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Tractor work .33 -
Equipment 1.28 93

Other expense 16.56 16.56

‘Total 38.45 47,07
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Figure 4, Principal operating expense items as pcrcentages of
gross orerating exnense rer acre for cotton with tractor power
and mulec nower., The hiegh cost of mule power relative to the
cost of tractor nower results in hicher oncrating exvenses per
acre of cotton.

Peanuts. The operating expense for producing an acre of peanuts was
$ll.65r1355'where tractors were used, figure 5.§/ Input factors such as seed,
fertilizer, bagg,_etc., were the same for both methods of production. 1In
arriving at Der_acre_operating expense, the average (1937-1941) yield of
1,265 poundswpf nuts per acre for the Northérn Loastal Plains was used,

| Where.mulgs_were the source of power, the expense for picking and baling
was figured at the prevailing custom rate of 50 cents ver bag and 10 cents per

bale and was included as other erpense. Where tractors were employed, the

equipment charge includes the expense for the picker and the baler. Mile

8/ Does not include cost of land and management. For details see Anpendix
table 12, page 38.
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power amounted to 23 per cent of the total operating expense where mules were
used as compared with only S ner cent for mechanized methods. Tractor work

and equipment, 1nclud1nr the picker and tne baler, amounted to R5 per cent of

the total Operat¢ng costs with mechanical power,'while the mﬁle equipment -
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charge for mules was only 2 per cent of the totalff':;*fjsé”h

T Tractor;rfmule,

; , :, L Cilmesio poOwer pOWET

Ttem ; L A LU it Dollars Dollars
Man labor R el 7.99 9.6
Mule labor B 1.72 . 10,23

Legend ) Lo
Tractor work Tractor nower 5.56 -
FEhE Mule power

Equipment | 2 .60 .98
Other expense 14,84 23,89
Total 32.71  44.36
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Figure 5. Principal Operatlng expense items as nercentagps
of gross operating expense per acre with tractor nower and .
mile .power. Peanuts were produced at less cost per acre on

mechanized farms where pickers and balers were available on
the farm. S

Corn. The ooeratlng expense per acre . for corn was %5 34 less with

o/

tractor power, figure 6. InDut factors such as seed fertlllzer, etc.,

were the same for'Both'methOds‘bf'production.

The cost of man labor per acre'was.$2.45_lgss_for'mechanical power, while

*

1
-

power and_equipment costs were $2.91:1ess.,

9/ Does not 1nclude r*cast of land and ranagement.l_FQr details see Appendix

table 13, page’ 39,
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Total 1 | -1 11,96 17,30
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. Figure 6. Principal operating expense items as percentages
of gross Qperating expense per acre for corn with tractor

power and mule power. The use of tractor power and machinery

in the production of corn reduced cost and man labor required
per acre. | | |

!

."égxbééﬁg;_ The‘prgduction of soybeans with tractors was completely
mechanized, whereas SOmé of the production Opefations for cotton, peanuts,
and corn were performed by hand labor. On'hdh-mechanized farms,_mules_and
hand labor were used éxéept'for harvesting. The cost of combining soybeans
on farms 0peréted wiﬁh mules was:calculéted on the basis qf prevailing bustom
rates and was_iﬁcluded with other expenses.

' Thémbpéfétiné expense pér acre'waé$?,851esswhere operations were.
completély'meahaniZed, fiéure 7.lg/lThecostﬁof_mulepower.and equipment,
(excluding the combine) on farms qnéfatedjwithlmples.wa$.$1.25 more nNer acre
than the cost of‘trécﬁéf‘ﬁ&weflénd eéﬁinmantw(includingtheCombine)ion farms
operated with tractors. The pharge fér”combiningisinclqdedin'othefiéxpenéé”i

where mutes were used,

ribﬁ-Dpés"th include cost of land and management. For details see Appendix
“#" table 14, page 39, |
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Figure 7, Principal operating expense items as percentages of
gross operating expense per acre for soyheans with tractor
power ar? mile npower. OCost per acre for producing soybeans
was reduced de“QAWWEﬁblv oqe—half'where tractor power and

- machinery were usci

Small Grain. The production of small grain was completely mechanized on

one groun of farms, while for the other groﬁp only the harvestingféperation
was mechanized. Cbmbining'where mules weré uSed, was hired at pre?ﬁiling
custom rates and included with other éxnensef The equipment éxbense includes
the combine cost where tractor power was used.

The variations in cost for producing wheat, oats, or barley are minor.
In this bulletin, the cost of producing wheat is nresented and 1s considered
typical. The operating expense ner acre was #6.56 less with mechanical power

11/ _

than with animal nower, fipgure 8, Tractor and equipment costs, including

the harvesting oneration, were only #3.47 per acre with mechanical power while

mule power amounted to #4.74 an acre where mules were the main source of power.

11/ Does not include the cost of land and management. For details see Appendix
table 15, page 40.
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In addition, there was a custom charge for combining on mule operated farms.

The charge for combining where animal pewer was employed.is.included- in-other
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Figure 8, Principal operating expense items as percentages of
gross operating exvense per acre for small grain with tractor
power and mule power. The high costs of mule power and combine
custom rates relative to the costs of tractor power and equip--
ment result in higher operating expense per acre for small grain
where mule power was used.



