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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
NATIONAL RESOURCES PLANNING BOARD
WASHINGTON, D. C.

December 20, 1940.

THE PRESIDENT,
The White House.
My Dear MR. PRESIDENT:

Wae take pleasure in transmitting herewith the report on Rural Land
Classification, prepared by the Land Classification Subcommittee of
the Board’s Land Committee. This report includes (1) a compre-
hensive exposition of the status, methods, and geographic coverage of
land classification in the United States, (2) an interpretation made
from this information, indicating the importance of certain character-
istics common to all land-classification work; and (3) a list of general
and specific recommendations directed to scientists, administrators,
and land-planning technicians.

This report represent$ an important step in the development of
land-planning techniques and thus a significant contribution to sound
land-use planning. Dissemination of the findings of this report will,
we believe, be of distinct value to all those who are concerned with
problems of land utilization and land planning.

Respectfully submitted,
FrEpEric A. DELANO
Chairman
CuarLEs E. MERRIAM
GeorGE F. YANTIS
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Executive OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
NartioNnaL REsoUrRcEs PLANNING Boarp

WASHINGTON, D. C.

October 7, 19.40
Mzg. Freperic A. DELANO, Chairman,
National Resources Planning Board, '
Washington, D. C.
Dear MR. DELANO:

The Land Committee submits herewith a report on Rural Land Classification in the United
States. The inquiry on which the report is based was initiated in January of 1939. It emphasized
a four-point question in regard to land-classification work, namely, what techniques are being
employed, in what areas, for what purposes and with what results. In addition, the inquiry gave
much attention to the form in which the results appear.” Subsequently, the returns from this broad
inquiry were tabulated and analyzed to bring out both their practical and scientific values.

_ The report is the first comprehensive exposition of the status, techniques, methods, and areal
coverage of land classification in this country. It gives both chronological and areal perspective
in this highly technical field. In addition, it points out for the first time the existence of five dis-
tinct types of land classification. The recognition of these types should do much to define and
clarify the field of action of land classification, to bring about agreement in its terminology, and to
broaden and intensify its usefulness in the solution of land-use problems and in the development
of land-use programs. '

In its exposition, the report points out the notable progress in land-classification techniques in
recent years, and shows that the use of aerial photographs and mosaics as bases for recording field
data has led to greater accuracy and speed in land-classification work.

The report deals with both general and specific considerations: pointing out gaps in ourknowl-
edge of land resources; indicating useful directions in which land-classification activities can be
expanded; and evaluating the techniques by which and the channels through which land-use adjust-
ment recommendations, implicit in certain classifications, can be carried out. Although the present
report is confined to a discussion of rural land classification, the Land Committee recommends that a
companion study of urban land classification be made.

The inquiry was made and the report prepared by a Subcommittee of four, with Charles C.
Colby, a member of the Land Committee, as Chairman. Dr. C. P. Barnes, of the Department of
Agriculture, and Mr. J. F. Deeds, of the Department of the Interior, were designated to represent the
land-classification activities of their respective departments. The fourth member of the Subcom-
mittee, Professor G. Donald Hudson, of Northwestern University and, until recently, Chief of the
Land Planning Division of the Tennessee Valley Authority, cooperated with Professor Colby in
-planning the inquiry and in analyzing the tabulated results. The Subcommittee was fortunate in
having as consultants, Professor K. C. McMurry, Chairman of the Department of Geography at the
University of Michigan, and Dr. A. B. Lewis, Senior Agricultural Economist of the Farm Credit
Administration. Throughout its deliberations, moreover, the Subcommittee enjoyed the interested
and able cooperation of men from many Federal and State agencies and from other specialists in the
field of land classification.
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The Land Committee regards this report on land classification with enthusiasm both as an
important step in the development and evaluation of land-planning techniques and as a vital part
of sound land-use planning. - We believe that its findings will be of value to technicians, adminis-
trators, and others in the broad field of land utilization and land planning.

Respectfully submitted,

Wirriam I. Mygrs, Chairman

TaE LAND COMMITTEE

Head of Dept. of Agricultural Economics and Farm Managemeni, Cornell University

CarL L. ALsSBERG,
Director) Giannini Foundation
University of California.
Oscar L. CHAPMAN,
Assistant Secretery
Department of the Interior.
CaarLes C. CoLsy,
Professor of Geography
University of Chicago.
Paiuie H. CorNick,

Institute of Public Administration.

Mivron S. EISENHOWER,
Land Use Coordinator
Department of Agriculture.
CrarLes A. Lory,
President Emeritus

Colorado State Agricultural College.

VIIL

LEe Muck,
Director of Forestry
Department of the Interior.

H. R. ToLLEy,

* Chief of Bureau of Agricultural Economics

Department of Agriculture.

GEORGE S. WEHRWEIN,
Professor of Ecenomics
College of Agriculture
University of Wisconsin.
M. L. WiLson,
Director of Extension Service
Department of Agriculture.
JoeL D. WoLrsosn,
Assistant to the Commissioner
General Land Office
Department of the Interior
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