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COSTSOFWORKSTOCK

Workstock were kept on 58 of the 61 farms included in this study. The

average number of workstock per farm for all farms was 13, most of which were

mules. The typical work animal was fed in a dry lot throughout the ;:rear as

pasture was not available on most farms. The annuaI [orSS8 CO:3t ocr head for
y

keeping workst.ock , excluding shelter and taxes, i;1 J 9'::;: v.as $L)'7.:37, f'Lgure :3.

Feed cost constituted 73 per cent of the an.rua'l g~~os:; cost of keerxi ng work-

stock. Corn and peanut hay were the main SOUreGB of feed. L,C ave rage amount

fed per mule annually Vias 60 bushels of corn and three i.ons of rna.nut hay.
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Item

Feed

Depreciation

Chore labor

Harness

Interest

Vet., medicine
and shoeing .

Total

Per cent of gross cost r-er work anirra L

Figure 3. Principal cost items as percentages ofrro,ss c os t
per work animal. The cost of keening works t ocl; in 1343 was
relatively high as a result of h.i ah foed nr-i ce s ,

Depreciation amounted to 10 per cent of the annual work st.ock costs. The

average cost of mules 'when purchased was $246.38. The estimated years of use-

ful life were 12.34, resulting in denreciation of $19.96 P3!' mule annually or

8.1 per cent of the average purchase price.

§/ Gross cost does not include a charge for taxes and shelter. For details
see Appendix table 10, page 56.
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Chore labor per mule annually was 112 hours. Calculated at 15 cents an

hour, the cost was $16.80 or 8 percent of the total costs.
. .

The average estimated cost of harness per mule was $7.22 or 4 per cent. of

the total annual costs •.

Interest was figured at 5 per cent on one-half of the average purchase

. price of the mules. The' interest charged amounted to only ;Ui6.16 or 3 ner cent

of the total annua.l, costs.···
. " , . , . '

Veterinary fees, medicine and shoeing expenses werc vsna.Ll, amountd ng to
.. .' . .

only ~~3.91 per mule or '2 percent of the total annual costs. C- ~. ·)"'t fa -~rns,.,1.J ,:.~ 'J c·........,

the mules I feet were t.r imned f'r'om two to' t.hr oo tim3s
..

Very few mules

were shod as they were not normally used for haulinr: on the hip:h1iiays.
. , "

,

The annual cost of equipment pulled b;y workst.ockTcr farms ('Je.rated with

four or more mul.es was ~$17 :72 per muLe v. Dat a vco.l.Jccted on },'W mu.i.e power
.'

•
•

farms .Ln Hali.fax County in'194=1 indicated the .mu'l.es worked an ave ra ge of 800
. ,

hours per year including hauling wood and' 'ot ner odd jobs.- .

The cost of mule labor per hour based on 800 hom's of work per year and on
..

"1943 prices for feed, less the value of manure at $12.00 per mlJ,le, was 23 Mnts •

•

Workstock·equipment costs average 2.2 cents per hour •.
. .

•

LAIDR REqUIR~~iENTS FOR SPECIFIED CROPS
. " .

,

. .
The average rates of Derforming some of the more important field opera-. .

• ." ,.' .-' .~ ...
tions with tract,orsandmules ·in the Northern -lioastal PlaIns-are shown- in' .

"

table 11. -. '- .

The rate of performance varies with the kind and amount of power and size

of implement used. No attempt is made to exnl ore fully the effects of these.-

factors upon labor r'equd.rod to nroduco specified crops, except that the usual

operations and the average rate of performance is cmnpared for tractor paNer

.- '.'


