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U ITED TATE 1 

THE WHEAT 
THE 

gricultur--e was the prima1--y industry of the Colonial 
period. With the establishment of permanent settlements 
in America and the accompanying need for food the colo­
nists usually first planted fields of maize according to the 
methods taught them by the Indians in order that they 
might have an adequate supply for the ensuing winter,. 
While these crops were still growing, new land was cleared 
and made ready for the next year's seeding~. Gradually 
other crops were introduced, principally the cereals, which 
proved most adaptable to the climate and seasons of the new 
world. Among these products, wheat was soon widely and 
extensively grown, because of its importance as a food 
product and because of the demand for it, both in the do­
mestic and foreign markets. 

The wheat g~rowing indust1"'y was at first confined to ew 
England and the Middle Atlantic Colonies and chiefly to 
the latter section for there the vields were better than those ., 

secur,ed in ew England. In New York, the yields some­
times amounted to from thi1--ty to forty bushels an acre, 
while a product of from twenty to thirty bushels an ac1--e 
was quite usual. imilar yields were secured in P ennsyl­
vania and ew J ersey.2 

1 The writer is indebted to J\llr. B. B. Hickenlooper of Blockton, Iowa, a 
graduate student in the Department of History at the Iowa State College of 
Agriculture and ~!echanic Arts during the summer of 1920, for assistance in 
the preparation of this paper. 

2 Bogart and 11hon1pson 's Readings in the Econom1c Hi-story of the United 
States, p. 32. 
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As the population increased, however, a greater area was 
devoted to the raising of wheat, thus creating a surplus for 
which there was a growing foreign demand. Wheat there­
fore became the most important export crop of the Middle 
Atlantic Colonies. The chief foreign markets were Spain 
and Portug·al, although considerable quantities of wheat 
were also shipped to the West Indies.3 By 1729 the wheat 
e:;...ports from Pennsylvania amounted to 74, 00 bushels, 
while the flour exports amounted to 35,438 barrels.4 At the 
close of the Colonial period wheat formed one of the chief 
articles entering into the foreign commerce of the Amer­
ican Colonies. 

During the early national period, extending from the 
Revolution to the close of the War of 1812, the wheat ex­
ported from the United tates was grown chiefly in the 
Atlantic States. The quality of the wheat produced was 
good. The milling industry, established in the Colonial 
period, had been rapidly developed; but these tates soon 
r eached the high tide in wheat production, for wheat farm­
ing had gradually decreased the fertility of the soil with the 
result that the yields declined. Moreover, as population 
and immigration increased, the movement westward was be­
gun on an unprecedented scale. The frontier line was ex­
tended to the Mississippi Valley, entering Ohio and the 
jmmediately adjoining States beyond. In the New England 
States there r emained an increasing population which was 
changing~ rapidly from agricultural to manufacturing pur­
suits. The r esult was that the States which had hitherto 
been exporting wheat and other g--rains now became depend­
ent on the West for an adequate supply of breadstuffs.5 

3 Eiglith Cen,crus of the Unit ed States, 1860, Agrieulture, p. cxl . 

4 E iglitli Cens-ns of tlie United States, 1860, Agriculture, p. cxl. 

:; See Turner's Rise of the N eu, W est, Ohs. II, III (The American Nation 
Series, Vol. XTV). 
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The most serious problem now confronting the nation was 
that of transportation. The westward movement of popu­
lation and cereal production continued but transportation 
facilities eastward were inadequate. Agricultural products 
possessed relatively low value and g·reat bulk, thus prac­
tically preventing eastward shipments by the means then 
available for the cost of transportation made it impossible 
to ship wheat overland more than 150 miles. 6 Tucker of 
Vi1 .. ginia stated in 1 18, that even in the tidewater country 
where he lived it cost one bushel of wheat to send two to 
market.7 This was almost prohibitive, hence wheat grow­
ing was restricted very largely to the regions readily acces­
sible to markets by the wate1~ways of the country. 

Grain shipments for the Eastern States were therefore 
sent down the Ohio and Mississippi rivers - the natural 
outlet for the agricultural products of the West - to the 
Gulf ports. They were then reshipped to the Atlantic Coast 
States or to Europe. On the other hand, manufactured arti­
cles destined for the West were shipped over the Pennsyl­
vania Turnpike and the Old National Road, for these prod­
ucts possessed relatively hig·h value and less bulk than the 
products of agriculture and thus could bear transportation 
charges, thoug·h the rates were high. The South received 
increasing quantities of ,vheat and other food products from 
the West while its ma11ufactured products were supplied by 
the North Atlantic States. The South thus came to depend 
more and more on its exports of cotton and tobacco with 
which it paid its indebtedness to the West and East respec­
tively for the necessities supplied by them. In this manner 

a Mc~Iaster's History of the People of the Unit ed States, Vol. III, pp. 463, 
464. 

7Turner's Rise of the l:{ew W est, p. 100 (The American Nation Series, Vol. 
XIV) . 
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there was developed the triang,ilar system of internal trade 
which characterized the period from 1 15 to the Civil War.8 

This urgent need for better transportation facilities soon 
led to the building of the Erie Canal which was completed 
in 1 25 and at once became an important outlet for western 
grain. But this did not immediately affect the r egion west 
of Ohio. In 1 35 Ohio was the only western State exporting 
grain eastward by way of the Erie Canal. In that year 
Ohio exported by way of this route 1,355,000 bushels of 
wheat and 86,000 barrels of flour. 9 Michigan followed next, 
exporting in 1 43 by way of the Great Lakes and Erie 
Canal 106,000 bushels of wheat and 263,000 barrels of 
flour. 10 The first grain shipment eastward from the west-

TABLE I 

TEN L EADING WBEAT PRODUCING STATES IN 1839 11 

PER. CENT OF THE 

STATES BUSHELS E NTIR,E WHEAT CROP 

Ohio 16,571,661 20 

P ennsylvania 13,213,077 16 
ew York 12,286,418 14 

Virginia 10,109,716 12 
Kentucky 4,803,152 6 

Tennessee 4,569,692 5 
Indiana 4,049,375 5 
Maryland 3,345,783 4 

Illinois 3,335,393 -i 
1fichigan 2,157,108 3 . 

s See the writer 's article on T he I n,ternal Grain Trade of t he United States, 
185 0- 1860, in T H E TOWA JOt"IlNAL OF HISTORY AND POLITICS, Vol. XVIII, pp. 
94--124. 

9 Eighth, CenS'lts of the Unitecl States, 1860, Agriculture, p. cxlvi. 

10 Ei,qhth Census of the United States, 1860, Agriculture, p. cxlvi. 

11 These statistics are taken from a table in B rewer's Report on the Cereal 
Production of the United States, p. 62, in the T ent h Census of the U1iit ed 
State8, 1880, Vol. III . See also T1.velft ll Census of the Unit ed States, 1900, 
Vol. VI , p. 92. 
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ern shore of Lake 1\iichigan ,vas made in 1838 when Chicago 
shippecl 7 bushels of wheat.12 

By 1 40 the wheat growing industry had definitely en­
tered the ~fississippi Valley. This is shown by Table I 
which gives the ten leading wheat producing States in 1839, 
ranked in order of their importance, and includes the num­
ber of bushels of wheat and the per cent of the entire crop 
produced by each. Ohio had by this tjme advanced to first 
place in wheat production; while Pennsylvania, New York, 
and Virginia followed in due order. Kentucky and Ten­
nessee were next in the list, with Indiana, Illinois, and 
Michigan already coming into prominence. Maryland still 
produced enough wheat to be considered among the first ten. 

During the forties wheat growing continued to move west­
ward, as shown by Table II which gives the ten leading 
wheat producing States in 1 49. This table shows that 
while Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, and Virginia still re­
tained the lead in production, Pennsylvania now ranked 

TABLE II 

TEN LEADING WHEAT PRODUCI. G STATES IN 1849 13 

PER CENT OF THE 

STATES BUSHELS ENTIRE WHEAT C&oP 

Pennsylvania 15,367,691 15.3 
Ohio 14,487,351 14.4 

ew York 13,121,498 13.1 
Virginia 11,212,616 11.2 
Illinois 9,414,575 9.4 
Indiana 6,214,458 6.2 
Michigan 4,925,888 4.9 
Maryland 4,494,680 4.5 
Wisconsin 4,286,131 4.3 
Missouri 2,981,652 3.0 

12 EigJ1,th Census of the Unit ed States, 1860, Agrjculture, p. cxlvii. 

1s These statistics are taken from a table in the 1.lwelfth Census of the United 
States, 1900, Vol. VI, p. 92. 
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first, while Ohio which was first in 1839 was reduced to 
second place. e,v York and Virginia fallowed in cor­
responding order'. Of the tates comprising the :first ten in 
1 39 two were eliminated by 1 49 - I{entucky and Ten­
nessee which had held :fifth and sixth places, respectively. 
Illinois rose from ninth place in 1 39 to fifth place in 1849 
and Indiana passed from seventh to sixth place; while 
Michigan, which ten year"'s before was tenth in order of pro­
duction, advanced to the seventh place, previously held by 
Indiana. Maryland still retained eighth place. Wisconsin 
and Missouri by 1 49 produced enoug·h ,vheat to be ranked 
ninth and tenth, respectively. This shows the tendency of 
wheat production to advance steadily no1'thwest,vard. Of 
further significance in arriving at this conclusion is the fact 
that whereas the center of wheat production in 1840 was 
about the western boundary line of Pennsylvania, by 1850 
it had moved westward to a point fifty-seven miles east­
northeast of Columbus, Ohio.14 

TABLE III 

T EN LmAnING WHEAT PRODUCING ST.ATES IN 1859 15 

PER. CENT OF THE 

STATES BUSHF.LS ENTIRE WHEAT 0&oP 
-

Illinois 23,837,023 13 .. 8 
Indiana 16,848,267 9.7 
"\Visconsin 15,657,458 9.1 
Ohio 15,119,047 8.7 
Virginia 13,130,977 7.6 
Pennsylvania 13,042,165 7.5 
New York 8,681,105 5.0 
Iowa 8,449,403 4.9 
11:ichigan 8,336,368 4.8 
Kentucky 7,394,809 4.3 

14 Twelfth fJensus of the United ,'Jtates, 1900, Vol. VI, p. 32. 

15 These statistics are taken from a table in the Twelfth, Census of the United 
States, 1900, Vol. VI, p. 92. 
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The next decade witnessed a rapid movement of popula­
tion into the N 01"th Central States and the extension of the 
wheat producing a1"ea, as shown by Table III. It will be 
seen by this table that Illinois had now pushed to the head 
of the list and that Indiana and Wisconsin occupied second 
and thi1'd places, respectively, while Ohio had been reduced 
from second to fourth place. Pennsylvania dropped from 
first to sixth place, N e,v Y 01'k from third to seventh, and 
Virg·inia from fourth to fifth place. Pennsylvania, New 
York, and Virginia thus gave place to Illinois, Wisconsin, 
and Ohio, respectively, these States, together with Indiana, 
constituting the four leading wheat growing States. Iowa 
came in to replace Maryland which dropped out and Penn­
s lvania took the place of Indiana which now became, as 
shown before, one of the first four. Kentucky again entered 
the list and ass11med ten th place in rank, replacing Missouri 
which was eliminated. By 1860 the center of wheat pro­
duction had moved westward to a point eighteen miles 
north by east of Indianapolis, Indiana.16 

Several factors made possible the rapid extension of 
wheat farming into this reg·ion. One of these was the devel­
opment of transportation facilities. In 1 50 there were 
9021 miles of railroad in the country, only one-ninth of 
which extended into the trans-Allegheny West. The success 
of the Illinois Central Railroad, completed to Galena by 
1850, greatly stimulated railway building in the :fifties. By 
1860 there were 30,626 miles of railroad in the United 
States. The North Central States had more than one-third 
of this mileage, while the North Atlantic States claimed 
second place. Ohio ranked first with 2946 miles and Illinois 
second with 2790. Indiana had more than 2000 miles, 
while Pennsylvania and New York both exceeded that fig­
ure. By 1860 railroads had penetrated every State east of 

1a Twelfth Census of thf United States) 1900, Vol. VI, p. 32. 
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the Mississippi Ri,,.er and the tates immediately west of 
the river, particularl;r in the orth Central 1--eg'ion, which 
,,yere just beginning a period of rapid railvvay development. 
In the orth Atlantic tates, also, rail"\\"ays " re1--e improved 
and extended to connect with the ,,1"este1·n roads, so that 
improved means of commt1nication bet,,,.een all parts of the 
country ,ve1"e being· rapidly developed.17 

The new and improved facilities for the t1--ansportation of 
agricultural product were inst1·umental in stiml1lating 
wheat production in Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, and the immedi­
ately adjoining tates to the west and north. Regions ,vere 
now opened up to wheat growing, hich he1'etof ore had been 
unable to give attention to tl1is product o,ving to the com­
parative lack of transportation facilities and the high cost 
of sending the wheat to market. 

Another factor favoring the extension of wheat farming 
was the increasingly ]ibe1·al land policy of the government. 
The p1"eemption system with the squatter's right of first 
purchase at the $1.25 an acre minimum had a stimulating· 
effect on the westward movement and caused great num­
bers of people to emigrate to the new lands. By 1860 the 
total area of land disposed of by the Government 11nder 
various acts to individuals and to the States amounted to 
394,089,000 acres, the greater portion of ,vhich lay in the 
public land States east of the Mississippi River and in the 
first tier of tates west of the Mississippi.18 

The invention and introduction of improved farm ma­
chinery constituted another important factor in the exten­
sion of the wheat raising area. Among-- these inventions 
v, ... as the reaper which could ct1t from ten to twelve ac1·es of 
grain in a day, whereas one man with the aid of the grain­
cradle could cut only an acre and a half or two acres in the 

11 Statistical Abstract of the United States, 18931 p. 272. 

1s A nnual Report of the General Land Office of tho l.Tnited States, 1860, p. 25. 
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same length of time.19 During the fifties improved imple­
ments and machinery began to be broug~ht into gene1--al use. 
By 1860 the total value of farm machinery in the United 
States amounted to $246,118,000.20 

Finally, the growth of the domestic markets in the rap­
idly developing manufacturing centers of the East and the 
expansion of foreign markets, especially in England after 
the repeal of the Co1·n Laws in 1846, developed a strong 
demand for wheat which was reflected in good prices, all of 
which stimulated specialization in wheat farming.21 

These are the forces which hastened the rapid movement 
of the wheat growing industry into the North Central 1--e­
gion, which, with its favorable soil and climate, was soon to 
become the great wheat emporium of the world. The effect 
of these forces did not, however, become apparent until 
after 1 60 when a revolution in agricultu1--e took place,22 

one of the significant features of which was the further ex­
tension of wheat farming· and increased specialization in 
that industry. 

The influence of these factors on the westward movement 
of ,vheat production is shown in Table IV which gives the 
ten leading wheat growing States in 1 69. This shows that 
wheat production had no,v become firmly established in the 
North Central States. Illinois still retained first place, 

19 See Casson ' s The R o1nance of tlie R eaper; and Thwaites 's Cyrus Hall 
![cCorn1ick and th e R eaper in the Proceedin_qs of the State H ist orical Society 
of W isconsin, 1909, pp. 234-259. 

20 T1celft h Census of t he United S tates, 1900, Vol. V, p. 698. 

21 See, f or exan1ple, Thompson 's R ise and Decline of the Wheat Growing 
I ndustry 1n n ·isco11sin, Pt. I, Ch. I, Pt. II, Chs. I, IT (Bulletin of the Univer­
sity of Wisconsin, E conomics a nd Political Science Series, Vol. V, 1 o. 3, 1909). 
See also ITihbard 's H istory of A9riculture in Dane Co1.ln t y , W isconsin, Pt. I, 
Ch. ,rr (Bulletin of the Uni~ersity of Wisconsin, E conomics and P olitical Sci­
ence Series, "\To 1. I , N o. 2, 1904) . 

22 See the writer's article on S o1ne S ipnificant A spect s of the A grarian R evo­
lution in the United States in the present issue of THE IowA JOURNAL OF 

HISTORY AND P OLITICS. 
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TABLE IV 

TE LFdDING WHEAT PRODUCI G T TES IN 186923 

• 

PER CENT OF THE 

STA.TES B USHELS ENTIRE WHEAT CR,op 

Illinois 30,128,405 10.5 
Io,va 29,435,692 10.2 
Ohio 27, 82,159 9.7 
Indiana 27,747,222 9.6 
Wisconsin 25,606,3"44 .9 
Pennsylvania 19,672,967 6.8 
11innesota 1 , 66,073 6.6 
California 16,676,702 5.8 
Michigan 16,265,773 5.6 
1fissouri 14,315,926 5.0 

while Iowa advanced from eighth to second place, thus 
supe1·seding Indiana which dropped to fourth place. Ohio 
rose from fourth to third place; while "\Visconsin dropped 
from third to fifth place, replacing Virginia which together 
with New York and K entucky were eliminated from the 
first ten. Michigan and P ennsylvania still held the same 
rank as before; while two tates west of the J\fississippi, 
1'1innesota and California, took their~ place for tl1e first 
time as leaders in wheat production. Thus, by 1870, all the 
eastern tates except Pennsylvania had fallen below the 
rank of tenth, being replaced by the North Central States of 
Indiana, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, and by the extreme 
western State of California. In further evidence of the 
westward march of wheat it is shown that in 1839 no State 
west of the Mississippi was classed among the first t en; in 
1 49 Missouri ranked tenth and was the only one in this 
region; in 1859 Michig·an and Iowa became competitors; 
and by 1869 four States west of the Mississippi had 1~isen 
to positions among the :first ten. All of the foremost wheat 

23 These statistics are taken from a table in the 7 1velfth Census of the United, 
States, 1900, Vol. VI, p. 92. 

• 
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producing States except Pennsylvania and California were 
within the 1fississippi Valley. Moreover, the center of 
" rheat production had by 1 70 moved to a point eighty-two 
miles northeast of pring:field, Illinois.24 

By 1 0 other western States came into prominence as 
wheat g·rowing· States, ,vhile several of the older States 
dropped out of the list of the fir st ten as sho,vn by Table V. 

TABLE V 

T E.l L EADING WrrEA.T PRoovcrNG ST.1.TES rN 18792 5 

PER CENT OF THE 

ST.A.TES B USHELS ENTIRE \\HEAT CROP 

I llinois 51,110,502 11.1 
Indiana 47,284,853 10.3 
Ohio 46,014,869 10.0 
:\1ichigan 35,532,543 7" • I 

Minnesota 34,601,030 7.5 
Iowa • 31,154,205 6.8 
California 29,017,707 6.3 
f issouri 24,966,627 5.4 

Wisconsin 24,884,689 5.4 
Pennsylvania 19,462,405 4.2 

It will be noted, in comparing· the first ten wheat producing 
States in 1 79 with those of 1869, that Illinois still retained 
first place; while Indiana replaced Iowa as second and Iowa 
took the place formerly held by Pennsylvania which now 
dropped to tenth place. Ohio retained third place; while 
Michig·an advanced from ninth to fourth place. Pennsyl­
vania was reduced from sixth to tenth place, and Minnesota, 
California, and Missouri stepped up in tl1e ranks of the first 
ten, occupying· fifth, seventh, and eighth places, respectively. 
The number of Atlantic States included in the list of the 
first ten was therefore reduced from three in 1 59 to one in 

2 4 T1velftJ1, Cerisu.'1 of the United States . 1900, Vol. VI, p. 32. 
2 5 These statistics are t aken from a table in the '1'11.;elftl1, Census of the United 

States, 1900, Vol. VI, p. 92. 
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1 79 and that State occupied tenth place. And whereas b11t 
one tate west of the 1is issippi River was included in the 
leacling ten in 1 59, by 1 79 four trans-Mississippi States 
had entered the ranks of this group. The center of wheat 
production, furthermore, had by 1 0 mo ed to a point 
sixt).,.-ni11e miles northwest of pringfield, Illinois.2 6 

It will also be noted that there was a very marked in­
crease in the number of bushels of wheat produced in the 

tates composing'' the big ten''. This i explained largely 
by the extension of the area devoted to wheat farming, 
especially in the newer tates. Wheat farming is pa1 .. ticu­
larly well adapted to frontier conditions whe1'e there is 
usually a scarcity of labor. It is, moreove1 .. , an extensive 
type of agriculture. The specialization of wheat growing 
in the first ten wheat p1~oducing States in 1879 was also 
favored by the fallowing forces: the importance of wheat as 
an article of commerce; the liberal land policy with free 
homesteads after 1 62; the popularization of improved 
farm machine1--y, including the twine-binder which came into 
use near the close of the seventies; the tremendous influx of 
European immigration which set in on an unprecedented 
scale after the Civil War to supply the labor forces needed 
to recruit agriculture, industry, and commerce; the rapid 
extension and development of a network of railway trans­
portation facilities; and the great and g·ro,ving demand for 
western grain, particularly wheat, to supply the East, the 
South, and Europe, which were becoming more and more 
dependent on the virg~in West for foodstuffs. By 1879 the 
North Central States had become the great surplus cereal 
producing r egion of the world. 

During the succeeding two decades the influences which 
have been noted became further marked. The westward 
march of wheat continued, leaving the older settled regions 

26 Twelfth, Census of the Un1.ted ,States, 1900, Vol. VI, p. 32. 
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confronted with the necessity of introducing a more diversi­
fied as well as a more intensified system of farming, such as 
prevails to-day, for example, in the State of Iowa. 

By 18 9 the Northwest began to assert its claim to leader­
ship in the p1 .. oduction of ,vheat as shown by Table VI. The 
rapid advance of Minnesota, in the production of wheat 

TABLE VI 

T EN L E.A.DING WHEAT PRODUCI N G ST.ATES IN 188927 

P ER CENT OF THE 
STATES B USHELS ENTIRE W HEAT CROP 

Minnesota 52,300,247 11.2 
California 40,869,337 8.7 
Illinois 37,389,444 8.0 
Indiana 37,318,798 8.0 
Ohio 35,559,208 7.6 
Kansas 30,399,871 6.5 
Missouri 30,113,821 6.4 

orth Dakota 26,403,365 5.6 
Michigan 24,771,171 5.3 
P ennsylvania I 21,595,499 4.6 

from fifth place in 1 79 to first place in 1 89 and the fact 
that Pennsylvania, still r emaining at tl1e bottom of the list, 
was the only eastern State to rank among the first ten, 
shows to what a great extent wheat ,vas becoming a 
weste1"n product. California forged ahead from seventh 
to second place, thus bringing the Pacific Coast to the front 
as a wheat producing region. Illinois dropped from first to 
third place, Indiana from second to fourth place, and Ohio 
from third to fifth place. Wisconsin dropped out alto­
gether, its place being taken by ifichigan which dropped 
to ninth place. J{ansas replaced Io,va, and North Da­
kota enter ed the list ranking~ eighth. Thus by 1 90 the 

21 These statistics are taken from a table in the '1.'1celftl1, Census of t he United 
States, 1900, Vol. VI, p. 92. 
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orthwest, as represented by Minnesota and North Dakota, 
was beginning to assert its claim as the great wheat pro­
ducing area of the country. 1'Ieanwhile, the center of wheat 
production had moved westward to a point one hundred and 
thirty-eig~ht miles south by east of Des Moines, Iowa.28 

T ABLE VII 

TE LEADING WHEAT PROD1JCING STATES IN 1899 2 9 

PER CENT OF THE 
STATES BUSHELS ENTIRE WHEAT CROP 

Minnesota 95,27 ,660 14.5 
orth Dakota 59,88 ,810 9.1 

Ohio 50,376,800 7.6 
South Dakota 41,8 9,380 6.4 
Kansas 3 ,778,450 5.9 
California 36,534,407 5.5 
Indiana 34,9 6,280 5.3 

:rebraska 24,924,520 3.8 
Missouri 23,072,768 3.5 
Iowa 22,769,440 3.5 

By the end of the century the wheat belt had moved def­
initely into the ,vestern gToup of the orth Central States, 
as shown by Table VII which gives the first ten wheat pro­
ducing States for 1 99. Minnesota retained first place and 
Illinois dropped out altogether. North Dakota ranked sec­
ond, thus taking the place of California, now reduced to 
sixth place, while Indiana dropped from fourth to seventh 
place. Ohio 1 .. ecaptu1·ec1 thi1--d place while South Dakota 
entered the list taking the place of Indiana. Kansas came 
up to fifth place which had previously been held by Ohio. 
Nebraska was added, taking eighth place. Missouri was 
reduced to ninth place, while Iowa again produced enol1gh 

28 T welfth, Census of the ['nit ed States, 1900 . Vol. VI, p 32. 

29 These statistics are taken from a table in the T 1.velftli Census of tlie Uni ted 
States, 1900, Vol. VI, p. 92. 
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,vheat to be included in the list, ranking tenth. Wisconsin 
and Pennsylvania dropped out altogether. 

By 1900 the 01,th Atlantic g'roup of States were no 
longer represented in the list of the first ten wheat pro­
ducing tates and only two States - Ohio and Indiana -
in the East North Central group remained in the list. Four 
new tates of the West orth Central g'roup had been added 
- the t,vo Dakotas, Kansas, and I ebraska - thus giving 
this region seven of the ten leading wheat producing tates, 
with Califor--nia making a total of eight out of the first ten 
in the region beyond the i1ississippi Ri·\"'er. The center of 
,vheat production had now moved to a point seventy miles 
west of Des Moines.30 

The fallowing decade witnessed a further extension of 
the wheat belt due to the continued operation of the forces 
already desc1--ibed. Table VIII gives the first ten wheat 
producing States for 1909. I n comparing' the wheat pro­
duction of 1909 with that of 1 99 it is found that orth 
Dakota advanced from second to first place, thus crowding 

TABLE VIII 

TEN LEADING WHEAT PRonucINa s1.,ATEs 1N 190931 

PER CENT OF THE 
STA.TES BUSHELS ENTIRE WHEAT CR,op 

North Dakota 116,781,886 17.0 
Kansas 77,577,115 9.9 
Minnesota 57,094,412 8.3 
Nebraska 47,685,745 6.9 
South Dakota 47,059,590 6.9 
Washington 40,920,390 5.9 
Illinois 37,830,732 5.5 
Indiana 33,935,972 4.9 
Ohio 30,663,704 4.5 
Missouri 29,837,429 4.3 

so T welfth, Census of the [;nited States, 1900, Vol. VI, p. 32. 

s1 These statistjcs are taken from a table in the Thirteenth Census of the 
United States, 1910, Vol. V, pp. 590, 591. 

• 

01 

tb 
w 
ro 
D, 
lis 
dr 
en 
M 
eli 

th~ 
Wi 
"T 
Mi 
dn( 
ere, 
list 
~0] 

ho 
reh 
of ~ 

Coa 
F 

divi 
Yea1 
I 

lnl, 

~01'1 

ins~ 
the f 
Wis( 
or le 
Cent 
crea 

I the a 



• 
)Il ill 

e no 
pro­

na­
Four 
idded 
• • ~Vlilg 
tate .. , 
~t ten 
ter of 
miles 

on of 
forces 
wheat 
t pro­
North 
,wding 

-- ---

--
TfIE 

I CROP 

• the ,us of 

THE WHEAT GROWING INDUSTRY 411 

out Minnesota which, ho"\\rever, still held a high place as 
third in the list. Kansas rose f1 .. om fifth to second place 
,vhile Ohio dropped from third to ninth place. ebraska 
rose from eighth to fourth place, taking the place of South 
Dakota which dropped to fifth. Washington entered the 
list occupying sixth place, superseding California which 
dropped out altog'ether. Illinois reentered the list as sev­
enth, while Indiana dropped from seventh to eighth place. 
I\fissouri dropped from nintl1 to tenth place and Iowa was 
eliminated altog·ether. 

A study of the preceding tables shows the tendency of 
the wheat growing· industry to become concentrated in the 
West orth Cent1 .. al tates, or what James J. Hill termed 
''The Great orthwest''. Only three States east of the 
1fississippi remained in the list of the first ten wheat pro­
ducing States and not one of these showed a material in­
cr~ease in wheat production. While Iowa dropped out of the 
list altogether, Missouri sho,ved a substantial increase. 

orth Dakota, outh Dakota, and Nebraska, however, 
showed an increased production of wheat nea1 .. ly double that 
returned by the United tates census of 1900, and the entry 
of Washington emphasized the importance of the Pacific 
Coast as a wheat producing region. 

Finally, the relative importance of the nine g·eographic 
divisions of the country in the production of wheat for the 
years 1 99 and 1909 is shown by Table IX. This shows that 
in 1909 the seven West North Central States -1\finnesota, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, and 
Missouri - produced 3 4,092,000 bushels of wheat; while 
the five East North Central States - Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, 
Wisconsin, and 1fichigan - produced 121,098,000 bushels, 
or less than one-third of that produced by the West North 
Central group. Moreover, the first group showed an in­
crease of 77,490,000 bushels of wheat or 25.3 per cent over 
the amount r eturned by the census of 1900 ; while the second 

• 
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group showed a decrease of 3,601,000 bushels or 10.1 per 
cent less than the returns of 1900. All other divisions re­
cord a lowe1-- prodt1ction for 1909 than for 1 99, except the 
Mountain States, ,,1 hich incll1de J\fontana, Wyoming, Idaho, 

evada, Utah, Colorado, Oregon, and New Mexico. 

TABLE IX 

WHEAT PRODUCTION BY GEOGRAPHIC DIVISIONS 
FOR THD Yr.ARR 1 99 A.TD 190932 

1899 1909 PER CENT OF 

DnISION BUSHELS BUSHELS INCREASE 

\Vest orth Central 306,602,028 ~ 84,092,121 25.3 
East )J' orth Central 134,69 ,890 121,097,675 - 10.1 
Pacific 72,230,570 59,5 0,347 -17.5 

fiddle Atlantic 32,947,945 29,717,833 -9.8 
::\fountain 1 ,o 4,360 29,654,968 64.0 
South Atlantic 31,902,857 26,650,768 -16.5 
West South Central 35,046,935 17,096,127 -51.2 
East South Central 26,854,542 15,374,422 42.7 

T 

ew England 166,125 114,998 -30.8 

It will there£ ore be seen from the foregoing considera­
tions that the North Central tates during the :first decade 
of the present century, as in the late decades of the nine­
teenth century, far outstripped the remaining sections of 
the country in the production of wheat. This further points 
to the conclusion that for many years to come the Missouri­
Mississippi River system is destined to remain the home of 
the " 1heat growing industry in the United States. Mean­
while, the west\vard movement of the wheat growing indus­
try has brought the Canadian Northwest to the front as a 
worthy competitor. Lours BERNARD ScHMIDT 

THE Io,,y A STATE COLLEGE OF 

AGRICULTURE AND 1f EC'HANIC ARTS 

• .\.11-iES IOWA 

a2 These statistics are taken fro1n a table in the 1'7zirteenth Census of the 
United States, 1910, Vol. \lJ p. 590. The minus sign before the per cent indi­
cates decrease. 
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