
Total 175,098 177,841 105,280 106,042 150,52V

acres are decreasing whereas farws froo 200 to 49J acrss have increasea
in number, over the LJUU ana 131V figures, yet they have uecreasea fron
the 1¥2V and ldovu tigares. rarms over SUJ acres have stesully incresseu

from 1J0U to 1v40.

With the population ana the number of [arms Accreasing the writer
wonaers ir tne remaining fargers sare ferning all tne lanu tast was

previously farmed, or more, or Just how this is affecting the total nun-

50, U. 3. Bureau of Census. 13th Census of the Unitea 3tates. Voluae VI.
p. 568,

51, Ibid.

52, U, s5. Bureau of Census. L1G5th Census of the Unitesa States. volume II,
Part I. p. 1OU0.

556, Ibid.

54, U. S. Bureau of Census. 16th Census of the United States. p. ov.
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ber of acres in farms. ‘The tollowing table shows the total acres in
farms 1n Smitn County from 1920 to 1340,
Tasli IX

TOTAL aCHdS IN fario I SuITH CoUwlY, 1300-1440

5
Acres 1900% 1910+ 1928 1350°° 19a0”’
Under o 4 11 277
o to J 238 2UY
1V to 14 29y +.u} P
2V to 4d R,970 2, J40 »00
5V to 99 1o, 082 L1l,020 11,503
1oy to 174 lvo,3817 va,dao} _
175 to 2od 140,911 120,004 Lo,405
26U to 49v 227,700 248,694 250,827
o0J to J9v 59,45 60,7717 128,404
1,000 ana over 9,759 15,850 S6,U0V
Total boS,121 560,068 540,570

¢ Figures not avaiisble for 1sUU ana 1J10,

Due to the fact that tne Sixteenth Censu o1 tae Unitau States used a
difrerent classification on ths basis of acres itne writer was uanaole 10
inciude many of the Pigures in the 194U list. The total 946,273 for that
colunn 1s a total or all lanu 1n tarms 1n amith vounty f£or tne year Loxd.

this table shows that ramms over bUJ &aCres are 1ncreasin. rapiuly in
regard to acreage. It also shows that there is a tenaing to be more

large scale rarming which has come about by recent inventions anui power

55, U. S. Barceu of Census. 15th Census of the Unitea States. Volume II,
Part I. p. 13u7.

56. Ibia.

657, U, S, Bureau of Census. 15th Census of the Uanitea States. p. 97.
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machinery. Jfrom 1420 to 1330 farms in the Y00 to 9¥J9Y acre group have ine-
creasea 4,337 acres or 7.9 per cent. From 1L¥20 to 1J4J they have 3nowea

a much greater incresse whicn i3 64,937 acres or lul.2 per cent. The
larger t'arms have showea a like zain, that is the farms of 1,000 acres ana
over. In the period 132U to 1JéV they increased 4,U¥4 acres or 42.U per
cent. There was consiueradl? mors gain during th2 next ten years, tria
136V B0 13d+J., [Lhis gain was lz,lsV acres which amounts t9 an 1ncrease oT
87.1 per cent. This clearly shows the trend toward larze scale larming.

The total acresze in smeall farms under ten aCres drop.ed from 1li<v
to 190U 2aT nas risen a-ain 11 Llisd, LUhere was a aecrease ol ZJ acres or
de5 per cent from 1lv2J to 170U and an increase the next ten years frox 1Jsv
to 1lv4u b, b5 acres or 29.5 per cent., Over these twenty years tne 1ncrease
amouats to ot acres Or ls.n 22r cent,

The tems from 1V %o 4J acres dacreased 8Jb acres irom LIy to 1ldoJ,
ana they agaln showeu an increase ol Lod acres from Loy to 1ly+v wnich in
all is a aecrease of ols acres or ld.o per ceilt.

Lthe rfarms from 5J TO <07 acres have snowsua a 3Teaqy decrease over
the past twenty years. The sroup Irom oJ to Jv &acres nave uacreasea
9,762 scres Irom 1320 $0 149V or Z24.D per cent. The same group nas
decreasea b< acres or .4 per cent rrom 1700 to LJsd. ILhe larzec . roup
from LUU 10 Z5Y acres accreased 27,8J0 acres or ll.< per ceat rrom L7<V
to 1Y3U. frrom 170U to 1J4U this same groap auscreasea 7x,975 acres or
38.0 per cent.

fhe ferms from <oy to 49Jd acres have first incresseu, then uecreased.

From 1¥2U to 1780 they 1ncreaseu 2V,JUt acres or 9v.2 per cent. Jrom 1y
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to 1940 they showea about the same aecrease which was 17,5067 acres or /.2
DPer <eiat.

smith County haa 559,121 acres in faras in 192U, By LJou tnere were
onity %5oU,ve8 acres in farms; this is a decresase of 3,053 acres, In 1lvav
there were 546,273 acres in ferms which was a decrease of 13,790 from tne
190V Tigare. OJver the twenty-year period there was a ascrease of
lo,849 acres.

Smith County shows a striking citference from that of the State, as
the State 1s showing an 1increase in the nauper of acres in tarms. Lhe
following taole shows the tobtal acres in farm laad in asansas, LlyJy 1O Li4d,

YABLL A

LOLAL ACums LV fafils IN kaucas, LyVU=1940

Acres 1300%8 1919%? 1520%Y 13oubt 194092
Under o &3 6o 1,047 ~ y
o>t Y 20, 204 69,000 20,476 29,901 Er
1V to 19 47,04V 42,000 2H,1a1 SN
20 to 4Y¥ w27, 177 366,38 L 282,070 oL2, 710 F2pl
5V to vy 2,407,724 1,998,144 1,507 098 1,479,994 Ly000,008
100 to 174 8,658,200 8,013,375 7,204,118 0,319,957 o
& 5 =5 7 7R 3 5 251 5 .5hY 0I5 y &0, 100
175 to zbd 4,352,708 18,013,075 5,745,201 0,990 ,0
260 to 499 9,854,450 13,801,792 19,796,240 13,10<,0+d
500 to 9J¥Y 6,U27,008 7,121,831 6,200,170 LJ,240,2808 1U,707,Uu94
1,00V ana Y,246,U56 7,231,876 d,340,200 4,170,un7 2 ,J90,443
over
Total 41,002,970 409584,799 45,420,179 40,970,047 4¥,L75,000
58. U. 3, Bureau of Census. 1Zth Census of the Yniteu otates. volume V,
Part I, p. 190,

59, U. S. Bureau of Uensus. lsth Census of tne Unitea States. Vvolume VI,
P. 559,

6¢. U, 3, Bureau of Census, 15th Census oif the United 3tates. Volume II,
Part I. p. louv. :

oL, Ibid.

62, U, 3, Bureau of Census. loth Census of the Unitea States. p. oU.




The Census of the Uniteu States usea e aitferent classificavion on
the basis ol acres in 1910 ena 194U; hence, & slightly aifferent classi-
t'ication 1s used tor those years.

Farms velow fift, acres uecresaselu each ten-year perinc rrom licvd
to 19RU; they increesed sgaln 1n 1Y), ena aecressed 1n 1940. Over tais
forty-yeer perioa there ues & a:-cresse of 11l,4lY ecres of <<.» per
cent.

The raras ironr HU to 97 scres d.creasea each ten-ye&r period rran
1yUo to LlvaU. iney showed & ascrease oi 1,100,416 acres vlhich is [V
per cent.

Yhe farms rrom 1W to 4v. &cres reachea tneir hishest werk in 1720,

2E
enu fror then they 3howed & stealdy wecresce. Tae lo4y figure is sligchily
larzer than tie 1900 figare shovilng & gsin of 121,524 scres Or .0 per

cente.

The T'srms frow oUu to uJ¥ acres show u steeny incresse. ln the

D

~

)

)
ta
=t
.

torty years there was an increese of o, 799,080 £Cres Or Ta.d ©
Marws of 1,u00 £Cr€s «nt oVer SLOWEG « LOW Lerk 1n 1710; other-
wise they heve incressed esCh Ten-yesr period from 1yvQ to lvdl. In
all they increessed 2,874,586 ecres, an increese S «l.2 (€T cente
Perhups & better iqea cen be gained &y taking: the Wwrel nuaber
of terms ror escn ten-year period. B8y locking &t the Total munber acres
of farms, we Ccan s€e TN2¢ The Hun0ET oI 2CTes 1N reYmw 1n ransas hss beee
steadidy increasing. There were 41,562,970 acres ia faen.s in lavw, add
ia 1920 thers were +5,425,179 acrss ia farms Or an increase oF 5,702,320

acres in farms. Ia 1d=J tnere were 45,179,000 acres in farms Or ail



increase or &,748,400 acres in faras.

SIzk OF FARLs

Wwith the coming of power machinery one man is able to0 farm more
lana than he previously coulu., ‘lhe tollowing tadle shows the avera.e

size ot tarms 1in sSmith vounty frow L14JJ) to LiaU.

Ta3bk AT

THE 4VeRAGE oIlow Of Fames In 3w Ilh COJInTY, LIJU=ld4y

o7

p900%® 190®* 1920°%° s puau

-— e . e e ® . A - e . & == = . e 2 e = - —— ——

4ll lsnu in )
tarms (acres) b61l,554 241,097 Dov, 121 DoV ,UbY D4b , <78
Number of rarms 2,804 2 53 2,408 22 1,909

average gize of

farms (ecres) 1I3.1 B0 D230 L 40,0 27344
Accorulng to the apove table there was s 3L~ i LNCr=asr L. 112 asar-

a2 size of LArm3, Ffrom an average size 0T Ld3.4 acrss 1a 1¥JJ, “arus nave
itcresassu tO an average size of 278.9 acres. ‘I'nis would ne an incresase of
8U.2 acres to each tarm. ‘the size of farms increasea 4U.2 per cent [roa

1900 to Ld4).

68, U. . Sureau ol Census. loth Census of the Uniteu otates. Volume VI,
Pe. b70.

b+, Ibia.

65. U, o, 3ures=u ol Lensus. L1434 vensus ol the unit=u otates. voluue VI,
part I, p. 749,

66, U. 3., sureau of census. 1oth Censas ot th2 Unitea otates. p». 19,

67, Lbia.
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TABLE XII

THE AVERAGE sS1ZE OF Fadws IN KANSAS, 1900-1340

6 69 70 71 72
1300 1910 1920 1930 1540
All lana in . L _
farms (acres| 41,662,970 44,584,799 45,420,179 46,975,647 40,175,605
Number of farms 175,098 177,841 165,286 166,042 166,027
aver&age size of
farms (acres) 204,7 24 o0 274 .3 282.9 BU8. 2

The above table shows the &average size of farms in wnansas Trom 1300 to

1940, In hanses as a whole the ferus have been somewnat larger tnan they
have been in omith vounty, but even there the trend has oeen toward larger
farms. The average size of fanns has steauily increasea I'rcu 2us.7 in LYoV
to 308.2 in 1940. The averege size of farms increasea 5J.1 per cent irom
130V to 1940,

Table XIiI, on the following page, shows the proportion 0i trhe &.=-
proximate iena area in farms in smitn vounty from 17499 to 1940,

The proportion in farms in per cent has varied, somevi.ies more,
sometimes less, dependlins perhaps on ecoricalc factors. s«he per cent
hus been guite high, the lowest beiny ¥5.0 per cent in 1919, wnich shows
thet they are famming practicaliy all the land. The highest per cent was

in 1920 when the epproximate lana areas in farms was sv.l per cent. ‘he

68. U. 3., Buresu of Census. 13th Census of the Unitea states. volume VI.
p. 568

6J. Ibid.

70, U. 5. fureau of Census. 1l4th Census of tne Uniteu Stutes. volume VI,
Part I. p. 7é2. ]

71. U. S. Bureau oI Census. 1bth Censuc of tme Ynitea states. p. 1v.

72. Ibid.
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TABLE XIII

SHOWING THE rROPORTION OF THrm ai PHOXIMATE LAND aRsA
IN FaRus IN SMITE COUNTY, 130U-1v4v

. Td T4 >

1900 1910 152070 195070 19407
Approximate land _ . o, .

N e— ob8, o2V bbg, 0LV bb8 , 02V ob, o2V obY , 0V
411 land in tams 501,558 541,007 5b9,1<1 560 ,Vo8 Sab 270
Proportion in t'erms " _ g

(per cent) o 95.5 Jel J8.0 EN )

years 140U ana 1900 corresponacd quite closely to each other with Yo.s ana
J8.5 per cent respectively; 1310 and 1v4U corresponded ir the same wanner
with 99.8 ana Yb.6 per cent.

The table on the following page shows the proportion of the gpproxi-
mate land area in tems 1in khansas rrom 1vuV to 1ld4u.

In Kansas there has been a graauel incresase in the proportion ir Ir'srus
from 79.6 to 9¥l.7. The year 191U shows ar increase of &.o per cent over
190U, The following ten-year perioa shows an 1ncresse 0f J.Y per cent;
195U shows 9.V per cent increase, and the decade from 193U to 1940 shavs an
increase of 1.Y per cent, which brings the lend area in Kanses to vi./

per cent in 1yaU.

75. U, S. Bureasu of Census. loth Census of the United States. Volume VI,
Pe D76,

74, Ibia.

75, U. S. Bureau of Census. 1l4th Census of the United 3tstes. Volume VI,
Part I. p. T40.

76. U. 5. Buresu of Census. 16th Census of the United 3tates. p. 1l9.

77. Ibid,




TABLE XIV

SHOWING THE PROPORTION OF Thd aPrROXLuATA
LAND aREA [N FARMS IN KalsaS, 1900-1940

|

78 79 . g Z
L3OV L1910 1920 19ou®t Lyan®

Approximate lana o 5 . ,
ATy 52,000,000 02,005,068V D2,000,0b0 D2,000,%0U 02,002,002V

All land 1n rarms 41,002,970 40,d04,79d 4d,42D5,179 40,970,047 wo,Ll70,00D

Proportion in 7.0 82 7 8o, o bYW 0 JLle?
farms (per cent)

CUNC LU TUNS

The number ol rarms in Smith County has uecreasew rrom £,80+ farms
which were maintailned in 140U $0 1,90% ferms 1n 172U, 4 losy ol 474
farms, a oU.” per centg Jd2crease. This answers tns guestion which was
raisei at the beginning of the chagter relstlve 1O whetaer tne nuwuoer oI
farms has uecreased approximately tne same 2:r Cent as tne d=Creas:s 1n
popuinulon, wnicn was 35.4 per cent rrow LIV0 to 1¥40. Uhe popuration
decrease wes 4.7 per cent more than the decrease in tie aumbder of tarms,
but they have both decreasea guite rapidly.

Ferms over 260 acres have steauily increeased in rumber from 1JJU to

191u, from 1910 to 192U, etc., to 1940 with the exceptions that from 145V

78, U. 3. Bureau of Census. loth Census of the United States. Volume vI.
p. Doy,

74, lbia.

80, U. S. 3ureau of Census. Ai4th Census or the Univea otaves. Volame VI,
rPart I. p. 782,

81, U. o. Bureau or Census. 16th Census of the Unitea States. p. lJ.

82. Ibiu.
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to 1lvaJ farms from 260 to 499 acres decreased from 798 to 407 in num-

ber and from 1lvv0 to 1910 farrs of 10Ju &cres and over decreased from &8

to one in numoer. However, from 1¥1l0 to 1v¥4J farms of 1,V0u acres anu
over in size increased in nuu.ber from one in 1vlV to nineteen in 1344,

The number of farms 20U to Y9yY acres in size have increasea from 7% in 1400
to 202 in 1940,

A3 & generel statement farms under tweniy acres are increasing in
number but farms from twenty to 25v acres are decreasing in number.

The total acres in ferms in 3Jwith County decreasea from 5€¢,1lc)
acres in 1¥2V to 546,<78 acres in lwaU. Figures were not aveilable tor
1900 and 1910,

The average size ot Tarms has increessea from 19¥8.1 gcres in 1900 to
278,33 acres in 194U, an incremse of 80.2 acres. The size or ferms in-
creased 40.5 per cent from 170U to lu4v.

The numober of farms in XKansas incressed from 175,vvs in 1300 to
177,841 in 1910. From 1v10 to 192U there weas a decrease from 177,341
in 1910 to 165,286 in 1420, +from 1J20 to 178) there was a slight in-
crease from 165,280 in 1920 to 160,042 in 1lvxJd. ~from 1lsdv to 1740 there
has been quite a decrease., The number in lvoJ was ibo,J042, wnereas in
1v40 there were only 156,920 ferms.

4S8 & generel rule it is the smaller farms unaer twenty acres anl the
lerger farms over 2580 aCres which are incres&sing in number. Farms twenty
to 260 acres in S1ze are decreasing in nuamcer.

The totel scres in farms in Kansas steadily incressea trom 41,6v2,37V

acres in 1900 to 48,173,635 in 1v4U. This is in contrast to what we founc



in Smith County where there was a steady decrease from 563,121 acres
in 1920 to 546,278 acres in 1940.

The average size of farms in Kansas steadily increased from
204,.7 acres in 1900 to 308.2 acres in 1940, Thig is an increase of
103,5 acres per farm or expressing the fact in a different manner the
average size farm increased 50.1 per cent during the past forty years,

that is, from 1900 to 1940.
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CHAPTER IV

VALUE OF THZ LAND

INTRODUCTIOR

The averegse value of all fam property per farm inaicates in & general
way the economic status of the farmer. It is rather aifficult to arrive at
a true value of anything due to the fact that world conaitions aetermine
or help determine values. One can readily see how the tirst world War af-
fectea the value of farxs in 1320,

Then, too, a awollar in 1v40 might not buy as much 28 a aoilar in 1900,
4t the conclusion of tnls chepter will be found a comparison by the use of
ingex numbers of the comparative value of money 1n the various £SeTr10ds,.

The writer wishes to call to the attention of the resuer the fact that
in aetermining the eversge velue per [erm over the IOrt, .yjear pericd tnere
was & aecrease of 67l farms whiCh emownts t0 <U.7 per cent of tne 2,bia
Terms in 1200, If the gumber of ferms in 1lv4U was the same us in 1vly the

average value woula be much lower than the r'igures inaicate.

FahubRs' hisPORTS

Lana
The rarmer was askea to report to the enumerator, the person teking
the Census, the totay vemme or nis farm, that 1s, i1ana ana cullaings.

Thiw wzs to 1rciuue all the lana which he operatea, irregardless of



whether it was operated for himself or mamaged for another. e was also
asked to report the current market value. rhis refers to the amount
that it would sell for under normal conditions, not at forced s&le.

Ffrom this inquiry the tabulation results are shown as value of "iand
and Buildings" and represent the total value of farm real estate. It
has always been assumed that the total value should be aivided by the

total number ot tarms to get the average value per iam.

Builaings
The velue of all famm builaings on the farmm was also to be reported
by the operator. These values were to be the nearest approximation the

ferm operetor coulu give.

Implements
Finslly, the operator was askea to place & value on the farr imple-
ments ana machinery used in operating the fam. wot only farw iwplements
were to be incluaed but also tools; automcbiles; motor trucks; treailers;
harnesses; tractors; wagons; combines; threshing machines; aairy edquipument

and all other ferm machinery.

Livestock
ot only domestic animals such as horses, mules, catile, swine,
sheep, and goats but also fur-bearing animals kept in ceptivity ana paul-
try and bees were termed "livestock" in the Census smeports.

In makipg comparisons between the various census years, severel

points shoula be kept in minds
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l. 4 characteristic for some classes of livestock is to change
in rumbers tetween years through rather definite cycles, that is, they
change from a low point to & high point and back again over & period of
years. This might render it aifficult to determine long-time trends.

2. A varietion in the months of enumeration greatly affect the
comparability of the statistics for most kinas of livestock, again ren-
dering it dirficult to aetermine the trend in numbers between census per-
ioas. Hapia changes take place due %o decreases from fam slsughter
deaths, and marketings during the early months of the year, and there

83
are inereases due to births and purchases.

VALUE PER ACRE

In considering the value of farm property per acre one may wonder
about the value of the land, eand a&lso the value of the buildings. He
may still further want to consider the value of the land and buildings

taken together per acre.

Land
The teble which appears on the following page shows the value of
the land per acre from 1900 to 1940.
Today the value of land in farms is little more than it was in 1900;
now it is over eight million dollars and in 1900 it was over five million
dollars. The 1920 valuation was the highest over the period of years

from 1900 to 1940. At that time it was velued at $32,957,358. The

83, U, S, Buream of Census. 16th Census of the United States. p. 4.
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TABLE XV

84
LAND VALUE Peh ACRE, 1900-1940

Smith County 1900 1910 1920 1900 1940

Value of wand
in farms (dollers) 5,281,430 19,189,757 32,957,958 21,112,097 o,l=v,502

All land in . . . . . .
farms (acres) S0l, 588 541,657 569,121 ve0,Vod By 278
Value of land

alone per acre 9,40 $9e40 58,459 07469 la.91

acregge in ferms ves tne gregtest in lveJ, DLt thers has been littlie Cnai.e
in acreege &3 corpered tc tne change irn the vealne of the lena. [he acre-
ege has remaimneq fairly constent. Lhis goes to show that the value oI tne
lang has changea consiversdly, In LJ2U lena haa increaseq biZ.oc per ceas
over the 1vyJv vejue, By lyaL jland hau orofped in vsiuve I'rom the 1vycy value,

put 1t stili showea & gailn of 5y per cent over the L3V value.

suilcings
The table on the tollowing page, ‘lable AVI, shows the value Or
buitaings per scre or lanu from 1yOU 0 Llo=u.
The velue 0T pulluings per acre Wwes only 2048 in 1lvul. Lthe L1Y1V
and LY<U tigures showea & galn in vaiuve, veing valued &t ,5..d per scre in
1910 ana &t 858 per ecre in 152U, The sversyge velue of Luildlies per

acre in the next aecade, 1Y20-1940, aropped «l,JU2, and decressed elmost

84, Compiled from the Census of the United States,
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TABLE XVI

. 8
VALUR OF BUILDINGS Pk aCill, 1900-1940 °

Smith County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1940

Value of buila=- = . . P g ‘
ings (dollers) 1,387,280 2,807,770 4,803,822 4,200,400 1,485,076
All leand 1in . . . _ . ) L .
farms (acres| 561,558 Bal, 007 569,121 560, Vo8 246,270

e 2.48 5,16 6,53 7.51
ings (per scre)

e
L]

(o)
S

four aollars wmore auring the next aecade, rrom 1Yov to 1v4l,

Lana ana Builwings

rable AVII on the following paze shows the zverase vaiuve of vtoth
lazna ana vuildings per acre fron 1¥CU to L¥=U,

The 1Y2uU value of lend ena builcings was g proximately six times
&s greet as 1t was in Ll¥uJ, 2By lsev 1t rau areo,,ec until it was only
grourd orne snd one-halt times as much as it wés in 170U,

labies &VI and AVIL show that as thne value ¢I lenu 1ncreases, $0
does the value of buildirgs tend to incresse; ena &s tre value OI lanu

decresses, so aoes the value of builaings tena to decrease.

85. Compilea from the Census of the United States.
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TABLE XVII

86
SHOWING THE AVARAGE VALUE OF LAWD 4ND BUILDINGS
PER ACRE, 1900-1940

Smith County 1500 1910 1920 1950 1940

Value of land

ana builaings ©:569,660 2L,Y37,627 37,761,180 20,517,794 10,078,700

411 lana in

Govam eenem) 561,558 541,037 563,1<1 560,068 546,276
Value of lana
and builaings 11.88 40,61 67.06 45,20 18.45

per acre

ValUb por Fanh

The following tebles in this che te-., nith the exception of tne last
table, aesl with the velue per ferh. There sre mery pecils, perbeps, vLo,
when aealing with farm velues preéfer velue per ani retrel Then value per

acre. ror this resson the rollowing tables bsve been prefered.

Land
+he lena itselt 1s probtebly the major fector of vealue., Uhke tarie
on the page roliowing snows the value of the lani per fers in smitn

vounty from 19¥C. to 144U,

86, Compilea trom the Census of the United otates.
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TABLu XVIII

VALUL OF Lalb PoR PalRl, 1900-1940

Qe 87 88 gy -
Smith County 1900 1910 1920 190V v 1940#

Value of land in ) )
farms (dollars) Ds281,480 19,189,757 32,957,008 21,112,997 8,145,062

Number of rarms 2,834 2,535 2,458 BB 1,769

Averege value ot land
per farm (dollars) 1,864 7,079 14,409 9,194 4,148

* From the vailue of farms (lana ana buildings) the value of the oulldings
was subtracted to get the value of the lana.

the velue of thie lerc jrcye=.d ovel i1 “JTres from 1vJdu to 1a9cU,
The vaine of the land was 5,281,450 in 1300, 19,189,787 in 17910,
$32,957,568 in 1920, 21,112,397 in 1930 and +8,143,06c in 1240, The
1940 value was ebout one-fourth of the 142J value.

The eversge value of the iana per ferm increased from ;1,804 in
1900 to ¢14,40¥ in 1920, an increase of over 7JV pger cent of the 1¥JJ
velue., The 1510 value was 7,57y, TFrom 1J20 tne aversase value per If'sru

decressed from wl4,409 in 1920 to 9J,les in lvel ana 1o (=,l40 in ld=wd,

Builaings

well constructea saequate builain.s help wake the ferm =na the

87+ U, 5. Bureau of Census. 14th Uensus of the United dtates. Volume VI,
Part 1. p. 740.

88, Ibid.
89, Ibid.

y0. U. Se Bureau ot Census. 1ltth Census of the United States., vVolune 1L,
Pert I. p. 1312,
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TABLE &Ix

AVERAGE VaLUk OF BUILDINGS PrnR FaRuS, 1¥00-1340

[*] ' -
Smith County 1900°t 1510%% 19207° 19507 1v407°

Value of build- e i .
ings (doliars) 1,087,250 2,807,870 4,803,822 4,205,400 1,93D,V7¢

Number or farms 2,834 2,535 2,408 2,299 1,900

Aversge value of
buildings per 483 1,108 1,9b4 1,829 Yoo
farm

home more successful &na e more acsiredble .lace to Live., <“he &arove tuole
shows the averese veiue of the ocuilaings per farm from 13UJ to ld=d.

The value of the btuildings gradually rose from 1,387,280 in 190V
to 4,806,822 in 1920, The year 1950 showed a very slight decresse, ana
the rfollowing ten years showed & decrease to 1,985,076, The averege
value of builaings per farm was shown in like manner, yet the value in

1740 was J6b or neerly couble the 1900 value, which was «+48Y .

Land and Buildings
Jable AX on the following page shows the velus of land ana ocullad-

ings per Ierm from 13J0 to ldw.

91. U, S. Buresu ol Census. latn Census of the Unitea States. Volume VI,
Part I. p. 749.

J2. Ibid.

93. Ibid.

44, J. 9. Buresu of Census. 16th Census of the uUnitea states. p. 1¥.

95. lbid.




TABLE XX

96
AVERAGE VALUE OF LAND AND BUILDINGS PER FARM, 1900-1940

Smith County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1940

Value of build-

ings (dollars) 1,387,230 3,807,870 4,803,822 4,205,400 1,935,076

Value of land in
ferms (dollars) 5,281,430 19,189,757 32,957,358 21,112,397 8,143,662

Value of farms
(land and build- 6,668,660 21,997,627 37,761,180 25,317,794 10,078,738
ings in dollars)

Number of farms 2,834 2,585 2,458 2,299 1,963

Average value of
lana and builaings 2,353 8,687 16,363 115013 5,134
per farm (dollars)

e v—— ——

Again we see relatively a low value in 1900, rising to & peak in
1920 and then ralling to approximately where it was in 190U. The total
value of land and buildings was §6,668,660 in 1900, 1In 1920 the value
had risen to $37,761,180 which was higher than the 1910 figaures or
$21,997,627. In 1930 the velue was $25,317,794 and in 1940 the value
had decressed to $10,078,738.

The average value per farmm in 1900, with 2,834 farms, was ye,353,
whereas in 1940 with 1,963 farms the average value was $5,1%. If
there had been the same number of farms in 1940 that there was in 1900,

that is 2,834, then the average value per farm would only have been

$3,556.

96, Compiled from the United States Census.
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TABLE XXI

97
AVERAGE VALUE OF FArd IMPLEMENTS, 1900-1940

Smith County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1940

e
e

- =

Value of implements

(dollars) 449,240 681,048 2,082,258 1,714,245 952,833

Number of farms 2,834 2,535 2,458 2,299 1,963

Average value of
implements per 159 269 847 746 485
fam (dollars)

=
==

Implements
The following table shows the value of farm implements from 1900
to 1940,
The average value of farm implements per farm rose from §159 per
farm in 1900 to $269 in 1910. In 1920 the value, 847, was approximately

gix times what it had been in 1900. The value in 19350 was $746 and in

1940 the value was $485,

Livestock
In detemmining the average value of all farm property it is neces-
sary to know the value of the livestock. The table on the following
page, Table XXII, shows the value of livestock from 1900 %o 1940.
With this table, as with others, the peak was reached in 1920.

No figures were available for the year 13940. The value of livestock

97. Compiled from the Census of the United States.
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TABLE XXII

98
AVERAGE VALUE OF LIVE STOCK PER FARM, 1900-1940

—
Smith County 1900 1910 1920 1930 1940

Value of live-
stock (dollars) 2,576,798 3,838,756 4,774,689 3,640,498

Number of farms 2,854 2,535 2,458 B euy) 1,963
Average value of

live stock per 672,09 1,514.30 1,942,511 1,583.51

farm

in 1900 was $2,576,798. The 1910 value of 3,838,756 and the 1930 value of
3,640,498 are practically the same with the 1930 value being sl ightly
higher; however, had there been 2,535 farms in 1930 as there were in 1910
the average value per farm in 1930 would have been ¥1,436.09 which is

lower than the average value per farm in 1910, which was $1,514.30.

All Farm Property

To unaerstanda the financial status of the farm family it is neces-
sary %o know the average value of all fam property taken together., The
table on the following page shows the average value of all famm property
from 1900 to 1940.

From this table we can see that the average value of all fam prop-
erty has greatly increased over the last forty years, It was $3,421 in
1900 and increased to $10,461 in 1910. In 1920 it rose to a high

point of 18,152, This was an increase of $12,731 over the 1900 figure.

98, Compiled from the Census of the United States.
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TABLE XXIII

R — R - J
AVERAGE VALUE OF all Fall FrOPERTY, 1300-1940 ’

Smith County 1300 1510 1920 1930 1740

value of baiia-
ings ldoilars) 1,387,249 &,8U7 ,87J +,3V0, 02 4, 290 44UV 1,98t,V%0

Value of lana ) .
in farms O,8L,400  1Y,139,757 62,957,258 21,112,397 6,143,662
Value ot imple-
o 449,240 681,048 2,082,258 1,714,240 952,833
Livestock on . ) )
B 2,576,748 9,898, 756 4,774,009 O ,04V ,498
all farm

property J,094,098 Ro,n17,401 44,bi8,127 80,072,007

aversge value
of ail propersy 5,421 10,461 18,162 15,042
per rarm

The 1930 figure showed a decrease of 4,811, Figures on the value of

live stock for the year 194U were not available.
INDEX NUMBERS

In oruer to unaerstand the aitference in value of money from 1JVU
to 194U some means must be used as a pasis of compurisdon. in oraer to
a0 this, the writer telt tnat tae use ol indsx numbers was &s reliable
as any means. The following table shows inaex numbers from 1300 to

1"40'

99, Compiled from the Census of the United States.
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AiNDEX NUMBERS, 1910-1340

1510 1320 1935V 1340
1910 Value for one I.N.

244.413,1 2UH,223,8 202,273.3 120 ,42849
90[21,997,627 30 90 30
Keportea value 18,470,142 20,904,537 13,538,601

1920 Value for one IL.N.
244,418, 1 20 ,225.8 232,275.5 150,425.9
184 184 |07,761,18V 184 lo4
44,972,950, 4 Reportea value 42 ,798,287.2 R7,673,917.6
1950 Value ror one I.N,
244 ,418.1 205,225.8 ROR,2Tde 150,424,
109 109 1wy 26,617,794 109
2b,641 ,072.9 22,969,596.2  neportea value 16,396,750.1
1340 Value for one I.WN,

150 ,428. 4

244 ,413,.1 205,220.8 232,275
67 67 67 67 10,078,738
16,370,012.7 lo,749,934.0 15,502 ,014. 1 dAepor tea value

In reality it is rather siagle.

The aoove table appears guite cowplicated upon first glancing at it.

The inasx numbers as presantéu oy tne U

5. Uepartment of agricutture are ol estimated value per acre of all farm

land with i1mprovenents from 1912 to liau. since tne inuex number of 1V¥ld

was lUU ana the inaex nuanver Of 1912 was 97, 1t was estimatea that the
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index number of 1710 was arouna ¥0; hence, that number was usea., The
index number for 1920 was 13+, ror lYsu, lUJ and ror ldau, 07.100
The tanle begins in the upper left hand corner with 1v1U, and goes
horizontally To the right to Lv¥4VU ana vertically down to Ly4u. Horizon-
tally across the page is given the computed value for one index number
and for the respective years is &ag=in computea ror the total 1naex num-
vper as given oy the U, 3. Department of sagriculture, tanas obtainig a
value to be used 1n comparing the reportea value for any particulsar
year.
for example in 19J4U the reportea value of farm property {(land and
builaings) wes 1V,073,738. The inaex nawber for lv¥av is 67. LIf we use
the value 0Or One inuex numder ror LJL0U (column one vertically aown)
which is 244,418.1 and multiply we find the value to be ¢16,3876,012,7,
iie compare the 194U reported vaiue in the same way to 1420 ana IJou. we fina
that the 1940 reported value is much lower, perhaps by from thirty-six to
sixty-four per cent than any ot the other years aetermined by ilnaex num-

bers.,
COwCLUSIONS

The iv4V value of the land is relatively low as compared witn the
value ot the lana in 1410, 1920, and 1l9YoJ. It was valued at l%.Yl per
acre in 1940, while 1n 1710 1t w&s woD.2de In Uv2U 1t was &t 1ts nish-
est, being «58.53. 3By 1330 it aropped to (37.09. 1ln 1400V Lana was

valued at ¢9¥.40 per acre.

100, U. 5. Department of agriculture. agricultural 3Statistics, 1u4v.
pe 589,
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The aversaie value of the lana per farm is in the form ol & norwsl
curve, reachling ivs hignest. l4,4uY, in 1J920. From 1720 on, it shows
a steady aecrease, a.creasing to ¥,lv4 in ldov anu 4,148 in lusu.

The 1940 value of the buildings per farm, 968, shows a consiucr-
able decrease over the lsoJ figure of 1,829, <The value in lJ2u was
wl,954, 80 tnere was & small uecrease of (1295,

The vaiue of ouilluings per acre from 13929 to 1930 decressed con-
gsiagerably from the 1450 to Llv4d value, it being W1 in 1700 and Jd.04%
ir 194U, The value was higchest in 192U, being ,8.58. shis was @n in-
crease of wi.79 from 19U to 1910, the values belile w~o48 and #D.1b
respectively.

Implemcnts were valued the hichest in 132J, Llheir value was 847
per farm while in 1Yeu it was 4485. [his is much of a geln over the
implements of 13JU, which were valued at <890

Live stocz was valued higher from 1920 to 1voJ than 1t was from
1¥0J to 1v10. Livestock per farm wes valued ¢t ,872,U9 in 130v, ¢1514.30
in 1910, +1,942.51 in 1920, and ¢1,565.51 in 1¥o0. This perhaps snows to
gome extent that people are raising more Live stock.

In general, it seems that the land, buildings, livestock, ama

implements are at a lower value tnan they were in 1920 and 1lviv.



51

CHAPTER V
DEEDS AND MORTGAGES

It was hoped that with the investigation of deeds and moritgages
certain trends, if there were any, might be found. Getting the amount
of the mortgages for 1930 and 1940 was relatively easy due to the fact
that from 1925 on the Government required a tee of twentysfive cents
per hundred dollars and reguired the Register of Deeds to file in a
record book the date of the mortgage, the amount of the mortgage, the
fee paid and other informatioﬁ.

To get the amount of the mortgages for the years 1900, 1910 and

1920, the writer had to use the original documents.
NUMBER OF RECORDED DEEDS

Deeds filed varied from 500 in 1900 to 212 in 1940. Table XXV
on the following page shows the number of deeds filed from 1900 to
1940,

Besides the deeds listed in this table the following kinds and
number of deeds were also recorded in 1900: Assignee's - 1; General
Warranty - 1; Receiver's - 7; Trustee's - 1; Special Warranty - 6;
none of these were recorded in the following years. The year 1930

gshowed the following: BRight of Way = 10. In 1940 there was one

Mineral Quit Claim Deed.
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TABLE XXV
- 1wl
NUnBER OF LwtDS FILED, 1900-13940

e

Deeds _ 1900 1910 1920 1960 1940
warranty 384 279 o1? 194 117
Wit Cleim o4 43y S0 ol 213
Sheriff 7 1 2 7 08
Tax 1o 4

Corporation 5 S o
Corporation warranty 1 2 1
Deed 17 5) 11

mxecutor's 4 9 &
Guardaian's 8 4 12 5 1
Administrators 2 2 2 S

The above tadle shows soume very uwerinite trends. In general, the
number of w#arranty and .uit Claim aeeds are aecreasing. The number of
Warranty ueeds in lJ4J is less than one-thira the numoer in i1vuJ. The
namber of .uit Claim aseus in 1949 is only avdout two-thirds the numder
in 1900, On the other hand the number of Sheriff daeceds has incresased
enormously since L36V; in ract, tne nu .oer in lJ4J has 1lncreasea oy over
80U per cent what 1t was in 1930,

Wwarranty deeas clain the highest nuuber ror each period, These
are rollowea by uit Cleim deeds except in 1J4U wneun Sheriff d=eus show
a higher number than uit Claim aeeds.

The writer searched the recoru books in the Register or Deeas
Office for the number of aifferent type aceas. st first the wraiter
useu The aesd recorc ana intenaed to get the amount of money involved.

However, after rinding several such expressions as "In consideration

101. Figures in this chapter were compiled from Record=s of Register of
Deeds! Office. Coart House, Smith Center, Kanses.




53

of the sum of 41.00 ama other valusble consiG:rations" ana "In consid-
eration ot tne sum of ¢lJ0 ana maternal love am aifection” larse tracts
of lana were uceaed., Hence, 1t was conslasrea so unrelisble toat the
anount of money was not obtained. In some cases an estimuate or the value
01 the progerty uceuea coulld be usie Trom the Internal Sevenue seal ir
one was on tae aeed. For each wBJu in value a tax of 5y was made.

A viarranty aeea coula be ueterminea oy the woras, "ecrent, bargaln,

"

sell acu cownveay" anu oy the wora "warrant". & quit Claim deed coula ve

' & Corporsa=-

detected by the words, "remise, release anu gqait claua,’
tion aeea coulu oe u=teErainea by The Corgorsation seal.
In getting the namver oI aeeus no entry was maue (no count taken)
to deeas wnich in the cescription of the "tract' was given the inrorma-
tion, "See recora" for th: writer founa apon 1nvesti_stlon =and rTom
wora of the negister of Jeeds that suca tracts were usually small ana
required @ more lengthy ucscription tuan couid Jde wriitten in the auatd
place proviu2a 1in toe Genersal Inuex to Deeds Recoru Beook., s.05t small
plots uraer three acres and town property rejuirea measucement Dy Chains
and links.
Ia Table XXV on the humber oI ve=as, the tyve of deeu tnat is
listed as "deed" shoula pernaps be classitied as eitner warranty or
quit claim. However, iu the "General Inaex ©O Deeas necord" they were
classitiea as "deeas"., By looking up each indiviaual ueed it could

have perhaps been classilleu otilerwlise.



Life Insurance Companies, Federal Land Banks, Banks,
Mortgage Companies and Other Companies

In 1940 there were over tive times as many deeds or over seven times
as much acreage granted by life insurance companies, federal land banks,
banks, morigage companies and other companies, &s there were in 1900.

The following table shows the type and nmumber of deeds granted to these

concerns together with the acreage from 1900 to 1940,

TABLE XXVI

SHOWING THE TYPE AND NUMBER OF DEEDS GRANTED TO LIFE INSURANCE
COMPANIES, FEDERAL LAND BANKS, BANKS, MORTGAGE COMPANIES
AND OTHER COMPANIKS TOGETHER WILH IHE ACREAGE DEEDED, 1900-1940

— ———
== —

1900 1910 1520 1930 1940
Warranty
number 5 2 19
acres 560 240 3460
Sheriff
number i 60
acres 240 10737.5
Quit Claim
mmber 5
acres 600
Tax
number 4
acres 440
Deedas
number 2
acres 320
Corporation
number 2
acres 700
Total number 15 5 79
ot aeeds

Total Acreage 1920 1180 14197.5
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In finding the number of acres involvea in many of the deeas in
this taple it was necessary $0 zet the volume nimber aua Jge nanber
trom the Generwl Inaex to Deeds =nd then 30 to that particular voiume ana
pege and f'ind the number of acres. lhe pages given in the Iadex were
bage <o ana page 7o, volume 42. The writer searched Saz23 270, 7o, 2o,
anu 7o o4t uld not Irinu the corporation d-eas. 1t wes then necessary to
finu the uats 04 which tne aeeas were tilea tor record, wnicn was Feo-
ruary <7, 19U, and to search the riling uates to 28t the pases, which
were 1bl amu 152, This 1s to show that errors occur in county records.
In another recora the writer founa the aate nay 98,

Table XXVI shows a ruther startling bit of eviaence. Srom l¥o. %o
Lasu there was very lit=le lana aseaea 1o lnsurance Companies, Banks,
Yortgage Companies, etc. However, in Lvy4U there was over i4,0UJ acres
dezueu tO such companies. Upon searchin. tihe recorus 1t was found thiat
large tracts of lsna were oeing deeasd to sucn companies Ior the rirst
time in 1907, Lf such practice continues warins The next Iorty /ears
practicaliy ali of the landa in Smith County wilil 0240ng to such companies
ana especlally to the Federal Land Bank, since most of tae aseus granteu
to compenies in Ly4y was to taat particuiar one, Lana in suitn County
is frast pecoming tne property of big cowpaniess In 1949 alone The Fed-
eral Lana Bank anu The Feaeral Farm Mortgagse Corporation Zecarad 15 .3
to 10,077.5 acres.

In 190u the compenies receiving deeus to property were: rhe

City Heal mstate Trust (1), Home Investment Company {3), Iowa hational

Bank (1), Lassachusetts Lutual Life Insurence Company (3), wmortgage Trust
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Company of Pennsylvenia (1), Jebraska Loan and Trust Compeny |(3), New
¥ngland Mortgage 3ecurity Company {1}, Smith Brothers' Loen anc irust
Company (1), &na the Security Investment Couzpany (1). The number in
parenthesis arter each compan,'s name stanas for the nunoper ol deeas
issued to that particular company.

Taken in like mannevr in 1540 the companies were: Alliance Co-
operative Insurence Company (1), wevis welcome Lortgage Coumpany (1),
Federal Land sank (39}, Federal Farm hortgaze Corporation (12), John
Hancock vmtusl Life Insurence vompany \3), dansas canxers' Surety Com-
paeny (1), wetropolitan uife insurance Company (<), wethodist kpiscopal
Home (1), frucentisal ilnsizance Cowpany |8), security Benefit associe-
tion (1), 3mith County oState Bank (1), Traveler's Insurance Company (<),
Union Central Life Insurance Company (<2}, Victory wife Insursnce Jompany
{1), First Nstional Bank, smith Center (1), Farmers' alliance lnsurence
Company (£}, ana The First ~tate 3ank, Fortis {1).

The writer feels that Table LXVI indicrtes a trend in lana owner-
ship in that companies are taking over much of the laaa thet formerly
was held by inaiviauels. In contrast to other yeers, in 1v4U, nost
of the land that was taken over by pig companies wes tagen over Ly
Sheriff eeeds.

NUL.Bek OF RuCORDwsv MORTGAGLS

The 1940 recoras show that there are fewer mortgases at a lesser

value being given now tnan in previous years. The following table shows

the amount ana number cf mortgages given on resal estate from 190U to 1940,
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TABLE XXVII

SHOWING THE AMOUNT GIVEN IN MORTGAGES AND THE NUMBER OF MORTGAGES
GIVEN ON FARM REAL ESTATE, ALSO THE AVERAGE AMOUNT PER MORTGAGE

1900-1940
1900 1910 1920 1530 1940
Amount
dollars 319510.71 691920,01 1223043,21 725549.49 103191.06
numb er 540 408 388 273 74

Average am-

ount per mort- 591.69 1695.88 3152.,17 2657.69 1394.47
gage (dollars)

The amount of mortgages has followed a normal curve where the high
mark was reached in 1920, From 1920 on the amount of the mortgages had
decreased. The trend in the number of mortgages is toward fewer and
fewer. The number of mortgages has steadily decreased from 540 in 1900
to 74 in 1940, being a decrease of 729.9 per cent., This might in a sense
be expected due to the fact that there are fewer farms. The average am-
ount of the mortgages rose in good times, but it dropped as we pass
into harder times.

It was also found that the typical mortgage is given for a perioa
of five years. Some few are given for periods less then one year, and

some are given for fifteen years anml longer.

Companies
Morgages sre being given by benks, trust, mortgage ana other com=-

panies. The following table shows the number of mortgages given by

companies from 1900 to 1940.
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TABLE XXVIII

NUMBER OF MORTGAGES GIVEN TO COMPANIES
DURING THE VARIOUS YEARS, 1900-1940

Mortgages 1900 1910 1920 1930 1940
Banks 10 44 53 42 20
Trust Companies b 25 24 14 0
Mortgage Compenies 24 il 56 47 10
Investment Companies
Loan Companies 138 84 98 64 16

Security Companies
Insurance Companies
Total 173 156 251 167 48

The above table shows the total number of mortgages given to be
at a peak in 1920 and then to drop to a very low number in 1940, In
1900 Baniks were giving spproximately one-seventeenth of the total mort-
geges given by Companies. By 1920 they were giving spproximately one-

fifth ana by 1940, epproximately one-half.

Percentage of Mortgages Given by Companies
A large per cent of mortgages are given by banks, mortgage com=-
panies, insurance companies and the other companies. The following
table shows the per cent of the total number of mortgages given by
these concerns from 1900 to 1940.
This table shows the trend in the type of mortgages. In 1900
practically one-third of the mortgagee's were Companies. By 1940 this

number had increased to two-thirds. In reality the number has been

around two-thirds since 1920,
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TAsLE XKIX

PER C@NT QS‘TOIAL NULBrst OF LORTGAGhS GIVEN BY BANIS, HORTGAGH
COMPANISES, INSURANCE COiPALIBS AND OTHud COMPalIb3, 1900-

1540
1900 1910 1920 193V 1940
Total number 540 403 588 276 74
lumber siven 17: L. . !
by companies & 150 2k 167 43
Per cent _iven e
S,V dC .2 Sae 7 0l.< Ote 8

by companies

Foreclosures
Hard times aye to crop feilares snc otrer ressons have caused a
nunber of foreclosures. <the fo.lowing table shows the numoer of fore=-

closures tron 1JUJ to ld4J,

TaBLie XXX

SHOWIAG nNUpkBok OF FOLCLISU- L3, 1v0U=194y

1904 1910 1929 190U 1d4u

Foreclosure

releases 63 1 v = 22

The above table sSnows the nuuber or foreclosires {takes in itown resal
estate as well as farms). There 1s one factor tiat shoulc ve brougtt out
trhat aoes not appesr in the table. In 1950 the number of foreclosures ve-
gen to 1nCrease but aia not reech the peax until in 1yd7, 1Job ana 1909,

The writer pickeda one yesar a2t rencom, 1903, ana founa there were o7 tore-

closures.




CONCLUSIONS

Warranty ana Quit Claim deeds showed & decrease in number while
Sheriff deeds showed an increase. In 1940 many deeas were grantea to
litfe insurance companies, federal land banks, banks, mortgage companies,
etc. Previous to 1930 very little land was deeded to these concerns.

In 1937 large tracts of land was deeded to such companies for the first
time.

Mortgages greatly decreased in number and amount. Many are given
for a five-year period. Companies gave a large per cent of the mort-

gages, especislly since 1920. The per cent was spproximately sixty-

four.
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CHAPTER VI
TENURE AND OWNERSHIP

Many factors, perhaps, have influenced the populé.tion and the number
of farms from 1900 to 1940. Sometimes one may wonaer how tenancy has been
affected during the same period of time, Drouths, grasshoppers, low fam
prices, together with many more may have affected tenancy. To vwhat ex=-
tent each factor has affected temancy perhaps no one knows. The purpose

of Chapter VI is to show the tenure of the farm operator.
CLASSES OF OPERATORS

According to the Buresu of Census, & "farmer" or "fam operator" is
a person who directs the operations of a farm. Owners ofifarms who do not
themselves direct the farm operations are not reported as “farmers". The
Bureau divides farmers into three general classes according to the char-
acter of their tenure, namely, owners, managers and tenants. The general
classes may have sub-divisions. For example, there are several types of
tenants such as, share tenants, share cash tenants, cash tenants ana

102
other non-specified tenants.

Owners and Part Owners

Farm owners mey include two types: (1) Farmers operating their avn

land only, and (2) Those operating not only their own land but also some

102, U. S. Bureau of Census. 13th Census of the United States. Volume VI.
Pe 12.




62

land hired from others as well. The latter are sometimes referred to in
the Census report as "part owers”. The term "owners" is then restricted

to those owning all their land.los

Owners and Tenants
In the 1900 Census a smaller class of farmms was designated as that
of "owners and tenants". It comprised those farms which were operated by
the united labor and under the joint direction of two or more individuals
one owning the farm or at least a part of it, and the other or others
owning no part of the famm but receiving for supervision or labor a share
of the pronucts.um The 1900 Census reports and other following reports

did not give the class of "owners and tenants" in their classification.

Managers
Farms designated as to being operated by "managers" are farms oper-
atea for the owners, or under their general supervision, by salaried
managers or overseers, This class of fa'ms would include those farms
connected with public institutions or owned by corporations, and many

1056
of those operated tor non-resident owers.

Tenants

106
A farm tenant or renter is & farmer who operates hired land only.

He becomes a tenant when he rather than the owner assumes the risk of crop

103, U. S. Bureaa of Census. 13th Census of the United States. Volume VI.

Pe 12,
104, U. S, Bureau of Census. 12th Census of the United States. Volume V,

Part I. p. XLIIL

105. U. 8, Bureau of Census. Ibid. p. XLIII.
106. U. S. Bureau of Census. 13th Census of the United States. Volume VI.

Pe 12.




failures or eother contingencies while attenaing the operations of the
lend. The person who operates a farm and peys its owner a fixea guan-
Y1ty of proouce or money, or a saare of all that is raised is & tenant or
renter evea though he is subject to some control anu direction by the

107
owner of the land,

It should be observed that a person who works on a fam is to be
classeu &s = hlrea laborer or manager if his income 1s guaranteed oy the
owner or tenant oI the land to be a definite compensation in .aoxney oc
for a fixed quantity of proauce.138

Tenants are classifiea by tne Zureeu of the vensus into several
Classes such As, share tenants, share-cash tsnants ana cash tenants,.
Share tenants are those who pay a certsinr share of tne prodacts, as one-
half, one-thira, or one-gquarter. Share-cash tenants sre those wno puay a
share of tne prouucts Ior part of ths lanu reanteu by them and cash for
part., Cash tenants are those who pay & cash rental or & stated amount

109
of lebor or proaucts, such &s, 47.JJ or tern oushels 0I wheat per acre,

TENURS

according to webster's dew International Dictionary of the bnglisn

Languege, the definit.on of tenure is as follows:

Tenure - Act or right of holding, as property, especially
real estate, property of & superior; also the wanner of hold-
ing real property, or lana ana teancuments, property or a sup-
erior. Tenure, in its strictest sense of holding of & superior,

107. U. 3. Buresu of Census. 12th LYensus of the un.tea 2tates. Volume Y,
Part Io P 754,
108. Ibid,

109, U, S. Bureau of Census., 13th Census of the United States. Volume vI.
Pe 12,
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is 1inseparadble Ifrom the iaea ot property in lsna in the

tneory of the bnglisn Common bLaw; anu this idea of tenure

pervedes, to a considerable extent, the law of real property

in the United Jtates, where the primary title to all lam is

helu essentially in fee simple absolute, ana not of a super-

ior.l

dince there are classes of tenure, the writer attempted to analyze

accoraing to the nuaber in eaci ¢less the tive different classes, which
are: owners, part owners, owners end tenants, managers, and tenants.
The term tenant includes shere tenants, share-cashn tenants ana casn ten-
ants, 11 thnere were any ol each class., The following table shows the

nuaber of Tarmas in 3mitn County operated according to the tenare of tne

operator Irom lyJV to 13940,

TaBLE XXKI

SHOWING THa wUuBad CF fafiud OrwasnTel ACCORDING TO
THE TaNURs, 1900-1940

-
= ==

111 112 113 114 115

Number 1300 1910 142V 1930 1940
Farms (Smith County) 2834 2535 2458 2297 1969
Owrers Llaad 1lJoy ENLS 700 oUB
Part Owners oV 248 536 028 424
Ovners asna Tenants 77

Lianagers 7 7 19 7

Tenants 799 921 ERN] 106l 952

11U, uebster's new international Pictionery; of the bun.lish sanguafe. p. 26U,

11i. U, 3, Sureau of Censas. l2th “ensus oif the United sStates. Vo.ume V,
Part I. pp. 84-55. - B

112, U. 5. Bureau of vensus. loth “ensus of tne Uniteuw states, Volawe VI.
p. 586, )

113, Y., S, Burean of Yensus. 15th Yensus of the unitea 2tates. Volume II,
Part I. p. 129,

114, Ivid.

115, U, O, Bureau of “ensas. 16th Census of the Unitea States. p. &Y,
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Table XXXI shows the trend in the number of farus, operated accord-
ing to the tenure of the operator. In studying the table one must keep
in mina the fact that the number of tfarms has decreased from 2,854 in
190V to 1,965 in 1940, a decrease of 871 farms which amounts to & 33.8

loss over the 1900 figure.

Owners
There has been 8 steady decrease in the number of farm owners oper-
aving their own land since 1900. In 1900 there were 1,445 owners operating
their land, whereas, in 1940 there were only 608 such owners. This was a

decrease of 857 farm owners or 57.9Y per cent operating their lana.

Part Owners
The number of Part Owners operating their land increased from 506
in 1900 to 538 in 1910. There was a decrease from 1910 to 1940, There
were 556 part owners in 1920, 528 in 1930 and 421 by 1940. The greatest
decrease came from 1930 to 1940, there being a decrease ot 107 parst
owners. This is a aecrease of approximately 20.3 per cent over a ten-
year period. However, from 1900 to 1940 there was only a decrease of 85

paért owners or 16.8 per cent,

Owners and Tenants
There were 77 owners and tenants in 1900. Since figures were not

available for the other years, no comparison can be made in this class.

Managers

There were 7 managers in Smith County in 1900, 1910 and 1930. 1In

1920 there were 1Y and in 1940 there were only 2 managers. Managers play &
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very small part in farm operating in Smith County. At no time for the
respective years listed (according to the following table) was there
over .8 per cent of the total number of farm operators classed &s mana-
gers,
Tenants

With a steady decline in the mumber of owners one might anticipate
an increase in tenancy. According to the preceding table there was a
steady increase in the number of tenants from 799 in 1900 to 1061 in
1950, which is a 45,3 per cent increase. From 1061 tenants in 1930 the
number took & drop to ¥32 in 1340, or a decrease of 12Y, which amounts

to a 12.2 per cemt decrease.
FARMS OPERATED ACCORDING TO TENURE

However, to get an unbiased concept of the tenant situation one
mast study the following table which shows the percentage of farms op-
eratea according to the tenure of the operator, from 1900 to 15940.

This table shows the percentage of farms operated according to
the tenure of the operator. In 190V, 51.0 per cent of the total
number ot tarm operators were owners, whereas, in 1340 ounly 3.1.0 per
cent of the total were owners, From 1900 to 1930 there was a steady
decline in the percentage of owners as fam operators, but from 1930
to 194U there was a slight increase. In 1930, 30.6 per ceant or the
tarm operators were owners. In 1940, 31.0 per cent of the farm oper-

ators were owners.

The percentage of part owners showed a steady, slight increase
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TABLE XXXII

SHOWING THb PEnCENTAGE OF FadiS OruniTED sCCORDING [0 wia i=NUAc
O [ OPERATOR, 130U-194V

1vuull° lvlull’ lsaulld Lﬁodllj 174leu
Owners 5l.v 242 90 . V.0 olev)
Fart Owners 17.9 2l.2 2183 200k Zhet
Owners anu lenants 2,7
nanagers Jes Uesd ey Je Jel
Tenents 2807 Hnled 4,0 40, L 47,0

from 17,9 per cent in LvUJ to 2v,J per cent in l.ov. There was a sL1:h%
decrease rrowm Lgod to Ldwd, tue per ce:tb ia LIwd deiny 2l.4.

If we aud T ae perceutages given tor owaers to tne ercentages
given ror part owners we have the folilowing per ceats as sums ior tne
v4rious yesars: oo6.d psr ceat in 1lylJ, 0d.4 per cert in 1lJlu, DB.0O per
cent in 1920, 24.0 per cent in 1930 ana b2.4 per cent in 1J+0,. This
shows & steauy uecrease r'rom LiJJ 0 Liad.

Owners anu btensnts snoweu 2.7 per ceat 1n LIyvd, rigures 1or tae
Other ycars wers not given.

The per cent of managers increased Irouw J.2 per cent ia 1d)J to
0.8 per ceat in LsLvu. Froa 1Ixy to LlJ+J) thers #ia3 a 3teady ascress-, bLne

per ceat 1a 194V being J. L.

116. U. 5. Suresu of VYensus. 1th Vensus of the Unitew otates. Voiwane ¥,
Fart I. ppr. 84-=80.

Li7. U. S. Buresu of Census., 1oth Census of the Unitea wtates. Volume Jl.
p. 586,

118, U. 9, durcau or vensus. 4ibtn “ensus of the Ynitea Stutes. Volae Ii,
rartv 1, p. 1297,

tLy, Ibia.

120, U. 5. Bureau ot Census. 16th Census ot the United 9tates. p. 29,
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The percentage of tenants as comparea with the total tam opera-
tors haa shown an increase at each taking of the Census over the previous
Census figures. From 28.2 per cent in 1900 there has been an increase at
eacn Census tézing unyli in avav, OFf farm operators, 40.7 per cent are
tenants,

In 1900, 28,2 per cent of all farm operators were tenants and 51.0
per cent were owners, or if the number of owners is added to the number
of part owners the writer found that 68.9 per cent of farm operators
are owers.

In 1940, 47.5 per cent of all farm operators were tenants and only
31.0 per cent were owners. The per cent of owners added to the per cent
of part owners would give a sum total of 52.4 per cent of the fam opera-

tors being owmers.,

TENANTS

Table XXXIII on the following page shows the classification of
tenants in Smith County from 1900 to 1940.

The writer wishes to say a word of caution in regard to the use of
this table. In some cases information could not be found and in some
cases the clesses had not been broken up. For example, by referring to
the table, we find there were 20 non-specified cases in 1910<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>