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COSTS OF WORKSTOCK

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 vear as
pasture was not available on mosﬁ-farms. The annal gress cost per head for
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keeping workstock, excluding shelter and taxes, in 18«Z vas $137.37, figure 3.
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Feed cost constituted 73 per cent of the anmal gross cost of keening work-
stock. GCorn and peanut hay were the main sources ol feed. Tuc sverage amount

fed per mule annually was 60 bushels of corn and three vons o p=anut hay.

Item : , — - 1 Dollars
Feed 143.82
Depreciation # 19.983
Chore labor ‘ 17,80
Harness h 7.R2
Interest 5.16
Vet., medicine
and shoeing | 5,81

Total ‘ T 199,87
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Per cent of gross cost rer work animal
Figure 3. Principal cost items as percentages of gross cost

per work animal. The cost of keeping workstocl: in 1343 was
relatively high as a result of hish feed nrices,

Depreciation amounted to 10 per cent of the annuael workstock costs. The
average cost of mules when purchased was 3246.38. The estimated years of use-
ful life were 12.34, resulting in denreciation of $19.96 per mule annmually or

8.1 per cent of the average purchass price.

5/ Gross cost does not include a charge for taxes and shelter. For details
see Appendix table 10, page 38.
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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 per cent 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—ﬁalf of the average purchase
-price of the mules. ‘he interest charged-amoﬁnted to‘only #6.16 or 3 ner cenv

of the total annual costs. -
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Veterinary fees, medicine and shoeing expenses were small, amounting to
only $3.91 per mule or 2 per cent of the total annual costs. Co zast farms,
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the mules' feet were trimmed from two to thrze timss a year. Very few mules

were shod as they were not normally used for hauling on the highwavs.

Ths annual cost of cquipment pulled by workstock Ffer farms cnerated with
four or more mules was $17.72 per mule.  Data -collzctsd on 128 mule power

farms in Halifax County in 1941 indicated the mules worked an average of 800
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hours per year including hauling'wood an&‘bﬁher odd jobs;

The cost of mule labor per hour based on 800 hours of work pef year and on

1945 prices for feed, less the value of manﬁre at $12.00 per ﬁule,‘was 23 cents.
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Workstock equipment costs average 2.% centénﬁér'hour..
'LABOR REQUIRFMENTS FOR SPECTFIED CROPS
The average rates of 5efforming some of the morse importaht field opera~
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tions wiph‘tractors.and.muleS:in theNorthern”boastal'Plaiﬁé"afé'Shbﬁﬁfin
table 11, - | o -

| The rate_of pérformance varies with the kind and amount of power and size
of implement used. No attempt is made to eanore fully‘the effects of ﬁhese

factors upon labor required fo nroduce specified crops, except that the usual

operations and the averare rate of performance is compared for tractor vower



