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PREFACE

This report is one of a series produced by the Smal) Farm Credit
Profitability and Repayment Project, carried out jointiy by Colorado
State 9niwersity and Oklahoma State University under cooperative
agreements with the Agency for International Jevelopoent. The objec-
tive of this project was to develop data collection methodologies that
credit institutions in less developed countries couid use in perfons-
ing analyses that can lead to improved credit policies and programs
and improved loan repayment. Implementation of the methodology, a
necessary part of the design objective, involved the design of the
organizational and administrative systems required for its use and
training of the government employees in the use of the methodoloyy and
the operation of the system,

Each university performed the activities with an agricultural
development bank in a less developed country. Oklahoma State assigned
Dr. Loren Parks to the project with the Banco Nacional de Desarrollo |
Arricola (BP4/DESA) in Honduras, between July of 1978 and July of |
1980. Mr. Kurt Rockeman also participated in the Honduras project as
a research associate. Colorado State assigned Dr. Thomas M. Dickey to
the project with the Banco Agricola de 1a Repubiica Dominicana
(BAGRICOLA) in the Dominican Republic between July of 1979 and August
of 1981. Mr. John Longwell also participated in the Dominican

Republic project as a graduate research assistant (10 months).
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The differences in conditions in each country required different
approaches to the major task of designing methodologies for the pre-
paration of enterprise budgets. In honduras, none of the governsental
entities has a continuing responsibility fer the preparation of budgets.
Thus, the preject developed a methodology for use by the Bank
(EANADESA), in accordance with its particular needs, capabilities and
resources. In the Dominican Republic, a Division of the Secretariat
of Agriculture, the Bank (BAGRICOLA) and, to a lesser extent, other
assorted agencies had each been preparing budgets using different and
non-rigorous methodologies. Thus, the project developed a me thodology
for a joint Agriculture - Bank budgets system.

By designing methodologies with varying degrees of complexity in
different aspects, this joint project provides a variety of design
Characteristics that another country can combine and adapt in order to
produce a system that conforms best to its particular set of conditions

(purposes, personnel and resources).

Ronaid L. Tinnemeier Daniel Radger
CSU Project Coordinator OSU Project Coordinator
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FARM RECORD KZEPING

Farm records are widely used in the developed countries as a source of
data for farm and sector onalysis and for evaluating loan applications of
farvers. A complete farm record is a history of a farmer's operation which
provides data on production costs and returns, input use, production output,
changes inventories and resources, and levais of efficiency and on his
financial position among other things. Income, net worth, and cash flow
statesments 4re comeonly prepared from such records. Strong reasons fo
maintaining farm records in the developed courtries are to provide data for
preparing required income tax returns and to justify loan requests. Host
lenders now require financial statements when evaluating loan applications.
These incentives forrecord keepine do notl exist in most developing countries,
especially for small farmers. Thus, farmrecord keeping is not cosanly found

in developing countries.

Background

Farm record keeping has been experimented wilh in a few developing
countries but it i5 not widespread [3, 5 ]. Hayami established a very intensive
record keeping program for 12 villages for one year in the Philippines in
1975-76 [ 6 ]. This activity included a cuwplete recording of the flow of
all joods and services among varicas activities in the 12 housenoclds and in
the village to help better understand the peasant econossy in 18s entivety.
The record books {many different accounts) were chechked by a trained technician
twice a week for the entire study period. An exarple of annther nlcm ive
but one-time record keeping (slti-visit survey) activity can be touad in

Sierra Leone where 552 detailed household records were kepl for o oot year
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period {1974-75}. Househoids were visited twice weekly by resident enuserators
wht/ used eight types of questionnaires to collect data [ 10 J. Both of
these nulti-visit, very intensive record kedping activities «ere desianed
primarily for research objectives associated with study of alternative
agricultural and rural development programs and policies. Enternrise budgets
were produced by the studies but the record Yceping was not specifically
designed for that purpose. For example, 14 different crop enterprise budgets
were developed &s part of the Sierra Leone research effort [ 10 ],  However,
these budgets do not have the specificity of those prepared in Honduras and
the Dominican Republic under the Credit Project. Also, Lecause these types

of intensive record keeping activities require large financial support and
well-trained people, they cannot normally be coatinued on a sustained basis

for a very long period by any developinug country entity. An apparent exception
to this is the cosmitment to farmrecord keeping in Botswana. There, farm
records have been maintained with selected farmers for the past 11 years (since
2970). The present system includes an "enwerator” in each of nine data
coliecting stations scattered around the country. f[ach enuserator works

with about 12 sample farms with twice weekly visits to record data ur to

help the farmers fill out their own record bopks. A susmary about these

farmers and their practices it published periodically [ 4, 9 1.

Other, sore limited, farmrecord keeping activities can be found in

other courtries. For exasplz, the Bureau of Agricultural fconomics of

the Departsent of Agriculture in the Philippines has established a fars

record keeping progras using local high school students to help fill ocut the

records at home [ 2 ]. Also, farm record activities often are established

to help analyze the effects of specific technological packaces. For example,




technical recosmendations resuliing from farm systess research may be

tested on farms by having selected farmers keep records on just that aspect
of their operations [7]. The (SU-led Eqyrtian Water Use and Manayement
Project established farm records in three areas t9 measure the incose and
other effects of on-fans water management changes [1]. An example of a crop
enterprise budget produced by that project is shown in Appendix B. As can
be seen, those budgets reflect the concern about water ws2 and tining

by the project vut d2 not indicate the timing of other production activities
which would be of use to credit institutions for establishing joan
disbursements.

In sutmary, most fam record keeping activities for small farmers in
developing cnuntries tend to be associated «ith specific reseacch projects
or activities. Seldom are they «itablizhed on a conflinuous basis for the
purpose of providing data for credit and policy analysis over longer
periods of time.

The experimentation by the Credit Project with farm record keeping in
Honduras and the Dominican Republic was for three main purposes: (1) to
provide cost-of-production data tp compare with enterprise huduet data
obtained from single-visit farmer interviews described in the previous
section, (2) to provide other datya (incose, net worth, resource use, etc,)
about small farm operations which could Le used by credit institutions and
(3) to gain additional insighis on the probless associated with smail fare
record keeping as a source of data. For details on the lHonduran experisment
piease refer to the respective report [8].

The desiqn of the farm record books in both countrigs was based on 1ts

potential use as a means of collecting information on seall farmers'




operations through an interviewer for use by the respective banks to compare
with the enterprise budoets produced from farmer interviews and to under-
stand the gperationi of their borrowers. The books were not dasigned for
use by the farmers themselves or for their own analysis of their operations.
Nevertheless, the resulting crop and farm surmaries were presented to and
discussed with the participating farmers as a means of educating them on

the potential value of the records for their own future use. Few farmcs

are presently capable of using such data directiy.

Objectives of the Paper

The primary objective of this paper is to briefly describe and revicm
the farm record kecning activities carried out in the Dominican Republic
during the jeriod December 1979 - May 1931. The various stages and
probiens in fwplerenting the farm record keeping are described first. Then,
the record book itself is discussed. The next section is used to revies
the types of data and information produced. The final section provides a

general summary of the farm record keeping.

Implenenting the Record Keepina

The farm records actiyity was carried out in flizao, & town on the south
cuast oetween San Cristobal and Bani. This area was selected because the
farmers had relatively diversified farms producing mainly rice, tumatoes,
egaplant, okra, peppers and onions. It was felt such diversification would
provide a more varied set of activities and transactions to test the record
book system. Although Hurrican (avid passed directly over Hizao causing
extensive damare, it wat decided that the farming operations were sufficiently
restarted thit this would not significantly affect the future record keeping

activities.




The first step was to identify an interviewer to help record the farm
production data on the records. The local extension agent recorrended
Altagracia SaYazar Bello (Morena} to us and we made arrangements to hire
her part-%ime to assist with the fam record keeping. The extension
agent also gave us a list of farrers that would be good participants.

In the company of Morena the credit team first visjited each of the ien
farmers to explain the purpose of the record keenina and to obtain their
partirnipation. Once each farmer aqreed to particinate, the team then
proceeded to complete an  initial inventory.

Total assets of these farmers ranced from 512,110 to 555,315 with
an average of $28,784. Assets in land and buildings ranged fron 510,000
to $45.580 with an average of $24,853. Very few farsers had any products
or inputs in storage, and only one of the ten had sore than a fow coms.
Most of thesm nhad two or more crops already planted and the team obtained,
for each case, an estisate of the total amount spent on these crops up
to the date of the inventory and the beginning of the record keeping.

By February 1980 several of the participants had finished one crop
enterprise. The credit team then began %o perfom sowe enterprise
analysis from those records. In the process of extracting the data fron
the record books for preparing income and expense surmaries by enterprise,
it was found that errors in data entry had occurred. In particular, the
farrers would occasionally say that they had not applied a particular
product to the enterprise being analyzed, but rather to another.

In view of these problesms, a new record hook system was de<izaed
in which data were entered by enterprise rather than by product povesents

and work activities, as was the case for the first record book. Purchases




of inputs that were immediately used would be entered directly on the
appropriate enterprise section, while inputs purchased and held for later
use would be entered in the section on inventory storage. [t was felt
that this new record system would reduce errors of data entry since the
farmers would be better able to remesmber what they did if the interviewer
requested the information by enterprise. It was also felt that farmers
that were just beginning to keep records would find it easier and less
complicated to analyze each enterprise separately rather than concentrating
on end-of-year whole fare analysis. More detail on the actual farms used
is presented in the next section.

In October 1980, in ar attempt to see if some of the farmers could
carry out their own recor', books the team gave an extra record book to
each of four participants. Morena continued her normal visits using the
record book3 in which she had bequn making the entries, but each fareer
also was asked to make his own entries as reqularly as possible so they
could use taeir own books as & source of informition durinag Morena's
interviews. éfté} a couple of ponths only two farmers were making use of
the books. One of the farrers saking reqular entries was doina so in
spite of his low level of literacy and writing ability.

Morena continued visitino the participating farmers on a weekly or
rore periodic basis until March 1981. At that time five of the farmers
were terminated because the team was beainning to prepare for termination
of the project. The remaininag five participating farmers were terminated
in May 1981. The time at whick farmers were terminated depended upon
when it was possible to obtain b complete set of records for the

production cycle of the crops being produced by those farrers.




The selection of the farmers to participate in the record keeping
activities was made from & list of some 40 farmers in the Hizao area
suggested by the extension agent. Ten farmers began with the records but
one of those decided to join the Merchant Marine service andlwas repiaced
by another farmer making a total of eleven farmers participating throughout
the life of the project.

Morena, the interviewer, estimated that her weekly visit to each farmer
aversyed around 15 or 20 minutes. Those that were recordina some ot the
information already in the record book, of course, required less time. She
found that in the case of one farmer about 30 minutes was needed for each
visit to complete the entry of the information into the record book. She
often spent considerable time tracing down each of the farmers so she could
intervien them non the activities that took place during the previous week.
1t was cosmon for her to have to look for each farmer two to three tises
before she actualiy located him for the interview.

The 11 farmers participating in the record keeping activity varied
considerably in age, level of education, size of family and ability and
interest in recording the data thesselves. A brief summary of each of the
participating farmers follows (the identification of each farmer by letter
corresponds with the enterprise budgets by farmer shown in Appendix A).

Farmer A was 47 years old and had completed primary schooling. le
had four children at home, two of them helped him with the farm work. His
wife worked part-time in a small general aoods store in the cormunity. Two
of the children were attending a local /econdary school and one child was
beginning studies in a university in Santo Dominno. This meant Farmer A

spent a high proportion of his incose to help educate his children. It was




felt that he probably could not fill out and maintain a farm record book
by hinself.

Farmer B was 36 years of age and had also finished priwary
schooling. His wife, her mother and three daunhters made up the family
at home. MHis wife was a local high school teacher and had a smail book
business on the side. To obtain additional income, Farmer D often
worked weekends in a major hotel in Santo Dominao where he helped his
brother in the kitchen of the hotel. Even though Farmer B had )ust
finished primery school it was felt that he was canable of maintaining
a farm record book, although he did not express any particular interest
in doing so by himself.

Farmer C was 47 years old and had comnlieted secondary education.

His family was composed of his wife and five daughters. His wife had a
small business in selling clothing out of their home. For 2 while Farmer C
jost interest in ccatinuing with the farm record keepina activities, bux
after one of the project team members discussed it with higm, he agreed to
continue for the rest of the year. Morena felt that it would be difficult
for Farmer C to carrzy out a farm record book by himself.

Farmer D was 47 years of age and had about completed secondary
education. Hu had a wife and five children in high school that. he was
supporting. It was felt that Farmer D would be able %o carry out the
record book by himself if he desired.

Farmer E was 43 years of age and had completed secondary schooling
plus an additional two years in a technical school. He had a wife and
four children at home. It was felt that he also was capable of carrying

out the farm record book by himself. However, before this was really




tested, he decided to join the Merchant Marine service 3«34 no longer was
a participant in the farv/r record keeping program.

Farmer F 1as 50 years of age and had very few years of formal
education. However, he could yead and write fairly well., MHis onls child,
who had a high school degree, helped maintain the farm record, therzfore
the interviews with Farmer F went quile easy.

e b =T AC s a o T T e e el e S i ron i
}'cﬂ"'{" AL Was &5 years of aoe and had compleled nrimary school. S

wife was no longer living, but he supported a sister of his and his four

children. As an additional source of income, Farmer 6 parficipated ir
local 13 activities two tipes a week. fAecause of this, he
was often difficult to find for interviewing to check over the record
DO0oK .

Farmer H was 43 years of age and was helping support his wife, her
cister and four children. In addition to working on his farm he worked
part-time in a nearby coastal port. His wife operated a small store

which sold ice cream, beer, soda pop and other small jtems. Farmer H
was peérhaps one of the sasiest o maintain records with bécause he
U")‘...'L‘S.I.A-' ;'H'Eo had one cre—.

Farmer 1 was about 55 years of ace, had very little formal education,
but could read and write fairly well. His family was composed of hi
wife. three daughters and their ten children In addition to Fis far
income. members of the family living off the farm sere periodically
sending money (0 him L0 nelp support the family rarzar was very
cooperative, but Morena found it verv difficult to Ynterview him about
activities on the farm.

f}f‘ﬁ" ] was A5 vears of aos but did not knms novd L0 read or wWriie.
He supported his wife and five children. Morena found 1t very difficult




to obtain informztion about labor activities on the farm, and, in general,

it was difficult to obtain data needed to fill out the record book even

though he was cooperative and tried to help in providing such information.

Farmer X was Z8 years old and had finished primary schooiing. He was

not yot married and lived with his father and mother and thrpe brothérs and

sisters. He warked land jointly with hi He expreesed a lot of

interest in the record books and had beqgun to no *a in his own farm
record book. However, upon reviewing his notations
that he was having a ot of « culty in correctly

é —r

record book forms.

The rotives for the farmers p ipating in the farm record

activity aiso were quite varied. 0 two of the farmers part

because they were very interested in the results, especially for

crops. The other farmers participated because they were curious
they know Morena and wanted toa participate for her or because

interester, in'working with an Arerican that nart of the Cred)

tean.

Were g ciated with obtainian and recordir
the data in the record books as listed below [these same probliens are

it Ssurvey apnproach oracticed in many

developing countries):

-ilonuni fors measores like caps from jars,
¢ L yre used by Yarmers and are difficuit to

“Activities affecting more than one crop or enterprise may he overiooked

at the time of the interview because the iten had already been mentipned

~ example, cticide might have been

once for the first cron. For
applied to both corn and rice, hut discussinn

with rice the farmer may not mention the insecticide

had already sentioned 12 for corn.




<A farcer may give s#all amounts of insecticides or other kinds
innuts to neidnbors, but this is overionked and doox up in
the data. Thus, thic rould still be included as part of the
farmer's costs,

-An item may nnt be reported by the farmer bDecause he dpes not

consider it important by itself and may take very little time.
For example, a farmer may be doina cultural activities ina field
hut periodically opens up irrigation gates for directing water
onto the fields, The labor required for opening those gates =ay
y not show up in the recorded data.
-Labor activiities tekinn place after a crop has been harvested, bt
befora the next ¢rop 1S planted, may not be reported because he
i future crop may not have been decided upon yet, and so that work
activity 1s not recorded.

-Time required of the farwer for tupervising contract labor 1S hard
10 measure.

-ithen a farmer sells products in the lical market he may report sales
oniy a5 3 net figure, that is, some of the money may bhe spernt
shartly after the sale, but the farwer say report only the take-home
ay .

-Home consusntion of farm products like bhananas and other cCrops may

not be reporte;

1
-M3yintaining records on intercrops 15 comnlicated and difficult to

r thinno

-# farmer may contract with a laborer tnree or fot
sffecting more than ane crop. This causes recording
-

farmers in continuing the

-A qgradual decline in interest by tLhe

record books was noted during the life of the praject, fays need
to be found to ra@intain the interist and motivation of th: partici-

nating farmers if their rvecord keeping activities are oping 1o

continue over a longer period of time.

The record book utilized in Hondurids was a simplified version of the

looseleaf Enterprise Reécord Book used in Oklahoma. The new design eliminated
z all refeie=xce to income taxes or tax-motivated itesms such as depreciation

local paraprofessinnal

schedules and was based on the assunption that a

would visit farmers on a reqular basis to make rocord book entries. 1
honduran book included six basic sections: (1) receipts, (7 farm and

hose expenses, (3) labor records, | ) crop and 11vestoch roguciicn sumsaries
{5) inventory of crops, livestock, equipment, butldings and land, and

(6) financial statésents including net worth, cash flow, and profit and




loss. A total of 16 different forms were used to record the above
information. A copy of the record book can be found in the appendix cof
Parks, et al. [8].

In the Dominican Republic, the record keeping activity built on the
resuits of the Honduran experience. The initial design of the Dominican
record book included 2 section in which to record all of the movements or
uses of inputs and products and a separaty section in which to record all
of the work activities, whether manual, animal traction or mechanized.
Additional sections wire included for non-farm income and expenses and the
inventories (annyal). This dezian was used between Decesber of 1979 and
Jurie of 1900. Heowever, the interview process was difficult because the
interviewar was requived to fiip back and forth between the two main
sections in order to record both the work and the materials used or the
production and sales.

The second desian simplified this process by providing a relatively
open format for the recording of all of the work activities, purchases and
uses of inputs, sales of products, etc., on a single page for each crop or
enterprise (see Figure 1). The format is simiiar to that of a cash record
in which the expenses zre recorded in one column and the incose 1S record:d
in 2 separate colusn. This organization permitted the interviewer to
obtain 311 of the information on an enterprise before proceeding to the next
one. In addition, the interviewer could refresh the wmewory ¢f the formar
by informing him of the items that were recorded in the previous interview.
Vhen the farmers imdicated what work would be performed during the next
week, she would make a note to herself to make sure that she asked about

that work during the next interview. This design also included 2 perpetual




Figure 1.
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Figure 2. Farm for recording purch .es, sales and other uses by product.
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inventory section (for each input or preduct stored tesporarily) with
which the interviewer could check the source of the inputs used or the
pr0oducts soild. The inclusion of this section resulted from preblezs in
palancing the purchases and uses of inputs. Finally, a form was included
in the record book for recording other income and expenses of the family

(see Figure 3).

The Results

The farm records in each of the two countries under the Credit
Project were organized sosewhat differently and, thus, provided sorewhat
different direct information. The Honduran record book was organized so
that whole-farm analysis could be implemented fairly directly from the
records. On the other hand, the record data needed to be reorganized to
produce enterprise data. In the Dominican Republic, the fores were
organized for ease of data eniry by the record keeper sad to be used
directly for producino enterprise budoets. Data for whole-farm analysis
were not generated by tne Dominican Republic rerords.

In the DR a total of 48 enterprise budgets were produced from the
records of the ten farmers in the Nizao area. The detailed budgets are
attached as Appendix A to this report.

One of the budgets for rice based on farm records is shown in Table 1.
Yariable production costs per tarea for Farmer A were 3542.20 in 1980.
This falls within the range of per tarea costs for rice estimated fros
farmer interviews. The ranoe of costs across technolpnies was from
$14.74 to $61.40 per tarea. However, the direct seeding budget (similar
to that of the record keeper) based on five farmer interviews Shows an

average per tarea cost of $25.55. tonsiderably lower than that experienced




Figure 3.
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Ferm for recording other family income and expenses not assonciated

with specific enterprise
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by Farmer A. On the other hand, Farmer A obtained a much higher yieid
compared with the average obtained by the five farmers interviewed for the
direct seeding method. Additional comparisons can be made for eggplant,
chili, salad tosato and onions since cost data for these crops alsc were
obtained from farmr interviews.

A more detailed cosmparison of rice production data obtained from farm
records and from farmer interviews is shown in Table 2. Interviex data
obtained from a farmer with 46 tareas (7.1 acres) of rice and comparad with
farm record data for a farmer with 45 tareas. Again, significant differences
can be noted. Although per kilo cost of production are similar (§ .11/kg.
vs. .13/kg.), the interview case had more total variable costs than the
record book case ($4B8.65/tarea vs. 338.15). However, the interview case
shows lower pesticide purchases and higher fertilizer expenses, no doubt
contributing to his higher yield. In fact, even thaugh the interview case
shows higher per tarea costs, he actually received more net return (income
above variable costs) because of more output. The net return per tarea for
the interview case works out to be 372.10/tarey, 2wt only $46.22/tarea for
the record case. Of course, there is no sure way of knowing which case is
mare accusate.

These cozparisons do show that even wnen considerable specification is
rade when preparing “rodel”™ enterprise budgets, what takes place on a
certain farmer's field may still be different. Thus, credit institutions
sust nave sufficient flexibility in their lending procedures to allow for
these differences.

The ranges for variable costs and returns above those costs for

selected crops, based on farm records in Hizae, are shown in Tables 3 and 4.
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Table 2.

Lrop

Rice

Eggplant

Tomate

Child

dnton

~
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Per tareca costs

Satad tomase

42.29
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of procuction from farmm records by crop and farmer. R. D.

271.10
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.08
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i
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One crop, salad (fresh) tomatoes, had per tarea costs of $30.20 for Farmer
but $271.10 for Farmer B. As one might expect, Farmer B lost money to the
tura of $25.93 per tarea (Table 4). The only crop that consistently showed
positive returns over variable costs in the farms records during 1980 was
onions.

Although whole-farm records were not kept in the Dominican case
(inventory records, fixed costs and depreciation records were not

maintained), additional analyses are possible using the cvailable data. For

for the same crop and/or where records are kept on the same Crop over
time. The average (mean) returns above variabie costs can be misleading
since there can be considerable variability around the mean. An enter-
prise producing a positive average return asong farmers, but with one-half
of the producers losing money, is more risky than one with the same or a
lower average return but where all make some profit. As reflected in
Table &, eggplant appecrs less risky conwpared with okra. Calculation of
standard deviations and coefficients of variation would be useful
statistical tests of risk as more data are generated. Returns per unit

of labor used and per dollar invested would be useful methods of comparison,

aronqg others.

Evaluation and Recommendations

Farm record keeping is certainly an expensive way of gathering data
for use by credit and other institutions. For small, often illiterate,
farmers a system of record keeping can only funclion if there 15 an out-
sider to help with organizing and recording the data through weekly
visits. This outside interviewer or record keeper may well cost $200-3400

per ronth on a part-time basis and can handlie 10-15 farm records. fThe

example, risk analysis would be possible where a number of records are available




73
interviewer is probably the key factor in operating a successful farw
records program. Because of this, the interviewer should be selected
before the farmers.

The competence and trainina of the interviewer are the most important
factors affecting the accuracy of the records. General knowledge of
agricuiture and of area farwers is a definite asset. In Honduras the
most successful interviewer was a school teacher. In the Dominican
Republic, a daughter of one of the farmers who was beginning university
studies worked well. In another test, a farmer with only primary
education worked well. Thus, competence and general knowiedge of
agriculture is more important than having a lot of formal education.

The individual cooperating farmer alin is important for obtaining
accurate and reliable data. If the farmer or a son or daughter can
record some of the data themselves thiyv greatly reduces the load of the
outside interviewer. Furthermore, the participating farmer must be
sufficiently interesied in helping record the weekly information or the
results will be unsatisfactory. Motivating the farmer tc continue his
participation is a challenge since records are not needed for tax or
other purposes as in the developed countries. Tying farm record keeping
#ith provision of credit is probably one of the strongest participation
motivators availabie in developing countries.

Record book data must be judged on their accuracy resative to other
sources or methods. Uswally, the more det2il required, the more accurate
are farm records compared with other data collection means, especiaily

one-visit surveys. This is because fanmers cannot remember such detai)

&)

over time.

o . ; TR { . >y v Aarn sl
farm record keeping activities {(when adeipiately organized and

minaged) have a number of possible advantages over single-visit surveys.




Accurate data on labor and water use and the timing of such use, for
example, are almost impossibie to obtain through using one-visit
questionnaires. Special or new crops or livestock activities can be
studied by using records whersas they may be missed by surveys. Also,
farm record data can be used to check the results of data obtained
through other means.

The study of farmer decision making and of the production-
consumption-investment interrelationships within the farm family can be
more clearly traced and understood with ditailed recnrds.

Data on rural consumplion and savings patterns also can be olitained
through detailed and completle farm family records. OCbhviously, this
type of record keeping is wore complex and does require more Lratning and
supervision. Nonetheless, 1f one expects Lo more clearly understand
small farmers' perceptions of credit and borrowing then these other
questions are important. Famm records could be a valushle source of
information but this phase musl core afler simpler records have been
established successfully.

Finatly, famm records and the participacing farmers can serve as a
valuable educational tool. Bank adainistrators and techpicians tn both
countries were invited to visit the paslicipating farmers with ¢ project
professional. This served as an effective means of ediucaling thoss
gank personnel on the costs and returns and on probiless faced by smayl
farwers.  The records provide a poinl of reference for the visil amd Uhe
ensuing discussion. Also, the farm record data can be used as material
for training seminars and workshops. Finally, the vecords Can scove as

a focal point for farmmer educalion. lhe reasons fur profils and losses
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<:> Table A-2. Budget for eqggplant from farm records--Farmer A

Lot gastos do proparacifin dal tevrenn fueran esti=adane al inicio
del Registro,  1o% gastos de sewillera no estdn inclutdes por no haber

los, pues las pldntulas se consiguieron de regalo. Se estimd su valor

en $5.00,

La plertacion fur fumigada en varins ocaciones, pero no aparece
reflejado’ el ga ito porgue los gastos totales le fueron atribufdos a
uvia plartascion de tomate simultanca a 1o berengena, Por tanlo los
gastos del tomate aparecen inflados y estos disminuidos en una propor
£itn que no pudo ser estimada., En el Registro s6lo aparece una apli-

cacion de riego, pero suponamos que debieron ser mas y no se registra

ron,

Las informacions de produccifn y ventas estdn registradas en ""sz 0",
Estimas estimando su peso en 100 Lb = | gq.

3 tarean
A. Yenlas y Produccifn
: .1 Ventas al Mercado 28 sacos (de igg)
‘\, 12! Ingresos €171.00
: W3 Precio Promedio 6.11/5ac0
& Produccion total 28 sacos= 2Bqq = 2,800 (bs.
% Produccitn por Tarca ] Sacos = 7 qg = 700 Lbs.
B. Gauwtos
.1 " Estimado:
a) Corte y Cruce ¥ ta 2.50 10,00
b) Surcos 4 Ta 1.00 4.00

.2 Del Registro

a) Trasplante 1 Hom-Dfa 3.00 3.00

b) Aplic. Riego i Hos-Dfa 3.00 3,{3

c) Desyerbos y Aporque 12 Hom-Dla 3.00 36,1

d} Fertilizante 15-15-15 ! qq 10,00 ;o,au
3 e} Fertilizante Urea 0.5 aq 13.00 13.00

f) aplic. Abonos 0.0625 Ho=-Dfa 3.00 0.19

G) Recoleccidn L. 31 Hom-Dfa  3.00 12.54

h) Transporte 28 Sacos 1.00 26.00

TOTAL DE GASTOS,...... caeaeeyld0:13
C. Reotumen de Ganancins y Perdidas

.1 ingresos S171.C0

-2 Gastos 120,13

«3 Ganancia ~ 40,87
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£ transporte de los frutos
pero le hermos calculado ¢l costo de transporte al precto co~dn

huacales,
de los transportadores.

Las ventas fueron en ¢l mercacdo de Lanto Do=ingo. .

fre

Todos Ins castos de

gt ]
wd

m farm records--Farmer A

csta explotaci@n fueron tomados del Hegistro
[ 3 .
e i

o ron 't'"l’f.'-’,‘_'", eNn U taxm ‘—_‘,‘.:.I.- fx

envase para

venta ¢3 el huacal de 90 libras.

Ventas: Marzo vy Abril BO

Ciclo: Diciesbre 75 -~ Abril ED

A, Ventas y ProducciOr
. o 3 - . . - ‘: s
i. Ventas 21 huacales = 1935) lo = 198,90 qq
2. Inaresos tBL7.LD
3. Precio Proedio €3.88
L. PFProducci®n Toral 19860 I1b = 168,90 gg
5. Produccidn por Tarea 2210 1b = 22.10 qo
BE. Gastos
1 NS oS
e 5 - -
Se=illa F, Ib £.00 10.00
Plantulas £ nn
v o
Lannate 1/2 Lb 16.00 .00
iZatio 1/3 Lt 10,65 1.55
Fertilizaste 15-158-15 1 - n n :
ert 25te 15 ; Qg D.50 10.50
Fertilizan.t Ureca 172 ao 10.G5 g L7
s SRR A B
SUB-TCTAL....... $42.52
2. l‘nO.-I-(.l
Prep. Semillero i 172 Ho==D1Ta 3.00 L,.50
Cuidados Se~illero . Ho=-D1Il2a 3.00 6£.00
Corte v Cruce de) flerrens (; Ta . 1 22 895
Surcos o ! 1,00 9.00
Trasplante &L Moym=0ila - An 19 o
- L
Oesyerbos (S i Ho==-ITa 1.00 Q1.00
.‘_"'_1 N b b - 4 < NN ;,_‘.
-;'11-‘_ Far?e 1= L - r F -0t 5 -
' " Al D i i THROSEE Y | < " A=
Aplic, FEag . (5) 13 Ho==1. - T0 nr
Feoenler A 1 213 b =Mt 3 * e
ransporie 27 huacal . LL2 00
€ B-T012 | + T Nl
TOTAL GASTOS........... 799.52
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farm records--Farmer A
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Ganancias

!-ﬁ s gasttos no ADAreCer loc d cemi biers porgue las ;'13"\t,1‘3‘~ le fut
ran regaladac, Co gsti=d cu valor en L5 00,
£l envase para o venta o4 ¢ L3O, Eafl imai0s SuU DOST N un guintai o S
N 100 libras. Fara 1a recolet O erpicaban obreros conltratado: para niras
labores, los cuales erpleabar una media hora por cada saco, seghin estiramos,
o LA S5k
A, Ventas y Produccion
1. Ventas 16.5 Sacos (de | guintat)
2. Ingresos $231.50
'\_ Prec i -+ = 4 10 Lo, 34/ !
L., Produccifin total 16.5 Sacos = 35,5 gq = 36,50
S, Produccitn por area G.125 Sacos = 9.125 gq = 91,25 it
g. LAsSlO
| I Foungicid Lannaly i Sobro 5.4 1.2t
2. Fertilizante 12-24-12 ] 16, 16,0
T‘. Fertilizant Ureca 11 14,50 14K
i Arad v Surce T Farr .
5. Trasg te 3 Ho==-Dia 3.
6. Neecyerbhoe ch 17 Mo=s=Dla '-" i :1"‘ )
] . Iy iC, Fir + {3 1 b <fila 1.00 9.00
- . J b - i ]
-h-_ '-_Is N 'S ' ' 3 by -“J ;. _“_
1. Aplic. Fertilizantes (5) 2/3 Hom-0113a 3. 2.00
1. Recoleccio ; Hom-D1a 3,

¢ 19 Ik
il 1] W by




Las

.1)

Lhiil budget fross fave

Todos los gastos de esta explotacidn fueron tosados del
1a finca,
la caja de 30 libras, para el mercado de Sto,

ventas ftueron realizadas en
eweriado de exportacitin e
ODgo. es el saco de 100 libras,

exceso de lluvevia,

records

. e
~=Fdrmer A

ReQIsStro,

£l envase para las ventas al

£ trasplante de las plintulas fue realizado con intérvalo de va
7ios dlas, por esto en parte de el terreno las hierbas se desarrollaron

fubc que pasarle rastra.

Luego

anterior, en base a 12 tareas.

12 -"‘-r'\ -
AL _IATeQS

Ventas: ' Abril=Junio 80
A. Ventas y Produccidn
i Ventas

28 ]

Para exporlacidn

Para emercado local

inaresos
Proecio Prowdio

fara cexportacidn
Para Hercado local

froduccidn total

ProdiscciOn por tarca

Gastns

Insyads

Senmilla 2
Fertilizante 15-15-15 h.5
Capricon ‘;é
Labores

Prep. Semillero 2
Cusdados Semiillern 2V 3
Corte ¥y Cruce del Terreno 17
Fastra 12
Surco 17
irasplonte 2L 273
Apornaue A
Desverbn (&) Ly 1/3
Fumigacion . i
Ricgos “a) 12
Recoleccion 21 2/12

jel trasplante sy perdieron 5 tareas del cultivy, debido a
Los resultados de Producciodn estdn calculado, por lo

Ciclo: Diciesbre 79 - .Junio BO

182 cajas = S LED lbsr 54,60 qq
1G sacos = 1000 Ibs = 10.00 qgq

JR/Caja

i
$3.50/5ac0

6,460 b= B4 60 gq

538.3L I1b = §_38 qq

b 24, 50 49.00
qq 10,00 L .00
Lt 5.00 2.00
SUB-TOTAL 96.00
Ho=x=-01a .00 (.nf}
Hon=DTla 3.00 .50
ia 2.50 ui,éf’.‘
T 0.50 6.00
Ia 1,00 17.00
Hou=0iTa N 74.00
How-DIa 3.00 12.00
Ho=-D 1o .00 133.00
Hoe-0OTa 3.00 3.00
Hon-DTa 3.00 316.00
Hon-Dla 3.00 ©31.50




SUB-TOTAL

TOVAL GASIOS, ...,

Resu=en Ganancias ¥ Pérdidas

Ingresos $277.00
Gosto- _ﬁgﬁ;ﬁ_
Pérdica 224,50
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Table A-6. Salad tosato hudaget from farm recorde--fanwer A

Los gastos hasta un mes de trasplante fueron estimodos al cosenzar el
Registro. En el Registro nn aparecen productos como consumido o regalado

por tanto esta partida no cxtd computada,

Las ventas al mercado local se realizan en huasales (de 90 Ibs) y para
exportacion en caja (de 30 Ibs). En las Ventas al mercado el transporte
lo paga el productor y para exportacitn lo cubre el comprador. El produc-
tor transporté 620 huacales en su camioneta y pago el transporte de los 15
restantes. At

2o Tareas
A, VENTAS Y PRODUCCIDN
1. Ventas

.'l) Al Mercado 6315 huacales
b) para Exportacidn 160 cajas
2. {naresns $3,036.00

3. Precios Prosedio

a) Al Mercado L. 56 /Muacal = 5. 16/an

b) Para Exportacion 1.95/¢caia - 6.50/an
L., Produccidn Total 61,950 tbs = 619.504q
5. Produccidn por tareca £352 Ibs = §3.52 qq

B. GASTOS
1. Estimados

a) Semilla 3 b 12.00 36.00
h) Pr.ﬂ:). Y {_”id,\{it_\( ‘_'\[‘j"';llt‘.'o 5 I!n"-Ofﬂ 3.00 :5-00
(_) Fertilizante Semillero 0.2 qq ‘}-50 2.50
d)  vrep. ferreno 22 Tarea .25 La 5o
e¢) Aporgue, Desyzrbo y Ricgo 15 1/3 Hom-Dfa 3.00 __45.00

SUB-TOTAL 5148.00

2. De! Registro

a) Fertilizante (12-2L-12) & qaq 12.50 50.00
b) Fertilizante (i5-15-15) 6 a0 10.00 60.00
() ]'”'\r_;iril‘l.\ {i.ln:!.t!\a ) WE ib 16.00 20.00
o) InscctrCidy (l apy icowvg 1.2 Lt 15.00 16.00
¢) Insgcticidy (Guzation) 0.33 Lt 7.10 3.5%
f) Aplic. Fertilizante 0.5 Hom-0 1o 3.00 1.50
a) Aporaue 1k Hom=D1a 3.00 42.060
h) Aplic. Rican 27 1/3 Hom=D 1o 1.00 67.00
i} Aplic. Pesticidas 8 1/3 Hom-Dpia 3.00 25.00



http:3.036.00

e A o ™y

;) Drayerhacg
k) PRecolescian
1) Transporte y huacales

RESyrsy GAKANTIAS v PERDIDAS
Ingresos

Gastos

Carnancing

Al

5'0
108.2
61.5

53.

4

Mo DIy .00
Ho~-D1a 1.09
huacales 1.00

TOTAL Geniaag GASTOS

036.00
1865

Bid .35

.

- ..
Se g M.y

$2,991 ¢35
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el huacal gue pesa aproximad

lluvias danaron

e las § tareas
y en 2 no pudo

El ciclo

en condiciones nor
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) Desvert 4 1/3 Ho~=D1a 1.00 58.00
SUS-TOTAL......5607.65
t tlL REGISTE
ted » ey B ] r - - - £ -
. s Fertilazanty re .0 Qq 12.00 &0.00
id. Fertilizangte (Foliar 3.5 Lt 1,085 .07
nearticld . . g g - n g 7¢
3. Insecticida o5 Lt 6.50 Sl
., nsect : LIRS ) 1 N 19 19 &0 19 LN
. L e N Fael
- i )
5. Fungici:da {Lannate) 1.0 ' b 18.00 YR A
6. Soga 26.83 Lt 1.00 26.8°
' g - ot - - . 3 3 A A
- Amarre y veschuponad 27.0 pom-D1,; 1.00 31.00
0. Desyerbos 10.90 oD 3.00 30.1(
. | ) 30.00
3. Aplic, Riegos 12.0 Hom-Dfa  3.00 36.0
0. Aplic., Pesticid v } Fnliar LY7T Tare: 1 0N 2
11. Aplic. Fertilizante (Ure %l io=-Dla  3.00
o .- Con 3 . o . -
h o Stachda r Ho==0Ta 1 ,
. - q 5 . . =
13. recolecciOn 6b 273 Ho==D1a 3. 00 200.00
14, ransporte y huacales 236 huacales Z.00 472.00
' r .
15. Sub-aiguiler de £510 0e Mercad 119 buacules  Vari 24.0
" - W
b'.(‘
sUS-TOTAL $1.018.95
TOTAL GASTO!
el e seg N Vol E Y PEEDIDLY
" 1 r f' ' ¥alk :'.'I."- ’
Z. Gastos : £ in
3. Pérdida 155 .60
. . . - < .
L O ¢ aLr I - e endicron en 1o firnica v L: hua ales Tunror
| Ltransportaco grat:s por el tstado.
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Table A-10. Onion budaet from farm redords--Fareer B

€l agricultor gprepard un semillero para 10 tareas de cebolla, se
perdid BOL del semiilero por el exceso de 1luvias de los huracanes.
£} restante 20% se salwd por estar ¢) semillero en una loma (con buen
drenaje). La gran mayorla de los agricultores perdieron sus semifle-
res, Por lo tanto, la cosecha se efeciud antes de la época de mayor
produccifn ya que los demds agricultores tuvieron que realizar nuevos
semilleros. Trasplantd las ? tareas en Septierbre de 1479,

La Unidad de Ventas de cebolla es el naco de 50 libras. Sin em-
bargo, los agricultores normalmenie entregan sacos con 52.5 libras
(pro~edio estimado). Recolectd entre Diciembre de 1979 y Febrero de

1580,

Los gastos incluysrn stlamente los vegistrados en ¢l Registro Agro
pecuario. Separiros la parte gue corresponde & la pérdida del BOL del
semillero y preparacifn de terveno. Muchos de los gastos fueron efec-
tuados antes de covenzar el registro, pero estos fueron estimados en el
sorento de realizar el inventasio inicial. Por lo tanto, a veces faltan

cetalles.
32 Ty

I
el ARTONT 101A 1

Ciclo: Agosto 1979 - Febrero 1580
f VENTAS Y PROQUCCION

1. Ventas 317.7 sacos (de 52.5 libras)

2. Ingresos $2,093.00

3. Precio Promedio $56.11/saco

L, Consumo Fasiliar .76 sacos

$. VYalor Consumo 42,64

6. Valor Total Producido $2.,135.64

7. Prodiccion Total 38 sacos = 1,993 likras = 19.%5 qq

8. Produicifn por Tarea 19 sacos = 999 libras - 9.97 g

B. GASTOS

|4 Tareax solamente
a) Preparacidn del Semillero o Tareas 31.00 6.50
b) Sewilla 1.0 Tarros 23.00 32.20
¢) Limpic2a (3) 1.8 Hom-D1a 3.00 5.L0
d) Insecticida Semillerc 1.60
e} Fertilizante 12-12-12- Semi- 0.0% qQq 11.00 o

1lero

{) Ffertilizante Urea Semillero  0.05 an 12.00 .60
g) Preparacidn Terreno {(Arada, 7 Tareas 5.2 10,50

Marcada)
h) Encabezoda 6 Hom-Dla 3.00 18,00
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i) Fertidizante 12-24%-12 35 qq

j) Aplicacit6n Fertilizante .10 Mom-DIla
k) Insecticida 1

j) Aplicacién Insecticida 3 Ho=-Dla
k) Limpieza (5) 26 Hom-D1a
1) Riegos (10) 10 Hon-Dla
m) Fertilizante D q9q

n) Aplicacidn Fertilizante .17  Hom-DIa
0) Repaso g Ho=-Dla
p) Sacos 16 Cacos
Q) Recolecciones 22 Hom-Dla
r} Transporte a Mercado 17 Sacos
s) Trinsporte a Merciado 8 Sacos

SUB-TOTAL 2 TAREAS

b
2. B Yaress No Trasportadas

a) Prepuracion Semillero .8 Tareas
b) Semilla 5.6 Tarros
c) Limpieza (3) 7.2 Ho=-DTla
d) Insecticida Semillero

e) Fertilizante 12-12-12 Semi- 22 Qg

llero
f) Ffertilizante Urca Semillero .20 q9q
g) ZPreparacitn Yerreno (Arada, 8 Tareas

Marcada)
-Crédito por ahorro de un paso B  Tareas
de preparacion

SUB-TOTAL 8 TAREAS
TOTAL GENERAL DE GASTOS

C. RESUMEN DE GANANCIAS Y PERDIDAS.

I. Valor Producido $2,135.64
2. Total Gastos 867.08
3. Ganancia Neta £1,5658.59

A~3lisis 20/3/80

-

-
oo
oo

—
A = RV PV N R P W
L]

858°888888

33.00
23.00

11.00

L2.00
6.30
10.30
9.00
78.00
30.00
<00
0.50
15.00
k.00
66.00
8.50
8.00
$353.05

o

)
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e .
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Tdbi(’ A-12. Onion

Los gastos iniciales,

tvaspiantada, fucron ¢

Ltrmmadns

decde semillero

P | i =0 ntlo e

hasta unas § semanas de
hacerse el inventario

inicial., Los gastos posteriores fueron anotados en ¢! Registro Agro

pecuario,

La Unidad de Venta es el Saco de E-O !:::“-1\. Dero norealeente los

venden con unas §2.5 1

. PRODULCION
« Yentas
InQresos

-
"
1
-
i
3 Precio Promedio
L

L
. -

o

CFECTNL

a) Preparacidn y
al Semillero

b) Semilla
~ Freparacidn de

d) Trasplante

|hl"\\.

. FProduccifn por Tarea

Estimados al Inventario

Cuidados

i Terreno

e) Aplic. de Riegos

gencficios

SUR-TOTAL..

2. Deil Registire
a) Abono 13-13-13
b) Abono Urea
r? Insecticidy Tasaron
d) Insecticida Azodrin
o) Sacos
f) Aplic. de Riehos
q) Aplic., Abono’,
BY  Aplic, Pesiicidas
i) Desyerbos
J) Recoleccidn
k) Transporte
C. RESUMEN GANANCIAS Y PERDID
B \*nias
2. Gastos

~D

Recoleccidn entre Febrero y Marzo de 1930.

Octubre 79 - Marzo 00

sacos de 52.5 lbs = 10,211,258

Q por saco
sacos {de S2.5 lbs) = 1 LSB.7%

Unidad Frecio Losto

Tarea - 28,50

Libra 11,50 92 .00
Tared 3,‘;'} :-G.E':-‘
Hoa-DTa :’..0.\ i;..,'_‘l"_‘j

Ho=-0la 1.00 £.00

...... vonensrsosussnsvese 9192.00
99 12.125 LB.350
a9 13.50 LG.0o

Litro 14,00 L.%7
Litro 10.5 -

£l
o - LW

VIO D 0O O DWW

2 QD )

.
QWS O
o0 QO

T

2

1

L]

-

=
Qe L A i DD
RO OQ

Ho=-Dla : 101,

Ho=-Dla .00 132 .44

Sac

Sacos .50 31.50

FOTAL G o O S S8 1 n
TOTAL GASTOS......... ... $739.36

ibs.
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Table A-13. Corn budget fros farm
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fable A-15. Union hudaget from farm rocords--Farmor C
LOS primeros c2stos l’u,_-..:\r. ecstimados al inicior el _c.._-.-';-_-.",_:_ v ¢! resto .--J(
anotado en ¢l mis~—a,
tes le ponen 2.5 libras exiras, Recoleccifin entre Marzo vy Abril de 1830,
ol | . ' - i § .
gl agricultor tuv que COTprar :‘!.‘-":,_l.‘-" puUes ng fucrom sufie entes a¢ nt
tenigdas on l‘"! Y ero, o
' 2 Tareqs Ciclo: Noviesbre 1978 - Abril 16
A, Vontas v Producs von
L] - 8 - - P
e Ve « 162 tac08 = S 0K g
:. INgreso: LT i
4% Pra Pore €5 . 875 /sac ik
LI r + ci10 T -
.
[ 4 .t - -~ T = T - 2
™ ‘\’-.- CCIOn ¢ o | ‘f_‘ cQ
- LS
be  Estimados
2) Prep. y Cuicados del Sem. 2 2/3 1.0 8. 00
. O
b)' Sexills ' Lt 2
< Prep. del Terr Ia - 1
ClIB=-TONT 2 ¢S 0
U LenisnanellaIley
2_ :.s: R ist
Fors ran? St < . . .
. . -
. [ 3 -':|I" e ® (Lirea . ~ 173 . - - &
\ . g b P F, -
<) r"‘ t "" - F -.: tarei ik 0N
. cl Inscectic ‘r in » C A
- » - A
{ ins L is A 1 L MY
: Intecticie Tamaro ; : £ ¢
Insecth
' s ) T -~
. ant ,
- .‘ .
Ty = ) - { -,
- "__. - : .
- ,
y ! . . 1
Recolece i T R . . -
- i - 'L [. 4
p}) Transporte 15 ) n
TOTAL GASTOS....6678. 64
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Resu=er Ganancias y PBrdidas
trareson $9£8. 00
RS 3513 678, 6%
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Table A-16. Salad tomato from famm

records--Farmer

E1 Agricultor vendi@ para cl mercado local (en huacales de 90 lbs)

Yy para exportacidn (l“.'! ca‘;ﬂ% de: 30 ‘:"s).

zan en la finta ¥ a veces en huacal

también se vende puesto finca.

Las ventas en cajas se reali

los qastos del se=illero fueron estimados al iniciarse el registro.
Suponenos que hubo pago por puesto de mercao, pero no estd registrado.

13 Tareas
Ventas: Febrero~ Abril 1980

Ventas y Prodiccion
Yentas
a) Huacales
b) Cajas
2. Ingresos
3. Frecin Frowedio
a) For huacal
b} por caja
. PFProduccidén Total
5. Produccidn por taread

-
b4 ]
-

—

E. Gastos
1. Estimados:
a) Cemilla
b) Prep. vy Cuidados Sem.
¢) Prep. del Terreno
d} Surcos

2. Del Registro
al Fertilizante (12-24-12)
) Fertilizante (foliar)
c¢) Insccticida (Folidol)
d) Trasplante
e) Riego 1x
f) Aplic. Fertilizante
q) ler, Aporque
) 2do. hporque
i) Desyerbo
i) Furiaacidn
B} Recolecc1dn

| Transporte

13
13

3
1

2/
A
.7

-

13
13

1/

2
1

-
L

& =

}I’:lo,“’.‘f

12X6.153

3

Ciclo:

f{’.‘!u‘oL

vl

Diciembre 79 - Abril 80

ol S = )

. = Vel \ad

(== B = QY — I — ]

.

o O © O NN AWUN

n o

" s a8 e e

85 .00
1.00
221.50

-~
)

1,314,058
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Fesu wn Barancias y Pérdidas

Inaretcs $2,0:0 k2
SRR IS

Gastos LIS LN

Garnancias 1,6%6.75
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Tabk Y . ' f i |
idbie 'n']a’. nion l-_.-,‘-';-n: fr_i:"l" fares |Ju'g]p',-;t',-!',')"r..'- U

£ Negistro que iniciado con ¢! cultivo en proceso v el agricultor

tenfa anotado, sin especificar lo que habla castado,

3

la cosecha fué vendida en la finca., La Unidad de venta e e} saco

de 50 libras.

Ventas: Marzo v Ahril BD Ciclo: Diciembre 79 - Abril 80
{Estis .!::J.l

A, ¥Yentas y Produccidn

1 entas v R | - T .

. " tas 'y < « = 110.5 qn

r o IrCSOY $€23.51.50

3. FPrecio Proedig $10.595/caco

m

. Gastos

L, ¢ REGYSLTT
For2qs)s P’ 13=13=11 on 5 Bl [ LY TC
e ieoid) Je )
tertrlyzante Urea f a9 11.40 "? 00
J o ¥
ns. M T . b r " ‘:_-: ..L.\.-:
(1 " . 1 7l . 17
- ' - .Q
Herh . Deool 1 177 o £ 00 21 00
1 y . d VUL
- 5 J 4 T 2/ Nt 1 3
ceorkn } i i - AN n r
& b b 1 o J-Uy 190.00
Apiic. Abono { . on=-00a 3.00 12.00
. .
PlaaGS (8) L3 173 Hom=D 1 130.00
‘ 3 e WU IV UU
Aplic. MHerb % pHoneNila 1. 00 " 0N
4 - Ja Vi i o VJ
- . 2 Ao » L -~
Hom-Dla 3.00 141.00
ransporte Iinterno £.00
o LTy e "
il >F Jesseosnnes :'_'T-_'-
:, Eesysaen Ch ] 2ANANC DT \ r,".-d,_.ln‘u_
- ) LT L 52 . 3] . 50
2, Gastos M7.9
— "
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fable A-I8.

de i

Veritas:

SR, VRN TR
-

(5]
.

Bean budoet

Todos los

Registro.

Abr i 50

Produccidn vy Ventas
entas

IO S G
Lonsum0 Fasilirar

Valor Consuro
Lonsumo

Total
Tarea

Valor
Produccitn
Producridn por

Yentas vy

from

f

Gastos exceple

Arm records--Farmoer

13 preparacidn del

"

rerrend

14 gq = 1,400 Ibs,

fueron

tosados

1.6667 qq = 116,64 Ibs.

.
"
]

1
'
-
-
-t
SO O
3

(e I s O

=

Lald Lag |
.

el
-
o0

ATy
R N

I3 cevevsey 347,00
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Table A-20. Eqggpiant buydget from fam records-:Farmer D o)
.'!I.
!
iI
|
La Mayor parte de los gastos de es5ta explotacidn fueron estimado I~
por el agricultor, al momento de comenzar el Registro.
La produccidn de esta explotacifn fué extremadasente baja, debi-
do a alguna enfersedad seqln apreciacidn del aqricultor, Las plantas
1 tuvieron poco desarrollo, los frutos pequeos v su ciclo vegetativo fué
corto,
Las ventas se realizaron al mercado de Santo Domingo., La unidad
de venta €5 el saco de 100 libras.
2 Txeas

Febrero-Marzo 80 Ciclo: Noviembre 739~ Marzo 80

sentas:
(Estimado)

A, Ventas y Produccidn
1. Ventas 15 sacos = 3150 ibs
7 B ingresos S169.00
5§ Frecio Proswdio L% . BRi/Sacn
u, Producec it fTatal :-‘-5 carne = 1€ ag :-(:“ Ihs.
5. Produccidén por Tarca 31.889 sazns = 3,886 ¢co = 3 5.2 Ib
o, XL 10s
‘- LN | vJos .
Cemi lla £ NN
oL
Prep., v Cuidado Semillero 12 .00
“< o'W
irte y Cruce del Terreno 22.50
€ CO a NN
.
Trasnlante :'..:1
".‘.':'-—. -~ 1 J’J‘\
.
10.00
Aplic, Abono 3.00
nsSecticida 1.50
.'.Hi.'. ins. ;'-?
funigacidén (Servicio) 10 _AN
M.
Rieqgos 2L _0n
SUB-TOTAL 206 .60
2 Del Ry YD
s Lire
folidnl
o 2 /4 o e ¢ An
M f » T e
Lannate - "
- ‘ ok 7.00 H nn
gesyernn - H ’
74 Mool [ ; 1R 00
fu aci0n Y . AL
i Hos-D1a 3.00 G .00
Ricao > 3.00 .00
.  J Vewn=0i I 2 T NN *7 0N
;l‘((\lpf-:r-:“'\ £ ; i : 2
- v E 1’3 Hoam=0Ta 1.00 16 0D
sransporte y 1 P wr
St A 14 171> i s 2 %M = wr
d /12 Hoe=-0Ta 1.00 ‘3.
raQo ern mercado 131 00
- 13.0U
P o




Resu~en Ganancies y PErdidas
iagfp§o§

Gastos

Pérdidas

SUB-~TOTAL........ 200.4¢
TOTAL DL GASTOS. . 407.18

$163,00

497,15
- 238.15



Table A-21.

LOS

58

Salad tomito from famm records--Farmer £

tnmates de esta explotacidn fuveron vendidos

£

8 exportadores. Son

entregades en cajas del exportador perc se calcula el paso seadn el peso

exacto.
resto
los gastps de recoleccidn,

una cantidad igual a la cantidad vendida.

£\ W) e I

.

- N

2191

PRODUCCION Y VENTAS
Ventas

Ingresos

Promrdio
Producciton por Tarea

Precio

GASTOS

fstirado

2} Preparacién femillero

b) Semilla

() Riego vy Aplic. P‘-‘.I{-)'Jiciaa
d) Prep. Terreno

e)
f)

Marcar

Trasplante y Riego

f") ri.‘l’]ul‘:ic-“-
Datos del Registro
a) Dithane

b) Throdan
(1]
"

Abono Fuliar

c)

Fertilizante 12-25%-12
Lannate

d)
c)

f)

Fungqicida Pitigran
.

" (1]
gl Riegos
e
hY Aporque con Caballo y Limpia

i)

Fumigacidn (Motobonba)

Ciclo:

ey
F.9 o ie b

138.
$1.053.40
7.5
fosechado = 65 guintales por tarea
No cosechado - 66 quintales por tarea

.

- 0 R e Ll Y

-

L=
-

s

I
-

- Ll b s ot P o s e BN

LY S W B e

N e -

s

sOr

Despuds de cosechar los 138.6 quintales, el aaricultor dejé !
d¢¢ la produccion en las matas porque el precio ofrecido no cubrla
£l agricultor estimd que dejd sin cosechar

Nov. 1978 - Marzo 1950

gquintales

c:;ir:al

Ho=-Dla 3.00 5.00
Libra 25.00 25.00
Hom-DIla 3.00 L.50
Tareas 31.50 73.50
Tareas 1.00 21.00
Ho=-DIla 3.00 21.00
1,35

155.35

Libras 2.25 4,50
Kilos .00 8.00
Botella .50 5.50
Botella 3.75 35S
goella 5.00 5.00
vibras 2.50 G.60
wilo 5.00 5.00
iy 3.75 3.75
Kilo 2,75 2.75
Pagqueles 2.715 8.25
guintities 11,00 110.00
sobre/| 3.50 £.25
Panueles L.00 12.00
vilo 3,50 3.50
Pagueles 3.5%0 7.00
nos-Dia 1.00 30.00
Hor="T o .00 .00
Wedi=0 T 3.00 12.00
JTireas 1.00 84.00




€.

}) Fominacil®n
k) Zporgue ra-iol

1} Limpias

n) Apiair. w Tapade Ao
fertidizante
n) Recolecciones

RESUT Y
Ingretos
Gastos
Ingreso keto

TOTAL Ot

"«"‘U‘ -

o B
aak I ™

GHS108..

Ho=-Dla §.00 5.00
LSRR IS ) .02 10,07
b0 lay .00 Y200
IR 31.00 Le.0)
b e 00 1,00 £ 00
now-0las .00 G G2
wo~-0las 3.00 1392

¢CLs A

terieessaencannens..$702.20

$1,043.4LD
700,30

341,20




Okra budget from fars records--Farmer F

Table A-22.

§1 dmsarrollo de esta explotacién o rri en SuU Aran parte, anies de
cuz el aaricultor lievara el Registro de Finca: por tanto al inicio del Re-
aistro se estimaron 108 gastos incurridos hasta fa fecha., Lo$ recalos cde
productos a trabajadares Yy vecinos no fucron tomados en cuenta,
Las wvwiitas se enaltzarem al =rcado ce 5.""‘" ':{[\l";ﬂ.';ﬂ. en 1a uniday
co=dn de venld que e el "Saco'’ envase ¢e unas 70 libras. hecoloccinnes ¥
ventas en Septiembre-Yovierhre,
M T .
LN
A, Ventas y Produccion Ciclo Aproximado nio-lioviembre
1380
1. Ventas segin Estirmados y Registro 459.5 sacos
2% Incresns 4 : €2 .064.00
i, Precic Promedio o " g L LS
B. Gastos
1. Estimaco
.1 Productos
% Pirirol i Sobres 6.0 18.00
. F-. Fanliar Lt 1.¢ % -
.1 FKocitex ] Lt 6£.00 6 0
L Xaptan 3 Lb .00 9.00
.4 Labores
-o :n.\- ~r 1! /Y H :.", 'l_'..";\
2 Corte v Cruce 1 LE, 2.00 16,00
-3 Margus 14 Ta 1.00 18,00
B Sie-bra 10 H 1.00 i, 00
-5 Desyerbos 2x.25.5 M 3.00 153.60
& Fuminaciones ix | H 3.00 b6.00
7 iv 2 11 3.00 6£3.00
Ox 1 4 (2l 3.00 216,00
_-"\) e 0 _'-' *t’-:‘;.\‘i
- 0 - N
165 Saco 0.35 6L, 18



http:S2,064.00

2. Uel Registre
1. Productos
2. taodores

Y Sernlergifin
es  Tramsporice
.3 Barro

4 Riego

C. FHResumen Janancias y Pérdides

1, Ingresos
7. G')‘,»IOS
3. Ganacias hetas

L4 HD 3.0 137,07
193.% Saco G.60 LRATI
ni Saco 0.2% PR

b H 3.0¢C 1D.er
Sub-Total Gastos del Regzistro... §255.92
Total) Goastos,.. $1, 163,82

$: .05 00
1,162,85
$ 693.1%



3108 resioeset presenza= los gasros encurridos en g . “Ter
ralis=t ¢ ol fpente de una plartacidn de 35 tarvas de - 212-: “ida
en r2c narcelos de 10 ¢ 25 rareas. Presu~en Tue 7 exisis R > An Ap
rl:oe-q‘ v nta~rnte wubn ZctrOnes DATE f! :\.l‘i._',un e e - =nt ~ia===_3 lnk
8 8 $4 2l o FLe b0 - CCiane - Ftano -
oLtros cultivos v viceuersa.

S~ Ja parcela de 10 tareas fu.ron realizados n culli.o ce ==LIARY
SEQJICD uUND de Deping.

T 12 parcela de 25 tarcas se realizaron un cultivo ¢¢ "cT2te =d.us-
trigt v secuido uno de Berencena.,

¢ zatos realizados para fas distintas 1abores este- ~zig2: sara
el - . n me In recverla ~erfn recanaciendo gue el otr: - 5 28271340
- t . 17 . :
3¢ Se-eficiana de la accidn al analizar los resultados ¢¢ 25223 ¢« 223C10
nes ceze ns *arerio como in todo 4 en conjunto.

“anirs 3 las cdiferercias en oy cicleos venetativos ¢ g - = e -

jol _srsdae. las venetales de & 2 R =eses v el platann de 227 230y ~2-0% pre
] YT - - |
pATi%s resi-¢e~es de los cultivos va realizados: Con el Crits y ario
TP
par2 e! c:lti.o gue lo requerfea.
CESO0LLA = 10 Tareas
¢=~tp mars 4l dartns e P et re (. ey ! 2. -- e .7
T IR e=aria v algunos ipuntes por tanto cehern Ll ot T v eyt a
GC%. L2 e~treviste fue realizada al inicio del Registro ze Fi=22
~ Je=22¢g vy :JA-‘.I-",‘”
'.- | Sdhs 170 4ocos = K35 -
:.; ==reyno '\‘I\T.'; ’-'
3 " re ~nA rrmepdl 131 In
H, fa=g en ¥ \ . L e e N iy
3 afor Profuczidn Toral t224L .27
<] L ag e 4
L ] - -
1, Sexd_ ~eng
1 -— = 4 " -~ - > - gl
2 e Sl B A . n )
“ -
.
‘ = L4
% .
. P
-~ - -
5 e s o - )
TOTAL ? v: A

Table A-23.
records--Farmer G

62

Onion. cucimber, tomato and eggplant budgets from farm




VYalor Product

{u\*""}'

Ganancia

Lad B
-

nota: ) Suponemos
2)

por Agric

Al inicio del Begistro de Finca s8lo se habla preparado el
tanto los datos dp esta explotacién fueron tomados del Registro.
£1 sinlo productivo fue tan corto debido a que la plantacidn

penetrar el

Resyuren de Ganancias vy Pérdidas

Los gastos

63

-~

dn $72L .28
272.90

SLS1,38

PEPINO 10- TAREAS

=ar & la parcela durante el huracdn Allen.-

idn v Venta en Septiesbre

h. Yentas y Produccid Ciclo:
';, Ventas : Sacos
- , C
2. Ingresos 218.0
- € AN
1. Yrecio Promedid e .00
H. :,\tf"\'.
1. Productos
r o . b 5
1 ore. Feliar £ Njié LD
. t.
- ) IO = '
A5 ns., ri Lok 3 L
-
3, Ins, Esca Y72 Bt
- 3 N
4, Fert. 12-24-17 : aq
g Qe 1la 4 Lb
-1 3
2. Labores
1. Corte (2) 10 3
-
:o ’-'-.-" I'-?" -n i
i, Sie=bra 10 HD
L Desyverbo A1 M
5. Fu=inae ifin 173 "
¥ A N A b overe /79 e
.
]\ REecolocc:i 1 2/ 1
TOY
1A (

Qo

Lad

. v
N

transporte,

que faltan los gastos de coopra de saco y de
de senilla y preparacidn del semillero fueron apOFrLacos
shtura.

terreno

pOor

fue elinina

35 .00
35 UL
ar AN
20,00
10 NN
1IE3.00
1 N
.
s n




A. VNentas y Produccion
'_. i"‘.,.l.‘.
2. Inqgresos

-

Precio Promedio

95t Mua
. 107
Cl \
= A S v w
SL. S50
N
-.
L
M
. ]
G
i)
1.'
Q5s
P
gl
y
10 1 /3%
- -
719 2/3%
Qcs

N N
' 9
W
tn €75

M

ulrtor

O~y

-
1

. PResusen de Ganancias vy Pérdidas
s Lace . ?::r..l:\
2. Ingresos 18,00
!. “é""d«‘ﬁ
TOMATE INODUSTRIAL - 25 TAREAS
: La fuente para estos datos fud una entrevista con el Agrict
: » Sy peroria v algunocs apuntes, por tanto deben considerarse
= dos. La entrevista fue realizada al inicio del Registro de Finca,

ol Nl O b

D Lk Ll

est

10
50

0
) N

CD N

o

.00
.00

3

(o ]

Lab

LY 4 |

w

bhase

(Rt B

21.00
5.00
18.00
&.50
L4.00
£.00
f4.80

:"‘.3'3
15.00
::r-.q.-_
- .'T"}
6.00
7219 00

& J - W
114k, 6/0

1 775.90
pe F e JdW



http:4.302.00

BERENGENA - 75 TAREAS
ir] Recittro de Finzce .a ¢l cultivo estaba en proceso, por
timaron parte o 'r,,( gas !
Hubo una baia produccid@n debide la toxicida aue fquirid el suelo
 § -
por la penztracidn de agua de mar, por ecfecto del huracdn Allen.
Recoleccidn y Venta Julio- Octubre
Ciclo: Abril-0ct, 185
A. Ventas y Produccidn
1. Ventas Ll Sace
2. ingresos
3. Precio Promedio $ L.Lb
B. basto:s
'I' Ex'_ ImA00s
.1 Productos
1 Semilla 2 b 4.00 2.00
.2 Ins, Hectacloro 15 Lt 0.70 10.-0
2. Labores
J1 Prep. u Culd. Ser. i i .00 .00
2 Desyerbos (Chapeo 13 1/3 Mo 1.00 LD.0D
.'; F fo ICorte u“,:: ) I.A T 1 0 -;"'_"_‘.
A Trasplante G [T .00 27.00
.5 Desyerbo (2) 6T 72/3 M 1.00 209.00
.6 Aplic. Hectacloro 2 D 3.00 6.00
,. W Rantct
2. Del Reaistro
 Jir ¥ rodd tos
B cast ot : Gl 1.10 3.30
2 Aceite 174 Gl 6. Lo 1 60
.3 Fert. Foliar ] b 0.90 6.30
.4 Ins, Parathion ¥ Bt 8.00 16.00
.5 Trimitox 2 Fd }.25 6.50
b Escalu i LT BR.50 R.50
.7 Fert. 13-13-13 ; a5 7.00 51.00
s Lobores
] Oeraverh 3 T TN a6, Ty
2 Fu=miqacifn 11 3 1.0f 15.00
1 Rieno { i I 0 12.00
i AT e Fert ' ' 100 00
"' r.: Al L1 ' '.I‘;"‘ '
.5 Recnlece i 6On v i T 5 0o )
.7 Transporte y Plaza . 00
TOTAL GASTOS .., 157.70







Table A-24. Okra bud

satos en 70 libras,

g0t

Todos los castos d=
Las ventas 3¢ el
Lo™ar en cuenta 3 Pes0o

from fare records--Farmere H

esta exnlotacion fueron tomados del

ge envase aque cf ¢l :

i 24 ar ' gag

faricultor

Geed ol |

Recistro.

roo !

Fo

ta maynr parte de los frutos de esta erplotacion no fue cidse
Y debido 2 baios precios, El Agricultor estimd la pérdida en
Ventas: Marzo-Abril 1930 Ci
A. Ventas y Produccitn
I. Ventas ‘Ji .?‘ ¥
. Ingresos $161.50
J. Precio Proredio 82.626/%
8. Gastos
|_ fﬁ‘_u' ne
1 Serilla G b 1.0
.2 Lamnate 0.378% Lt 8.4
3 Dimetrate 0.5 Lt 6.¢
-."g ,'..v ol £ 3.!5 Lt 1"5
-5 Honitor 129 Lt 11.8
D Fery; -24%=-12 5.0 a 11.%

%

e B = B WY

[ ==

estird el peso provedio de fos



http:3.46'.50
http:Ltr11.5-1513.50
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Table A-25. Tomato budget from farw records--Farmer |

Todos lo% gastos de #sta explotacidn fueron tomados del Registro,

tas ventas fueran al MPercado de Ston. Dgo la medida de ventd cs

el huscal que pesa aproximada-ente 90 libras.

tsta eplotacién

eso ce lluvia. E! agricultor estimd que en condiciones normales la pro
grcifin hubiera sido 100 huacales mayor.,

i 'r\r:-]!‘._'

tuvo un ciclo de produccidn corto debido 0 un ex

O ™

yentas .'.bf]' l:‘?: El(!O E"o':‘.:b‘ H :950
e~tat vy Produccion
1 *at 25 huacales
2. Ingreso® $71.590
i, Precio Promedio $3.10

wm
”
-
.

1 Plantulas “ Ta 3.00 12.00
.2 Fert. 12-24-12 A aq 11.50 L6, 00
3 Lannate 0.7285% Lt 8.45 6.15
2. Labores
=ik Prep, Terreno :l Ta 3.00 12.00
.2 Trasplante 3 Hi .00 6£.00
.3 Zplic. Fertilizante , Hi 1.00 6.00
& Fumigpcion 5 HD 3.00 15.00
.5 Rienos 7 HD 3.00 21.00
b RecolecciOn 25 Huac, 0.50 17.50
.7 Transporte 25 Huac 2.00 50.00

TOTAL GASTOS........$161.65

C. BResuren Ganancias y Pérdidas

' fas ot (lfif i‘gs
; nNatesSDs 37.50

Perdida




Table A-26. Chili, eggplant and okra budgets from farm records--
Farmer |

Estas tres explotacionee pertenscen
=34 fugron deésarrolladas en periodos

d un micen saricultar, las =g
en el cual se llevaba registro des ys :5
tividades, Al morento de hacerles el revy~en de ganancias y perdidas no fue
posible hacerlo, pues faltaban mychos datos en ol R2gistro y no fue posible
para el agricultor recordar ninatn dato ecicional, En ¢) detalle de lo ano-
N lado en el Registro, para cada tultivo, sedalasos los datos Que olviamente
faltaron,

ta falta de Catos \en el FN'I_.';'E’; oe esle .,t_;ri(u‘l{)l’ 1a consideramos
- debido 2 "fallas" del agricultor v de la entrevistadora. ntre las de £l he—os
g y

pensado en falta de Comprension de los moti

vos de llevar un registro, lo cual
inforsaciones precisas y completas,
que 1a rutina la induce a anipptar
'rmaciones, Reconocenos dos factores
informaciones por parte e la Entrevista-
Ocimientos agrondmicos, muchas veces no le
co. ¢l tipo de Reai
=

no lo induce a hacer esfuerzos por dar lac

De parte de la Entrevistadora hem0s pensado
s6lo io que le dicen <in razonar'' las inf
negativos para el razonamiento de las
gora, lro. la falta de A YOres Con

3'Stro que fleva este agri-
seCuencia de activida

permite detectar 2normal idades y 2
ctultor (de los primeros) no persi?

llevar fa{;lﬂc'\t(‘ la
Ces ce una explotacitn,

Aji - 10 tareas

Al "n't‘-"-ld!o

I-T:/E-'. 'r'\

30 L.00 40.00
11 /5= 775 6.5 19 6 .00 32.50
7-15/5 5 %q $.00 25.0

B. Gastos
i. Productos

19-27/1" Semilla

Lt 24,00 24,00
4=16/2 Fert. 15-15-15 & Qq 12,00 60,00
P1/5%-72/8 = L an 11.00 0

4 Labore:

9-27/12 Prep. Semillero 2 MO i1.00 6.00
18-27/12 Moja Semillero ) HI 1.00 3.00
9*";/!_{5":‘50'.’3 X || O hy 1.00 1.00
9-16/1 Moja Semillero 2 HD 3.00 6.00

’ 15-25L /1 Trasplante L ' 1.00 12.0
7‘;"':"_"3 MO o z Th 30D a'."
4-16/2 Aplic. Fert, 1.00
4-16/72 moja . b 3.00 6. 00
1&~26/2 Repaso 14 Th .00 Lﬁ-f
26/2-5/73 Limpieza - .00 18,00
13-26/3 Moia ! HI 5.‘0 ‘:77
26/3-1/4 Moj2 1 HD 3.00 ST
1-i1/5 Aanlic. Abono 1/1 HD 3.00 . 0%
1-11/4 Recoleccian 12/3 MO .00 5.00
1-11/% Transporte 10 qq 0,70 7.00




11/4-7/5
11 /5-7/5
1-15/%
7-15/5

Recolece ifn
Trans<porte
Recoleccifn
Transporte

C. Gastos Estirmados
Sl_"-i'ia

Prep

« Yy Cuid, Sem,

Rotura

D. Datos que Faltan

=IGacC 1ONnes

A. Ventas

26/2- 5/3

13-26~3
26-3-1/4
1-11-4
11/4-2/5
] ‘/;c- 175
15-26-5%
15-26-5%
26/5-10/
10-18-¢
10-18-%
18-24-¢€
24/6-277

-
v

: Gartos
] Pre Lo

!i“(- ?{_\-

1 6 245-

13-26-3
13-26-3
26/3-1/4
7=15-5

Nutril
T Pde]l ir
Lonnatle
F. Foliar

Aldrin
Thiodan
Arodrin

Azodrin

i

& 172
2 2/3
5

1

9 7/18
10

0SS gque real 4
Ptrdidas o Ventas (Ciclo de produccit~ demasiado corto)

Mo 1.00
. n 67
e 0,92
o i+ NN
y .00
3 1.50

= -

Ly 26.00

b, I

D 00
.

"
b L

-

o

o~
L=

loa W e W - VIR Y Y

e A Vs

5
Yoy
B >
d
UI.
172
1/2
I}"

s , o

ye

Y I

.
[ 4
'

Y s

4 D "

.
1
.
-

Lald AJ

3.00
6.00
7.50
6.00
8.10
0.00




71
2. Labores

19-27-12 Moja 2/3 s 3.00 2.00
27-12-2/) Siesbira 2 Ho .00 £.00
16-2L-2 Fumigacion 1 HD .00 3.00
b-16-2 Moja 1 HO 3.00 3.00
16-26-2 Fumigacion i KD 3.00 3.00
16-26-2 Moja 1 WO 3.00 3.00
26/2-5/3 Recoleccion 1/3 HO 3.00 1.00
26/2-5/3 Moja 2 Th 3.00 6.00
13-26-3 Recoleccitn 2/3 HD 3.00 2.00
. 13-26-3 Transporlte S So 1,00 5.00
> 13-26-3 Fumigacion ] WD .00 3.00
13-26-1 Moja 1 HD 3.00 3.00

26/3-1/4 Trans, INESPRE 20 S = =
i 26/3-1/4 Fumigacion i HD 3.00 3.00
26/3-1/4 Moja 1 HD 3.00 3.00
1-11-4 Recoleccion 1/6 HD 3.00 3.50

1-11-4 Transporte INESFRE 8 S aen - -
11-%-7/5% Recoleccion 1 HD 3.00 3.00
11-4-7/5 Transporte ; &.00
7-15-5 Recoleccion 12/3 HD 3.00 5.00
7-15-5 Transportle ) S # 1.25 7.25%
7-15-5 Fumigacion 1 173 HD 3.00 4,00
15-26-5 Recoleccitn 3 MD 3.00 9.00
15-26-5 Transporte 7 S 1.25 8.75
15-26-5 Recoleccion 3 HD 3.00 9.00
15-26-5 Transporte b Qe 1.25 7.50
26/5-10/6 Recoleccion 576 HD 3.00 2.50
26 /51076 Transporte 5 St 1.00 5.00
10-18-6 Recoleccion ] HO 3.00 3.00
10-18-£& Transporte £ S 9.50
18-25%-& Recoleccitn 1 1/2 HD 3.00 .00
18-24-1 Recoleccion 1172 D 3.00 4.50
2/6-2/7 Recoleccitn 2 1/2 HD .00 7.50

Datos que faltan:

Vo semillero.

No Semilla.

No Prep. Terreno,

No peso de Sacos Venta

. No tareaje de la explotacion.

LV I N e |
.




MOLONDRON - 9 TAREAS

- []
A. Ventas ciclo: Eeere Jibio 1

7-15-5 q9q
'5'2("5 ‘_' P'd’!
26/5-10/6 19 B :

o
o
o
~J
w
e
o
Q

< 26/5-10/6 16 < ,
10- 18-6 1 5
18-24-6 7 g
2L76-277 | <
2L76-2/7 bl c . @R
2-11-7 & X 4.00 =g
11-23-7 21 : : 2
23-30-7 : ;
3 S L /5
B. Gastos
1. Productos-
2-9-1 Senilla 7 L 6.00 2.00
- - 2.9 . LA 2o R
9-16-1 Fert., 12-24-12 o] qq 11.75 47.00
2. Labores
i-9.1 Sierhra 16 iP A -
O b A T A - e 355 B350
16-24-1 Riego 4 HD i-;; .5-;? !
16-254-1 Liepicze ¢ HE = s 1£.00
16-2441 MOoja ! T ‘.,'(\ ‘P-H?
15-26-5 Recoleccion 10 HD ;": ‘E-'
5-26~5 Lirpieza ‘D -'ii f?'i:
15-26-5 Ripco MO AT S50
26/5-10/6 Recolezcion 10 ": 3-:1 i
10-18-& Recoleccio- : M ';.Ea s
24/6-2/7 Recoleccitn 1 b' 4.0 ?F‘
24/6-2/7 Recoleccion */y ne J-ér - fie
25/6-2/77 Transporte s Sac 3‘3: 232
11-23-7 Recoleccios : P 0.6 3.60
2= eColiece (28 1 00 1
11-23-7 Recoleccion s 120K
> 11-13-7 Lirpieza 10 Wr 3 00 s
23-30-7 Recoleccinn i D :~ FA
by C. Datos gue faltar

,. ho nay rt.." Tere ormg

2. (!:_\v‘-}:‘qc-p fovercha

:- ‘.C(“lf'.'i‘ .’ .‘..)'.‘! .""l AL l"-i"

| 4 . - il

4. En registro aparece ur supuesto molondrin 7
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Table A-27. Okra budget from farm records--Farmer J

Todos los gastos de esta explotacidn fueron tormados de!l Registro.-

Las ventas fueron realizadys en el mercado de Santo Doninan, en 12 uni-
gad do yenta condn gua ec ol Yeara' aie nesa alredadae de 20 tiheoe . ERrcolese
£ifdn y ventas Marzo-MNyviembre 1930, 21 consumo dondstico mo fue anotada en el
Registro.

8 tareas
&. Ventas y Produccif~ Ciclo: Enero-Novierbre 1930
> . Ventas 122.5 Sacos

2. Ingresos $705.28

J. Precio Promedio $3.8646

L., Produccidn por Tarea 22.8125 Sacos

B. Gastos

1. Productos

1. Semilla - Lb 2.00 8.0
2. Fert, Urea 2 qq 8.30 17.00
j. Fert. Foliar 172 Bt 2.00 1.00
L, Ins. Thiodan L B 3,25 13.00
5. Fung. Metnate 1/3 Lt 9.00 3.00
6. Des. Creoiing 172 B 2.50 1.25

Z. Llabores

.1 Corte : .50 12.00
2 Cruce B Tiy 0.75% 6.00
A enbira g 3.00  27.00
A58 eg0 15 HD 3.00  45.00
.5 Desyerbe 765 2/ HD . 210,00
b Rasiembra ‘ Ho .00 13.00
.7 Furigacidn 13 1/6 WD 3.00 39.50
.8 Aplic. Fert. - - - 0.00
S Recoleccidn 62 5/6 W 1.00 188.%0
10 Transporte y Plaza 101.06

Total Gastos 710.30
1 - “gsoTen -:J-‘."-‘l":;t“ '} '-0."{:;".':'9

. Gastos $710

i. Irarectos 708 .2

:. Fardida . -‘\’:._n"l-




Table A-28. Eggplant budget from farm records--Farmer J

L

L e

.

los ¢

fodos
mados del Registro de Finca,

gastos de esta explotacids exepto el semillers, fueron

Nen

realizaron al mercadn de Sto. mismas Se

%

Las wentas se ia
en la unidad de venta que e el peso aproximado de 100
El consumn dom¥stico no fue anotado en el Registro

$3co’ ', £on un

b §
L4

1 L

debido < fas I!'}.‘E:‘“

£) ciclo productivo fue
das por el Huracdn Allen,

myUy Coriln resas y

Yenta en Marzo-

Recoleccidn y

Ventas y Produccidn Ciclo: Noviembre-Jlunio 1530

Ven'tas
Ingresos
Prezio Promedio

o
“~d N

Lad B e
o s

-~
- ) "
no T

F .

Intecticida

o ma

Abono
Se=illa
Labores
Prep. y

b g

Cuidados Semillervo
stro
Productos

Fertili
Fertilizar:e
;w'{;E;
lis, Thiodan
Fung., Lannate
Fert.

-
-

ante

s |
e

..-.

s
3
s

zante

ad M) BN e B}
e Y

N

obre

t

-
a.‘; =J p..;

om

Faliar
Lahores

Lozte

rAarague

Tranaplante

e

Nesyerbo

to-




-

—~ L) T8 g (NAS

ad B e ™
L .

Aplic, Fery, ? Ho 3.00
Aplic, Fiezo : 7 1) .00
Fu=tanac i dn 318 Ta 1.02
Sernlescidn 20 1/3 KD 3.0
Tramiporte N Sazo 1.25
Flaro

Total) Gastos

Fesu-en Ganangias y Pérdidas
Lasiny §561,2%

ingre<os 265,00
Pérdica (5295.25)
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