PRODUCTION I AGRICULTURE

3TAYDARDS OF PRODUCTION IN LGRICULTURE.

There is no subject in the social sphere of the economics
of agriculture which requires more study than that of the standards by
which the values of differing agricultural systems should be Judged.

At present the state of thought of farmmers, economists, and politicians
on this subject is chaotic. Opinions vary with changes in national or
individusl circumstances, and there is 10 clear apprehension of the
fundamental reguirements which a system of productive organization of
azgriculture should meet.

nvery farmer knows that the quantity of goods wroduced by
a Ziven amount 0f land can be influenced by the choice of crops or
animals and bﬁ the intensify of the cultivation of the crops or animals
selecteds DBut what ﬁould be the answer of any group of agriculturists
tc the fo}lowing guestions: -

Should the basis of selection of crops and stock be -

(1) The nphysiecal quantity or the money value ¢f the product?
(£2) fThe larzest net return to the landovmer?
(o9} The laroect managerisl income of the farmer?
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iculturists are faniliar with the method of Jjudaing
the wroductivity ¢f faming systems by the yield ner acre: but it
is to be feured that even iIn this case the crudest standard has
been used moet frecuently, und 1ittle attention hus beeﬁ neid $o the
net yield per acre of land. “Tuen furmers zre thinkinz of t elir craft
few of them will be deéeived by statements of gross yield of rroduvet
rer acre, without reference to the raw materizls and labour reguired
t0 produce such yield. “Ten thinking: nolitically, Lowever, many agri-
culturists will use figxures for th 5rbss value of output wer acre
i thout any refereice to the ph:ﬁicﬁl or the monetary coste.

The avylication of tests by any standard derends entirely upon

statictical methods, and opinions on the value 0f results obtained by

.

these methods vary widely. “Ten the vprinmary zcuarce of the data is
larie number of individuals, the circumstunces of whose business vary
considerably, the dats are bound to be simple and rather mea:re. 7This

ith collection of data for the wwnual ooricultural re=-
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detzail and nerharc greater accuracy in ind
enumeration by a collector, as in tie case Of the censuse. XRut when de-
tailed and comrlicated data are required they can nct be ohtuined ex-

cent by some form of freguent reccerdin:, or by extractions from records



xent for other purpcses. .o set of records may be ket for trhe purpose

Gf ascertuining certair svecific data, 2. e, the anoant of lzbour

eraployed on farms or requivred for sroving certoin gronc, or this in-

Graaation may be extracted from finuncial accounts if these ure best

|

n sufficisnt detail.e I most countries a certain awmount of infor-
Cn the winole, agricultural stutistics are obtained by the simpler and
less labvorious, hut less reliable methodsz.

The results obtained by the simple methods muy be checked in
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various ways, and the
is done the data will remzin simple, and veiny so the superstructure

0f reasoned conclusion based on them should be limited as nmucn as

Ilowever, credence has been fiven to statistics cobtained by
simple methods, and the results Lave exerciaed a certain cmount of in-
fluence upon economic and social opinion as te the value of the or-
mi-ht be comnsidered desirable

»anizaticon of Rritich ariculture.
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to examine tie reliablility of stics, but this is only a

mincr paurt of any examination of the standards by which the sroductivity

of o e¢ystom of farm orsanization should be judsed. It miht be dis
coveraed that ficures which have been used were totally unreliulle, or

that the probable error was very considerable. 3ven if t“e were re-
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iable 1t would still be necessar:: (0 examine tie uusctioc:
provided useful standards for the guidunce of Jjudimente The main pu
pose of this study, therefore, mact e to examine the validity and

utility of the various staudards, especially the

B

and the production per nman,
The following comparative firares for the value of :roduce per
acre in certain Suropesn countries were published a few ryears before
the woreX
Yield per acre - - s R
Beloln eeoveeocscsssscoecasassnee B 20 O O
DENMAEYE sevvesensssssccnssscssue ‘if,g ¢ 0 (approx.)
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Great Zritain UNder eecesscccess ?-E' 0 0
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Lire CLiristopher Turnor, wno was resvonsible for these fi-
ares added - 'It is to my mind re rettable that farm stutictics
tare not riven in terms of so much per acre, a«c this metiod 'uffords
the bast aad clearest method of comuarizon.,*  Yet Ire Jurnor admitted
&t this methiod 4id not sfford anything like an accurate comparison

when he found 1t necessary to state that 'mach lund is cultivated 1n

France walch in Dngland twould be considered too poor for cultivation';

* purnor, "Lend Problems and Iational Jelfare, Tpe 51=6G
* % -Tul"llo _po ..E.'I Pu 5?: o N




and that *'the avera e lond in Dewnmark is 0F muzh poorer guality

tand the climate more severe, thuan in Zngland.,' He also remaried that

the Eritish yleld was low 'considerins the richress "of our soil.'*

I1f these complications have to be metf in the simple and crude coumnari-
I ~

son 07 gross value of yield per uere, the complications invelved when the

net values are o;hloered are much greater.

The official estinate of tie gross velue of the yvield of 1om

roultivated' lund or E3 3s. on nearly 48,000,000 acres, includins all
the varying cuclities of land, ** 7hile such estimates or records Lro-
vide csome incdication of the vroductivity (in money value) per ocre,
they do not provide any indication at all of the onroductivity of either
the capital or labour used upon the land.

Retveen 1908 and 1911 the'Report on the Census of Iroduction
required by the .Act of 1908 was being_ﬁrepared. is cencus applied
t0 practically «l1ll forus of business, und it was necessary to bring

the inforaation with recard to acriculture into line with that obtain-

ed as rezsards other industries. Consequeitl , unn effort was mude to

* It should also be noted that it is not clear vhether allowance

hina been nade ”““-‘%e u_“?Prﬁdu rrize levels ruling in the various coun-
tries, a. 7., vrether allovince has been made for the gifent oF th
tariff in Prarsce, '

¥* Report on Agricul tural O:tput. Cd. 6277 1912, Te 27
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* Ddinbuarsih Zoeview, ber 1915 (No. 488). we 285
o aericultural Statistics. Tte ve Cde 7271 1914, p 381-388.
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time. It was then recognized publicly, almost for the first time in
recent years, that comparative statements of the average yield per acre,
'tuken by themselves (provide) 'a very imperfect guide to the rela-~

tive productiveness of farming 'in different countries.' Similarly,

1t was pointeéqout that statements of the numvers of livestock kept

per unit of land would provide only & artiul measure of livestoek
rroouction anless account is taxen of early matarity and other factors

eoductivitye Of greater inmportance was the fact that an attempt

wie made 6 measure the relative smounts of nmonusl zind other labour
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