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The Corporate Farming Subcommitfee of the House of Rep-
resentatives, Minnesota State Legislature Agriculture Committe
met four times during the 1971-1972 interim. The fifst meeting
was held in Fergus Falls, Minnesota,.on Jandarj 26, 1972; the
second'in.Hutchinson, Minnesota, on February‘l, 19723 ahd the
third'aﬁ the State Capitol in St. Paul, Minnesota, on April 19,
1972. The final meeting was held on December 20, 1972, at the .
State Capitol for the purpose of réceiving and approving the
following report of the Subcommittee.'.All meetings were held
under the Chairmanship of Representative John Bernhagen of
{utchinson,~Minnesqta. vMembers ofvthe Subcommittee were as
follows:

Representativé

Representative
Representative

John Bernhagen, Chalrman
Douglas Carlson.
Frank DeGroat

Representative
Representative
Representative
Representative
Representative
Representative

Willis Eken -
Dale Erdahl
Bertram Fuller
Thomnas Simmons
Andrew Skaar
William Walker
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Objective of Subcommittee‘s Work

The Agribulturé Subcommittee on Corporate Farming heard
testimony from food processors, growers and growers assoclatlons,
farmh Qrganizations, and other interested par@ieS'specifically
on the matter of "vertical intégration”‘in agriculture{ For
the purposes of the Subcommittee, vertical integration'was used
to refer to an agricultural system in which a person or group
of persons combine into a closely coordinated corporate system
to produce, process and distribute an agricultural product.
The Subcommittee atiempted to hear testimony on the extent of
such vertical integration in.Minnesota, the Implications of it
for the state's agricultufal industry, and what actionAthe 1973
Legislature should take toward regulation of its use.

The following report will briefly review the testimony heard
by the Subcommittee and enumerate the various suggestions made
by those presenting testimony, The suggestions and recommendaticns
contained 1in this report are not those of the Subcommitteeg but
those presented to 1t for consideration. The Subcommittes makes
no recommendations to the 1973 Legislabure, but rather approved
the following report to be presented to thé appropriate committee
and/or subcommittee of the 1973 Leglslature as an aid té Information

and education of the issues of corporate farming in Minnesota.



SUMMARY OF TESTIMONY

January 26, 1972

Mr. Carl Schumacher, Director of Corporate Planning and

Development of Land O'Lakes, Inc.,vexplained that his organiza--
tion is a producer-owned coop and that legislation d?signed to
regulate vertical integration agricultural‘systems should not
affect Land O'Lakes, Inc. because 1ts system of coordination
does not manifeét a vertical integration épproach.

Mr., Leben, representing Swift, Dalry and;Poultfy Co;,
Detroit Lakes, alsco indicated that his organization does not
practlice vertical integration as such. . Growers (of'turkeys in
this case) cperate independent of Swift, though there may be a
contract between a grower and the company that insureé a minimum
price for turkeys bought by Swift.‘ |

"Mr. Carlson, of West Central Turkeys, Inc., explained that

his organization, a grower-owned cooperative organized in 1955,

is a member of a 10 plant federated marketing cooperative called
Norbest Turkey Growers Association. Mr. Carlson statéd{ﬁhat the
system of cooperation practiced in his organization does not Lfollow .

a vertical integration model.

Mr. Harold Peterson spoke as a representative of Peterson-Biddick
Ca. at Wadena. He explainad hls organization's activities in growing

turkeys with provision of food services by the company ditself, but

ct

withou processing of the birds. Mr, Petersoh expreséed,the'belief
that a 1971 session bill [H.F. 22151 regulatingicorporafe and
vertlical integration farming would put his orgdnization4out of
business. [But Representative Carlson, an author of the bill,

said that Peterson-Biddick would have been exempt. ]
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Mr. Vern Ingvaldson spoke for the Minnesota Farm Bureau

Federation. He submitted a written statement. In summary, the
main points of that statement were:

1. The Farm Bﬁreau favors amendments to the Federal Tax
Reform Act of 1969 to further discourage non-farm
cor@owations and individuals from using a farm loss to
off'set their non-farm income.

2. Farm Bureau favors further studj of vertical integration
before any type of regulations are adopted or suggested

to the 1973 Legislatur

o

3. Farm Bureau favors this subcommittee in revie wing the
results of the Registration and Reporting Law.

b, Farm Bureau 1s opposed to legislation to regulate the
corporate farm.

In a question and answer session with Subcommittee members,

At

Mr, Ingvaldson reiterated that the Farm Bureau Federation does

C)

P

not foresee that in the immediate fuuure corporation farming

or vert:

fo
O
fu

1 Integration in agriculture will be a threat. However
some Subcomnmlttee members expressed concern over the representative-

ness of the consti

Mr. Clifif Hagen, Zxecutive Secretary of the Red River Valley
Potate Growers of FKast Grand Torks, Minnesota, spoke of the number

of vertical integraticon assoclations that nave falled in the upper-

[3

midwest. He also discussed the VWeste

(D

rn Potato Service, an inter-
state vertical integrator, operating part of its organization in
Kittzon County, liinnesota.

Mr. Hagen explained that Hiu organization attempfts to negotilate
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for potato growers with processors, but that growers remain

totally independent.

Mr., Bill Christianson, a farmer from OtterrTéil Couhﬁy,
made the suggestion that a committee of the legislature (to wit
the Subcommittee on Corporate Farmiﬁg) study}the‘operation of
the WGsterh Potato Service, partially ownéd by J.R! Simplot
Company of Boise, Idaho. (Western was referred to earlier as
having some potato.operations in Kittson County). He also
:suggested a study of the vertical integration of the Ralston

Purina Subsidiary, Queen Lee.

lir. Ray Henderson, a farmer ffom DetrQit'Lakes said that
he took an opposite opinion to that expressed by Mr. Ingvaidson'
of the Farm Bureau. Mr. Henderson .expressed alarm at the rate
of growth in'corporate farms in Minnesota -- from 158 in_l958
to over 600 in 1970. He questioned the Farm Bureau's position
of seeking only federal action and salid that the State of

Minnesota should lead in meeting these agricultural issues,

)

setting the standard for other states and the federal government
to follow.
Mr. Henderson's final suggestion was for the 1973 Minnesota

4

Legislature to "take the necessary steps to pass legislation to
control conglomerate corporate agriculture.!

Mr. Leroy Hansen, a farmer at Audubon, Minnesota, said that

family owned andvoperated farms should.be allowed to freely
incorporate so as to betfer facilitate passing the farm from
one generation to the next. But he felt thaf legislation should

work against conglomerate corporate farming and.vertical integration



because non-farm funds are used in these systems to drive out
family farms.

lir. Robert Olson, of Moorhead, expressed the opinion that

no legislation should be enacted that would deter families from
creating a corporation for thelr agricultural operations. He

went on to explain the manner in which his family incorporated

e
ety

and operaced their farm. Olson also recommended that no

td -
age farmsrs

legislation be enacted that would prevent or discour
(Deet growers in his case) from joining inbto growers associations:

to more effectively negotilate with processors.

February 1, 1972

Vir, Richard Johnson, Vice President, Secretary and General

Counsel of tbg Red Owl Stores, explained ﬁhe,operation of Rad
Owl's Big Lake, Minnesota egg farmn. He maintainﬂd that Red Owl-
went into the business ol egg farmi ng bec auge enough uniform
(nigh) quality eggs could not be found on the open market to
service Red Owl's need. Red Owl raises ap?roximately 80 "to 90%

of the eggs sold under thelr name. . HMr. Johnson further explained

-
janTan]

that Red Owl sells thelr chickens at Big Lake (at 54 weeks) to

Mr. Johnson sald that he did not believe tnat the 1971 bill

cn regulating vertical integration [H.F. 2215] would have caused
Red Owl to go oubt of the egg producing business, i.e. drop its
Big Lal oparation

Mr., Vern Ingvaldson from the Farm Bureau zgain testified ~-

his comments being largely a repeat of his Fergus Falls statement.



He expanded the Farm Bureau's positilon in further feforming the
1969 Federal Tax Law to discourage non-farm cor pOﬂationo and
individuals from using a farm loss to offset thelr non-farm
income. At the state level, %he Farm Bureau‘would‘Subﬁort é.bill
in the Minnesota Leglslature %o mamor&éliZe‘Cengfess to seek such
reformns (speéifications of reformé glven in minutes of meeting).
Finally, Mr. Invaldson reviewed 5 ¢omparative survey of

eleven sta

,a

tes and thelr recent lrgialp ivb activities atvempting
to control corporate farming and vertical intewration,

Mr., Jerry Helgeson of Jack Frost, Inc. started his teSuimonJ

disclaiming the titlevvertical integration for his organization.
He sald 1t should be called a program of coordinated produhtion
and marketing. He gave a detailed account of the operatlon of

Jack Frost, Inc. Mr. Helgeson emphasized © at his conoany of'fers

hu insures them of a

o
i

d-year written contracts to growers, an

secure income on the large investment. of establishing growing

(47

facllitles, and even bonuses for work wellvdone.  The company
guppliss the growers with chicks, feédﬁ madication, supefvision,
as well as insured purchase prices at time of processing and
marketing, whilch Jack Frost also handies.

Mr. Helegson strongly empnusized bhe Saulmf ction of thﬁir

growers with the Jack Fr ﬁ contracts, ang Invited commitbge mampe

?n

ci-

to attend grower ma s at any tir

OQ

:3
8

Mr. Joe Jovanovich, Who accompanled Mr. Helgesbn,'spoké as
representative of Produqtion Financing.Aésociation. He explalined
that hls assoclation had workad clo;cly with growers in flnanecing
the construction of bullidings In order for them to contract wlth

Jack Frost., He had prailse for the Jack Frost operation and
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explained that growers who try to operate independently have a
very difficult time weathering market fluxuation and meeting

the nigh cost of financing the initilial start-up outlays.

(o))

Jovanovich and Helgeson both emphasizedvthat growers nee
to be given extended contracts, otherwise abuses in systems of
vertical integration result. The situation in the south was
noted as being particularly bad where growers often have only ‘
90-day contracts (with a $50,000-$60,000 investment in buildings).

Mr. Norman Larson, a representative of the National Farm

Organization, sald that the Jack Frost operation was being run

gulte well, but that vertical Iintegrabtion ms. In other areas

%]
C/}
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of the country had manifest very serious abuses. He discussed

o

w

the Purina Feed Company's market monopolization in the south,
where growers ended up making a minus 12¢ on their investments.

Y1

Mr. Larson also expWaln d the effect of VePthal integration

=y

e}

=

1 food prices and profit making in the foocd industry. He

maintained that vertical integration will mean lower profits
for growers and higher’prices'for consumers, with food processor,
distributors and food chains making profits of 20 to 25%.

Mr. Larson proposed That legislation be enacted that would

separate producers, processors and retailers into three separate

operations, i.e. to not allow a processor into production, etc.

Mr. George Matson, State President of the National Farm
Organization, discussed the 1ll effects of vertical integration
in tha south, and also wondered whetner large companies like

Purina and General Mills (etc.) might not also come into the

upper nid-west —-= negating the long-term "good contracts" offered
-p L < o B
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by organizations like Jack Prost. He outlined four phases that
could bring on such a take over in an agricultural market. He
gspecially expressed_alarm over the current hovement of big
conglomerates to take 5ver the‘hog industry.

Mr. Robert Schaffer, West Central Regional Manager of"

Agricultural Production for Green Giant,AStated opposition to
legislation controiling vertical inﬁegration. He went on to
detail the type of arrangements that existrbetween Green Giant
and their growers. Mr. Schaffer indicated that Green Giant
contracts with growers for approximately 90% of the products it
utilizés. The coméany owns very little iand itself and leases
very little, and normally only for experimental farming purposés.

Mr. Jim O'Hagan was introduced by Mr. Schaffer as the Legal

Counsel for Minnescta Assoclation of Canners and Freezers in
Minnesota. He answered various questioﬁs along with IMr. Schaffer.
They both indicated that they see no problems with verticsl
integration and see no need for regulatory legislation.
NOTE: The Subcommittee asked Mr. Schaffer to supply informétion
on the amount of acreagevnecessary'fOP Green Gianﬁ to conduct
experimentatiohland to provide for disposal of waste products.

Mr. O'Hagan was asked to supply to the Subéommittee an
answer to whether or not Stokely Van Camp is running ahy feeding
5perations. |

Mr. Lloyd Peterson, an independent turkey producer, sooke
o) 3 I3 h 2 -

as a representative of the Minnesota Turkey Growers Assoclation.
He reviewed the development of the turkey industry in Minnesota,

the growth of vertical integration in U.S. turkey farming and in
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Minnesota. IMr. Pelerson pointed out that Minnesota has a relatively

large number of independent turkey growers; the packers, such as
Swlft and Company, General Foods, etc. acquire thelr turkeys
through contract and open buying.

In gquestioning Mr. Peterson emphasized that Minnesota's
uurfeg industry is very strong because of 1fs diversity of
operating systems -- particularly sftrong are its cooperatives.

veg

He saw no need to control the use of vertical inbegration.

Vr. Barl B. Olson, President of Jennie-~0 at Willmar and

owner of QOlson rfarms. Mr. Olson explalned that his operation
involves growing and processing turkeys, as well as a feeding

service. Also involved in the marketing of aboutbt $30 million
worth of turkeys a year through the United States and overseas.
Mr. Olson‘s corporation conducts various research activities, and

.

does process turkeys obtained from ihdependent growers as well.

Vir. Keith Langmo, of Litchfield?vindicated that while he
considered himsell an independent turkey grower, he felt thav
working under contracts with processors had been necessary for
his success.

Fr, H. Hugh Benjamin, a turkey grower {rom Litchfield, also

spoke of the need for contracts and had pralse Ior organizatlions

like Jeck Irost and Joennie-C

"

My, Ted AUiblISJ Vice-President of the Willmar Poultry

Co., explained the operatlon of his turkey hatchery business.

He pointed out that some turkeys are actually ralsed by his
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Mr, Jim Hill, from American Milk Prodﬁcers, inc., ekpressed
the opinion that dairy farmers must increééingly.control other
aspects of their industry; €.8 marketing, advertising,
lobbying, etc. He strongly supported-the expansionlof cooperative
systems in agricultufe, particulariy in dairy farming, as a means
to better competé with private corporatlions having vertical
integfation. Hill even suggested the egtablishment bf a state
”DebérﬁmentAof Cooperative Development" to help balance

cooperative systems with private corporate systems in agriculture.

Mr. Gerald Johnson, of Hectof, Minnesota, spoke of efforts
to join farmers in southern Minnesota‘into an organizatién
called the Scuthern Minnesota Canning Crop Gréwers. He also
strongiy-disputed the statements made by the,representative
from Green Giant and indicated some bad resulfs,from contract

farming with such a large processor.

"Mr. August Otto, an area farmer, explained that he had
S - . .

contracted with Green Giant for 28 consecutive years, and felt

that the nature of farming a canning crop required contracting.

Mrs. Edward 0'Neil of Olivia spoke of the need for farm
organizations such as the Natlonal Farmers Organization In
order to make family farming profitable.

Mr. Randall Thelmann, of Plato, expressed negative oplnions

about working under Green Giant contracts and asked that
legislation be passed to regulate integrators. He felt that
much of the agricultural problem could be solved with more

government actlon to raise farm product prices.
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Mr. Steve Lang, President of the Owatonna Cannling Company

and the Goodhue Canning Company, made the point that processors
would like to pay more for the raw farm products, but face
increased CQSbo in Othgﬂ areas and cannot get increased prlces

at the distribution market.

April 19, 1972

Secretary of State Erdahl, with the help of his assistant,

Tom Frost, reviewed the results of the registration under the

corporation farming

b")

registration act, Chapter 201, of the 1971
Minnesota Session Laws. (See Appendix I)

He had several suggestions about improving the form of
régis ration so as to reveal mo eléarly some Important
s,atLétics (see "Recommendations", this report); Particular
interest was expressed by committee members in beaing able to
determine the extent of corporate farming by non-HMinnesota
enterprizes and in belng able to differentiate farming i@
leased or owned land.

" Mr, William Dietrich from the Green Glant Company,

submitbted a written testimony on the record which explained
the operation of the Green\?iént Company. He ezpanded on

that explanation Iin gquestioning from the Subcommittee members.

Of particular signiflcance, Rep. Carlson asked Mr. Dietrich
to explain why Gresn Glant and the canning Industry opposed his
AN

1971 Session bill regulating corpvorate farmling when the canning

that they feared the pooslble loss of thelr exemptlons under

future legislatures. He Indicated that his industry oovposes
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all such legislation, but if i1t is forthcoming they would prefer

it to be uniform through federal enactments, rather than

Mr. Carl Swenson, of Mahnomen Development Company, explained

the operation of his wild rice farming company. He particularly

<O

651
0]

tressed the impact of willd rice farming oﬁ revitalizing areas
of rural northern HMinnesota. However Sweﬁson pointed out that
white rice farmers in Callfornia ana Canada afe venturing into
wild rice production and may take over the market. He also
indicated that to remain competitive and to exnand the industry
growers will vrobably have to establish their own means of
processing. A state law restrictiﬁg vertical integration in
"agriculture would, therefore, damage the prospects for wild rice
farming in Mlinnesota accordlng to Swenson.

Mr. Bob Rayv of the Minnesota Fagéers’ Union presented a
vritten statement explaining the watchdog committees they hav
established in counties to monltor the activities of cof?orate
and vertical integrator Tarming organizations. Ray expressed
a deslre to work closely with the Legislature in following up
the reglstration work dons hy the Secretary of 3tate. He
expressed a desire that the Leglslature encourage or even mandate

land use policies throughout the counties of

”’“I’lC ulture
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SUGGESTIONS AiD RECOMMENDATIONS
MADE TO THE SUBCOMMITTEE
IN TESTIMONY BY WITNESSES

e
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Fact, very few speclflc suggestlons made to the

subcommittee., Wlitnesses normally stated<omly,a genearal vositlon

ct

elther for or agains Legls glation to rezulabte corporate farming

and/or vertical in ratlon systems. There was as well, a fairly
‘ 2 J

m

even distribubtlon of such Tor and agalnst opinion expressed by

the wltnesses. The Ffollowling 1= a breakdown of thozse opinlons:

OR VERTICAL INTEGRATIONM AGATNST VERTICAL INTEGRATION
REGULATION LE GISanION* » 3ﬁ‘3 . REGULATION LLGISLATION:
Ray'Hendeﬁson Harold Peterson
Farmey etergon Biddick Co.
Detrolt Lakes . : Wadena
eRoy Hangeh ' Minnesota Farm Bureau Federatlon
Farmesyr Vern Ingvaidson
Audobon
Natlonal Parm Organizatlion Jack Frost, Inc,
Lorman IuAaan ' A Jerry Heve s30n

Georgs Mabtson

Minnasota Farmers! Unlon Minnesota Turkey Growers Assoc.
Bob Ray : Lloyd Peberson

Randall Thelmann Farl 03¢on3 Presldent

Farmsy ' - Jennle~-0,

Plato . Willnar

Gerald Johnson ' o : Green Glant COMDany

Farmer : iill;aﬁ Dietrich

Hector
Hahnomen Development Company
(wild wice farming)
Carl Swenson

There were other opinlons oxpreﬂﬂed wnleh have not bheen

Fad
O

classifled because of fear o mis”°pT83 nting the Intentlon of

the statements.
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The more specific suggestions that were made in the“
testimony before the Subcommittee are-as follows:
1. The Minnesota Farm Bureau Federation (lr. Vern
Ingvaldson, spokesman):
A. Favors further study of vertical integraticn
before the 1973 Minnesota Legislature enaéts
any regulatory or restrictive legis Jaéibn;
B. Favdré the corporate farming subcommitte e in
any reviewing of the results of the corporate
farm registration and reporting law.
C. Opposes legislation to regulate the-cofporate
farm.
D. TFavors a 1973 Minnesotsa Legis lature Memorialization
of Congress Lo reform the ﬂe?e ral Tax Reform Act
of 1969 to further discourage non-farm corpérations
and individuals from using farnm loss to off- set

Tthelir non-farm income.

2. Mr. Bill Christianson (Otter Tail County farmer):
A. Requests that the Corporate Farming Subcommitiee
study the operation of the Western Potato Service.

8%

B. Requests a subcommlttee study of the Ralston Purine
subsidiary, Queen Lee,
3. Mr. LeRoy Hansen (Audubon farme:) and Mr; Hobert Olson
(MOO“hQ‘Q farmer):

A. Suggests that no legilslation be enacted that -



~16-

facilitate efficlency of management and continuilty
of family ownership. (This Qpinion was supported
in mgfe genefal terms by-other testimpny as well.)

Jim Hill, American Milk Producers:

A. - Suggests the creation of a staée;”bepartment of
Cooperative Development”‘to help balance coopera-
tive systems with private corporate vertically
integrated systems in agriculture. |

Secretary of State Erdzhl suggested various reforms

in the'corporate farm registration form and system:

A. - Registration should distinguish between land
that is owned and land that is leased (or rented)
by the corporation.

B. FEach corporation should specify il they are
involved in livestock production.

C. A more detailed and Specific registration should
be made relating to the farming activities of tﬁe
corporate enterérise, i.e., the type of operation

being conducted.
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Report of the Secretary of State
on
Agricultural Corporations in Minnesota

pursuant to

" Chapter 201, Laws of Minnesota, 1971



SPECTAL, ANHNUAL HsPOR” O ACRTCULTURAL CORPORATIONS

Final Report

The Secretary of State has received and filed repo rts from
589 corporations which either own or lease agrlcultural land in
Minnesota.

_l

ed through July 1, 1972, are the first
tem established by th 1971 Minnesota
£ the act are found in Chapter 201 of the

These reports, receiv
Cin an annual reporting sys
Legislature. Provisions o
Laws of Minnesota, 1971.

‘he 589 reports include 556 from domestic or Minnesota cor-
porations. The rehaxnln 3 reports are from foreign corporations —-
those chartered in states other than Minnesota.

,,x.)

orporations ovn or lease agricultural land j 85 of Iinne-
sotats 87 count1es, according to the reports. One hundred twelve
corporations 1nalcatcd they own or lease land in wmore than one
countf

The total Minnesota land eibher owned or leased by COprraDlOHb
is 47L,207 acres. This represents 1.7 percent of total Minnesota far
land as reporved in Minnesota A“PICU1 ral Statistics, 1971, prepare
by the Minnesota Department of Agriculiure in cooperation with
the Unitzd States Department of ngrlculuure¢

T

(\_‘ }-s‘

c
holding of 7
33,471 acres
ownmd or leas

"POY atmono contsrol A4LQ, 7Oo acres for an average
cres, Torelgn corporations reported a total “of
T an average of 101L. The average amount of lend

by all corporations reporting was €05 acres.

One huadred thirty-six ho”porctlons rerorted holdln s of
160 acres or less; 215 reported between ] 151 and 6,0 acres; 135
reporUOﬂ betwezn 041 and 1,280, and 103 reported owning or leesing

more than 1,280 acres,

s

iho reports are on file in the office of the Secretary -of
State, 180 State Office bulldlh”, St. Paul 55155, and are avai

leble
for public 1anccxloa,

7-1-72
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er of Corporations

?113v“ Repores

Acres

jggale
Domestic Corporations 556 94;5%
Foreign Corporations 33 5.5%
569
TABLE 1T
Number of Acres Owned or Leased by Corvorations
Domestic Corporations 440,796 0O3%
N 2 y a2
Foreign Corporations 33,471 [
h 7y
L7k, 2077
TADLE TTT
Averase Amount of Land Girned or Lezased by Corporabtions
By A1l Corporations 805 acres
By Domestic Corporations 793 acres
By Forcign Corporations 1014 acres
TABLE '\7 ’
Humber of Corporations by Amount of Lﬁnd Orned or Leascd
~ Humber oi  Percent
Corporations of Total
160 acres or less 130 23%
161 — 6LO acre 215 37%
65,1 ~ 1,280 135 235
over 1, acres 103 177
Total 589
i
TABLYE V
Number of Corporations bv County
County Humber Humber of
Aitkin 8 5,11
Anoxe. 13 5,073
}Oul\. ’7 ?7}; :’t
ultr’" 3 1535
LonL 6 2,572



County

Big Stone

' Blue Barth
Brown
Carver
Cass

Carlton
Chippcwa
Chisago
Clay
Clearwater

Cottomrood

Crow 'ling
Dakota
Dodge
Dougles

Faribault
Fillmore
F'reeborn
Goodhue
"Grant

Hennepin
fouston
Hubbard
Isanti
Ttasca

Jackson
Kanabece
Kandiyohi
Kittson

Koochiching

TL.ac Qui Parle
Lake of the Woods

Le Sueur
TLincoln
Lyon

Mahnomen
TMarshall
Martin
IMeLeod.
Kecker

N

FMille Tacs
orrison
Liovror
Muarray
ITicollet

TABLE V (Continued)

Humber
10
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6

I
L

Humber of

Acres

9,308
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Hobles
Norman
Olmsted

Ottertall
Pennington

Pinc -

Pipestone

Polk
POpC

Remsey

Red Lalke-

Redwood
Renville
Rice
Rock

Roseau

St. Louis
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Sherburne

Sibley
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Steeale
Stevens
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Wright

Yellow Fedicine

averse

Jashington

Steele

Renville &

1
Data

& Dodg

insmufificd

i
—-—

C

e

4
L

TADLE

V (Continued)

e

tumber

12
11
18
16

b

22

o

™

e
ROV HUT 30 O =3\

=

NG\ OO

}_J

;> to put in one couwniy.

CHE I 0ND VY IV

—
=
o
3
o3
@]
=
O

j )

ol
-~y -~ ~ ~ ~a
O
W0 Cal\w
WA O o

i_!
WY V-0 0OWw

NOND I~
Vi O
~J\2 = ONEe

[ R Y]

7
13,
2,

8,913
1,846
9,189
Lel32
2,637
1,715
&, 050
2,839
10, 1.7
172;,67
75362
5,135
153
L6

on

Y

e



