Chapter IV
The Japanese in Agriculture
The importance of agriculture to the Japanese as a means/of liveli-
hood has already been pointed out. In 1940 some 22,000,,0% 45 per cent,
of the Japanese workers in California, Washington, and Qregon were employed

in agriculture.1 They operated 6,118 farms and 2584074 acres of farm
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lam on the coast:. The geographical Adistribution of these farms approgimated
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that of Japanese population. In Qalifornia there were 5,135 farms covering /

226,094 acres, while corresponding figures for Washington and Oregon were
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706 farms sowendmg 20,326 agres and 277 farms oceweming 11,654 aore?%\ In

relative distribution Ca)fironia farms and acreage comprised 84 per cent

and 88 per cent, respgetively, of the total number and the acreage of

Japanese-operated
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/ \ ]\The struggleg of—bhe—dapammse to achieve the' present status in agri-
culture, had—-be_p_:tm_,%re than fifty years ago)\" Like many other immigrant groups,
they gtarted at the bottom of the "agriocultural ladder” as farm laborers.
As early as in the early eighteen nineties Japanese were observed working
Ap S
in the fruit orchards ofr\sﬁeh'amento and Santa Clara Valleys, im the vine-
yards of Fresno, ¥ the sugar beet fields of Salinas Valley, and &sthe
":/;c L an “‘;.flf.-‘ W ?"L{"_) é‘; AV
marshy delta region near Stockton. Waﬁ:&, they were also
employed in the citrus orchards and vegeta‘ble farms of southern California.
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48per farm employment was smee seouredﬁ,‘bther Japanesx

imbo-—adistriet. As the number of Japanese in the district increased
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rapidly, they found emplo:mentf\on wore—and-more ranches and farms.

In these early years the Japanese weri‘ regarded[\qﬂ‘bh—mﬂmc by

agriculturalists in the Pacific Coast States, particularly in California;
and became a reliable and convenient source of cheap &esm labor. The
completion of the transcontinental railroads had openged vest markets in

the Middle West and the East for western agriculbural products. Large

profits from the saleﬁbf'sﬁ'ecialty crops attracted more and more farmers

to the production of these crops. Irrigated ficreage had been increasing,a

more Iand-had ' been to intensive farming ra-bherﬂbhan the prodution
/

of general crops. The-Specializetion, however, called for large ocapitaldissatinn

and an abundant supply of cheap, and highly mobile, labor. The Mobility
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waes re-quﬁsed by great seasonal fluctuations of \1abor demands im-a-région,
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r\l-a-nnnH-nta-e-ﬂ—the—We-st Lpe Chlnese,\had been much in demand and had
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predomins$ed- dm—f=arm-employment fordeeddes, but tha Chinese exclusion
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law of 1882 had stopped,flowe of new immigrants. The gap-&a—tha_labar
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supety ocreated by the disapPQ{ance of Chinesepeue tg?paifrai—:jaz?;;%%
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by the rapid - expansion of intensive agriculture was filled by the Japanese,

who had begun to arrive at Pacific Coast ports in large number or who had
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been released from railroadg and mined. These Japanese soon adapted them=-

selves to fit into the Chinese system of labor and living conditions. In

bt
some looalities, however, the Japanese not only replaced the gap, but

displaced Chinese and Caucasians laborers.
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The majority of these J&p&nese had had farming experience before

o wires Whiradaris goTalls. Latvisrg) Lor
emigration from Japan, gfif the- experisence-wasiswited—bo intensive cul- :
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tivationd They were{young, active, and neat, bereheters. They were ac-

v
cormodating, and were willing to workshard and long hours ew—sweoh needs

IR
wore ofberr during peak semsons. The employers found them satisfactory,

because they were willing to accept lower wages, ¥ put up with the erudest

A
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form of shelter, and fbe board themselves. The Kecruitment of—3d=peor-was A—

procee

_s;j.mg_]r_%{‘gij-i_:":}e employerdj, whotorlid-get enourirworkers by vontaeting
A11 the employer needing "help" had to do was simply to telephone or
write to a club or a camp or tell his Jap boss how many men were
necessary; he then settled wages to be paid to the men with the labor=-
supplying agent, to whomi%oney was paid, and he, in turn, paid the men

after deducting a commission, except in the oase of the Jap boss.2

2. JTochihashi, Japanese in the United States, p. 175.
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described thus: (JZ%/;w‘J'\ L STA A
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?29~gnﬁ?ganized Japanese-farm laberers soon formed "gangs", directed

by bosses.,. Sometimes these gangs became the nuelei of distriet clubs,
to which members paid annual dues for the privilege of cooking, lodging,
and hibernating when unemployed. The secretaries of the clubs main-
tained relations with local employers and kept themselves informed
through Japanese bosses of work opportunities in neighboring districts
so as to direet intelligently the migration of the club memberé.

Another outgrowth of the Japanese gangs were the camps run by Japanese
bosses as & kind of headquarters for farm labor, the camp bosses supply-
ing the local farmers with workers and directing the men elsewhere
during slack seasons. Some of the larper farmers kept a regular "Jap
boss" in their employ in order to round up an adequste supply of

laborers for peak seasons.l

—

1, Tbid., p. 67.
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Japmese-besses and-contractors. The "BEs system, sSe-satiern=bhet md

Seen—used by —the—Skinese, was also advantageous to the Japanese immigrants,










In one cormunity where the Chinese were paid #5 per week, the Japsnese first
worked for 35 br 40 cents per day in the early nineties. In another
locality the price for work done by Japanese by contreoct wax first

estimated on a basis of 45 cents per day as against #1 for Chinese, and

in the later nineties at day work Japanese were paid 75 to 90 cents per

day where Chinese were paid $§1. In a third district they were paid

70 cents per day and for two or three years their wages varied from

80 to 90 cents as against $1.25 per day for Chinese and $1 per day, ine-
1udin{board, for white men. Before the close of th; nineties, however,

the wages paid Japanese had begun to rise and the increase in their

wages pontinued even when the influx of the members of this race was

greatest.l

S ‘/aﬁ )'.j ’
1. U. . Immigration Commifsion, Reports, p. 63.
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By 1909, according to the survey of the Immigration uommission, the
wages of Japanese had increased more than 50 per cent over those of fifteen
years before. The rise is attributed to "prosperous times and an inadequate
labor supply under prevailing conditions, with new opportunities opened for

them, and especi=lly with restrictions upon their further immigration." It

N

was claimed that after the restrictive measure went into effect "they . « «

2

ceased to greatly underbid other laborers." It is also reported that

2. Ibid.




in order to drive successful bargains "strikes and boycotts, particularly

at harvest time" were used by Japansse bossss.lgqu this time, Jepanese

U, S, Congress, House, Select Committee Investigating National Degénse
Migration, Fourth Interim Report, p. 67.
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were reported in the production of almost all crops of intensive farmiming

in California.

In the beet industry they number 4,500 of between 6,000 and 7,000
handworkers employed during the thinning season. They predominate and
control the hadnwork in the beet fields -of hll except three didtriots
in the State -=-- two in southern California, where they are outnumbered
by the Mexicans, and one northern distriot, where they do not care to
work and Hundus were the most numerous race employed in 1909. In the
grape picking of the various parts of California they are also the most
numerous race, some 7§000 or 8,000 being employed during the busiest
gseason of a few weeks in the fall. They do practially all of the work
om tHe berr} M@f tﬁa State. In the various districts speciallzing
in certain vegetables and on truck farms near the cities they do much
of the work. Mucech of the ssasonal work in most of the deciduous-
fruit districts is also controlded by Japanese laborers.

Of the 4,000 extra laborers brought in to work in the orchards of
the Vaca Valley during the summer of 1908, one-half were Japanese.
About 2,000 of the 2,500 or 3,000 persons employed in the Newsastle fruit
district at the busiest season in 1909 were Japenese. About 1,000
members of this race remain in the Pajaro Valley all year, while for the
intensive work during the summer and autummn some 700 or 800 Japanese
amd about the same number of Dalmatians come into the district f'rom
other places. In the citrus-fruit industry of Tulare County a little
less than one-half of the pickers are Japanese, while some 5,000 pickers
in southern Californie constitute more than one-half of the total number
of oitrus-fruit pAjkers in that part of the State during the busy
spring months. Some 200 Japanese are empdoyed reguarly in the handwork

on celery ranches in OranaFounty, while at the height of the transplant-







ing season the number is increased to 800.1

1. U. S. Immigration Commission, Reports, vol 23, p. 64.

The predominance of Japanese labor in the production of many crops is shown
by the survey undertaken in 1910 by the Calif ornia Commissiomer of Labor.
The following table is based on a sample of 2,369 fafms operated by Caucasians

in selectess regions of intensive farming:z

Table
Japanese Laborers as per cent of Total Laborers in Select Regions
of Intensive Farming in California

per cent
Berries 87 .2 Citrus fruit 3
Sugar beets 66.3 Deciduous fruit 3
Nursery Products 57«3 Hops
Grapes 51.7 Hay and grain
Vegetables 45,7 Mijscelleneous

= Congress, House, Sekect Committee Investigating National Defense
Migration, Fourth Interim Report, p. 68.
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In the decade 1900 - 1910 the Japanese were probably most m‘-"&-“?
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in agricultural pursuits and most mobile in improving their status than

gt any other time Before or since. Many Japanese had begun to ¢limb up

the "agricultural ladder" --- from common labores to contract tenancy,
AT ) fally 4o

share crop arragement, cash tenancy, er land ownership. The more success=-

ful o2 club secretaries, camp bosses, and Jap bosses were the first to

attain an indepedent Btatus.( nderﬂcontract system, the lowest form of

tenancy, the laborer is paid for his work per unit of land or product.

For example, in the Watsbnville area, the handwork involved in gwowing
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patatoes paid so much per sack harvested. In the berry patches of the same

area, the system operated as follows:

One or more Japanese, often in partnership, entered into an agreement
with the owmer of a ranch or ranches to set out plants, at so much per
acre, and to water, weed, hoe, pick, pack, load, and to do all of the
"handwork," at so muoh per chest of crops, to be paid by the owner when
orop is sold. Contract prices naturally varied with market and labor
conditions as well as with the age of plants. For example, the/?b{;es
paid in the Watsonville district for 1908 - 1009 were as follows: !
First yearj setting plants, per acre $20.,00
Second yeér, watering, weeding, howing, picking, packing,

and loading, per acre 50,00

Third year, the same work per chest 1.50
Fourth and~fifth years, per chest 1.75

1. Ichihashi, op. cit., p. 179.

This form of tenancy was, however, more adv%%ageous to the owner. The rate

of compensation was usually agreed upon on an ammual basis, in advance of the

d/af)gntf{})_;? wie n
season, warying with estimates of output, m4¥et prices, and labor conditiors.
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If such compensation be—onthebeasis oﬂﬁunit of land, the owner tended to
fix the rate on the lowest possible estimates of yields and prices. If
on a production basis, on the other hand, he ealeulated the rate on the
basis of the minimum market price that hhe erop could command. The ovmer

. PR & crad i
was émgEaerat in b better bargaining positio utiliz€=m the rationale that
he must assume the risk of uncertainty of production and prices. The con-
tractor therefore could not share the profite raealized from yields or market
prices higher thanfhe estimates. "In the long run, the contrétor's share

has proved not materially different from the wages paid to ordinary Thands*

employed in the industry. Because of this fact, the contract system in most




indus tries began to be abandoned by the Japanese."l

1. Ibid., pp. 179 - 180.
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Share erop tenancy, the next higher ; was essentially similar to

anmpccoiintegoe

the contract arrangement, except the temant's renumeration was determined by

ﬂuICL-(‘ﬁ

the profits(;ealizeq)from the marketing of products. The duration of such
an agreement varied; in fruit growing it was usually for one year, and in

gtrawherry growing)for four or five years. The share ofﬂtenant also varied

from 40 per cent to 60 per cent off?nnuaul profits i the type

5}! TJ‘IQ édn{{orc/
of cropg and the degree of participationﬁ}n the cost of production. Share

eropping in variou§ forms is desoribed as follows:

The landowner provides all necessary equipment, exdept, perhaps, crates
needed for shipping, does the work with teams or hires it done, pessibly
pays the wages of a part or all of the empdoyees, manages the business
in all of its details, sells the products and colleets the selling
price, and shares this with the tenant after all bills have been paid.
Much of the leasing of orchards about Vaeaville and elsewhere in California
and a considerable part of the leasing of land for the growing of sugar
beets and of vegetables on an extensive scald takes this form and
differes little in most respects from a contract for the hand labor for
the season. . . « In still other cases the landowmer furnishes all per-
manent equipment but very little of the other capital required, and

the tenant does all of the work or hires it done, many of the details

of management, but few of the details of w;rketing the product pessing
into his hands, and the orop is shared between the contrsting parties.
Much of the leasing of orchards in the Newoastle distriet, of land for
growing sugar beets in several localities, and of some strawberry

patches about Watsonville takes this form. In still other cases the

share tenant provides some, possibly most, of the equipment.2

2. U, P Immigration Commiéssion, Reports, vol. 23, p. 80.




Cash tenaney in its terms varied:. one of the varioud forms very much
resemblggg the essentials of share cropping;®e another wirrel-was independent
of ovmer control. The difference of the former from share cropping was

Cdsh o
the/\payment of{\speeified amoun#‘oi—'—eath for rentals and the assumption of
all the risks involwed in farming and marketing. This form was commonly 3
practi€ed in the leasing of fruit orchards andm'a_m .
Sometimes the reﬁt was paid in advance, but oftener it was paid "out of the
sale of the first ecrop.Y 1In addition, an many instances of this variety,
the owmer stipulated in the contract that he be hired to do certain jobs
on the farm and be paidrregular wages for the work. Frequently the orops
were marketed in the owner's name. The owner thus retained a great deal
= -C‘)[ Y : - \
of control ‘over his orchards as overseery + For strawberry
W

patches and truck gardens, however, leases were free from suoh/\controls

by—ewners. and ran usually for a longer term. In the former, for instance,

the term—af lease covered five or six years.

The foothold of the Japanese i&aﬂioulture of—Oatiformia expanded

dyring 1900=1913,
rapidly m—ﬂi‘mm-—hunduaﬁh' That th& Japanese seasonal workers

W:IJ.
predominated the farm labor supply has already been noted. E-G'nrrespanding

progress was made as regards Japanese farm holdings. The Census for 1900

reported only 39 Japanese-operated farms ocovering 4,698 aores.t The7

1. The Immigration Commission reports that "the acreage of small subdivisions
of farm under lease, and not included in these figures, was very smmll,"

(Reports, wvol. 23, p. 79.)
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Japenege, however, made & great stridesin a short time %e expe.ndKZheir




farm operations. A Jap nese source reports the following data on the

acreage of farm holdings under various forms of tenure:

Japanese-American Yearbook, eited in Ichihashi, op. eit., pp. 184 and 193.

It is to be noted that the total acreage in the table does not check
with the sum of its parts. These figures must be used with great

care when compared directly with Census data. Japanese sources tended

to exaggerate their farm holdings, The Census, on the other hand, temdsd
Ar-ad, X

to undercodéint the holdings. The Census, for example, did not include

certain classes of tenants"such as those doing a part of the farm work

and sharing the products or receiving & price agreed upon," (Millis,

op. cit., pp. 131 - 132.)
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The data indicate that both the total farm acreage and the total acreage

under lease by the Japanese multiplied more than four times during the
eight year period 1005 - 1913, while the acreage of Japanese-owned farms
inereased almost eleven times. Ae—regur&s=;£:L%otal farm acreage the
greatest I PEEETE—oFr inorease occurred jﬁ during 1905 - 1907 and during
1910 - 1913, while the same'pattern of expansion applied to tie-Japanese-
e | m&ﬁ-&
owvned acreags.. ef?creage uﬁde?\share cropping arrancement i
during 1905 - 1907, but that under cash lease during 1908 - 1910. Although
separate data under both these types of lease are not available for 1910 -
1913, it is estimated that the increase was proportionately as great as
that of the total acreage under all forms of lease tenancy for the period.
The acreage under contract agreement, on the other hand, increased almost

Pl

seven times in the five year period 1905 - 13910 atﬂérregular rate, probably

e
,__.' -
showing,eensitiv%;rsuctﬁun to changes in labor condition and merket prices.

too,
From doculmentary evidence, it is learmed that these farmers had, on the

wholm,graduated from the rank of common laborerse and had passed through

varioud stages of tenancy before i ltimate ownerskip-.

a
The vigorous activities of the Japanese to establish <biwe more per=

ﬁco‘bho: :
manent in agriculture, and, once becominﬁoperatons to reach e >—
b

CLare
more stable tenure status axe attributed to many faoctors. First, the desire

to rise from the rank of common laborers was grest. The Japanese immigrant#,

like other immigrants in general, were young and ambitious; they had come to

America to "get rick quick" and return home: Ttke—other—immizramts—in

Most ofqhhnl-were either farmers or from farming families in Japan, and




fo &
this experience was easily % to +he intensive farming in Californisa.

WW
In agriculture there were great possibilities, oa\mo*d-ﬁty was easy and
s wedelilom

rapid; and farm produets were commanding profiteble prices. Many stories of

successful Japanese pioneers in farming were told, often with legendary exag-
coleddlid g Ko
geration, and the more venturesome ef—the- late arrivallqrea-}hed' that his ‘av‘m
c Sl A acvo $4 .
ambi‘b-i-on»—wa—e—net—eu—t—eﬁmeh. As a common laborer his income was meager
- , o . -

TE—tuck heAind dent stat lfz:
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Teark ol honn be_2r
&f prestige, for heﬂ»m;:cn- employer of other Japanese. In contrast, Hre-co-

o
oupetior®]l mobility in industrial and trade jobs meme very much restriocted
because of racial diserimination. Only under Japanese employers could he

MLW‘ ‘e
-E;% .-=§_ ndepaient - ..-

advance aboveAunskllled labor cless.
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The acquisition of farm tenancy also mean/\a set’rled residence and
'dum(v.h-

steady employment throughout the year, aaw-x‘ci‘-):%: constancgznm and periods

of ddleness incidental to seasonal labor. The farmer could now lead a more

normal life. He could m-‘i-?:—f‘uf-&&d—-reuﬂite‘,’\ﬁith his family, or,if a bachelor,

a_
he could get married and establish -kim home. Frequently, whenever amtt=
EMARA___

~Jopaneoes agitation for exclusisrmfor for the restriction of farm lease and

: s e, le carmn ae uau.ﬁdm s
ownership l6uder and more threatening, the{J&panese were in a great

rusir to get,\under/\wire ‘Eor—mﬁfql\security in agricultural purshits. The large

inerements of increawe both in the lease acreage and in the ownership acreage

during 1905-1907 are attributable not only to the properg;f—_ﬂrw- of 1905 but

Advars@ Lt

to fear engendered by suoh/\events and,\publio sentimentd that culminated in




the Gentlemen's Agreement. Fear of the possibility of alien land legislation

M 4.—-4'( /(La.-.t_{,

spurred -and—teagdiey of farms in 1910 - 1913,

The expansion of €% holdings was greatly facilitated by the willing-

ness of Caucasian owners to sell or lease their farms. There were many

inducements for such transactions. Tﬁmgetting sufficient labor

according to varisble seasonable needsbas always a major dtégggﬁﬁg;:in intensive

farming. The Japanese control overpseasonal lebor supply, however, left the

cwnenﬁén & precarious position. The danger of not gefting enough workers was

SR, deﬂLfifﬂ .
(3 * By leasing to the Japanese, however, ®e fcould

relieve himsedf of the onerous respomsibility of labor management. As such

x_
leases increased, other non-Japanese operators found themselves iqqmore <

WW.
dengerous pesittien.

”

s a large nunber ‘of farms have been leased to the Japanese in one
locality and the members of that race have done more of the work on
these holdings, it has become increasingly difficult-for other farmers
to obtain desireble laborers of that race, so that a still greater
premium is placed upon leasing the land. Thus the system tends to
spread and become general, the farms falling under the control of the
race which predominates in the labor supply. . . . Ina few localities,
as about Vacaville, Cal., they have even resorted to coercion in the
form of threat to withhold the necessary labor supply, in order to
secure the tenure of orchards or farms they desired. Such instances,

however, have been limited to a few localities.l

1. U.¥. Immigration Commission, Reports, vol. 23, pp. 81 - 82.

400, 4o the (andlords
Financial returns and other advantageixfere attractive, Hew. gerness

g heene
of the Japaneseﬂfﬁ? farm leases tended to raise the cash rental rate and

depress the tenamt!s take in share ocropping. In some instances the Japanese




were willing to reclaim marshy land or to make improvements on lands.
e WS S

There were other that were eepecheddy to the aging
pioneers of +¥® western agricultureg,who wished to retire partly or.:h%lhn’;&’
from active farming. In many cases the Japanese leased "only the orchards,
or the 'beet land,' or the 'berry land,' or the 'vegehable land' on a farm"
and the owner cultivatQJ)(bhe rest of the farm. In these and other cases the
ovner continued toc occupy the’farmhouse, while the tenant was housed in a
cheap cottage or in the laborér's bunk house.

The grov th of shipping industry ef-frults—amd—vegotubles also contri-

buted to the expansion of the Japanese in agriculture. Thé shipping-cerporations

to’_‘%votﬁﬂ-‘-‘-
wa‘ﬁféﬂﬁysmm‘tﬁsvﬂ-of—ma‘htmeﬂt By leasing an enourmous acreage of

farm land, which was then subdivided and subleased to the Japanese, tzﬁh—%
wershwopleerne
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That 1ittle or no capital was required to begin tenant farming is Sgifﬂ

au_
evident from #he examination of the various forms of contract or lease.
é

As already indicated, many, in fact most of them to begin with, have
leased land for a share of the crop, the landlord supplying all or
practically all of the equipment. This is especially true in all
loealities where much seasonal labor is required and the Japanese are
the predominant element in the labor supply. In these localities not
only have the farmers provided most of the necessary equipment, but
have also frequently provided the money necessary to pay current ex-
penses, so tha  the tenant required no capital at all. Moreover, in
the production of sugar beets the beet-sugar companies have ordinarily
advanced a part of the necessary capital. At Newcastle and Vacaville,
and in other localities devoted to the geowing of fruit and vegetables,
the commission merchants usually make advances of supplies for shipping
the product, and of cash, taking a lien upon the crop in order to secure
the loan. In several instanBes the competition between the shippers
for business has lad to the making of advances long before the crop
matures, and in large amounts. About Newcastle it was found that some
of the shippers had leased land and then subleased it to Japanese tenants
in order to control the business of shipping the pro&ﬁ;. + « « And even
where the system of making advances has not been extensively adopted the
tenants who pay cash rent usually do not nced much capital of their
own, for it is customary to pay the rent in installments. . . . In
gsome instances, as about Florin, Cal., leasing has been encouraged by
arranging for the larger rentals to be paid furing the later years

covered by the lease.t

1. U, S. Immigration Commiskdéon, Reports, vol. 23, pp. 83 = 84,

«JuJZ(f@fZA?
The financing of farm operations was in other ways. An ex-
Wp

tensive oredit system was wesed with business firms, most?Bommonly Japanese.

The farm operator bought food and other necessities on credit to providJLpis

femily and his workers. The merchants were willing to extend such credity




because mark ups were tempting end competition among them was keen. Such

bills were paid after the harvest. It was also customary for the Japanese

A fepacd ki
laborers unbil their work had been completed for

the season.

ey o rr At nsar Lol 2K *ﬁiyna;g;wu.jd&m hecetZ,

The comparative ease of undertaking farming brought

MM‘\J«%LM f‘{ "a/L,-uG’ rfu,u(:_u J] W}

particularlyﬂ&speoulatlve operations by 1nocmpﬁent Japanese, exd overproduotionﬁ\
wothe

and an unstable finencial struotureAns Japanese communities.
There were many cases of failures.

i
Some of those have been too inexperienced in the kind of farming under-
taken. A more common cause of failure, however, has been found
in the fact, « . . that they produce almost entirely for the market
and specialize greatly, and in some cases have depressed the prices
the priees of produce until they would not cover the expenses incidental
to the harvest. This is nobebly true of strawberry growing fodthe Los
Angdles market and of aspgaragus growing on the lower Sacramento Rivef. . s e
A comparatively larce number of the tenant farmers in these loealities
have become bankrupt, and some of them have been led to break their con -
f£racts with the landowners from whom they leased. Moreover, the wages
paid to laborers of their race have . . . advanced rapidly and it has become
difficult to secure laborers in suBficient nimbers. This change in the
labor market has been a further source of diffﬁq}ty to the Japanese
farmers. It is proving so serious that in some localities they insist
upon leases for one or a few years, where a few years ago they desired

to secure leases for a period of several years.l

1., U. S. Immigraetion Commission, Reports, vol. 23, p. 88.

P A A
T @redit%‘nﬂ #me Japanese farmers was e highly risky ene .onm the face-

of the high rate of failures. The risk was further increased by fluctuations

-

Lo
o2 farmers' annual incomes. In prosperous years it worked to the satisfaction

of all parties concermed. In the years when the crop was poor or prices were




low, the imc ome could not cover all the payments for eent, loans, wages,

and store bills. The commiésion merchants and the landlord were always the

first to deduct t¥® outstanding loans and #}re rent before the Japanese farmer

L}

could receive-tWe payment for the produc&. Wages for the laborers were paid

cral i
¢ in full, as a rule, beqlage a good reputation was always important—be

a
gssure him of t#e future labor supply. There were many cases, however, where

wages remained unpaid for a long time, but/\legal recourse w
W-&"‘

to. \$hHe- American firms were usually taken care of, beoaUSe their oredit was

more rigid and 1ega1 means was—used-for collection K ifrneces . Thus the

=
ills oﬂJapanese merchangs were the lowest em priority. They were at best

partby paid, if not at all, and the balances had to be carried along and
arawd

\ Ec\further credits md—tc—he until a better time. It meant that the

avsalatbe
retailer had to use up more ofworking capital, if at—his—eommand; or hed

P o ¥ A
to ask for extension of time and lerger credit from the wholesaler. The

L-u%q—"
Japanese merchants, as—itt—were, entered into partneeship operation of farms, A i

at tire best any- o
althoughAmf TelEtap shartyin profits na#fmore than the amount of outstanding

bills, and at &he worst, losing everything. Th‘i"modea of loang anr%:redits

-were stiis widely praoticedﬂin 1940 by Japanese farmers,; and merchants who

e o g.;a”ki:t_, rore Temaed”
refused such credits were _ oy in favor of cempeting mor-

; ~0
vhants .4 The failureg of many business firms in the depression years were

largely traceable to tha‘praotice. Only in large cities could Japanese

-] O a_-
merchants escape from the risky credit system and ddopt tke cash-and-carry éw

m%#‘l
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Despite the enactment of/‘alien land lew in 1913, +¥e Japanese farm

i

J—

1.  @&lien land laws will be discu®sed in detail in Chapter

: e ?Quduéydt;

holdings Pfurther—expanded—fapidiy in the boom years after—thebegiming of +he

World War I, reaching a peak probably in 1920. Data obtainedm Japanese

sources, as given in the following teable, indicate that the total acreage

B

TARLE
BY TENURE oF ACREAGE oF TAPA
OPELATED EAL M N CACIENRALA
(\/d/)dh@g@ |

i /Cér.4d64/')
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of Japanese-operated farms, including those under contract agreement, increased

from 300,474 acres in 1914 to 458,056 acres in 1920. The—increment—ef—inerense

Por—the1mnmr1wffm&ﬂHnr1mnﬂr1pwndnn~ﬁﬂ—regardsCghe acreage under Japanese
W‘dvlwfm 4—&0«.&

ownership/\an increase of almost 140 per cent from 31,828 acreas in 1914 to

74,769 acres in 1920. The figures alsqqahew that a large portion oq\new

an _"(f
aocreage under ownership was acquired after 1918, indi general optimism

r

Popwis = | i

J4-£fom-prevailing high prices, threats of more stringent anti-alien land

legis lation, and the investment of wartimed;aéns in real property. SThe Census

W‘L'"L—
figures confirm the trendAPhewn-by the Japanese data. The former, however,

reported a much greater change in the total acreage of Japanese farm hﬁﬁé/

ings, an increase from 99,252 acres in 1910 to 361,276 acoreas in 1920.

Tk tpled plmsddt ﬂ"“d o,
Similarly, the total number of Japanese-operated farms from 1,816
et s

in 1910° %o 5,152 in 1920. @t eoxenination of these d.#:%@q etwden the

1. The ewtimate by the Immigration Commission, based on the data from the
Japanese-American Yearbook, is 3,000 - 3,200 farms in 1909. (Reports,
vol. 23, p. 76.) The Japanese Association of America reported 6,463

farms in 1918. (Statistics Relative to Japanese Immigration and the

Japanese in California, p. 7) An explanation for such discrepancies

has been given on p. above.

two sources with—respect—teo—the—rate—ofincresse giveﬁgome credence to the .
many : ‘4&&0&:
belief thaﬁﬁfarmers who had formerly operated subdivisions were—ahle—%e actuiredl

entire farms and that #f greater independence and stability in agriculture

as—repfeeen%s{I:i ownership and cash lease were achieved in this period.

In the nineteen twenties, however, Japanese farm holdings decreased in

o
all :;;t:. The total acreage in 1929, according to the Japanese source, dropped




& ’
_.f'\ .
.i I

C1
ﬁ l‘\"pg‘/\

(O
(L RCE

Sy




JIA=

P /

\ / -/’ ~N7
¢ 7/ e

V,

N
CENLCY S

S

e,

C.A A

[

Th0




almost to the pre-war 1eve%ﬁ\while the acreage under ownership declined to ©

57,028 meren in 1929 from 74,769 acres-in 1920,#;9.5 per cent.drep. Several

dm/ J)eCu d\ ./,'v,? a/jJ!Zf‘d/f’m 4
factors contributed to this decline: : (1) overexpansion, during and im-

A

mediately hfter- the‘boominmg years and subsequent failures or retrenchments,

~{pe -
(2) declin prices in the twenties,l and (3) the enactment

i ;
and enforcement oﬂﬂsaverer anti-alyﬁs/land laws .in 1920 and thereafter.

1. For example, annual index numbers of California frait prices dropped
from a high of 221 (average price for July, 1910 to June, 1915 = 100 )
in 1920 to 111 in 1923, recovered somewhat t4141 in 1925 and 147 in 1927.
The index nunbers again dropped to 118 in 1928, 104 in 1930, and 62

in 1932. See H. J. Stover, Annual Index Numbers of Farm Prices, Calif-

ornia, 1910 - 1933, Agricultural Experiment Station, Bulletin 569,

College of Agriculture, University of California, Berkeley, Calif.,

1934:. Pe 26.

reported
The Census debe, in contrast, shew a much greater rate of decline both in the

aggregate acreage and the number of farms in the period 1920 - 1930. The
deoreg se of the acreage was from 361,276 acres in 1920 to 191,427 avres

in 1930, or 88.7 per cent, while that of the number of farms was from 5,152 in |
1920 to 3,956 in 1930, The differcnce between these two souroes is revealing

in pointing—out the effect of the anti-Japenese legislation. It is belivwedrﬁﬁﬁﬂ

illegal tenure‘gﬁzgzgficumvention and evasion was common in many localities,

but such a faoct was obvicusly concealed from the Census inverviewer. In

these oases, the Japanese farmer generally reported himself as foreman or

hired lsborer. The Japanese data were, on the other hand, compiled from
Cocal

reports of vzriousAJapanese Associations and Japanese Agricultural Asso-

ciations, which, 4m=burny were in closer touch with the situation, and in




more cases could give the true status of the farmer. It is significant that
with respect to the acreage under Japanese manage@ﬂﬁ'g:: which was within
the law, there is little discrepancy between the two sources, the Census
reporting 90,587 acres for 1”30 and ths Ja.pa.nese reporting 104,560 for

1529.

4 Q__Wraporhn%’zs,lsz acreas under ownership and 74,688 acreas under lease for

Il‘ el aiom f~152 arrul
| 1930 and the Japanese w—%»mg-m 028 acres and 166,762 acres, res

pRectively.

ﬁ@%- m:ﬁ;ay
In the period 1930 - 1940 the Japanese, too,

—paod of the national financial amd—egerieulbured crisés. The pricegd of fruits

and truck crops reached the lowest level since 1910&/and had not recovered

1. See p. » footnote

S i

gufTisgtently by 1940. Failures andN‘oreolosures of fﬂye were not uncommon.
ASSOGI +(on.

The Japanese , mowever, claimed that the Japanesem:‘lmé

o+ «QM.LJ ’
m y during the depression years thak the CaucasianM‘ It

year
reported the decline of 4he aggregate Japanese acreage during the ten[Perioé

~

as approximately 96,000 acreas &ind that of acfeage under ownership as about

2
15,000 acres. If this statement is accepted. it would mean that t¥s/retrenchment
. ThC epdiesT mcrdffm of Aemerrcd, Zar‘éc; /\/pg'" <5 J"‘,) 0. C"Z: 2 ‘77 g

s will 6?- S Een,
in the late twenties and) the com ’5 age of the Nisei contributed greatly

to the%ﬁpmese farming in the trying years. The-use of family
membe¥s on the farms was axtensively practiced among- the-Japanese-by-1640,

theTensus showing that there were 3,054 wmpstd Tarm famity-taborers in




m—

to Moperators. If thousands of children whg/gssis‘t’é‘éi‘ on farms

— -

~——

after school hours are added 'h‘thgwbor 'f‘;aroa, the tremendous contribution

e —

————

- 2 e
by the Nisei can easily be vistialized. In many cases, as.will be seen later,

i,
—

y menmo

Contrary to the Japanese data, the Census reported for the corresponding

y, 2
period{\net gaing of 34,667 acres in the total acreage, 40,891 acres in the

4 4
d=d pdrf‘ﬂﬂnﬂ"‘t"
ownership acreage, and 1,179 in the number of farms. Significantly, however,
A pdr7 of 7HeC (dnd /5 owned dnd +ha ~eSF -5 ,.c,,,;;{_

the two sources are dpproximately in agreement -&s_:aém total acreage
for 1940, the Japanese source estimatimg it to be some 230,000 acres and

the Census reporting 226,094 acres. Contradictory, yet more revealing,

are the Census data with respeet to nef changes during 1930 = 1940 in the
number and the acreage of farms udder various tenure. Ae—regmrds Jarms
operated by Japanese manapers.,. the—muwsber deorsased from 1,816 to 249, or

a loss of 1,567, and the acreage decreased from 90,587 to 18,798, or a loss

_W J
of 71,789 acres. !cs:ragaﬂx\%arma leased by Japsnese, themumber increased

;,‘_/MM and_ w'-'dw‘f-
/\ from 1,580 to 3,596, or a gain of 2,016, =md-—the acreeme inerexsed Afrom

Car—
74,688 to 140,253, or a gain of 65,565 acresa. Such ineredible changes sould

only be explained in tern?/of the alien land restrictions. I t has been noted

——

that the laws were a major factor for the undercounting -by—the—Lensus Aof
‘d_].. ’730 W .

fJapaneao farm holdings‘z In the thirties, however, more and more Nisei, who

were citizens by bifth, reached their majority and could operate farms withoud

W ﬁ“t—(zﬂ,wu ﬁu-...m (a_{,Z: eed .
lvaL egal obstacles hat . Thus by 1940 most @&
oircumrented—or—eovaded forms ofAtenancy, transfer

sweh—farme—in—+the Nisei's—mame, and no longer was the eohcealmentsof  true

status necessary.




The majority of Japanese farm operators in 1940 mss still tenants.
In California, of 5,135 Japanese-operated farms 3,596, or 70.0 per cent,

were under cash and share leases, covering 140,253 acres, or 62.0 per cent

Mll/l/
of the total Jepeanese acreag%ﬁ ¢ ratto is in F sharp contrast to

the overall’ratio; the percentage of the number of farms under similar leases
to the number of all farms in California was only 19.1 p-r cent in 1940,
That is, three out of four Japanese farms were leased, while only one out of
five California farms was leased.

The extent of farm operation under Japanese ownership was still qQall.
Some 997 farms or 36,770 acfes were owned, and 293 farms on 30,273 acres were

partly owned. Full ownership represented 19.4 per cent and 16,3 per cent,

Mw YN N
respectively, of the total number and the total Japaneee—aureag?ﬂin he State,

while part-ownership represented 5.7 per cent and 13.4 per cent. Included
among the latter were the more successful, large scale operators.
The geographical distribution of these farms within the State again

followed the population pattern. There were 1,523 Japanese-operated f=rms

297
in Los Angeles County, constituting 84<® per cent of the total, indicating

AR
% e

5
thatﬁone out of farms in California was located in the County. %&

W{—&Qﬁ«—l,

was ToIIowed—by Sacramento and Fresono Counties, the former with 416 farms,

4 %0 \
or £=8 per cent, and the latter with 412, or 57 per cent,., Santa Clara,

Orange, and San Joaquin Counties follwed—them in the order. In the part of

Row
the State south of the Tehachapif tdZ:;apanese farms numbered 2,200, or

ﬂla m
&8 per cent of the total. It is important to remaper that the distribttion

coinocided with the areas where intensive farming prospered.
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a_
There had beenﬁFouthuard shifthp in the relative distribution of these

farms since the early days. Before 1910 most of the Japanese agricultural

o

activityes-was located in San Joaquim and Sacramento Valleys, snd the

acreage of the Japanese-operated farms in the southern part of the State

' i
could not have exceeded some 11 per cent of the totael acreage. Fhe—feapanese-

f S Japanese Associetion of America, Zaibei Nippon-jin Shi, op. eit., pp. 170 =

172. It presumaebly included Ventura and Sante Barbara Counties besides

the six © Countiés usually referred to as southern Californie.

Qj?hrming in the southern part expanded repidly in subsequent yearw, and gained
4 greater importance. In 1918 the number of Japanese-operated farms i?&he

section constitdﬁd some 37.7 per cent of the total number of Japanese farms

number.2 In the hineteen twenties the growing of vegetables in the south

SO —

2. Ibid.

e
expanded further, and the development of farming ig\Imperial and Coachella

Valleys was particularly noteworthy. In the northern part, however, decrease
in the acreage of sugar beets and rice sweowing was conspiciious. It was estimated
that during the period 1923 - 1929 the acreage in the southern pa t of the

d&ww‘k

State increased by epproximately 22,000 acrea and thﬁﬁ-in the notthern part

deareased-by approximately 20,000 aores.s The Census for 1940 reported

3. Ibid., p. 196.

wurad
that 44.5 per cent of Japanese farms were located in southern California in-




cluding Ventura and Santa Barpara Countises.

Farms operated by the Japanese were always moch smaller than non-
A
Japanese farms in California. In 1940 the average Japanese farms was
44 acres, while the average of all farms was 230 acres, i. e., the former
averagedfonly one-fifth of the latter. It is, of course, to be understood

that the sixze of f-rms deweted ntensive farmingAis smaller tha that

of general farming,

The great majority of the tracts devoted to strawberry growing, for instance,

st

was from five to twenty acres._/rtruuk gardens in Los Angeles Counties varied

in-eire anywhere from ten acres to sixty or sewenty acrea. The—farms—devoted

éad—aneﬂh—or-opv
_to-the-hrewing—ef jJpotatoes, lettuce, baanrr\asparagua, were

usually larger, famning from 50 to 150 acres. e ffruit orchards wese also
size, some of them 100 acres ar more. There were, in s.ddk:ion,
regional variations, insixe. In the irrigated desert region, embraoing‘ﬂ-.

Imébrial and Coachella Valleys, the average was reported to be 50.0 avees,
B adh It tercind om-
and in the southern coastal region, -w-ﬂﬂ Sante Maria bo—tlm—m-bhand/Fan

~ths-
Diego, to—the—seubh, it was 28.5 acres. InASacramento andSan Joaquin Valleys

]

—

1. U. S. Army, Wartime Civil Control Adminis tration, "Final Report of Farm
Security Administration, for Period,. March 15, 1642 %o Vay 31, 1942,"

(Mimeogre phed), Teble 4.

e Japanese farms averaged 40.0 aores.l
Farms owned by the Japanese were likewise small. With & few exceptioms,
these purchases had been made "in comparatively small tracts by men" who had

successfully climbed up 'the agrioultural ladder from the ranks of common




laborers and tenants. They "had come to this country with little or no
capital.” They had been "assisted in malking their purchases by the =x-
tension of liberel oredit."1 A survey of 44 farms made by the Immigration
Commission in or about 1909 revealed the following valuation. These farms

embraced 1,845 acreas.

Four were worth #500 but less than $1,000, four, $1,000 but less than
41,500, eight, $1,500 but less than $2,500y fourteen, $2,500 but less
than $5,000, five, ¥5,000 but less than $10,000, seven, $10,000 but

less than $25,000, and two more than $25,000.2

1. U. S, Inmigration Commission, Reports, vel. 23, p. 85.

2. Ibid.

Few data are available on the average size of the - Japanese-owned farms,and

the accuracy of those available detm are questionsble. The County Assessor®s'

reports in 1912, for instance, reported data that would make the average size

3

of those farms inoluded as 38.5 acres. The report by the Japanese Associaticn

3. Fourteenth Biemnial Report of the California lLabor Commissioner, p. 633.

Cited in Millis, The Japanese Probleﬁ in the United States, op. e¢it.,p.l32.

of America for 1918 indicates that the average for the year was 57.5 acres,%

4,. Japanese Assoclation of America, Zaibei Nippon-jin Shi,op. cit., pp. 174 -

175.




A comparison of these two averages/gives further evidence to the trend of

agrioultural expansion,ialready noted, during and after +ire World War I.

In 1940, however, the average size of +he Japanese-owned farms, according to

the Census, was 36.9 aeres, indicating during the interveaning years-the trend
ar A Lot Lo d Coken /‘1"-‘--

of retrenohment and theAlégdl obstacleés against the expa.nsion of farm property[\

‘ The foll owing table basedjonmlect‘ semples from the WRA survey m
[l
|

the distribution by size of Japanese--wned farms in Californie in 1942:
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It shows that about two out three farms owned by the Japanese were 29 acres

or less, and almost all farms were 100 acres or less in size.

et ” Lﬂ%r_JLHk{l‘AL i/
ot ianlmeil sge oy
-%e“fheAFcreage of—thsesse farms, those own°’749 acres or less and thoae owanf\‘
Ganien—
50 sores or more. An examination of these two percentage distributions together

conveys a situation where most of the Japanese owned smell tracts.and a few of
them owned very large tracts, probably running into hundreds of acres per

property.

The importance of Japanese to California agriculture was: founded on

s
their specialization in certain ereps—of intensiveciz:zgngz The position

of their farming in the total picture Wwas memger-and insignificant. In 1940
the Japanese operated only 3.9 per cent and0.7 per cent, respectivély, of
the number and the acreage of all farms in Ghe State. Their—epeeiﬁiératinmhr

aLalicq Apivars

bowever, na&etg;eir positien in the préduction of oommerisﬁl truck cropd?"‘
significant and indispensable; in some instances virtual monoploliesgﬂ In
1941 they operated 205,989 acres for the growing of commercial truck orops,
censbibuting some 40 per cent of the aggregate State acreage devoted to the
same purpose. The vaelue of these Japanese grown orops was estimated to be

between $30,000,000 and $35,000,000, about one-third of the value of all

1
commercial truck crops produced in the State. Their importance in the

1. Report of L@oyd Hs:Pisher. Printed in U. S, Congress, House, Select
Committee Investigating National Defense Migration, part 351, p. 1iBl6.
It is stmted therein that “alifornia produced more than 25 per cent of the

Nation's total of truck crops.

[
[ -
|

various truck crops in 1941 is shown inthe following table:
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Thus in 1942 the Japanese produced almost all of snap beans for marketing,

s
peppers, and strawberries produced in State, and the ma@jority oﬁﬁgarlio, spinach,

snap beans for samming, cauliflower, celery, cucumbers, and tomatoes.

There—h=d boen sume—shifis iaczhe concentration of the Japanese in
) 4 J,é,e:a W“’WTTW

certain productsf‘ The decrease of Japanese participation in thepgruwing of

rice and sugar beets has already been mentioned. Ihe—ﬁapunagbf4creage £ar
L
/&the growing of asparagus, onions, and grapes declined similarly since 1918

in relation to the Skate acreage of respective crops.
acreage i%?%roportion of the State acreage\for the growing of beans andgEfEE’

is noteworthy, while strawberries had always been a Japanese grown crop.

The increaseof Japanese

loyed by Japanese

‘\

p N\
farmers, who by this time\found it necessary %o supplement‘t&e gap in labor

*
L 8

supply by the employment of daberers of 6ther races, most common Bilipinos.. ~ _ |

and Mexicans. By 1940 most of Japanesg had disappered from the pool%of
migratory laborers and members of families had begun to meet labor needs
of farms. The use of non-Japanese laborers had bdgome prevalent; in many

California localities’ the Filipinos or’'the Mexiocans asstmed dominance over

1. Japane Asgociation of America, Zaibei Wippon-jin Shi, op.

v

farm -iipd; market, once held by the Japanese. It was common that Japayese
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Those in school workerd after school hours and on week ends. One person

was exocepted from farm duties to take oare of household tasks and cooking.

Usually it would be the mother or a daughter%i'or many Nisei the farm duty

.—_____._*___

was a source of frustratioﬁ.w

During the summer vaocation I had to go out in the field to crate &he
melons and help irrigate. Becasue of my dull life on the farm I often
wished that I could get sway from it. I would get so bored that I

would be very happy when fall came around so that I could start school

again.l

1. Case History No. 54.

"Most of the Nisei from rural community went through high school and
then they went to work on their father's farm after graduation. This was

the acospted thing to do."?

2. Case History No. 27.

The Nisei seem to automatically accept the farm life after graduating
from high school and they didn't rebel too much against it. But at

the time I got out of high school ther: was a depression and the sons were
needed at home to work on the farms. . . . I wax fed up with the farm

and I wanted to escape it desperately but I didn't kmow how. . . . Many
Nisei in our community, however, took agrioulture up very seriously . . .
The greatest prestige was attached to those who were considered the

hardest workers and the best farmers .5

3. Casge Hisotyy No. 62.




Agna
el Ldrorr o’ i ¢
It was the ieneral practice for sonsand-daughters of farneramo

help -e‘:" the as soon as they were old enough and had enmough to strength

P required.
to do the large amount of lifting and cflgrying th at is mammmsaxy. I

spent summer vacations picking strawberriea ur Mexican hired hands.
When I entered high school, I #as expected to forego after-school activities
and come right home, immediately change into my overalls and help in

whatever work that was then in progress, be it irrigating, bunching vege-

kg R hoat ™

tables, weeding, thinning, or picking beans P Buring tomato hamstx especially,
A
Bihas 16 win e daipent Aias peSISt duting bht-yiars MeiBabed puthl Rare

at night, sotﬁng,packinﬁ: pounding cleats on boxes, until the hauimen-came

to that day's/pesulbs- to the market. JFrom this I took time off to feed

the chickens and prepare the evening meal, e e
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It was not unusual to have more than ten members of a family working on a
farm. The Census Bor 1940 reported 3,954 unpaid 3,954 unmpaid family farm
laborers among the Japanese in Califernia. If thousands of school going
youngsters were added to this foroce, the contribttion of Nisei to their parents'
enterprises was tremendous.

During busy seasons, and whenever help was needed, farm hands, usually
Mexicans and Fillipinos, sometimes Japanese, were hired. In some instendes,
one or two hired helpers worked all year fioound. Freguently preferer'me for

f}ilipinoa or Mexicans over Japanese farm hands was expressed.

COrRE
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Japanese agrioulture in ‘-"fashington was a small frastion, both in
extensiveness and value ﬁt of California, although it ranked next.
Tt developed from a'nucleus of laborers employed on farms near Tacoma (Pierce
County) and Seattle (King County). The first lease of land is said to have
R o~
veen madé in this area in 1892. Until the turn ogﬂoentury onlxﬂhandful of

Japanese were found in agricultural pursuits. Soon the scarcity of attractive

jobs and the hardships of strenious physical work on railroads and in- lumber

eed
mills ﬁe‘;ve the Japanese to seek agricultural jobs in grester numbers. In

1909 some 3,000 were occupied in agriculture, concentrated in the two Counties.
Some 200 Japanese were employed as seasonal workers in the sugar beet fields
in the easter part of the State, and seme—others din vegetable farms in

1
Y kima Valley.

In Washington the Japanese found the expansion of their foothold in
agriculture .much more difficult. Unlike California where the Japanese filled
the vaooum in-the labor supply created by the expeansion of intensive farming

wTldr sl uretfen
and the disapperanee of Chinese laborers frem—fasms, there was no ready made

ar~ de
labor demands appre/:‘l?}}lble n»&:._ There had also been an insurmontable

legal obstacle to = possible pregress inasmuch the State Constitution had

1

always prohibited aliens from thv—u:rwmr-:;e@ real property. The Census for

1. U. S, Immigration Commission, Reports,vol. 23, pp. 60 = 70.

1910 reported 316 farms with a total acreage of 9,412 acres,2 almat all being

2. Census Bulletin 127, p. 44. Cited in Millis, op. cit., p. 89.

-




under oash lease.l Their farm holdings expanded in the boomisme years during

1, Millis, op. cit., p. B9, footnote.

and immediately MOrM War I, and increased in 1920, ao{??iing to

the Census, to 699 farms and 25,340 acres. Agein almost all ef these farms

were under lease, and those under Japanese ownership numbered onl#&?. In

the nineteen twenties, due-greatly to the enforcement of the more stringent

alien land law passed in 1921, their holdings decreased appreciably. IS

1930 there were 523 farms wmﬁ#chﬁ 12,632 acres. Farm tenure

was, however, more diversified than before; the portion of the farms under
tenanoy declined to 46,7 per cent, while those under Japanese managership
vastly increased to consititute 34.4 per cent of the total number of Japanese-
operated farms in the State. Those under ownership also increased to comprise

)
16.6 per cent of the total. In the thirties, ke KUE/BLLLErA/FHMpd in Calif-

ornia, BHH/AYSHL/BE /GFTMRLENGA o reversal of this brend took place; an

and the
increase in 1eases/|a decrease in managership. In 19404Japanese operated

706 farms and 20,326 acres. Of them only 10 farms with 363 acres, or 1.4 per

cent aml 1.8 per cent of their respective totals, were under managership,

while 511 farms with 12,611, or 72.4 per cent and 62.0 per cent, were under
<

tenancy. Japanese-owned farms inoreased to 123 with a total acreage of

4,937 acres.

2. In comparison, ths—pereentmgeof the number of tenant-operated farms of

both Japanese and non-Jau=nese omba'pod—g the total number of farms in
Adon Pl
Washington in 1940 was 17.7 per oent. (Bom—+edi, Op. cit., p. 13.)
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Almost all of these farms were located in King, Pierce, Kitsap, and
Yakima Counties, the overwhelming majority/‘in White River Valley (King and

Pierce Counties.) Their size was very small, averaging only 29 acres compared 3

an average of 186 aores for all farms in Washington. The average size of

farms under ownership was 40.1 acres. According to the selected samples
obtained by WRA (See Table ) almost 90 per cent of /,Ja.paneso-owned farms
were 29 acres or less in size, representing, however, a little more than

2 half of the total ownership aoreage. ﬁ‘:ould indicate thaqt a few Japanese

,&reoiab le

possessed land of ﬂ;p YIgYUIE size.

As in Californie the number and the aoreage of Japanese-held farms
were insignificant and meager as compared with  those of all farms in Washing-
ton; it consituted less than one per cent of the number and a-little more
than one-tenth of one per cent in #%® acreage. Due to their speoilization

in commercial truock orops ’the:l.r sontribution to Washington agriculture was

oonsiderable It was estimated that they W over $4,000,000 worth of

produce annup.ny.l Their ooncentration in ocertain orops is described as follows:

1. The estimate by the Japanese-Amerioan Citizens' League, Seattle. U. S,
Congress, House, Select Commistee Investigating National Defense Migration,

Fourth Interim Report, p. 131.

According to the Agricultural Marketing Service, they operated 56 pet-
cent of the acreage devoted to truck orops in King County and 39
percent of the aoreage in Pierce County. In Kyng County they produced
AEATLI XA 4/ SRLBRAL AR/ XRYE/ BER AL/ KA/ FHBF 90 percent of the beets
and carrots, 80 percent of the asparagus, cauliflower, onions, and
late peas, and over 50 percent of the oabbage, celery, lettuce,

spinach, strawberries, smap beans, and ououmbers. Im Pierce County




they produced 90 percent of all té the/early oabbage, oarrots, celery,

lettuBe, green peas, and beans. . . . In the Yakima Valley the Japanese
were reported by the Japamese-American Citizens' League to have pro-
duced, during 1941, 15,000 to 20,000 tons of tomatoes, 16,000 tons of
onions, 90,000 crates of lettuce, 3,000 tons of carrots, 225,000 crates of
cantaloups, 60,000 tons of watermelons, and considerable quantities of

1
peas, bheans, and retabagas.

ls Tbid., pp. 151-182¢

Japanese agrioclilture in Oregon was very much similar to that in Washing-
ton, although much egmaller 117&08.19- In the nineteen hundreds a movement from
railread labor to employment on farms was also comspicuous in Oregon. In 1909
the Japanese farm laborers were found on truek and berry farms near Portland
(Multnomah County), on berry farms and fruit orchards near Hood River, and
on truck gardens and 1n hopyards near Salem. These workers numbered less
than 1,000, and worked mostly for Japanese farmers. 2!!10 Japanesesheld farms,
n'.noéi‘d:lnlg to theCensus for 1910, numbered 83, embracing 4,608 acres. About

three out of four of these farms were under lease, and about one out of five

2. U.S. Immigration Commission, Reports, pol. 23, p. 68.

was owned by the Japanese., In the next ten years their foothold expanded
rapidly, and the total acreage almost doubled. The=wwber-of Japanese-ownéd
farms also inoreased greatly to number 6l. During the next few year before
1923, when the Oregon alien land law was passed, there was a great rush %o
acquire farms. "They were forced to pay the high prices of 1920 and early
1921;" and within several years after the purchase "many of them are reported

to be in financial difﬁoulty.“s The Census data reveal very little change

3' MO!.I'B, oE' Git-, p! 259.




in the Japanese farm holdings during the period 1920 - 1930, In 1930 there
there 264 farms with a total acreage of 8,001 acres. Of these 76, or 28.7
per cent,were owned by the- Japanese. ~Those under lease numbered 163 farms,
embracing 4,956 acres. In the nineteen thirties a gemeral expansionm of

farm land is noted, although there was little inosease in the number of farms
operated by them. The total acreage in 1940 amounted to 11,645,for 277 farms,

and 3,249 aores for 77 farms under awnership.1 The acreage of the farms under

1. The total acreage of Japanese-owned farms in Oregon for 1930 is not available,
However, the sombined acreage for both wholly owned-and partly owned farme

vag 2,257 acres.

lease also increased to 7,016, although the number increased by one to 77.

¢/




.-] e F=

?

s

)<L AE IS es




The great majority Ofﬂ Japanese farms were located in Multnomah County or
ix its adjoining Counties, the oity of Portland at their hub. Their size
averaged 42 acres as compared with an average of 291 acres for all farms in

the State. The Japanese-owned farms also averaged 42 avres.

o
Japanese farming nsﬁ né'gligible faotor in the agriculture of Oregon;

it represented less than a half of one per cent of the total number and less
than one-tenth of ome per cent in the total acreage of all farms imtheStater
do e
+ike in other Pacifio Coast 8tates, their farming was concentrated im the- .
i &
grewing—ef certain orops. It was reported that im 1941 more than,qmjor:lty of 4.

okl

for fresh market such as brussel sprouts, brooccoli, cauliflower, lettuce,

green peas, spinach, and celery were grown by the Japanese. Xf/sAd¥Xid(/

FEBA /LA /SRR AART Y /B BB A H AL/ KA/ AKX A el /WA rtgAY Tt was also estimated

that they ratsed in 1941"approximately $2,711,836 worth of produce of which
about 85 percent was shipped out of the State, the remainder sold for loocal

consumption ."1

1. U. S. Congress, House, Seleot Committee Invedtigating National Defense

Migration, Fourth Interim Report, pp.l35 - 138.




It is extremely difficult to determine the net earnings of Japanese
farmers in recent years. Often many estimates were made based on data on
the value of crops grown by the Japanese. Ichihashi, however, questions

the reliability eof such estimates.

Mach has been written on this subjeot, accompanied by striking grephs
which tend to exaggerate the finanocial success of Japanese farmers « i .
A statement such as . . « "the Japanese produced . . . $58,213,000 in

1931, and . . « $45,000,000 in 1925," has been accepted by readers to

mean that the Japanese producers have enjoyed the ﬁ:l]{bsnefit of these

stattlingly large sums of money, with consequent alarm, envy, jealousy,
and what not. . . . By_[a-uog a carelews expression, i. e., without
proper and necessary qualifications of his figures,/The author/ sup-
ports the ourrent popular misoonceptiom of Japanese farming. It -

Ea n01:7' suggested that an accurate measure of the shares in these values
going to the landlords and the Japanese tenants is possible; in fact,
such measurements are exceedingly diffiocult, if n_;t impossible, to
obtain, dnd it is for this reason that the mi: writer refrains from
making any attempt to do so. But if one undertakes to write about these
values, it is inoumbent on him to make their meaning clear, especially in
in view of prevailing misconoceptions; one may point out facts relating
to the naturé of Japanese farming, s° . « The-Japanese cultivatedus
304,966 aores in 1925, and the value of the orops raised on the land thus
oontrolled was $45,000,000, or $147.55 per acre on the average. But

of the total acreage 189,671 or 62.7 per cent was cultivated under
contraot and share tenancy; this part of ocultisatéon will absorb some-
thing like $28,215,000 of the $45,000,000; and if tenancy is caloulated
on the basis of 50-50, then one-half of the value will accrue to the
landlord or something like $14,107,500., Thus even if we assume oash
tenanoy and ownership to mean what the terms strioctly connote, this sum
of $14,107,500 must be dedcuted at once from the total sum of $45,000,000,
leaving a balance of $30,892,500 to the Japanese farmers. On such
caloulations, the exaggeration suggested by $45,000,000 is by something
lixe 31.3 per cent. The writer feels confident that if more accurate
statistios were available, the situation would be much less favorable to

the Japanese. 1

1. IOh‘.‘.h&ﬂhi, .E. Qito. pp. 2m - 201.
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Ichihashi furbher—explaims that h—-Zq—oﬂzu the expenditures of these

red7er
farmers had been meh&&ghar than ordinarily expected, dds=Po—the vommen-pracbives

—df-finanoing=their -farming.. That the Japanese usually paid higher rents to

ﬂ landlords has already been noted. THE Cmiaa:lon merchants or shipping

corporations

who advanoced money to the Japanese were without questién the better bar-
gainers of the two, simply because of their superior business knowledge,
and the Japanese paid to 5hg7 high interest charges both direotly

and indirectly, often failing to get the current market prides for their
crops when such crops were mortgaged. The merchants, be they Japanese

or American, who advanced them provisions, did so at prices from 10 to

20 per oent higher than the ocurrent market prices, Finally, the tenants
had to pay their hired help higher wages because they were not to be

i:aid until the entire work was oompleted. All these extra charges tended

to push down the tenants' profit. 1

1. Ibid';’_ p. 182.

An early survey of the earnings of the Japanese formers was made by
the Immigration Commission. Of 647 samples,

432 reported that they had made a surplus over living expenses during
the preceding year. Of the other 215, 114 were involved in a defiecit
while 101 reported that they had neither surplus nor deficit. The
average amount of surplus realized was $579.88; of deficit, $561,02.
Some eof the gains were very large. Those of 31 of the 432 were less than
$100; of 92, $100 but less than $250; of 146, $250 but less than $500;
of 1147, $500 but less than $1,000; of 35, $1,000 but less than $2,500;
of 14, $2,500 or over. Some &f the defioits also were large. Those

of 5 of the 114 were less than $100; of 27, $100 but less than $250; of
37, $250 but less than $500; of 23, $500 but less than $1,000; of 20,
$1,000 but less then §2,500; of 2, $2,500 or over. These figures must

not be taken too literally, however, for the amount of surplus and

defiocit, espceially in farming, is diffiocult to estimate. Moreover, and




more important, no allowance is made for investmants ind eveloping
strawberry mtches and asparagus and other crops which require two seasons
before the plants begin te yield a remunerative harvest. The failure
of the figures to make allowance for such cases greatly exagger=tes the
nurber who sustained deficits and increases the amount of deficits re-

Z
ported.

Z . Kegor¥s, vel. . P
e 7AJBPEROE® 5 gpdhesC
A recent publication /\reportod an estimate of the earnings and expenditures

in California
of Japanese farmers for 1917, one of the boom years. The following table &= wds

Com f/(t/ 74'0»-1 9
Wﬁ" this information:

Productd by Japanese farmers for 1917 55,000,000 2100.6.

per cent

Number of Japanese farmers 8,000
Rentals $13,760,000
Plenting and Cultivation 22,000,000
Harvesting and Packing ; 11,000,000
Subsistence 4,125,000
Net Profit 4,125,000

Average net profit $ 516

2. Japanese Associstiom of America, Zaibei Nipponm-jin Shi,op. cit., p. 173.

Vdpdngre
There were & fow/\who realized large profits amd accumulated wealth.

The story of the rise of George Shima, perhaps the most successful of all

Japanese farmers, is mow well known. The "pobese—icinz™ begem-his_carmer .







In 1910 Shima cultivated 8,720 acres, 420 acres of which he owned and

the remaining 8,300 acres he rented for cash. Potatoes were grown on
vhe 7,7 20dcrer,
5,420 acres of this—3and, hay on 2,800 acres, and onions on 500 sores.l By

1. Ichihashi, op. eit., p. 183.

oo/
1920 his holdings md-od to 6,000 acres under ownership and 7,000 acres under

lease. Seweral times during his career he lost his entire fortune, but started
all over again and rebuilt it. When he died in 1926, he wgs well to do.
The more typioal experience of s Japenese farmer in the Stoockton area

was described by a Nisei in the following words:




My old man went out to the islands in the Sacramento Delta with
George Shima to start farming. ater—became > potatoe :
this. country and-he-must—have sde-of-

My father, more or less, helped open the Delta islands to the
Japanese farmers. They cleared the land there and planted potatoes,
celery and truck crops. For a while my old man drove tractors in that
area. He was just working for Shima. e

7]
ﬂln 1v16 my father returned to Japan in order to find a wife.-(?kr
was—very--exelted ebout -the possibility of ferming -ln- the-Stockten
Delte—area-.as.-he. had never seen suweh rich lend-in Japan, ~He
¢JLJ&EEL¢hamﬂm£oa~axfowwyeap&wnéﬁﬁe brought back my mother the next
year. . . Dad kept working and’/saving his money after he returned to
America. He bought about 20 acres of land in the Delta area. <He

|
The people who owned the land were Caucaslan and our famlly was the
only Japanese one who owned any land around there,

. \t)
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1t-put—in-a friendls-mame:= At that time most of the Japanese farmers
were only planning to make a lot of money here and go back to Japan.
I suppose my father had these ideas but he became more settled here
when my brother was born in 1918 and I came along two years later.
When he purchased his little farm, it meant that he would be in this
country more or less permanently.

In the years that followed my father grew all sorts of truck crops

in the Delta area. He began to branch out and he did some farming on
a share basis as he owned a lot of farm equipment. He would lease
large tracts of land from Caucasian corporations and they would split

the profits 60% for him and 40% for the company . Most of thg larger
; { property

——-4““‘JWaé owned by huge corporations like Lyons, Perry and Elkins. A large

number of Portuguese owned land around there too and they did their
own farming. The corporation couldn't make the land pay untll they
started to lease to the Japanese farmers. The Japanese did all of the
work and they kicked back a percentage of the profit so that it was a
fair proposition for both sides. A lot of the Japanese farmers leased
lands from the banks. . . .

There were other Japanese farmers in that area who farmed about ,
& hundred acres on a share-crop basis. Most of the farming around
there was done in thls way. The Japanese farmers all seem to get along ‘
as they worked hard., They had to In order to support thelr large u
'Families. (@d=gey |

\%#*rﬁ ;-?- ~Farming
was very profitable for T om . Hnowever, during the

depression things slowed down a great deal. It was around 1937 that
my father went = little too far In his farming ventures and he went
broke. I don't know exactly how this happened but I think he borrowed
a lot of money from the bank and he could not pay it off because the
farm prices were so low that year. . . This slowed him down for a
while and he had to go back to small scale farming on our own property
for a couple of years, Just before the war broke out, my father start-
ed to farm big again and he had about ;gp agres of tomatoes ready to
harvest whéen we were semt—out~ ¢wdcea @

1 \m — -
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The development of smether Japanese agrioultural settleménts at Livingsten
(about 50 miles southeast of Stookton) is "a tale of tremendous struggle against
hostile natural conditions, financial disaster,and year after year of disappoint=
ment, but a struggle maintained by stout hearts with imiomiteble perseverance,
umtil it ended . . . in complete viotory.'l It began as a speculative venture.
A Japanese corporation bought some three thousand acres of land that had been
TaTars s ve it in

used for general farming, and sold,\subdiviniona to Japanese farmers on the

installment plan.

— —

1. E. Manchester Boddy, Japanese in America, (private publication), 1921,

p. 09.

The soil was shifting sand, blown by desert winds that sucked up and

whirled away every vestige of moisture, its bare surface scorched by
a fierce sun. Thrre was no shad, no water, no senitation, no school,
no church. Theee was nothing to makelife worth living. In fact, life
theee was believed impossible. . . .
Established in 1906, it faced disaster after disaster and almost
starved through five lean and hungry years before a proﬁt came. . . o
The wind . . . swept away the soil they had loosenmed by cultivation
and dried up their young plants. Grasshoppers devoureé what the wind
left. Water for domestic purposes had to be oarried for two miles. Then,
in 1909, the Japanese-American Bank in San Francisoo, which held second
mortgages on their lands, closed its doors.
The outlook was then the blackest the colony had faced. The members
had no money in their houses. Families were without a nickel on hand.
Through the long hard times that followed there were many days when
families could not buy bread. They got along omly by little borrowings,
and there were many instances when five cents carried an entire household :
for several days.
But they hung on. ¢ In‘_t.h:h:koﬁ-dqn'ﬁhoy refused to think of
I €iving up.a- pamese-oolony /-8t Livingston in 19237

E:—Z. W\) p/,./OO—/O/.'




In 1921 Japanese farmers at Livingston numbered forty-two, raising

( principally/grapes and peaches. One farmer reported that im 1920 he realized

|

"$800 an acre from Malaga grapes, and $900 an sore from Tokays. And this was

. on land which, when the Japanese farmer took it, was shifting sand, blowing

| before the wind."!

All the Japanese who had ocome te Livingston could not hung on, and soms
had to give up years of struggle.

My father went to Livingston. He started his career as a farmer
ih partnership with some other men on 120 acres. After five years of
partnership, he decided to buy his own farm and get married. He got
married in 1913, and bought 40 acrew, on-imsbelments It took quite a
bit of money to purchase new lands of unoultivared ground and in order
to get plants, equipments, house and barns built, he had to borrow

some money from the Loan Association. He mortgaged his fam.w

ol ; : ‘ de wag only on the new
farm a ery short time and the war broke out, No crpp would be expeected
for andlher Tive, six years at levast, In the meanuine, strawberrlies,
potatoea, etc, were planted to give something to eat and sell, The maln
crop was to be grapes for elmest all of it was vineyard and about

3 acres of apricots. Just ebout the time, that the crops were ready.to
yéeld good slzed crops, he passed away, 1022, 1In the meantime, he

borrowed -ore mongy in order to eat in the meantime and ‘e also bought
more egulpment and horses, So mother was left with four young boys, .
s « » ané §10,000 debt arnd 40 acres of land, For seven vears mother

struggled with the farm and tried to rear us at the same time, Finally .

in 1929 « « « « She had to give up the farm,ssd—ge-to-San llpaneisco-
whero—ae-%+ved sver—siree—until--our.evasnation. Lo fanforen—in-Apri-1048,
S8he didn't want to lose the farm for dad put so much work and money inte
it. However, the mortgage company couldn't help us out any more and
since we orlldn't pay the taxes or the water 111s, we had to give it

up and have it foreclosed, (.~

4
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There were many tlmes #hen we had nothing left in the house to eat and
I still can remember very distinetly when mother would make broth 1like
liquid out of rice and give 1t to uses "“e had nothing but soft rice and
water, and ve* she would glve it to us and when we as skod her why she
didn't eut, she replled that she wasn't hungry., HNow, when I think of
it, it orilds tears Lo my eyes for she refueed to eaz 80 that we wouldn't
starve, “ometimes, our nelghbors would bring us some canned foodstmnffs
or a small bag of rice and then we would ka,p golng for a 1it mere .
Once, a mother plg with four young plus came to our farm and,@jﬁitook
a .22 ritle and shot one, W"e feasted for :bout two weekd on plg
which was the only meat we had for threc months that year, %We used

to shoot jack rabbits and roblngs for food but they would ¢ ?ﬁ/nly

during the’eason and so we didn't have meat during off seasony ;
— 2 5 T T s S E—— e —4—'—&‘-—‘-—___

| 1. Fred Hoshiyama, "Autobiography,” (manuscript preparéd for this Study.)
‘ +
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The story of a M farmer in Imperisl Valley is told in the

I
| following words:

&
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more
Although he was generally regarded as one of theAsuooessful farmers in

| Imperial Valley, Ké//TXie/Merf/rpeyAi/eoisds¥sf/Xixy1s/ b oper¥y nis finanoial

O

condition was not any better than many others, when-the-liguidation-ef Sprm.




There were some instances where Nisgei could transform the destitute

condition of their parents' farming into more successful operatioms.

My father had saved up & little money so he decided to start
a farm of his own so that he could raise his family in one place.
He moved the family up to Stockton where he leased a small farm but

myv parents had a very hard time and they oouldn't make s living. They

decided to go back inte farm labor work so that they moved around %o

different places for a mumber of years. They had gone from one place to »
another ever sinoe then.

moved to
After some years this Japanese tried farming-egedn im Keyes, Californie,

then MéF¥d to Livingston

Dad moved the family to Turloek around 1920 and he had used that place

as a sort of headquarters. My folks would go out from there and work

at different places. After they saved up some more money, dad went out
and rented a 25 acre farm and raised melon. He wasn't able to get out

of the hole on this farm so that he moved on to another farm to see if
the soil wax any bbetter. My mother helped dad on the farm and she
continued doing that for years. Dad never was able to hit it rich during

all the years that he worked even though he tried very hard.
e 8 ool
W‘% /-L /7} -/é'/“-‘b /0 ’
5‘6 /L3\ 1’5‘ ;5 ,<fL:LgL é;




Moving from one area to another, or ome farm to another in an area,
was common among the Japanese. The lack of capital, overeagerness for quick

success, and legal restriotions prevented them fromcashieving in a great

| measure the stable status of farm operatioms under ownership. Their tenure

pattern of short-term leasing resulted im the insecurity of land ooccupancy

.

and high tenant mobility. As seen in the above document, some Japanese readily
relinquished unpreofitable farms &nd sought better omes. In other cases, the
landlords substituted tenants for higher rentsz or other advantages. In some
other cases, the tenants "skimmed" the land and moved to newer tracts. In

the case cited below, the Japanese farmer achiéved a seocure status by the

purchase of a small tract.

CH-37

My parents arrived here in Californla X around 1900. They came
out to joln one of dad's relatives 1In farming. My dad started farm-
}pg on his own in Oceana,7g%}ifornia, after he got here.

H After a few years my psrents moved to Barris, California, which
1s only a few miles from Arroyo Grande and they lived there right
untll the time of evacuation. My father started farming there and he
was rather successful. He was one of the first Japanese farmers to go
in for strawberry growing and that proved quite profitsble. Later on
he started to raise flower seeds. . .

They made a good living. They had quite a tough time during the
perlod they were working in Hawail. Being so poor, it was natural for
them to be careful of the money they earned so that they were able to
save quite a sum in the following years. My father built a nice home
near Arroyo Grande around 1922. He also raised vegetables for a couple
of years and he had another small farm near Hallayon. They went into
truck gardening there and this was quite profitable too. My father
bought a 22-acre farm there and it was put into my name. The other
farm is in my brother's name. 1In comparison with other Japanese, my
dad was a very successful farmer and he didn't have s hard time at all
:gg;r Eghgot started. _Sucﬁ%tgingsigg the depression didn't bother him

m - Hewes—E—R&tural-bern_farmer_and all, of his“hard-times hagd
been passed_through when they first came—toAmertea. My parentz-wePe.




