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The Omaha Farm Equipment Club




Mm Bty

b i
1 b ad qﬁﬂ-n-. |
4 g rre N

N - -

U ) 3 p: ‘:TLE:: T
o .‘ ol % bt %‘LM"-.?W#L“:
Wy ‘: ) i ‘.. a2t .4 mh,rp’ §

‘-I"

3L 1:',,.

‘ th  ig N =g 1 !l'. ks

.wm'{ mﬂ!&gt m¢wr

; affepl] il .mi!' St
o A“P“Iﬂ Lt-wi?fn{-pi- LY




Report of
NATIONAL PLOW TERRACE BUILDING CONTEST

Mills County, lowa

A National Terrace Building Contest just doesn’t
happen, it is the result of months of planning and
considerable activity on the part of numerous com-
mittees. Giving due credit to all parties concerned
can only be done by briefly stating the planning
steps and the activities.

As the success of the contest depends upon the
sponsors and co-sponsors, there must be complete
understanding as to the activity of each interested
group and the Contest Committee must map out
the general line of action far in advance. This calls
for numerous meetings of the Central Committee
until all questions on finance, location and general
arrangements are settled.

It is next necessary to appoint seven (7) Field
Committees, they are:

1. Parking and Police Committee

2. Educational and Demonstration Committee

3. Prize and Award Committee

4. Concession Committee

September 10 and |1, 1946

5. Communications Committee, Public Address
and Telephone

6. First Aid Committee

7. Ground Committee, Electrical power, water
and toilets

Working with members of the Contest Commit-
tee, the field Committee’s must each arrange their
portion of the program far in advance, checking all
needed expenditures with the Finance member of
the Contest Committee and meeting the needs of
the Chairman of the Contest Committee.

The A.S.A.E. Rules and Regulations for Terrace
Building ‘Contests having sufficient flexability to
allow for their adaptation to local conditions, it is
necessary for the Contest Committee to draw up
their local Rules and Regulations, Scoring points
and Values and their Application form.

This feature can best be presented by showing
copies of the General Rules and Regulations, Scor-
ing Points and Application of the 1946 Contest.

RULES & REGULATIONS

1. Eligibility:

Mold Board Class: Any Mid-West farm operator using farm tractor and mold board plow. Committee
reserving right to limit entries to the first application from any one County. In the case of preliminary
County or State Contests, the winners of first place are eligible entrants.

Open or Demonstration Class: Any type of terrace building equipment and may be operated by farmer,

dealer, manufacturer or commercial operator.

2. Date: September 10th and 11th, 1946.

3: Location: Jay Wright farm, 3 miles east of Glenwood, Iowa, on Highway No. 34.

4. Time: Contestants must register in by 1:00 P. M. September 10, 1946. Drawings for lands at 3:00 P. M.
September 10th. Contest starting promptly at 10:30 A. M. September 11th, 1946.

5. Contest Lands: Each contestant must construct 300 linear feet of level terrace.

6. Equipment: Each contestant shall furnish own tractor and plow or make arrangements for tractor and plow,
plus fuel; upon completion of the unit the amount of fuel used will be returned to the contestant.

7. Fuel: Each contestant must arrange to have fuel on hand to completely fill tank at start of contest.

8. Positions: Will be,determined by lot and method of drawing will be determined by the Judges.
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Awards: Shall be based on the cross-sectional area of Channel, Tillability, Uniformity of grade and align-
ment, and Efficiency. The decisions of the Judges shall be final.

Observers: The judges shall appoint an observer for each contestant to keep time and otherwise assist in
securing compliance with the rules of the contest.

Assistants: Each contestant shall be allowed one assistant who shall meet the eligibility requirements of the
class. The assistant may remove stakes, help make repairs or adjustments or help the contestant in any
manner incidental to the operation of the equipment while it is not in motion. During the contest, only the
operators and the assistant shall be permitted to repair or adjust the equipment.

The Terrace Contest Committee and Farm Owner or Operator assume no responsibility in case of accident or
damage to equipment or persons.

Prizes: 1st Prize, $500.00 Series E Bond; 2nd Prize, $100.00 Series E Bond; 3rd Prize, $50.00 Series E Bond;
4th and 5th Prizes, $25.00 Series E Bond. Valuable commercial prizes to other contestants.

In case of doubtful weather, contestants shall call Secretary John H. Longstreet, Malvern, Iowa, phone 5051-
Cross-sectional area of Channel............ 50 Points

In this section the standard level terrace must have a minimum of 16 square feet of channel cross-sectional area.

Rating standard or above........... o B S RN AR it 50 Points

Less than standard by 1 :8q. ft.ceecseosscsoesossnsasesaa 45 Points

Less than standard by 2 sq. ft..oseeesecssns soiossaneinos ..35 Points

Less than standard by 3 sq. ft..ceviiieeiineeennnnn «....20 Points

Liess than standard by 4 Sq. fti.icceeicecescnssdsnins s 0 Points
Tillability. oo sis sieas a8 Toioie wieE B 0e e B e e 30 Points

Terrace and slopes and cross-sectional area to be such as to accommodate the operation of farm machinery.

Standard requirements:

Back: slope of Channel .. asise s sies s onis s sioins s s siss sas s 4 ft,
Bottom width of Channel. ... o ess oo o iom oss s seis aos s s 6 ft.
Front slope oft terPace .« s s s st sjeies o ssieres/olalofose ajate s 056 8 6 ft
Back Slope. 0f teBPACE’ v v oo sivens s eives o 40 o-eis sisbolats b 14 ft.
Rating standard for front slope of terrace ridge......... 8 Points
Rating standard for back slope of terrace ridge .......... 8 Points
Rating standard for back slope of channel .......c.cocun. 8 Points
Rating standard for bottom width of channel ............ 6 Points

Less than standard by 1 foot deduct 2 points,

Uniformity of Grade and Alignment...... 20 Points

On level terraces, the Judges inspection for uniformity shall decide the rating. Staked line represents peak of
terrace ridge, contestants shall follow such staked line with no visabale deviations:

Rating standard for uniform ridge .....ceoveveereneennnn. 10 Points
Rating standard for uniform channel .........ceveuiveunnns 5 Points
Rating standard for alignment ................ RERERPRTEE 5 Points
Total for Terrace Quality..oeeveeeeeennn.. 100 Points
B TICTONICY s oieiois shniie: 07w jorerissniosia siesa, sails siieie suals sresiek 25 Points

The efficiency rating of a contestant shall be determined by dividing the points earned for terrace quality by

the cost of constructing 100 lineal feet of Terrace. The efficiency score ranging from 25 to 0 points shall be
determined by the Judges, based on the comparative efficiency ratings of all contestants in a class of compe-
tition. The total points earned by a contestant shall be the sum of the quality and efficiency points.
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SCORING POINTS & VALUES

Cross-sectional area of Channel............ 50 Points

In this section the standard level terrace must have a minimum of 16 square feet of channel cross-sectional area.

Rating standard or 8boVe...sccicssescsccsssesssssssasss 50 Points

Less than standard by 1 sq. ft..eeeeeiiiiieiiinnennn, 45 Points

Less than standard by 2 sq. ft..eoieieeieiieieineiennnn. 35 Points

Less: than standard by 3 80. ft.. ceseeecaesossosesasnssnss 20 Points

Less than standard by 4 sq. ft..veeeiieiiieinneeesneanns 0 Points
(T ATIET Y 5% o 5 60 Sl apaloits Epelc & e oiste & S afels ol & o 30 Points

Terrace and slopes and cross-sectional area to be such as to accommodate the operation of farm machinery.

Standard requirements:

Baek slope Of CHATNNEl . s oivi susie e o aie oaie s wie s a3 wis: ke e araiss o 4 ft,
Bottom width of channel.......ccoviiiiiiiiiiieirnnenrnnnnns 6 ft.
Front slope of terPace; oo sius « os sios s1ue spaiars oo o5 s ss5e & e & 00 6 5 6 ft
Back slope: of TeLTACE s« s e« sens siwiaini s sis s oo 5 oisls oiaie wis s 456 4% 14 ft.
Rating standard for front slope of terrace ridge......... 8 Points
Rating standard for back slope of terrace ridge .......... 8 Points
Rating standard for back slope of channel .............. 8 Points
Rating standard for bottom width of channel ............. 6 Points

Less than standard by 1 foot deduct 2 points,

Uniformity of Grade and Alignment....... 20 Points

On level terraces, the Judges inspection for uniformity shall decide the rating. Staked line represents peak of
terrace ridge, contestants shall follow such staked line with no visabale deviations:

Rating standard for uniform ridge ........... S yebe gk 10 Points
Rating standard for uniform channel .........ccceviuvnnn 5 Points
Rating standard for alignment .........cecieuiinnnennnn. 5 Points
Total for Terrace QUality...eeeeeeeneaenn. 100 Points
BT I OTICY s 0.5 5500 5 16 5 bierpuse s isiaa joidsruser slage shorosaks 25 Points

The efficiency rating of a contestant shall be determined by dividing the points earned for terrace quality by

the cost of constructing 100 lineal feet of Terrace. The efficiency score ranging from 25 to 0 points shall be
determined by the Judges, based on the comparative efficiency ratings of all contestants in a class of compe-
tition. The total points earned by a contestant shall be the sum of the quality and efficiency points.



MOLD BOARD CLASS

I hereby apply for entrance as a contestant in the 1946 National Plow Terrace Building Contest, sponsored
by the Mills County Soil Conservation District, The Omaha World-Herald and the Omaha Chamber of Commerce.

In consideration of the acceptance of this entry, I, hereby for myself, my heirs, executor and administrators,
waive and release any and all rights and claims for damages I may have against all other entrants and
against the sponsors, the co-sponsors, their committees, sub-committee agents and representatives, or the farm
operator or farm owner, and assign for any and all injuries to me in the National Plow Terrace Building Contest.

I further understand and agree that in consideration of my admission to this contest, my name and picture
may be used by the sponsors of the contest in commercial as well as news items without compensation, allowance
or reward, and I further understand that the National Plow Terrace Building Contest Committee is not respon-
sible for any awards other than those specifically set forth in the premium list.

Witness. ... 0 05% codh SO O R T wwes SeHd S O 6 Bk 8 AR 56 ST B e 6 BTN e 8 Nie, WUSTE wlele WTBLALeS

If Entrant is under 21 years of age, following release shall be signed.

In consideration of the National Plow Terrace Contest Committee accepting this entry in the 1946 National
Plow Terrace Building Contest, , as the parent or legal guardian of the entrant, do hereby release all other
entrants and the sponsors of any claims for injuries sustained by the said entrant.

WATHESS Y, ¢ oo o s16 o 078 svsimia winre sieie ooin v o AR A0 s s v e

Note: All entrance applications must be submitted to John H. Longstreet, Secretary of Mills County Conser-
vation District at Malvern, Iowa, by Wednesday, September 4, 1946.

The Contest Committee now appoint a publicity
and advertising Chairman, preferably a newspaper
man, and all major news releases are channeled
through this man.

The Technician now must survey and lay out
all terraces in the contest field, the contest lands
must be measured out, numbered and mapped. The

sample terrace must also be constructed in advanee
of the event.

The Contest Committee having secured the serv-
ices of competent Judges for the event, must now
request some local organization to furnish Observers
for the Contest. This requires one man for each
Contestant, who shall keep time and assist in secur-
ing compliance with the rules of the contest.

DUTIES OF OBSERVERS

OBSERVERS: The Judges shall appoint an observer for each contestant, to keep time and otherwise assist in
securing compliance with the rules of the contest.

1. EQUIPMENT: Each contestant shall provide a complete terracing unit in accordance with the specifica-
tions for the class in which he desires to compete. No substitutes of machines shall be permitted after the start
of the Contest.

2. FUEL: Each contestant must arrange to have fuel on hand to fill his tank completely at the beginning of
the Contest and sufficient reserve fuel, if any is needed, to complete his terrace.

3. CONTEST TERRACES: Contest Terraces shall be 300 feet long, each contestant shall draw for position,
the method of drawing to be determined by the Judges.

TIME: The time required to construct a terrace shall be used as one one of the factors in determining
efficiency. Each contestant shall be timed by an observer. The time required for construction shall be the total
elapsed time from the starting signal to completion of construction, less the free time allowed for repairs and
adjustment of equipment, as follows:
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MEASUREMENTS OF COMPLETED TERRACES

Measurements for scoring shall be made at a typical section of the completed terrace, the location for the
typical section to be made by contestant.

The settled ridge height shall be used in measuring the cross-sectional area of terrace channels. In order to
secure equal settlement the measurements shall be made in the wheel marks of a pneumatic-tired tractor backed
down slope across the terraces. The same model and make of tractor shall be used for this purpose on all terraces.

Cross-sectional readings shall be taken at two foot intervals for a distance of thirty (30) feet both ways
from the terrace ridge.

The cross-sectional readings shall be plotted on graph paper and measured accurately with planimeter.

TILLABILITY

(30 POINTS)

Tand NO..ovvrteeneeeeeannns -

Standard for Mills County Minimum Rating Contestant’s Score

Backslope of channel........ 4 ft. BIIPEST =~ o wa orodocaraialotn e aisvdhio:s Alsle 818 ST
Bottom width of channel..... 6 ft. 6 PUS.  * wisuws wieis siwi ste saie s s oo siae
Front slope of terrace........ 6 ft. 8 Pts. ass ol ssel s wisie Rie: eosi e miniie oo St
Back slope of terrace........ 14 ft- 8 PIs. | “sossasmsis B A s Rl
TOTAL SCORE for TILLABILITY ........ L R S

esssae sessers e L R ) ssecscsssccsce

Judge for Tillability.

UNIFORMITY OF GRADE & ALIGNMENT

(20 POINTS)

“On level terraces, the Judge’s inspection for uniformity shall decide the rating.
Staked line represents peak of terrace ridge, contestants shall follow such staked line
with no visible deviations.”

Land No..... Gf O B0 S0 00 6 s Contestant’s Score.

Rating standard for uniform ridge—10 pointS....eevvevevenns RIS i vOn 0 Wyl
Rating standard for uniform channel—5 pointsS. ..ceevevverveccvssseasssssssensoaes
Rating standard for alignment—5 pointS....c..o0.. R 00O O O e o AT i DS i
Total Score for Uniformity...coeeeeeee e s Wi WP RIAE SIS Siuye 8166 88, 86w wiele SieTE e



EFFICIENCY

LAND' NO. oo sinie sisis sisio sioia siniasinio s

EQUIPMENT: (Make, size, etc.)

CONSTRUCTION TIME: ...cccevevensses

TOTAL COST (300 ft.)..eeeuiivunnns

COST per’ 100 £06L. v a0 s ssssinesiaisios s i

--------------------

....................

Divide points for quality by the cost of constructing 100 feet of terrace.

EFFICIENCY RATING....ccctteteanans

EFFICIENCY SCORE....ccooutausenes

----------------------------------------

Judge of Efficiency

FIELD RULES FOR CONTESTANTS

TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 1946

You will be given a copy of your land number at
the drawing, you are requested to display this num-
ber on your tractor. Corresponding numbers are on
stakes at each end of your contest land.

Following the drawing, you will drive your trac-
tor to your assigned land and park it.

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1946

All-contestants will be at their tractors ready to
start at 10:00 a. m. prompt.

At 10:28 a. m. the National Anthem will be
played by the band, immediately following this the
starting bomb will be fired. Watch for the starting
bomb about 200 feet high in center of the field.

‘ You may use whatever time needed up to three
hours. There will be no signal closing operations.
Your observer will tell you when final time is up.

The starter bemb for the Open Class will be at
12:00 Noon,

It has been the courtesy rule in past contests
that when two contestants arrive at the fifty-foot

turning area at the same time that the right-of-way
be given to the man turning up hill.

If you are in doubt on any rules, ask your ob-
server, for he has complete rules as to operators
and assistants.

When you have completed your terrace, park
your tractor in the terrace channel at one end, and
ask your Observer to turn in your time sheet.

You will stay at your tractor until the Engineer
crew arrive to measure the cross-sectional area, etc.
The contestant will select a typical or average sec-
tion where he wishes the measurement to be taken.

The measurements shall be made in the wheel
marks of a pneumatic-tired tractor backed down
slope across the terrace.

Leave your tractor parked in the channel of your
terrace until after the Awards have been made.

Be Safe, Be Sure, Be Careful.

With all plans complete and with the weather
man on your side, you are now ready for the Con-
test.



There were thirty (30) entrants in the Mold-
board Class and eight (8) in the Open Class, repre-
senting the champion terrace builders of Kansas,
Nebraska, Indiana, Missouri and Iowa. All con-
testants were required to have their equipment on
the grounds at 1:00 p. m. on September 10th, and
th drawing for lands was held at 3:00 p. m, At the
drawing each contestant was given a copy of his
land number and requested to display this number
on his tractor. Corresponding numbers were on
stakes at each end of his contest land. Following
the drawing, contestants drove their tractors to
their assigned lands and parked them.

The remainder of the first day was filled in by
visiting the educational exhibits. About 1,000 square

feet of exhibits were shown by Iowa State College,
covering weeds, grasses and conservation practices.

On the second day, September 11th, the crowd
began to arrive at 8:00 a. m. and by 10:00 a. m., all
contestants were at their tractors with the excep-
tion of the two (2) Missouri entries who failed to
arrive at starting time, leaving twenty-eight (28)
in the Mold-Board Class and eight (8) in the Open
Class.

At 10:00 a. m. the Mills County 4H Band gave
a half hour concert. With some delay in the start-
ing bomb, the mold-board class got under way at
10:42 a. m.

The contestants and their equipment as listed by
lands at the start of the contest were:

MOLD-BOARD CLASS

Ll%::d Name Equipment
1. J. Lynn Stephens - - - - - Farmall M

1944 Winner—Mills County
Shenandoah, Page County, Iowa

2. Reuel T. Harman - - - - Oliver 70
3rd Place, Nebraska State 1946
Tabor, Mills County, Iowa

4. Richard Dutton - - - - Farmall M
Indiana State Winner, 1946
Vincennes, Indiana

5. Ralph S. Hibbs - - - - - - - Farmall M
Page County
Clarinda, Iowa

8. George Yaple - - - - - - - Deere G.M.
Page County
Braddyville, Iowa

10. Frank L. Head - - - - - - - Deere G.M.
Fremont County
Shenandoah, Iowa

11. Ezra Neben - - - - - - - Deere G. M.
1945 Nebraska Wmner
Murdock, Nebraska

13. Lester J. Lutz - - - - - - - Farmall M
Sarpy County
Papillion, Nebraska

14. Junior Fordice - - - - - - - Farmall M
Taylor County
Blockton, Iowa

15. Dominic Lickteig - - - - - - - Deere A
Shelby County
Harlan, Iowa

17. Luther Johannes - - - - - - MM.UTU
1st Place, Kansas, 1946
Powhattan, Brown County, Kansas

Land

No. Name Equipment

18. Edgar Anderson - - - - - Ford-Ferguson
Montgomery County
Red Oak, Iowa

19. Clarence Engelkemeier - - - - - Deere A
Cass County
Murray, Nebraska

20. Luther Munsinger - - - - - - - Deere A
Mills County
Tabor, Iowa

23. Harry H. Bashaw - - - - - - Case D.C.
Montgomery County
Villisca, Iowa

24. Dutch Rikli - - - - Farmall M
2nd Place, Nebraska State 1946
Murdock, Nebraska

26. John W. Smith - - - - - - - Farmall M
Burt County
Lyons, Nebraska

27. Bertel Engstrom - - - - - Ford-Ferguson
Page County
Essex, Iowa

32. Paul Flowers - - - - - - - . Farmall M
Adams County
Corning, Iowa

34. Paul Brummer - - - - - - - - Deere A
Pottawattamie County
Neola, Iowa

35. Robert Korthanke - - - - - Deere G.M.
2nd Place, Kansas, 1946
Hiawatha, Brown County, Kansas

36. John Stroburg - - - - - - - Deere G.M.
Taylor County
Blockton, Iowa



Land

No. Name Equipment

37. Ken Evans - - - - - - - - Deere G.M.
Mills County
Malvern, Iowa

38. Harvey A. Whitehead - - - - - Deere A
Otoe County
Syracuse, Nebraska

41. George Allen - - - - - - - Deere G.M.
Cass County
Plattsmouth, Nebraska

OPEN

Land

No. Name Equipment

25. Palmer Terracing Co. - 99 M Austin-Western
28. Palmer Terracing Co. - No. 12 Cat Mot. Grader
29. Cappel Machinery Co. - HM 150 Disk Plow
33. Paul Peterson - - - - Whirlwind Terracer

39. Lancaster Co. S.C.D. - - 2 Ford-Ferguson
Plows, Terracer, Blade, Rotary Hoe

With the aid of a good sound system, complete
coverage of the entire contest field made it possible
to keep the crowd of 20,000 well-informed on prog-
ress and to divide their attention to the various
contestants and the system of construction being
used. With regard to methods used, the contestants
were about evenly divided with half using the wide
island method of back-furrowing, known as the
Pittinger Method and the other half using the nar-
row island of cut in furrowing, known as the Mills
County Method, with one or two exceptions using
methods of their own adaptation.

With other activities, such as Contour line con-
tests, weed identification contests, waterway dem-
onstrations and a demonstration with a rotary
scraper filling in the 50-foot gaps between contest
lands, the crowd was entertained when not follow-
ing the contestants.

One of the outstanding features of the day was
the address at 2:30 p. m. by Dr. Wm. McClellan,
Chairman of Land Resources Council of Mississippi
Valley Association. Dr. McClellan’s subject was “Soil
Conservation—The Problem of Business.”

Tracing the results of soil deterioration down
through the centuries and showing the relationship
of soil productivity to economic advancements, Dr.
McClellan praised the efforts of the American farm-
er, but declared that the farmers must have more
assistance from bankers, manufacturers, city labor,
commercial men and people in general. He declared
that we must erect an all-out national defense

Land

No. Name Equipment
42. Norman L. Hull - - - - - - Farmall M
Otoe County
Palmyra, Nebraska
43. Hugo Meisinger - - - - - - Deere G. M,

Cass County
Plattsmouth, Nebraska

46. Ralph Worthington - - - - - - Farmall M
Cass County
Cumberland, Towa

CLASS

Land
No.

Name Equipment
40. Warren Gregory Jr. - - - Deere Disk Tiller
44. Breeding Imp. & Motor Co. - Deere Disk Tiller
45. Leo W. Tyner - - - - Whirlwind Terracer

Russell Bird—Operator

against aggressive nature if we are to continue as
a leading agricultural nation.

In closing, Dr., McClellan said, “When we don’t
conserve our fertile soil, it is unnecessary, heedless,
criminal waste, not only serving no good purpose,
but, worse than all, crippling our Nation, perhaps
forever. Can it be possible we shall be as stupidly
blind, and criminally negligent, as other great na-
tions of history, and not take up the task?”

Leaving the program we will briefly discuss the
judging procedure and the organization of this phase
of the contest.

Ralph C. Hay, Extension Agricultural Engineer
of Illinois acted as Chairman of Judges, assisted by
Wm. E. Meek, Agricultural Engineer of Delta
Branch Experiment Station, Stoneville, Mississippi;
C. R. Johnson, Assistant Extension Agricultural
Engineer of Iowa; George K. Welty, farmer mem-
ber, Shenandoah, Iowa; and Professor Chauncey
W. Smith, Department of Agricultural Engineering,
University of Nebraska.

Each Judge had an alternate that assisted him
and each had a Technical Advisor.

The six (6) survey crews made up of Techni-
cians of the Soil Conservation Service were under
the direction of District Conservationist Art Thore-
son of Council Bluffs, Iowa, and the drafting crews
were under the direction of District Conservationist
T. J. Powell of Shenandoah, Iowa.,



When a contestant completed his terrace, either
mold-board or open class, he requested his observer
to turn in his time, and parking his equipment at
one end of the land, he waited for the survey crew
to come and take a typical cross-section. The survey
was turned in to the drafting crew where it was
plotted on the official score sheet. From this cross-
section, the Judge in charge gives the scoring points
for Cross-sectional Area of Channel.

Next, the Judge in charge of Tillability measures
the front and back slope of terrace ridge, the back
slope of channel, and the bottom width of channel
and scores this section.

The Judge in charge of Uniformity must go over
every contest land with his Alternate and Technical
Advisor examining Grade of Ridge, Grade of Chan-
nel and Alignment and score such.

In determining the Efficiency Score, the Judge
in charge was guided by the A.S.A.E. rules which
set forth that the efficiency rating shall be deter-
mined by dividing the points earned for terrace
quality by the cost of constructing 100 lineal feet
of terrace and that a maximum of 25 points can be
allocated to efficiency. The judge had two things to
do, first, determine the cost of 100 feet of terrace
and second, set up a procedure for allocating the
efficiency score points.

In this procedure, the Judge referred to Ne-
braska Bulletin No, 324, “Cost of Tractor Power on
Nebraska Farms”, to Nebraska Tractor Tests Bul-
letin No. 338, and to Nebraska Bulletin No. 366,
“Costs of Operating Machinery on Nebraska
Farms,” bringing all costs up to current scales of
1946.

The costs of building 100 lineal feet of terrace
for each contestant is set forth under efficiency
opposite the cross-sections shown and therefore
needs no further explanation. It is of inferest to
note that the costs per 100 feet of terrace varied
from $1.092 to $2.50, proving th need for study in
the efficient construction of good quality terraces.

The awards were made at 4:30 p. m. with Bonds
to the first five places, and commercial prizes to
others.

The Sponsors and Co-Sponsors of this event are
deeply indebted to the numerous commercial groups,
civic organizations and agricultural groups that con-
tributed to the success of the National Plow Ter-
race Building Contest, and hope that the demonstra-
tion of the terrace as a soil conservation supporting
practice may cause this contest to become a major
agricultural field event in our nation.

MOLD-BOARD CLAS Sem==>

Norman L. Hull of Pal-
myra, Nebraska, won
the 1946 National Plow
Terrace championship.
He is shown here with
Mrs. Hull and their son.
(Mr. Hull scored 123 out
of a possible 125 points.



/
(
\

/

{

)

[

\
/

\

[

|
\

i

/

[
\

(
5

\

/

CONTESTANT Norman L., Hull LAND 42 RATING 1
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 17.4 Sq. Ft, Points 50
TILLABILITY . ..ccoiviae-nnnsns-t.28 Pts UNIFORMITY ...20 Pts

Front Slope of Terra.ce Rldge 9 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge ..10 Ptsj
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 24 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel .5 Pts.

Back Slope of Channel..... s 6 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 5 Pts.

Width of Channel B TR ety 4 Pts. QL‘%L[TY g

EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft $ 1. 092)..... eresseeenans
TOTAL oo 55565 550074 o 0008 aisleiere e v ae Hinie biaTe Bessimen

CONTESTANT Robert Korthanke LAN 35 RATING 2
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA Ol< CHANNEL 3 Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY .30 Pts. l‘NIFORVﬂTY ... 20 Pts,
Front Slope of ’I‘enace Rldge 7 5Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge 10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge.14.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 5 Pis.
Back Slope of Channel....., 4.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 5 Pts.
Width of Channel ......... 6.5 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY ... 100 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $1.470)...000uveesisnnnns 18 99 Pts.
TOTAL ..... 118‘)‘) Pts.

TANT Luther Munsinger Land 20 Rating 3

CROS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 18.0 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY 30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...20 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 8.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge . 10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 18.0 Ft. 8 Pis. Grade of Channel 5 Pts.

Back Slope of Channel..... . 9.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment sivesy D DESE
Width of Channel . 8.0 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY . . 100 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 T, $1.640) .0 sswes sneeas . 18.09 Pts.
TOTAL sad tewsse  aseesesseans . ceesss 118.09 Pts.
CONT ANT Clarence Engelkemeier LAND 1') RATING 4
CRCSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 25.5 Sq. Ft. Points 50

TILLABILITY - 30 Pts. UNIFORWIITY .. 19 Pts,

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 7.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge 10 Pts.

Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 14.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel, 4 Pts.

Back Slope of Channel.,.... 6.3 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment 5 Pts.
TALITY

Width of Channel £Rece 6.1 Fi. 6 Pts. "99 Pts.

EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $1.460).. 18.90 Pts.
POTAL s eiovinie owinua siassans biane bewe e ae s ceenees. 117,90 Pts.

CONTESTANT Harvey Whitehead LAND 38 RA’I‘II\G 5

CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 19.5 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY . . 28.4 Pts. UNIFORM'[T ...18 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 11.2 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Rxdge 10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 14.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 5 Pts.

Back Slope of Channel..... T4 FL. 8 Pts. Alignment ol 3 Pts.
Width of Channel 5.2 F 4.4 Pts. QUALITY <. 96.4 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cosL pel‘ 100 ft., $1 418 v v siosiaina s wwvie sesere i 19.0 Pts.
TOTAL: oo cionne e ieseestssensses-ceerasane cencees- 115.4 Pis.
CONTESTANT John Stroburg LAND 36 RATING 6
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 16.7 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY = .30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...18 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge ‘8.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge 10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 18.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel.,.... 7.7 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 3 Pts.

Width of Channel . 8.3 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .... 98 Pis.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 Pt, $1.589). 00000 [ L17.20 l’ts
POTAL: o0 voniain o civiw 5 miniwie st ssiearanns ..........115.20Pts.
CONTESTANT Reuel Harman LANI) 2 RATING 7
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 28.4 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY 30 Pts. UNIFORMITY .. 20 Pts.

Front Slope of ’I‘errace Rldge 10 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge 10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 16 Fi. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel .?)Pts.

Back Slope of Channel ...... 9 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ...... Pts.
Width of Channel .. 11 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .... 100 Pts,
EFFICIENCY (cost pex 100 ft $1.875) eveecencsesecaeess 14.85 Pts.
TOTAL .00 o o ascaee eisien 2 miinAe e SATRNAE F 114.85 Pts.
CONTESTANT George All LAND 41 RATING 8
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 18.9 Sq. Ft, Points 50
TILLABILITY . ..30 Pts. UNIFORMITY . 20 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace R\dge 7 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge 10 Pis.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 23 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel ....... 4 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ..... 5 Pts.

Width of Channel ......... 20 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY +..77100 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $1.881) PR s 7 14.80 Pts.

TOTAL .. cee- .- ....114.80 Pts.
CONTESTANT Leih’r J. Llltz LAND 13 RATING TIE 9 & 10

CROSS SECTIONAL AREA Ol‘ CHANNEL 36.4 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY 30 Pts. UNIFORMITY .. 17 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 8.4 Ft. 8 Pis. Grade of Ridge 8 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Rldge 18.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 5 Pts.

Back Slope of Channel .....15.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 4 Pts,
Width of Channel . 6.5 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY o-nisie ‘)'7 Pts,
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $L.819) ... iiiens s o noisine 16.75 Pts.
TOTAL wivi  dm wes weseiee siersiayee e e 113.75 Pts.
CONTESTANT J. Lvm\ Stephens LAND 1 RATING 10
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA ()F CHANNEL 31.5 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY 30 Pts. UNIFORMITY .. 17 Pts.

Front Slope of Terlace Rldge 8.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge 10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 18.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 2 Pts.

Back Slope of Channel . ® 9.0‘ Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ...... 5 Pts.
Widih of Channel . 7.5 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY . 97 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 1t SL.819). ocd svivieioin sininnis o 16.75 Pts.

MOBATY s SivabncoBil waisd s Finlomcn siniein =50 ST oo 113,75 Pts.
CONTESTANT TYrank I.. Head LAND 10 RATING 11
CROSS QECTIOV‘\L AREA OF CHANNEL 3§ Sq. Points 50
TILLABILIT .. 28 Pts. UNIFORMIIY ...19 Pts,

Front Slope of ’I‘errace Rldge 12.5 Ft. 8 Pis. Grade of Ridge 10 Pts.
Back S'ope of Terrace Ridge 14.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 4 Pts.

Back Slope of Channel ..... 3.0 Ft. 6 Pts. Alignment oo D BlS.
Width of Channel 6.5 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY 97 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $1.675) ....... cesens .. 16.15 Pts.

TOTAL ..... wis Slasinie o Salee bppisan emsine s cecesnesseenecns 113.15 Pts.
CONTESTANT Bertel Engstrom LAND 27 RATING 12
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA Ol< CHANNEL 19.1 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY 27 Pts. UNIFORMITY .. 18 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 7.8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge . 9 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 18.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 4 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel we-e. 7.6 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ...... 5 Pts.

Width of Channe .- . 4.5 Ft. 3 Pts. QU‘\L TY ..... 95 Pts,
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $1.552)...... csesecsiaenan 17.05 Pts.
TOTAL . ... P T ceees 112,05 Pts.
CONTESTANT Ralph S, Hibbs LAND 5 RATING 13
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 31.4 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY .29 Pts. UNIFORMITY ... 20 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 9.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge 10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Rld{,e 17.7 Fi. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 5 Pts.

Back Slope of Channel. ..10.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ...... 5 Pts.
Width of Channel 3 50 Ft. 5 Pts. QUALITY ..... 99 Pts,
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $2.155)...c.cuvasees cereees 12.84 Pts.

TOTAL §oeewss s sesseease ‘s sesecsesssesaeca 111.84 Pts,
CONTESTANT George Yaple LA\'D 8 RATING 14
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 28.6 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY 29 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...18 Pts

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 8.3 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge 10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Rldge 19.4 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. :éPts

Back Slope of Channel..... 10 0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... Pts.
Width of Channel ....... 5.5 Ft. 5 Pts. QUALITY ..... 97 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $1.855) 14 6 Pts.

TOLA . 5siais waisieis sloieias senias ssoming e eeseccens cessseannans 111,60
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CONTESTANT Ezra Nebe LAND 11 RATING 15
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 27.0 Sq. Ft. Points 30
TILLABILITY .o teeeee-20.30 Pts, UNIFORMITY ...16 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rxdge 8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 15 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel, 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel,..... 10 Ft 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 4 Pts.
Wid.h of Channel 6 Pts. QUALITY ..96 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft .$1 730) e 0eseansesonss 5.49 Pts,

TOTAL ... . .cieeeeecsscnnseann cessssesesess 111.49 Pts.

CONTESTANT Luther Johannes LAND 17 RATING 16
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 26.4 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY vesses-+0.30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...16 Pts,

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 8.1 Ft. 8 Pis. Grade of Ridge...10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge.16.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 2 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel...... 6.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 4 Pts.
Width of Channel .......... 7.8 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .. .96 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100" ft., $1.832)cvecccccacccsssosnse 14.6 Pts.
TOTAL .cooccccescssasssesssnsscee s ..110.60 Pts.
CONTESTANT Harry Bashaw LAND 28 RATING 17
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 25.1 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY . .. . ceeseee -0.30 Pts, UNIFORMITY ...19 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Rxdge 8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge... 9 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 16 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel...... 10 Ft 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 5 Pts.
Width of Channel ... Ft. 6 Pts.QUALITY ....
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 "it., 5 $2 400) .. csccensnscssssaass11.50 Pts,
OTEL 5w slsars swsn sebims viieis sosinmsesanvesssv L LUBOELSS
CONTESTANT Ralph Worthington LAND 46 RATING 18
COROSS SECTIONAL AREA ‘OF CHANNEL 22.7 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY ..... v.0s.30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...18 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 9 3 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge... 8 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 19.8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel.. 9.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 5 Pts.
Width of Channel . .. 6.7 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .98 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100" ft., $2.205)ccccccccececcnna 12.88 Pts.
TOTAL.cseccoscosssssse seceessssasssssssscsscesssss 110,38 Pts.
CONTESTANT Richard Dutton LAND 4 RATING 19
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 38.7 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY owes .30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...18 Pts,
Front Slope of Terrace Rxdge ‘13.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge ..10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge.16.0 Ft. 8 Pis. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel,..... 9.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 3 Pts,
Width of Channel.......... 7.5 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .......98 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $2.265)..c00ccccesvcccanes ’.12.10 Pts.

TOTAL tiveeveescasnsnaenssscencnnss ..110.10 Pts.

CONTESTANT Paul Brumm LAND 34 RATING 20
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 16.5 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY . veeessses.30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...12 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rndge 6.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge... 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 15.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 3 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel...... 6.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 2 Pts.
Width of Channel.......... 8.0 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .......92 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $1.465)..ccccecsesssaccss..17.54 Pts.
TOLAl .cececesscesasonsocsssssssssosssessasesnassnssse .109.54 Pts.
CONTESTANT Hugo Meisinger LAND 43 RATING 21
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 21.7 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY 5 ,.30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...16 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Ru:lge "8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge... 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge.16 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 5 Pt_s
Back Slope of Channel.,.... 9 Ft. 8 Pis. Alignment ....... 4 Pts.

Width of Channel . 8 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY 96 Pts.
EFFICIENCX (cost per ‘100 ft $2.0109) . .13.35 Pts.
TOT. vessepsseeesan cecesenans . 109.35 Pts.
CON'I‘ESTANT ‘Paul Flowers LAND 32 "'RATING 22
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 25.6 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY AT .28 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...11 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 6 8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 6 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 22.4 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 2 Pts.

Back Slope of Channel...... 6.1 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 3 Pts.
Width of Channel .. 5.0 Ft. 4 Pts. QUALITY «e. .89 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft $1.265) . evcescnrncsaasesss.19.60 Pts,

TOTAL .. : ceeenees.108.60 Pts.
CONTESTANT Dominic ~Lickteig ‘LAND 15 RATING 23
C SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 20.0 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY o4 ieaiassabeasini .28 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...16 Pts.
Front Slope of Terlace g . 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 18 3 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel. ..... 5 2 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 4 Pts.

Width of Channel ........ 0Fi. 4 Pts. QUALITY ...... 94 Pts,
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ﬂ $1.870) cveveesesosnecncess.14.01 Pts.
TOTAL ., oo werw s s 108.01 Pts.
(!ON'I‘ES’I‘AN'I‘ John' “’. Smlth LAND 26 RATING 24
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OI" CHANNEL 27.3 Sq. Ft, Points 50
TILLABILITY ... 27 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...16 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 9.6 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 8 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 14.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel ......6.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 3 Pts.

Width of Channel ......... 4.5 Ft. 3 Pts. QUALITY ......93Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 it , $1.769)cueeiiecnrnnenenass.14.65 Pts.
ro N T oL O S ] [ O
CONTESTANT Ken Evans LAND 37 RATING 25
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 46.8 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY . ... 30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...14 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Rxdge 9 5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 6 Pts.

Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 21.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grgde of Channe!
Back Slope of Channel......14.1 ¥t. 8 Pts. Alignment ..
Width of Channel ......... 6.3 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY 94 Pts.

EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $2.500)..c00veveesccncanss '.10.50 Pts.

BDOTAL coiscsiamesne i sovesssmsvass swovessussesnssess: 10560

CONTESTANT Dutch Rikli LAND 24 RATING 26
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 24.3 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY .. <veeee .30 Pts, UNIFORMITY ...12 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 85 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 16.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 2 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel......13.8 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 3 Pts.
Width of Channel . . 6.5 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY

EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $2.321)cccecccsccnssses "11.05 Pts.

TOTAL . .econeaaneans ...-.--.-..............-.......108.06Pts.

CONTESTANT Junior Fordice LAND 14 RATING 27
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 22.9 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY ..... ..28 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...10 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge ‘9.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 17.4 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 2 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel......11.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 3 Pts.
Width of Channel ....... 5.0 Ft. 4 Pis. QUALITY .... 88 Pts.

EFFICIENCY (cost per 100" ft., $1.995)cccecncerarnnnceesss12.30 Pts.

IR siorslics omioisie s-oininis o oismis'aciisinsnis s osniois esaiviovisiviarnio HODISOIELRS

CONTESTANT KEdgar Anderson LAND 18 RATING 28
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 23.5 Sq, Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY seen 21.2 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...13 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace R]dge 7.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 6 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 10.7 Ft. 1.2 Pts. Grade of Channel, 4 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel .....12.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ...... 3 Pts.
Width of Channel ...... 5.0 Ft. 4 Pts. QUALITY .... 84.2 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $1.683).cc0ccsvcsssscessse.13.95 Pts,

TOTAL ..coeeveeovnasacsscnnns ..98.15 Pts,
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CONTESTANT Ezra Nebe LAND 11 RATING 15
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 27.0 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY cessec-sssnsenncs ..30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...16 Pts.

Front Slope of Terr: ace Rldge 8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 15 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel, 5 Pts
Back Slope of Channel,,.....10 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ... 4 Pt

Wid.h of Channel  ...... 6 Ft. 6 Pts QUALITY ... .96 P(N.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $1.730)..c.cvverncerssnssss.15.49 Pts,
TOTAL oo :-oesssiocsncosssrsssssovssssossseovsssise LLLA9IPES,
CONTESTANT Lu(hvr Johannes LAND 1 7 RATING 16
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA UF CHANNEL 26.4 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY ..30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...16 Pts.

Front Slope of 'I‘erlace Rxdge 8 1 Ft 8 Pis. Grade of Ridge...10 Pts,
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge.16.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 2 Pts.
Back Slope of ‘Channel...... 6.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 4 Pts
Width of Channel ... 7.8 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY ...
EFFICIENCY (cost per vy $1.832)cecercescccsncnnes

'I‘OTAIL.............................................1]0.60Pts.

CONTESTANT Harry Bashaw LAND 23 RATING 17
CROSS "'SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 25.1 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY . . vees ..30 Pts. UNIFORMITY .,.19 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge. 8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge... 9 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 16 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel.......10 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 5 Pts.
Width of Channel . veese TFt. 6 Pts.QUALITY . e .99 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per ‘160 ft $2.400) e ceveeereccncsesess . 11.50 Pts,

TOTAL .............................................110.50Pts.

CONTESTANT Ralph Worthington LAND 46 RATING 18
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNLL 22.7 Sq. Points 50
TILLABILITY .. <. ese0.30 Pts. UNIFOBMITY «..18 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge. ‘9.3’ Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge... 8 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 19.8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts.
Ba,ck Slope of Channel...... 9.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 5 Pts

Width of Channel ......... 6.7 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY ......98Pts.
EFFI(‘IENCY (cost per 100 ft., $2.205)..cceeecessesassss..12.38 Pts.

TOTAL .. ueernnneseesnsnsossssnsessssssssasssnssses 110.38 Pts.

CONTESTANT Richard Dutton LAND 4 RATING 19
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 38.7 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY .30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...18 Pts,

Front Slope of Terrace Rxdge ‘130 Ft. '8 Pts. Grade of Ridge ..10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge.16.0 Ft. 8 Pis. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts
Back Slope of Channel...... 9.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ,...... 3 P

Width of Channel,.... 7.5 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .......98 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft 82,265) 0505 suriis s sisiwnsoree s 1200 PSS

OTAL .y 0000 00 om0 s sitionosssssswnsssgusssenssnsessinsssi10:10/ Bisy

CONTESTANT Paul Brumme LAND 34 RATING 20
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 16.5 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY . veesees..30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...12 Pts,

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge. 6.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge... 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 15.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 3 Pts
Back Slope of Channel...... 6.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 2 Pt
Width of Channel.......... 8.0 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .......92 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $1.465)..cccesesssssseaess.17.54 Pts.
TOtAl ceceversesscssrcsscsscssanas wesseess.109.54 Pts,
CONTESTANT Hugo Meisinger 43 RATING 21
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHAN‘NLL 21 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY .30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...16 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Rldge '8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge... 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge.16 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel...... 9 Ft. 8 Pis. Alignment ....... 4 Pts.

Width of Channel .. 8 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .......96 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft $2.0100 4 ceeensesesseansses.13.35 Pts.
TOTAL . sesesnnaenian ceeessasasee. - 109.35 Pts.
CONTESTANT "Paul Flowers LAND 32 RATING 22
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 25.6 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY “aeee .28 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...11 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 6 8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 6 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 22.4 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 2 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel...... 6.1 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment 3
Width of Channel .......... 5.0 Ft. 4 Pts. QUALITY
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft $1.265) .
TOTAL . vesessss.108.60 Pts.

CONTESTANT' "Dominic Lickteig LAND 15 RATING 23
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 20.0 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY e .28 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...16 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Rxdge 83 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 18.3 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel veess D.2Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment . oo 4 Pt8L
Width of Channel 5.0 Fi. 4 Pts. QUALITY

EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 £, $1.870)¢reusnseeennes 14.01 Pts.

108.01 Pts.

TOTAL .. .e- Sesesese s isec-semess
CONTESTANT' John 'W. 'Smith * LAND 26 "'RATING 24
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA ()I<‘ CHANNEL 27.3 Sq. Ft, Points 50
TILLABILITY ... .+.27 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...16 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Ridge 9.6 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 8 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 14.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel ..... .6.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 3 Pts.
Width of Channel ....e00-. Ft. 3 Pts. QUALITY ...... 93 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft $1. 769)....................liﬁ_q Pts.

WOMAL woosoennsosssosanssapases rveosssessssssesessidllG8 I8

ceee

CONTESTANT Ken Evans LAND 37 RATING 25
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 46.8 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY 30 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...14 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge ‘9.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 6 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 21.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grgde of Channel. 4 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel.,... .14 1 ¥t. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 4 Pts.
Width of Channel ...... 6.3 Ft. '6 Pts. QUALITY . 94 Pts.

EFFICIENCY (cost per ]OO ft., $2. 500)....................10 50 Ptn

TOTAL secevsesce-voossseensssee-soesssssnssesessss 104,50 Pts.

CONTESTANT Dutch Rikli LAND 24 RATING 26
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA 0[‘ CHANNEL 24.3 8Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY ... .30 Pts, UNIFORMITY ...12 Pts.

Front Slope of 'I‘errace Rldge 8 5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 16.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel, 2 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel..... .13 8 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 3 Pts.
Width of Channel . ....... 6.5 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .... 92 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft $2.321)ccssosccccscscssses.11.05 Pts.

TOTAL . cccevecnnnans ...............................103.05Pts.

CONTESTANT Junior Fordice LAND 14 RATING 27
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 22.9 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY ..... ..28 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...10 Pts.

Front Slope of Terrace Rldge ‘9.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 17.4 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel. 2 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel......11.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment .
Width of Channel ...... 5.0 Ft. 4 Pis. QUALITY

EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft., $1.995).ccceeccens

TOTAL .cccrvcvncecsoccassasccsancssssancnssscasaes

CONTESTANT Edgar Anderson LAND 18 RATING 28

CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 28.5 Sq, Ft. Points 50

TILLABILITY o 21.2 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...13 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 7 5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge .. 6 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 10.7 Ft. 1.2 Pts. Grade of Channel. 4 Pts.
Back Slope of Clhannel vee..12.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ...... 3 Pts.
Width of Channel 5.0 Ft. 4 Pts. QUALITY 84.2 Pts.
EFFICIENCY (cost per 100 ft $1.683).ccocccrces coeos 13.95 Pts.

98.15 Pts.

+.12.30 Pts.
.100.30 Pts.

TOTAL .coovecescsccrossosssoccorcsssasossrsossesnssse
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Here are the first
place winners. Winning
first was Norman L.
Hull (extreme right) of
Palmyra, Nebraska . . .
Others, left to right,
are Harvey Whitehead,
Syracuse, Neb., fifth;
Clarence Engelkemeier,
Murray, Neb., fourth;
Luther Munsinger, Ta-
bor, lowa, third; and
Robert Korthanke, Hia-
watha, Kans., second.

CONTESTANT Leo W. Tyner

CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 18.8 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY ..cceee -aesoesoscn ..30 Pts. UNIFORMITY .. 20 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 8.2 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge...10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Rldge 20.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grale of Channel, 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel,..... 7.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 5 Pts.
Width of Channel.,........ 6.7 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY ...... 100 Pts
CONTES' NT Paul R. Peterson LAND 33 RATIVG 2 & 3 Tie
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA ()l< CHANNEL 24.3 It. Points 50
TILLABILITY ... .30 Pts. l‘NlF()R’\l[T\ .o 17 Pts, -
Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 8 3 F‘t. 8 Pis. Grade of Ridge .. 9 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 19.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 4 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel...... 5.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment .......47 Pts.
Width of Channel........ .. 6.7 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY oo sue o 37 PES,
CONTESTANT Breeding Imp. & Motor Co. LAND 44 RATING 3
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 16.0 Sq. Ft. Points  §
TILLABILITY ..27 Pts. UNIFORMITY .. 20 Pts.
Front Slope of Terrace Rxdge 6.7 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge ..10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 12 5 Ft. 5 Pts. Grade of Channel. 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel 7.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 5 Pts.
Width of Channel...... ... 6.2 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .. <97 Pts,
CONTESTANT Palmer Terracing Co, LAND 28 RATING 4
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 22.0 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY = ... ..... . .50 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...16 Pts,
Front Slope of Telrdce Rldge T 2 Ft . 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge . 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Rldi.,e 20.8 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel,..... 9.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... Pts
Width of Channel......... . 6.8 Ft. 6 Pis. QUALITY .96 l’(%.
CONTESTANT Warren Gregory Jr. LAND 40 RATING 5
CROS L("l‘l()\"\l. AREA Ol‘ CHANNEL 23.6 8q. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILIT cesenns .. 24.2 Pts. UNIFORMITY ...20 Pts.
Front Slope m Terrace Rl(lge 8 0 Ft. 8 P.s. Grade of Ridge ..10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 11.1 Ft. 2.2 Pts. Grade of Channel 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel...... 6.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ..... 5 Pts.
Width of Channel........ .o 6.0 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY ...... 94.2 Pts.
CONTESTANT Lancaster Co., S.C.D LAND 39 RATING 6
JRO SECTIONAL AREA OF (‘HANNI&L 21.6 Sq. Ft. Points 50
TILLABILITY ..28 Pts. UNIFORMITY .15 Pts,
Front Slope of Terrace Rldge 5. 0 Ft. 6 Pts. Grade of Ridge . 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Rldge 14.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 4 P.s.
Back Slope of Channel......11.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ....... 4 Pts,
Width of Channel...... . 9.0 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .‘):l Pts.
CONTESTANT Palmer Terracing Co LAND 25 RATING 7
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF ( HAVNEL 15.6 Sq. Ft. Points 48
TILLABILITY 2%7.4 Pts. U NIFORMITY .17 Pts.
Front Slope of ’I‘errace Ridge 4 7 Ft. 5.4 Pts. Grade of Ridge 10 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 17.0 Ft. 8 Pis. Grade of Channel 2 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel...... 8.0 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment 5 Pts.
Width of Channel.......... 7.2 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY ‘)2 4 Pts.
CONTESTANT Cappel Mach. Co. LAN 29 RATING 8
CROSS SECTIONAL AREA OF CHANNEL 14.5 Sq. Ft. Points 40
TILLABILITY n 30 Pts. UNIFORMITY 17 Pts
Front Slope of Telrace Rldge 8.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Ridge 7 Pts.
Back Slope of Terrace Ridge 18.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Grade of Channel 5 Pts.
Back Slope of Channel ..... 6.5 Ft. 8 Pts. Alignment ...... Pts.
Width of Channel.......... 6.0 Ft. 6 Pts. QUALITY .......87 Pts.

(Russel Bird,
L

Operator)
) 45 RATING 1




Conservation
Everybody IS! Benefits

@ SAVES THE LAND i
@® INCREASES CROP YIELDS . A“.
® BOOSTS INCOMES

@ HELPS THE COMMUNITY
@ HELPS THE NATION

® MAKES A BETTER WORLD

Third Annual OMAHA WORLD -HERALD 1947
SOIL CONSERVATION PROGRAM Again Offers . ..

$ 00 IN CASH AWARDS
tor SOIL CONSERVATION
SEE YOUR SOIL CONSERVATIONIST, COUNTY AGENT, OR WRITE TO
THE OMAHA WORLD-HERALD FOR ENTRY BLANKS




NATIONAL PLOW TERRACE
CONTEST IS SET FOR 1947

CASS COUNTY. NEBRASKA
AUGUST 27, 1947

Alvin Oehlerking Farm

4 Miles West of Weeping Water
ON HIGHWAY No. |

115 - Acre Tract To Be Terraced

Sponsored By
The Omaha World-Herald and the Omaha Chamber

of Commerce Agriculture Committee in Cooperation
With the Cass Soil Conservation District



This Booklet is Published by the

®maha @@orld-Terald

IN THE INTERESTS OF
SOIL CONSERVYATION
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