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1] . . )
Introduction .

: . ! v, . g . .
- The purpose of this paper is-to identify individual and institu-,

tional factors which have facilitatpd or inhibited the achievement of

widely dispersed successful Black farmers - 2t
1 - _‘, . .
< . The p0551b111ty that there are orlmlght be, successful Black '

V .farmers is oyerlooked--or concealed--by the emphasis given to (1).the

. . fact that Black-operated farms have come glose to vanishing from the - ‘

e

: American scene, (2) the rapid rate at which Blacks are los1ng ownersh1p A .

ST of land, and (3) the dismal progn051s conventlonally given for the
- cont1nued survival of the rema1n1ng Black- operatedﬂﬁarms, considering -

<

the impact ‘which prevailing economic and technological trends and public

pol1c1es have on the place of small-scale farms in American agrlculture
2 - . P
U S. Census.data and a limited number of stud1es—-mostly census-

‘ bhsed--provide ample evidence for a depre551ng outlook from the stand- ‘ -
/po1nt of Blacks wishing to retain farm operator status.:5 The number of
Black-operated farms reached a peak of 925,710 in 1920; of these some - v

' |!?8 percent then as now were'in the Census South.” The 20ss since has )

been more pronounced for Black-operated farms than for all farms By

1969 the number of Black operated farms had dropped by 90.6 percent to

M,W,,82,393,4 compared with a drop of 64.0 percent for all farms in the South

- = —-a-

and of 57.7 percent for all farms in the nation. The rate of decl1ne

for Blark¢operated farms accelerated after 1950. The percentage loss

for succe551ve decades 1920-1930 through 1959-1969 was as foilows . - )

© ' 4.6, 22.8, 17.9, 51.3, and 67.9.° . . oo

/ » *
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adecreaseégby 70.2 percent between 1920 and 1969, -

of Black rural-farm population from about §,100,000 in 1920.té an esti-

Se;vice, 1977), only 6.6 percent of the nation’s much reduced farm -,

of special interest is the trend.for .owner-operated units, because -

t e + -

there hasAIOng been a debate~as to whether sharecroépers could properly °

"be con51dered farm operators compa~abie to other categor1es of }and
L 4

tenure. Farms for which the Black operator owned all or part of the: Aand

6 from 234,014 farms to

69,845. Thus, the loss of owner-operated units- has not been ashpgecipi- ) '“'.‘
. » . ) = » .
tous as that, for sharecropper and other tenant-operated farms. We may
- ’ ! . 3 ’: ‘ )
note that the loss of Black-operated farms has been paralleled by a loss ]

. ¢ Al >3
mated 541,00,07 in°1976 (U.S. Bureau of the Census and Economic Research A

-

- ‘ & i
N (] E

population, . . ,
. :
One favorable trend is that the tenure status of the Blacks remaining

in farming has improved; if land ownership is used as a test. There has

AY

o 9 -

been a shift from a predominance of sharecroppers and other tenants . to a
>

predomlnance and an 1ncreas1ng proportxon of owners and parf-owners .
Taklng onry the South < in 1920, for instance, 23. 6 perceht of all non-

white® farmers owned all or part of.their-land, while 76.2 percent were
sharecroppers—or*1n qther categorles of tenants. By 1969 79.8 percéht

owned all .or part of their land<anﬁ only 20.2 percent were tenanth of

_some type. _Croppers had become so few that the Census had d15cont1nued

. .

___using the category. The tenure d1str1hution of nonwhlte farmers in

1969 was 51m11a1-to that of wh1te farmers both 1n the South and E
natlonally S ” . o

The sharp increase¢ in the share of Black farmers who are owners oOf °

part-owners has been accompanied, at the same time, by a decrease

[ 4
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&

in total acreaée owned by Blacks according to recent studie$ ,(Browne,

1973; Salamon,°1976).8 ‘Salamén estimates that Blacks lost land owner-~ ,
ship at an angual rate of 333,000 acres from 1954 to 1969, to bring the -

Y N - - . . ® _
total amount of %érm land owned by the cperators to less than § million

at:res,9 undoubtedly well under half of what it once was.

2

Blach-operated farms typically are comparatively smal} in scale {

0 -

and do not yield sufficient sales of farm products to provide a reason-

-

able living for the family from farm income alone. Although the average '

1}

size of these farms has trended upward, the 1969 census shows an average

y-

in the South of only 78 acres for ‘Mack 3s compared w1th 303,acres for v

%

white-operated farms in the same region. In the mid=1960s the U.S.
Department of Agr1cu1ture f1gurcd as a rule of thumb that' a farmer had
to sell at leést $10,000 worth of products annually to make the net

<

income of $2,500 needed to maintain a minimum decent level‘of living -

(Beale, 1566:179).4 For today's economy tliese rule-of-thumb figures need

'}b be at least doubled (Lewis, 192h:22). Some'gd‘percent of all Black- ¢

operated farms failed in: 1969 to megt the USDA's mid-1960s measure of

3dequa;y,;i.e.. Qere_reported by the Census of Agriculture as having‘
k]

sales of less than $10,000. In fact, 71 percehf_had farm product sales

i

- over a year's time of less than $2,500. Consequently, the great major- T

ity of Black farm operator famflies are dependent on offlfarm income,
from employment or other:sources, or fall in the fgderél government's

A

R — N s — . - - e JE— e

official _poverty classificatien.

- .4 Additional factors which haveésbeen used to supportqire usual prog-
- N A LN 13

: . . . ; (= .
nosis' for a continued relatively graater decline in the number of Black

", farmers include (1) their lag in shifting to ﬁhe enterprises which have

been expand1ng in the South-—such as'11vestock da1ry, and poultry--

- —_—

& -

4




.

. 3
, . eQ 50 . . :

) away from a spéc1allzdtaon in tobacco or cotten and (2) therr higher age |

e

.of criteria to qse in 11st1ng the cases from wh1ch we made our selec-

* on the results to develop a model which could be used in working

1.. 10.“\ - N [} i . . o . ° N
evel. ‘ ~ . - . « .

The Case Studies.’ . . - _ . ) B

« o "

)Use of aggregate census data alone does not allow one to fully

. . Al

appreciate the exoer1ences sonditions, and kjnds of problems that

today'.s Black farmers have had at various stages along the way to their ) -

.
>

_current cratus. qu:bge& there is little‘evidence in the 1ite}ature of )
~ Co , . : R o .
: . ] ° 11 . o . .
systematic studies-of successful Black farmers. In preparing a mapu- .

script on "The Black Experience in Agriculture and Rural Life;" we thére-
fors decided to make fase studies of a limited numggr of ﬁlack farmers -
perce1ved as be1ng successful by professxﬁnals 1n agr1cu1ture -and also

I3 LY

by the farmers ‘themselves. “We d1d not provide the profess1onals (some
¢

Black and some white and located in land-grant 1nst1tut1ons) with a. set

.
Y - LN PR 3

- %

tions. Rafher, we merely emphas1zed that we wished to interview some

by,
.

.“successful Blatk Larmerg.“ Our purpose was twafold: (1) to-identify

-

individual and institutional factors and conditions which 9ame,contri— o : ‘
buted tc the bgesentsleVels of success of these farmers and (2) to build

"

effectively with Black farmers. . o o .

~

If Black farmers are to have a.place insmerican agriculture, . e

4 ’ ‘

there must Be an understanding of the, circumstances pecul1ar to them as

-

a clgss before effective policies and programs can be formulated and
< : p

carried out. We sought to extend our understanding through first-hand

- ’

information about the experience of successful farmers.

Ll

. ’ 4

To achieve ‘this

end, the case studies focused on (1)} reysons for choosing farminé as an. -g

*

occupation, (2) past famming experiendes; (3) acquisition and retention .

. I R ot % : ’ »
8 €2t ot b s &

- . ;0

. ’ . ' L
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_of land (4) sources for obta1n1n’§ agr1Cu1tura1 e‘red1t (S) present
. /’ farmmg Operatmns‘ (6) part1c1pat10n in farm prograns, {7) social and K
e o pol1t1ca.1 pa;f1»1pat&on, (8) soc1oeconom1c qharactenstlcs of the ) -

farmers, and (9) perceptlons of the future tor Blacks in American

.
- »
- < ~ . ~ - -

agricul ture .

. 13 ~
t. °To maxinize vhat we co'uld learn Q sm'all nunber of cases (13°

prov1de the basis for this paper), we sought d1vers1ty of expenence by~
selectmg farmers in w*dely dispersed locat1ons, i. e., from one state in

] * -
L4 * N -

"the South Atlangicrensﬁs division, one in the East South Central divi- )

{— ' sion,' and one in the¢ East North Central. The, semi-structured interviews,
A 4 . B

.
B

tape-zecorded, were made in summer 1976 (by Minnie M. Brown). ) Lot
. . X v .
T - - i". . Y - .
Analysis : ) . . S

- In analyzing tue cases of the selected fgmers,rse\'teral key common

- o denorinators "e.merge;d. " These serve as a framework for discussing {he

salient factors related to the success’ of.this special group of Black

. ) : R e \“‘ D . -
o . farmers. These key common denominators are: <+ s P

: R ) Desire to farm, ) . . ) -
- - o '
2) Strong work-orientation,

-

® 3) Land as a basis for economic secur‘ity, ;

4) Managerlal skills and comm1tmen€ té learn,

B) Linkages with nOnfarm orgamzatmns and att1v1t\1es, and
- s -

«

" We also’discuss”the perceptions these farmers have of the differ-

ences between successful whitg farmers and successful Black farmers and -

»

.

their prognosi$ of the future for Black farmers. . e

-~

6) Family goals and supports, L T
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Desire to farm

All of the selected farmgrs those farming as. an ;zzupat1on—bceause

of desire. The reaSOns “given for the1r choice varied, however. A com-

. ° . " -t -

posite analysis of the reasons given by this group for wanting to farm - ,

’

-

Tl e is as follows: Yy ‘

w,

o
r
o

£ -

1) A desire ‘to be self-sucriciept and independent. This was parti-

_.cularly important to those who had at ‘one time Meen tenants and

had~live§ under the twin yoke of .racism and econaomic peonage.

- P
‘ 4

. They rejected the old order and wanted to have control over their

own lives. * ‘s = . ) -

‘\&
2) The loverof farm1ng was 1ncu1cated,w1th1n their frame of refbr-

e

ence at a very -early age--a yearnlng for a gertain closeriess to

“the earth. S . . ' ’

;3) Farming was ‘believed to provide‘a good living and economic _ .
N

. © “ 2

security; moreover, farm ownership was‘thought to give a certain’

] - ]

degree of social status ifi the community.. 5

» .

4) Farming offers job satisfactions not derived from prior nonfgrm .

work experiences. . . -

S) Consequences such as eddlflty of opportunlty in farm programs we%%r

ant1c1pated (Here 1t should be noted that the farmer giving

.o »

th1s reason for wanting to farm later learned that one d1d not

of certain farm agency programs in his locality.)

6):Certaiq_social determinants dndergirded some of the decisions to
farm e.g., their father's occupation was faxming. All.of the
farmbrs in-the case StudleS were sons of farmeTQ except ene

whose father was briefly a farm laborcr. Thus, fathers had been

role models for their.sons.




#h

v

Vv?

id - . .t ;" - b ‘
: . . " ¢ R

.7) "Self-concept or somé gfcognition of‘thq;r own ski1L§ and abilities

°
[

= g .
was & _strong -factor in some of the choices to farm.

Q 1 .
. . o, N

"'8Y There was 2 -desire tp keep a farm already in the famfay. .

: ¢
9) gural Iivihg was preferred over urban. (With one exception, ali '

. _ - r-d »
were living in the same county in which they grew up.) s

-

10) Historical circumstances and the financiﬁl state of the family

were. other determinants @n the decision tq .farm.

Y

f Thus, a set of interrelated factors entered ingg the -occupational
8’ - .
choice of these farmers. Some were expressed singly; some were givén in

\‘-,

combination with others, with varying degrees of;inténsity. But'all of

°

these Black farmers had a desite to farm, and they chuose farming as an

occupation because they saw in it-the pgﬁhntial for.the satisfaction of
* \ ’_‘

their needs. Apparen‘iy, they are happ.y with their choice.

. < ¢

-

" Strong work orientation oy

-All of these farmers are positivelj’oriented'tonard work. The¥
grew up know1ng what work was, and they appreciate what they have

achieveg. To begln with, these part1cu1ar farmers hold deep bell' s
that work is paramount for successful farming; ‘Such attitudes aye

'y . ] ? .
evident throughout their stories, partlcularly in their discussions of .

o whatlit takes to be a succe;sful.farmer. These comments are typical:

E]

. "When a job needs to be done, it must be done then, rather, than

put off until tomorrow." . AT : .

— N —
-

« "You've got to be willing to work ovedtime." c

“Hardfuprk, dedication and efficiency are necessary. . . . The

iy

. . 7
Black farmer is going to have to be more dedicated and work twice

L3

as hard."

EY

2
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- - s . : - . .
ks
- . .. L] * .

"4 .+ wBut most Black Farmers who are successful @id it the Mard way‘. .
o =T They've wqued'for it. That's my situation."

-
” . . . . .

. ; "i‘hese faruwrs did not haver to be coe;ced into working. Most of
them worked themselves dut of poverty Some of them, -on their 'own :
? volrt1on.. have held ff—farm jobs in addition to their" farmmgr SOme
do off- farm wofk noy during a slack season.” “Their positive or1en‘!!'at1on ‘ "

4 d * v

toward worFk is furthgr ev1den¢ed by the fact «hat most of them rent farm -

t y

) land in addft1on to that which they own. L ’ RUCEENEE

-

. . Land as a basis. for ecbnomic secur1ty 4 .8 . o

o '/ All of the selected farmer@ are landowners. Whlle some' 1nher1\.ed .

. small tract¥ which were later expanded, most of their land wag purchased .
] oyrright hy the present owners. More than one-thirg are on farms or . ¢ '
- M - L3 . . -

parts of farms which the1r fathers_ owned or were.in the process of buylng oL

K In some ir- tances, the farms were bought by sons whose fathers were about . ,

to lose them. All of these farmers are legal owners. All have exclusuve_ .

'.‘i

= . F
. &

¢ ‘ .possession of their land e ucept “twe whose farms are Joxntly owned by T

T .. .
’ ot brothers and 51sters B f"
: C *

-
i

: The& farmers secured mortgage credit in buylng their land, with

- few exceptions. Credit for buying. land was O‘btamed within an institu-
S, » r N

tional framéwork of both public (goyernmental)aand piivate ‘sources, as ' : B
described below: . . :

r -
o i .

1) Four farmers ‘secured loans from a Federal Land Bank,through a -

g .2 i .
- . D ~ local Federal Land Bank ‘Association.lz

- - <.
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k
2) Eour farmers rece1ved gans ffom the Farmers Home Adm1nxstrat1on.

¥ L

Two of them in one COuney, however, had th%lr loans termxnated

~ 1 ’
due to- d1ff1cu1ty 1n meet}ngrthelr mortgage payments.&ecause of
. &
crop failute and low cotton;prrtes. Subseouently the two %ecured
t ¢

lodns from local banks and repeated a s1m11ar-expen4ence.*&h\a

[ L -

e f1na1 effort they were able to save their farms by seCurlng

loans from.the Mason1c Lodgeﬁ a Black f!‘é;rnal organlzation .
&~ ‘e
whose credlt terms wére.}hlored tv their neéds znd potent1a1 to

Lt .. (S 4 * - . . N N .
repay - . d" . < - . . ¥
' ! - o -~

. 3) The rema1n1ng farmens who obta1ned Poans to pay for the;r farms
--.\ ' . tro2
. boﬂrowed money from- pr1vatb 1nd1v1dua1 lenders, local banks, or’

. [ P ;
.credit companies. Local.banks, however, were generally report EL/

e
4 o

té be conservative lenders for land purcha,e. )

<.

The h1gh c05t of land was a dom1nant theme expressed by these -

0“ . ®

farmers as be1ng not only = barrier to cxpand1ng their farms but also an

ohstacle to'Black would-be entrants into farmlng. Moreover, _some of

them indicated that even Blacks th“have the money.are,pften unable to

buy Yand to fdrm due to soc1a1 ‘customs and the-economig and pol1t1ca1
R A
dominance of whites, who are given f1rst preference in purch351ng land’
o
The following Gomments are expressive of such’ circumstances:

» - a
’ . ° “ N

. ~ ) . o . Y ) . i
7" would have owned more *land and would have liked to have
% “’“'é:: ) , .o
boukht additionﬁﬂ'land but there were a few whites back
L -
g then who didn't want a colored ‘person buying next to them -

hd L d

Whites w1lr not sell 1¢nd to Blacks unless it costs a

.

fortune,"
1




Théy sell it-te other °

- "Whites just don't sell land to Blacks.

- . ywhites. The only way® Blacks éan get a farﬁ’is to buy it from

’ »
0 - : .
i -~ another Black man. That's all we can get."
T4 . B . ‘« - A . ° . ¥
- , . . A v
“ T "if 1? is a white scct1ﬁn, thcy re nct- going te let Blacks buy

&

e N I and get in. If they dp, they (whites) will raisg thexri;\lc

) 50 h1gh the Blacks?couldn't ufford to pay for. it." o

.t " . - 4
~ . ! ... -
-In addition to.the high cost of land and racism of whites with

o - .-respect to selling land ‘to Blacks, these suceessful Black farigrs empha-
o ' “'. . R - .

sized the growing protlem which Blacks face in securiag credit to buy

’ -

- >

. I,land-to farm.

..~ % Against many .odds, these: selected farmers succeeded in becom\ng s

.
. ° -

T ‘ '.A owncrs»of modest-size farms ranging from 40 to 290 acres’ (aside from,the .
. - . © s

‘. .
P

E ‘ two much-]a?oer inintly owned farrs). But as a group they also rent 52
percent of thp tutal acreage they _operate (see Table 1), the area per “' .

3

farmer rang1ng up to 800 acres, so that the operat1ng units averaoe 376

acras. Renting add1t10nal acreage serves as a substltute fon eXpanded

¢ R
e

2 . land OWnership. It is a mechan1sm to achieve the scale requ1red4to . .
. 2 .

-

' increase the\profavhb111ty of‘thelr farming operations. Rent1ng.land s "

s - . is also a mé:hs of prOV1d1ng flex1b111ty for adjusting to changes in . 2T ]

L B
- the age of the fafm operator and cha:ges over time 1n the fam1ly labor Co.

o . AL <« .-
, supply. : - L . .
; - -, Ju. ‘ ’ \ . _ LR - . re . ’ . .

(insert Table 1 about here) - "o . . .

< -
PR M RN

- ' " S '. . . X et e
o~ Those renting-de so on a cash or share rent basis. Two examples ) .

of share renting are cited: ..~ .

AN . ’ -




1) Farmer LY rents 350 acres of land for grow1ng gra1n from a white

landowner on a 60/40 percent basis; i.e., the landowner furnlshes

the land -and pays 40 oercenf of the fertilizer and other expenses,

2 and thearenter pays 60 percent of the cash expenses and supp11es
the mach1ner) and rabor. The crop is divided in the same propor-

. o . .

" . ltion. ' ) . .

e

' . ZT Farmer ES rents, 85 acres from a white '..... .i€1 on-a two- thirds/

- “‘ \
one-third bas1s, 1,e., the landowner furnx&hes the land and one-

\ o

third of all cash expenses, and the ‘crop is d*V1ded in the same
. . . .
proportion.

The amount of capital needed to maintain and operate these farms

-~ a

i ’ profltabxy has requIred borrow1ng money for operatzng expenses, For

- thJs purpose most of these farmers borrow (or borz/yed) from the Farmers

Home Adman1strat1on or local banks. Others use (or have used) a Produc-

) * tion Credit Association, their father, ‘or other private lenders. These

: farmers reported using loéal banks more for operating expenses than for ’ .
E’ ), - _ - 1] .

;{ : évortgage' credit for buying Jand!. Sgme had found it necessary in past’
yeays to work off-farm so as to have sufficient operating capitall A

few of them now try to cover operating expenses without borrowing.

Manager1a1 skills and commitment to learn
Stud1es have found that better- tra1ned farm operators and managers

are more likely to be innovators and are more capable of adJustlng effi-

“ciently and profitably to the rapid changes.occurring in agriculture than
are the low skilled (King, 1972). ‘Thus, a widely held notion today is

"that a farmer's level of formgl schooling gives some indication of his

-

level of managerial skills and/or his ability to acquire these skills.

- L3

-
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The educational levels &f these selected farmers range from a low

of fourth grade to a high of three years of collegef-.Most of them went

into farming independently with ogginary skills acquired {rbm prior exper-
ience. All of them, with one exception, had groﬁn up on farms. Two of

thefff had agricultural tra1n1ng at the h1gh schopl level, and two had such . M

training 1n college. While some re11ed heavily in ‘their beg1nn1ng years
on experience (trial and error), all of them have to some extent SOught

assistance and institutional support to improve their managernal ab111t1es,

and, in turn, to make profits beyoiid a bare subsistence.

b

Although it was not our§purpose to measgure these farmers' level of

managerial skills in relation to tneir level 6f education, we dre of the . .

opinion that they are, in general, keenly aware of the need to know and to

use modern technology in their agricultural practices, and they are commit-
ted to learn. In expressing his views of what i takes to bhecome a ' s

-sucEessful farmer, CD (with 4 years of schcol comp;eied) remarked,

"YOu also have to keep up w1th the modern techniques and changes
b |

too. For exanple, weed control --because you can't get anybody to

-

go out there with a hoe anymore to chop it, . . . The Extension
Service is the place to start. If the dounty'agenf doesn't know

it, he will find out and bring the information to me. ... . It's .
best to xaik to the county agent, because nine times out of ten he

has thé information neéded on loans,lequipment, chemicals, etc.,

and he will see that you get to the programs and exhibits at the Lo

University."

v

These farmers- tend: in varying degrees to seek information and ser-

vices that can tieip them become more efficient and productive in their

- . o

farming operations. Reference here is made to those who have established

\ 14. .
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Iinkages with various institutions and agencies directly and indirectly

related to agriculture, including: the Agricultural Experiment Stations,

.

the Cooperative Extension 'Service, the Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation Service, the §oil Cbnservétﬁon'Service,:the Farmers Home .

’

- -Administration, and vocational agriculture programs. .

- .

The type and _intensity of the communicatieén 11nkage$ which these ‘" .

-

‘selected farmers have with,the agrichltural agencies vary from one’ farmer

“to another even within a given county and state, as well as between states. .

L

These are some examples ) < -

Y

1) In ohe county °some- farmers have been getting technical ass1stance '

-

.

from the Agrlculturai Extension Service over a long per1od of.

years, wh11e another farmer in the same county had never recelved *

L]

assistance from th1s agency--as a matter of fact, he did not know

the coun;v agent. ) s B
« 2) In one state some farmers rece1Ved only written 1nformat1on ffom '
the Extension Service, while other farmers rece1ved regularafarm

visits both from the local county agent and frOm an agrxcultural

r/h‘f'- Loum F /

specialist from the state 1862 land-grant un1vers1ty

3). In one state farmers indicated frequent attendance at warkshops

and meetings at the!Agricultural Experimént Station, while farmers

in another state had never taken part in such educational acti-

s -
o

vities.-
‘While the overall patterns of assistance from agricultural agencies
were found to be somewhat spotty and irregular, no attempt was made to
determine the quality of the assistance and of existing c0mmunicatien
linkages between these farmers.and the agencies. It is fairly well known .
that federal agricultural programs have generally bypassed Blacks until S

recent years (Marshall, 1974:33-40). While these case study farmers are

13

R




oe -

15 K

"

) . . 3 .
 receiving assistance in varying degrees-from none to some--from different

ol

agricul tural egencies; their general feeling is-that they have been getting

&

better’ treatment since the passage of the 1964 Civil Rights Act. Farmer ND

comme s about his %experience in selling tobacco: -

"I think integration has brought ebOut“a th of change. . .-. Ten

- years ago, a government grader cut the grade back after heefoﬁnd
s out it was my tobacco and I was Black. But now it doesn't make

too much difference. If you've got good tobacco you get the pr1ce "

Reflecting chinge in these agencies, some of this selected group of

°

farmers in recent years have served or are serving in leadership roles, not .

traditionally performed by Biacks. One is now a member of a state ASCS )

committee, one has served on the c0unty FHA adv1sory comm1ttee and’one has

been a member'of 4 county ASCS committee. Another is now serving on the

'écuuey ASCS board, the county Soil ana-weterfGeﬂservat1onaboa:dj_4uuLJ;e_h‘ ]
> . ‘

county Extension Executive Council. According to one farmer.who was the

lone B1ack on a 5-man SCS county committee, token representation isJiot

much better than no representation unless one continues to complain. He
v * -

L

"describes it this way:

”

~2

"I was the lone Black. I was just one'vote. I might as well have

voted with them (the whites). All I could do was complain, and I
¥ o /
did complain during the fuel shortage when they would not sell -

o . —

: Blacks fuel. When we got ready to.pick cotton, we could not get . ’

~

o fuel. I compla1ned and complalned and they corrected it."

N £ .-

In addition to getting assistance from governmenta¥ farm/agencies, ‘
most of these farmers attend meetings, wornshops, tours, and demonstra-
tions conducted by seed, fertilizer, equ1pment and.chem1cal compan1es

Some also use farm jOurnals as a source of 1n§ormat19n. Speaking of his
. . 1 -

{
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desire to be well informed, Farmer EN says) "I enjoy knowing what's going

on, -and what can be donc, even tpough I may not be apphying'it."

One evidence of their. management skills is that these farmers have
' .

been shifting to new types of farming enterprises over a- period of years.-

Y

Most.have diversified their enterprises coﬁsiderab}y (Table 2), moving away

&
from cotton and tobacco..-Some have plans for further change in the imme-
— ~diate fﬂtui‘e.l3 _ ' ., . - s
T _(insert Table 2 about.here) - :

LI

Y
°

Some of these farmers ecomomize in their farming Operations by par-

# -

txcdpatlng in farmer c%?peratlve% through whlch they buy farm supplles

AN =

and in turn, receive patronage dividends based on proflts at the end of.

the-year. One of these belongs to a small feeder p1g cooperative through
o

which he sells his swine. These selected farmers, with few exceptions,

b - -
- — .

organizatidﬁ as being the "voice" for farmers, most of them look 'upon it

» -

as an econom1ca1 means of buying 1nsurance and farm supphes.~ © . o

o

It was also found that a primary con51derat1on of the casexstudy

]

farmers in planning their work each year, with two exceptions, is to
3 . ! N

produce an adequate food ehpply fo feed their families. Estimates of the
quaﬁti?y of food ;'oduced at home ranged'from 50 to 80 pefhept;'includigg ;
vegetables, fruits, milk, pork, beef, chicken, and eggs. Thus, because

- of pruvdent planning, most of these farmers are generating-‘indirect income

t

- through home food production. -

o

- Linkages with nonfarm organizations and activities
- i ) q

These selected Black farmers are organization-minded. , They are

generally active members and leaders in cKurch civic, and fraternal
. £

organjzations. Having a strong religious orientation, they view the

» . - J
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Lodge, a formal organ1zat1on*w1th a long tr&d1t1on in the rural cbmmunlty.

Y
EA

N

" church as being tns.most independent in:t1tut1on 1n the Black community.

Considering/{hé role that many Black churchesqplayed dur1ng the C1vll

Rights Movement of the 1960s, it was not surprising to hear these land-
owner farmers speak of their churches as becom1ng 1ncreas1ngly involved
. ‘:g,- 8
in the secular and economic needs of thq&Black commun1ty. For example,

-

in relat1ng hxs 1eadersh1p role 1n a voter reg1strataonmcampa1gn among

Black farmers in his .county, rarmer CD proudly remarked, '%E: church 1:.

3

the most organlzed_group in the Black man's 1ife." The rural church also

»

3

cont1nues ‘to be used as a medium of d1ssem1nat1ng 1nformation concern1ng

4

' agrlcu}tuxe. The church is v1ewed as being one of the-moqt 1mportan¢
_pro-

01gan1zat10ns in the rural Black commun1t1es, not only bec*ose it
vides a means of communlty expre551on but because it is instrumental in
Mobilizing loya§t1es among Bxack53 These selected farmers, in general,

arc ﬂnparentlx pgavx.g Key leadership, roles in the maintenance, of these
. . - . . ‘. . 3
funct1ohs. , - . e . '

N

_Membership in fraternal organ1zat10ns is another source. of strengtn

Mt

for these Successful Black farmers. ﬁpst of them Bé?ong to the Masonic

* e - = ry

", o

Organized as a mutual a:d group, this organ1zat1on also provides oppor-

tunit _es for leadership development and soc1al part1c1pat10n on whlch

these farmers place h1gh-value. )

4

All Df the casé studx farmérs vote in local, state, and national -

. .
4 =

elect1ons. Speak1ng freely of the ho$t111t1es they themselves experienced

in reg15ter1ng and vot1ng prior to the passage of the 1965 Vot1ng R1ghts

e . -

Act, some of the farmers in the South reported actlve participation.

Farmer CD, for example,

’

in the c1vrl rights movement of the 1960s.-

¢ .

N

at




Arlg =

]

8

proudly rcm1n1sced of his march1ng at the head of the line with the late

Martin Luther K1ng in Montgomexy, Alabama, and also about his bailing
young Blicks out of jail because of théir. participatjon in the marches

and demonstrations. Moreover, he worked throughout his county's farming

- - -’ «
2

communities conducting workshoﬁ% in rural churches and .urging other
Blacks to register and vote. These farmers value political pérticipae

tiom as being just as.important to Blacks as theiy religion. Like
farmgd CD, the other case study farmers,$eeﬁ to be strongly committed to
. - ! B ¢

setting an example for other Blacks in their communities by themselves
- - N -
actively participdting in the political process. ’

- [ S . +

Famjily goals and supports

< The selected farmers are at different staggs of the family life -

4

cyclé. Thelx ages range from: 36 to 76 years. There is extreme varia-

tion in the ages of -their chlldren, * O number from none to ten. -’
" t ) - ° 7 - ~

It was pointed up earlier that the fbrmdﬂ education of thissgroup

6f farmers is‘generally Iimited. Most of them erw from experlence the

J—— . —_ —— ——

hand1caps of being uneducated and Black and they did not waat their

o~
-

children to suffer the hardshlps that they had had to endure. Deter-

mined to provide”their children with a better head start, they felt that

an inyestment in the education of their children ‘was far more important .
LI 4 -€

- P

and would have more lasting dividends than an equal investment in improv-

-

ing ot expanding their farming operations. Stme borrowed meney.ani fur-

“ e A3 9

thet mortgaged their farms to help finance their children's education; .

cthers took off-farm work to add to the famlty income.,

That thelr h1gh educat10na1 asp1rat1ons for thexr ch11dren have

.

gpperally been met is evndenced by the educational attainments of these_ ¢

1 -

"4 . 18 .o
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. children; Among their offspring one finds teachers, government employ-

ees, laﬁyeys,-nurses; secretaries, skilled laborers, and a dcughter in
training new to become a doctor, Thus{Athese‘}armers take a'greai deal -
of pride in the social standing of their children even though the bulk

~6f them are now 11v1ng in the North or in urban centers in the South

? K]

For most of thém, however, one consequence of realiziyg high educat1ona1
B aspirations’ for their children has beer to reduce, the prd%ability that

i

. - any of the children will be farmers. The)exception, as we will note in

.

* a subsequent section on "Prognosis for the~Eutﬁre," is found in the,
‘ ? ) )

instances where the chiliren are being reared in ‘a social, economic, and

z;f= political mifieu moxe‘favq?able than that which prevailéd in'theisbuth K

;ﬂi\*«u\_ B beforeathe Civil Righ{s movemenf of the 1960s. . T

: _ ) . ) )
B _The mention of family cohesion--"You and your wife have to be in °
T one accoed}.the-wjfe and hushand have tc be together fp be a successful

- farmer'--and help on tﬁelfarn,fggm wife and children. are fﬁrtﬁef evi-

N dence of the importance’ of family suppeft} -
. Perception of differences between successfql
~— - -—white farmers and successful Black farmers

&

iy,

All-of the selected farmers were hsked, "Is there any ‘difference

“y : -

Tesponses were varied, but dominant themes were expressed. Farmer LE

focused on unequal opportunities in obtaining credit: . »;

f” - *
. . . . . * i“‘,‘ .
¥

"There's a great difference between them. . . . The Black fanmer'
- : / ' a
can't go to the bank and borrow the noney that the white farmer can

. borrow. . . .At the time I was tryéng-to get started in farming, a-

white man in my community.who had mot made the progress in farming
L .

T

S

that I had could go to theﬁbaﬁgwand borrow ﬁgneyttwice as much as I

4

5 - Ay

between a successful white farmer and a successful Black farmer?' Their ¢

-y *




could. I would go to borrow it and they would say they didn't have
- . , . ’ )
it. They.wouldn't let me have it. But they would let him have it."

Farmer LY is of the opinion that there is no difference between a-suc- | .

. &

cessful white farmér and a successful Black farmer except that their :

) ® -

starting poyhts may have been différent;

. "Some whis® farmers are- successful because they had a fortune given

a -

¢

to shem to start with. But most Black farmers who are successful -

- -

did it the hard way. They've worked for it.- That's been my situa- 4

cion. I've worked for what little I have.". - LT e

. -

- - -
»

~- =

Farmer CD feels that white farmers may take greater risks than Black

farmers: .

"A white farmer géegn’t'mind continuing to reach out and go farther
! . o ¢ Pl .
and farther in debt. A Black farmer like myself does not want/to go
L ,
deep in debt." : o ‘ ) B i

<

Farmer EL is of the opinion that parental support and access to getting -

information may be the difference between‘f‘successful white farmer and

)

-
-

a successful Black farmer, as he replies: . © s N

@

«

“"The successful white farmer in most instances has had help of all

a )
-~ s

Kkinds--encouragement from his patents and access to'all kinds of. =

" information, more so than Blacks--and in-most cases he has had the
- T 7 ¢ - ) ¢
. chance to get help from sources that

4

Blacks wouldn't ordinarily know

. about. So when a Black has beg

&

Nt . =
stand there and e to success.” . c o
\ - LIS
2

Farmer EE in

.

N - - . - -
white farmer has taken agriculture in high school.! His father
N .
~ -
~ - . .

ey




o _ encoutaged him o as to put him on tep. . . . The successful Black

-

farmer has to have twice as -much push because hs doesn't have as - |

~ #* ' mych capital as the white farmer."” (ﬂ‘ . .

“ 5
. - i

: S ~
Certain disparities emerge or are implied kn the foregoing view-

.

po1nts regard1ng the differences between successfﬁl white farmers and——

successful Black fhrmers They reflect some éruc1a} areas which the L . '

| selected farmers apparently perce:ve as having 1mpe3§d the success of

el L\ v

’ Black farmers, namely: (1) bnegual opportun1ty in obt;&n1ng cred1t,

(2}7constra1nts‘on the start;ng point in farmlng, (3) grQater risk-

_av01dance, (4) lack of or. lxmited parental support 5) 1 1ted access

= a \

to 1ndemat10n, (6) lack of trd1n1ng, and (7) 11m1ted capltei: ' ’i

S
< o e ¢

_— Prognosis for the future for Blaéﬁ farmers -

- M

] —

Farming and ineeeendent }andﬁoldiné have not lost their appeal for

3
K

-

these selected farmers. Under the'present conditions, however, they

'generally have mixed feelings about the Future of Blacks in farming. \“\‘,
Sofne are hopeﬁul, others are only cautiously optimistic. Some illus- T .

- e . _

.

. trative comments follow. N : . , : ,
) g 4 . - - " ' B ) '

4 .
L (=Y

"Since the Civil R1ghts movement of the 19605, éll of us* learned so Tet T

?%“‘T’ o much that we d1dn't kpow about and the colored people have gotten
tn.the point where they can get Just about what they want, or Just .
about what they are able to get--I mean 1f_they;have collateral.

: - e LS
ST e e The future looks better than th'e past." - v

‘ Farmer—EE sees a future for Black farmer§ in agr1cﬁ}ture but, he

‘ 7
. ' feels that capltal will be an.obstacle for the average Blac\\\\iack of

AN

capital he feels; discourages Blacks from entering farming. :EB holds

~ @

* that Blacks’ lost 1nterest in farming years ago because they got tired of

a
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~

\\

. whites to get assistance than Blacks. In his opinion, Rlack farmers

A:tﬁéir land, und/or (3) whites' refusal to sell land to Blacks '"unless it

workfng for nothing when }hey were wor}ing‘on shares. ’ /)
Farmer ND. thinks there is a future for Black farmers*if they are

willing to sacrifice and work. However, he feels it-is still easier for «

-

9

,will have to be dedicated- and work twice as hard as wikites to be succesg-

ful, and he adds, “Black: are not going to get the finencial ass1stance
4 -

" fhat the white farmers are going to get." ) .
-

Farmer TS's outlook is that there will be only a few Black farmers .. .

in the future due to {1) the risiné cost of land, (2) Blacks' selling

-

. i,
costs a. fortune." In addition to land and an interest in farming; he

seeSJandlt as 1mportant but does not see 1t as a problem. TS. views ' .

Ae L)
eff; iency’ as beang related to the fuxure of Blacks .n farming:

¥‘\x
.

. : ;;?
"There s good money 1n farm1ng.;£,you are farm1ng r1ght. You can

get a 'double extra‘. 11v1ng from it. Th1s doesn't mean play1ng —

around runnlng,rabb1ts and shoot1ng squ1r1els. 'Double extra' means -

.. e haV1ng sbme money in layaway There's a gqod livirg in ' .

- - P . e

farming. I'm glad I Stuck with it." .

.Farmer ME's outlook for,Blick farmerS in the future is good, providing

they cai get the money needed_for land and equipment: He explains:

30 N

"A man's ch;ﬁces of becoming a fa(merAére pretty slim if he has to
buy everything all the-way. He can't sparf out’ without any%hing. .
If he has something, it is possible. People gqiné~into farming must

have- enough land to justify their farming, and }t's ha;d to do |

aﬁything‘now just on a small scale."

hE) 1 . - —e 2l

v 1
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. L Nhen:probed for 4n explanation as to why young B’acxs tend not to .

zater farhihil farmer CD (age 65), who only has daughters, replled wlth-
~  out hes;tat1on: ' « . " ' ' ' \

T "Most Black children who grow up on the farm get an education and

icave. Few Black chiidqen take up agriculturd. . D .'If 1 had a .

-+

boy, I would have started him off in the fafming business by giving

4
him a_tract of cotton, letting, him sell it and use thevnohey. I'd-.
e

see to it that he put it [the money] in the rlght.place--you'd have

E3

to keep control over that--but let h1m aiways have some money, let

o

him make money on his own. . If it's cattle, give hin 7 or 8 aund teld

v . him they're his. See to it that you get h1m 1ntetested and he'd

probably come Gb liking.to farm, especlally if he ‘sees thére's money
in it as thers is in anything else.'
g . — 2

~

-

. It is important to these farmers that the land they own be. kept in

N4 .
-~ the fawrily for succeeding generations. But their general progn051s -

+ ‘ q . ’,_,—-

.about the future for Blacks in fgrﬁiné is more favorable than is the

likelihood that their own farms will remain in the family. Four of

the 13 had only daughters (two 65 these families, however, were still

in the child«bearing stage), one had, no children THe remaining nine,

sons wished to become farmers. Only two responded in the af£1rmat1ve.

1

A refired farmer, aged 76, who has seven_sons regrets that none of

b theibchoseqfarming as an occupation, but he-doesn't blame young folk who

[ -

ve known farm life as drudgery and who have elected to pursue a better

¢

?-\\ . -+ quality of 1life in nonfarm areas..AHe offefs‘this explanation:

- +

including one who had only an adgited child, were asked if any of their .




"Along the time Wwhen we were farming, times were pretty hard. We

LY
»

could barely meet our obligations. As the children grew up,:th'e

older they got, they wanted a'share for themselves. We would give-

. » '
& - . A ] L
S

.

themselves that after graduatmg from high school they could get a

Job and make a better living. After they got off and started pub11c

. <, work, coee they'd Tatheulo that than faim." -

[

E

<In cOntrast, a farmer in his fornes feels that all three of his

sons want to be farmers. Oneh.mn recentlv graduated from college w1th

maJor in biology. Another completed a welding course at a local Techf

-

nical Institute,'whiie the third is a senior at the &ate lahd-grant

un1Vers1ty, where he is maJormg 1n agr1cu1ture. . “When aiked,what moti-

O ‘ . ) -
of as§uran.ce in his reply - \ . -

é - Y

‘
—e_; - M 1 ~

.

"Well i J;magme because I try to make things so convenient for

Y

them"here on the farm. .\nd;what,mOney we make, we spend it togsther

.

L4

11 for myself and con't let them [the children]" have. any at all.

-

: So we work together audj§ try to fix things cohvenient 1] they

-

that makes a lot of d!.fference. And we get along together jv.‘

! - . N 3 .‘ ‘
Discussion 5 ) ' ©
—_—— o . .

The ‘Black farmers eelected'fpr the case studies, chosen because
they had’a::hieved what agrieultui‘al professionals and the farmers them-

selves percéived as success, have diverse geographic locations. They
2 I ‘ % 4

them a share. Then things got out of hand, and they decided among -
L

~

vated his sons’ 1nterest in fammg, this farmer conveyed a high dzgree .

g [%armer"s emphasis]. I just don't do like a lot of parents--take it

-

-don"t have much feason to want to go anywhere else to work. I think‘

" about 1like brothers, instead of--you lq‘low-—father and soa. o

2




-~ e

.

" are a heterogeneous group Srom the.sgandpoint of type and segle of:

farmlng, land holdlngs,-age, level of schoollng, type of £am1ly, etc.

E)
All, own land The variables which qmerqed as common denom.nators in
thzlexperaences of these farmcrs can serve as hypothesba for fdrther

4

study and as lessons for other present and futgre Black farmers.

Largely the sons of farmers, these selected farmers hadapractlcal

,agr1cu1tural exper1ence and personal capac ty. but few mater1a1 resources

whefi they started out, Thelr presént level of‘suqcess is in some measure

» -

related 'to their ab111ty to * convert assets of one type 1nfo asset$s of
- -~
another. ‘Conceptually, varlables presented in the cage studles may well

E)

be cateégorized as resources, assets and lrab111t1es as used by James

- o

Cole:aan (}971 4): . -

"The term resources descr:bes resources that are e1trer ends in’

themselves nr means to an end. I somet1mes use the term assets
t

when referrlng to resources that are meaws toward the product1on ‘
4 R4
of other resources. Llahplltles are negative assets, whlchagmpede

" F] .
the' development of resources." C ‘
L . ‘: -

JIn analyzing the case studles, at least two llab111t1es stand out,’

-

namely, generally low Ievels of formal edutatlon,and r§c1a1 d1scr1m1na-

tory practices among agrlcultural agencles and related institutions. How

»

.did they deal with these 11ab111t1es,»or how were they reduced?o (1) Through

s

hard-nosed determlnatron and a strong commltment to farming, these farmers :

were able to overcome some of their defic1enc1es in formal-egucatlon“a
agrlcultural training by securing technical assistance and information

‘ v
from federal agrlcultural agencies; commerclal fert111zer, seed and equip-

‘ment'dealers; farm journals; and other farmers. (2) While racial

¢

* * = g & - *
discrimination in farm programs served as a negative factor in impeding

L ‘- :

their early start in farming, these farmers generally feel that

[} - -

s .28
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1f‘ : J £y

:;- SRR aoq? improVements have heen made sinte the Civil Rights movement of the
D F . ) 7 _
-7 ﬁ9605 and the passage "of the 1964 ‘Civil Rights Act B

v

. ’ ~, The chieﬁieconomic resoufce of these farmers is the land that they

. o-n, other; !nclude 1and rented machinery and equipmeat, home food pro-
. —

' duction, and off- farm employment by some of the farmers and some of the

wives. These economic resources constitute both resources in themselves
¢ “ A o =

LY

Lo and source of other resources. Tho:e farmers, for example, who supple-

mented their farm incomes with off-farm employment to eéucatistheir

children did in fact provide them with one of the greatest resources for

Eprther productivity. On the other hand, off-farm work for others was

used as a source of momney for improving or expanding farming operations.
. iegther ekample is that ownership of machinery sud equipment made 1t
‘ possible for most of them to expand thelr farming operations through
renting.land,in addition to their o?n. Probably most important is that

v ,
= 1~
the 1 ey own has served as their most durable economic resourcé in

é ' obtaining other necéssary goods and services and ultimateiy-producing a .

T v . bétf&r wvay of life for thém and their'families.

¢

T;l Their epmmunity and organizational 1eadershig}is consistent with

the notion that ownership of land goes beyond the. econgnic values of

Y - ) i
d itself, i.e., it affects one's psychological state and gives

.

[y

- greater secuffty and independence ’ The elperiencefof'these farmers
%'f 4 .is\eonsisfltt with that repog;ed By Salancn (197%) who found that
g 1and-owning Blacks hgve proved to be moretlikely to register and.vote;

more likely to_partifzpate in civil rights actions, and mote likely to

run for office than are non-landown-rs. Lafid owpership in the rur-1

South, in effect, confers-on Blacks a measure of independence, security,

. - and dignit&; and perhaps even power.

A -

Y
/.

N o
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3 | These farmers possess many non-material assets which have undoubt-
' “ edly contributed to their current achievement level. Reference here is

made to such personal qualities as commitment to fafming: faith in the

-

sc1ent1f1c approach to farmlng, be11ef in a,good life from farming,

e e e e J—
— & [,

determlnatlon to succeed, willingness to take risks, leadershlp capabi—

lit§, willingness to work hard, and good health. These personal qualltles,

along with family cohesion, have been maior assets not only in aéhiéving

3 t

. the farmers' econumlc obJectlves but also in their individual achlevements.

In sum, our case study farmers concentrated on multiplying their

§ o

resources, converted assets of one type into assets of another and ‘worked

. A
to reduce or erase their liabilities. “These selected farmers have in fact

-

made remarkable strides to become independent and productive citizens.

t . !
Despite the persistent socioeconomic deprivation of Black farmers

-4

as a class from the period of slavery to the present time, there does

4

exist a relatively small group who show an amazing abilitv to survive .

and attain medest prosperity. Current attitudes and the literature tend

R

to ignore éiacks who have managed to make a good life from farming. The

,  tendency has been to accent the negative, i.e., "Let Black farmers get  _

_out of the farming business, they are too small." This perspective

.

suggests a rather limited knowledge and understanding of the nature of -

- e
the Black -Xperience imn American agriculture, as wellsas*of the nature
of the soéial, economic, and political environment in which Black farmers

have had to operate. Thecefore, to focus on the positive may be helpful
- i -
~_*'. . ... _in-convincing decision-makers and educators to'recognize factors that 4
: soc’ 2ty can do Sumething about in erféctlng <OC1a1 change. Moreover,r
' »

i such an analysis should be helpful in y1eld1ng clues for worklng w-th

1

young Blacks who desire to enter farming as a career., ' N

s

’
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The experience and the situation of these farmers bear upon a

-~

number of policy issues with special relevarnce to Blacks in.agriculture,*

e.g., intexgeneratiOnal,Lransfef’oﬁlBlaEE-owned land, agricultural . -

*

& credit, institutional racism in the delivery system cf federal agricul-

X

tural agencics, and the place of small-scale farms. Such policy issues ° .

. il
are being considered in the larger study of which the present paper is a .
l‘Fart;. ‘
p .
¢
i ~ * ~ 4' 2
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* . Footnotes . ] agiuﬁf -

: 3See especially Beale (1966) for natlondn trends 1900-1959 in

ov(

number of Black farm operators and;for the ¢ racterlstlca of 1onwh1te-

LY

- g operated farms and farm operators in the South in 1959 Wadx,, 4nd Lee
- (1974) on trends 1920-1969 in the South and character1st1C>, Coleman and
%f"' Kim (1975) for trends 1900- 1970 in Kentucky; Coleman and Hall (1976) for

2

. Alabama and Kentucky comparlsons, 1900-1970, in Black farm operators;

and Lewis «(1976) for changes 1959-1969 in the Sodth_gnq for characteris-

tics from previpusly unpublished 1969 Census of Agriculture data.

e

”4A preliminary unpubliéhed-tabulation of the 1974 Census of'Agri—

Eé‘ culture indicated that the number of Black-operated farms had further

-

°

deciined to 44,786, g N .

5The'4ecrea;es-are magnified in some degree by changes made hy the

fE - ’ U.S. Bureau of the Census in the definition of a farm and by a switfch,

<

starting with the 1969 Eensus‘bf Agriculture,  to collectiﬁg information
‘b}'mail survey. These changes have had the effect of excluding some

smaller units from the count of farms.- See Boxley, Le@is; and Anderson,

o

1974, ) .

Vet QIhe tenure trend and the characteristics data presented here for:

‘Black farm operators include a small number of other nonwhites.

o M .
@

S . ‘ The ‘estimate for 1976 srefers to Blacks and other nonwh1te persons.

In the 1970 census, Blacks comprised 87 percent of the nonwhlte farm

L4 -
“ M - e s »

populatiqn. " . . .

v

' i 3A survey of nonwh1te-owned rural land was made 1n the Southeast

‘~—f in i960 by Boxley (1965). " A Tennessee study by McGee and Boone (1976)

——r '
T
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.

" of Black landowners dealt with their attitudes and perceptions with

- £

respect to rural land. . . S ' = =
- s - At . - -

) gSglamoﬁ states that a few spot checks in Mississippi and North 1";f;
oL - N ) » . B (‘_. . . ) )

- . Carolina suggest that there may be about 30 percent more land owned by

Black operators than indicated by agricultural census records. . Boxley - - ;

= s

et al. (.974) asserts that the Census ofogriculture is an inadequate

and perhaps misleading date source On Black land ownership, stating, "We ;

g ~ do not have current, reliable information on black landownerehip'in the
& [ . N

< * 3

o .

S S—Oilth." . . . . : S Y \ e
° loBeafe (1976) reports that the trend since 1910 for the average

¥
" age of the self-employed in agrlculture has been reversed 51nce 1970 .

a

perhaps because of the changed attltude 33 farm youth toward agr1cu1ture
and rural life, better profits from farm1ng3 anqlthe entry of urban-

‘ reared youth into farming. Whether this reversal also holds for the
) - ) . a ;\ «

o Black self-employed in agriculture is not known because the sample data

\,."

do not yield relieble statistics by race fBeale Qo’Larson, May 28, 1977).

11A February 1976 Current Research Informatlbn System pr1ntout

prov1ded by theuCooperat1ve State Research Service, 11st1ng research ' 2 ;o

in the land-grant 1nst1t\tlons—-both 1862 and 1890--and in the USDA

identified by key ‘words as\berta1n1ng to Blacks did not include’ any

o, -
K . P -

°

- ., project about successful Black farmers, .

b

12Federal Land Banks now loan only priv;te.funde but are subervised -

5

bf the Farm Credit Administration, an independent federal egency. _Long—

Ly

hd
*

term loans up to 40 years, secured by first mortgages, are made for up
to 85 percent of the appraised value of the prdperty. The Federal Land
Banks also have a letter of agreement ‘with the Farmers Home Administra-

tion whereby simultaneous loans may. be made (Harding, '1975).
Q . .'

ERIC. . S 34 S




3Economc motives have not been thg onlx/reason for these faxmers'

; «h1ft1ng to other enterprlses. Farmer LE, qge

Age is another factor.

n, for example, stopped producing tobacco in: 1970 due to advancing age.\

A
)

He nqw produces vegetables for sale at a farmers' market and operates a .

-

ith timber from his farm. Farmer LY, age 70 speak1ng

.

s
Ve .
N

of mopey and time in a crop at

T4 B

‘LW

Ed % M
now than a few years ago.  So fo’ithat reason I don't care to-

do any more; and the high'price.o %

it wduld be foolish to buy."

(see Brooks, 1976). The f1rst convent1on was held in ;éhgpary 1977,

The organization, whose establishment was encouraged by the nonprofit

for

: Emergency Land Fund formed in 1971, intends to provide such services
a\

&

management

. » its members as land Taw information; legal servxcesg capital,

\,

\ - - - K -
and marketing information and services; and lending services. It also ~ E

6.

plans to lobby on legislation involving small landowners. o

- -
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Table 1..

Acreage owned, rented, and operated:

Selected successful Black farmers, 1976

i

d
X

Farmer ~ Owned “"Rented Total Operated
------ [ L L Y- [od ff 3 DR Ll Dttt
EN. ~ 216 - - 2167
" cp 185 200 385
' LE 50 S -~ %0
ME - 700° 800 ©1,100
ES ° 90 "85 175
iy - 132 350 482
TS 189 160 - 349
DN - T 212 100 - 312
ND 40 400 440
EE a0 400 T a0
EL 400° - -- 400
NN 1859 - 185
1 SR " 250 70 360
Total acres  2,720° 2,565 4,894
! - Average operated _ 376

2eN, age 74, currently rents 130 acres cut to another farmer.

bFarm jointly owned by brothers, with each farm1ng a port1on,

farmer ME however, individually rents 800 acres. R

cFarm jointly owned by brothers and~siéters.

, is the sole operator of the ;;rm.
’ 2 > .

dThe acreage for NN applies to the time before he retired from,
\.

farming.

on the remaining I05-dcre farm.’

[

N\
\

36 .

Upon retirement he sold 80 acres.

~

However, farmer EL

He has continued to live

?Includes the two farms collectively owned .

7
y




- Table 2. Major

ES
farm enterprises: éSelectéd successful Black farmers,
197 -

*, . Farmer

...a .,
Enterprises -

beef cattie, hogs ‘

beef cattle : ’

Qegetable gfoductio: for marketing; timber (wood yard)
corn, peanuts, hogs, beef cattle '
corn,” soybeans, hogs

grain, corn, soybeans, wheat '
peanuts, sqybeans, hogs, beef cattle, corn, timber
¢otton, corn, beef cattle ’ '

tobacco, soybeans, corn, small grain

tobacco, wheat r

beef cattle, timber

cotton, corn, hogsb

tcbacco, soybeans, corn, hay, hogs, cows

importance.

°

b

N

A

aEnterprisk‘s for each farmer are listed in descending order of
3

kY

%

\\ o . -

These were tﬁeqmajor enterprises for NN, who is now retired.
. \ . Y >

\ -t . ¢
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