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PREFACE
 

This report is one of a series produced by the Small Farm Credit 

Profitability and Repayment Project, carried out jointly by Colorado 

State University and Oklahoma State University under cooperative 

agrements with the Agency for International 0eveloloent. The objec­

tive of this project ws to develop data collection methodologies that 

credit institutions in less developed countries could use in perform­

ing analyses that can lead to improved credit policies and programs 

and improved loan repaynent. 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 methodology and 

the operation of the system.
 

Each university performed the activities with an agricultural 

development bank ina less developed country. Oklahoma State assigned
 

Dr. Loren Parks to the project with the Banco Nacional de Desarrollo 

Arircola (BFhk'OESA) 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 H. Dickey to 

the project with the Banco Agricola de la Republica Douinicana 

(BAGRICOLA) in the Doninican 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). 



The differences in conditions in each country required different 

approaches to the major task of designing methodologies for the pre­

paration of enterprise budgets. Inhunduras, none of the govern ental 

entities has a continuing responsibility for the preparation of budgets. 

Thus, the project developed a ethooology for use by the Bank 

(gBAADESA), in accordance with its particular needs, capabilities andJ 

risources. In the Dominican Republic, a Division of the Secretariat 

of Agriculture, the Bank (BA/RICOLA) and, to a lesser extent, other 

assorted agencies had each been preparing budgets using different and 

non-rigorous methodologies. Thus, the project developed a methodology 

for a joint Agriculture - Bank budgets systen. 

By designing methodoloqies with varying degrees of coaplexity in 

different aspects, this joint project provides a variety of design 

characteristics that another country can combine and adapt inorder to 

produce a system that confoms best to its particular set of conditions 

(purposes, personnel and resourres). 

Ronald L. Tinnermeier Daniel Radger
CSU Project Coordinator OSU Project Coordinator 
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FAR#1 RECORD KEEPINlG 

Farm records are widely used in the developed countries as a source of 

data for far. and sector analysis and for evaluatln9 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 irventories and resources, and levw1s of efficiency and on his 

financial position anong other things. Income, net worth, and cash fltw 

staterents 4re comonly prepared from such records. Strong reasons fur 

maintaining farn records in the developed courtries are to provide data for 

preparing required incore tax returns and to justify loan requests. %%t 

lenders now require financial staterzents when evaluating loan applications. 

These incentives forrecord kt-epinvo not exist in most developing countries, 

especially for small farmers. Thus, farurecord keeping is not corinly foiond 

In developing countries.
 

Background
 

Farm record keeping has been experimented with in a few developetnj 

countries but it ii not widespread [3, 5 ]. Ilaydni established a vegy intensive 

record keeping progran for 12 villaqes for one year In the Philippirks in 

1975-76 [6]. This activity included a ccuplete recordinq of the fluw of 

all goods and services -r ong variods activites, in the 12 housenolds diod in 

the village to help better understand the peasant ecnowy in its e.sti,,'. 

The record books (many different accounts) were thecked by a traitsed t,..chnictan 

twice a weei. for the entire sttdy period. Ao txd v .e of dsitie" itiilfsr.04 

but one-time record keepint (miltivi~it -sitvey) activity lantot! toss)Jil in 

Sierra Leone where 552 detailed hausel~old records we h';t for .- ,o. v*'ja 

http:itiilfsr.04


period (1974-75). Households wece visited twice weelly by resident enurerators
 

wt* used eight types of questionnaifes to collect data ( 10 J. Both of 

these aulti-visit, very intensiverecord kevpinq activities ;re desiqned
 

primarily for research objectives associated with study of alternative
 

agricultural and rural developpent proqraxs and policies. Enterprise budgets
 

-wereproduced by the studies but the record 4 .epi",)was not specifically 

designed for that purpose. For exarVle, 14 different crop enterprise budgets
 

were developed as part of the Sierra Leone research effort [ 10 ]. However, 

these budgets do not have the specificity of those prepared in tPonduras ind
 

the Dominican Repdblic under the Credit Project. Also, Lecause these types
 

of intonsiverecord Ireepingactivities req,tire laroe financial support and 

weil-trained people, they cannot norwally be coitinued on a sustained basis
 

for a very long period by any developin: country untity. An apparent exception
 

to this is the coritownt to f4mrecor, o.xeping in lotswana. Ihere, far'i 

records have been maintained with selected farwrs for the past 11 tears (since
 

ihe present system ii,.cludes an "en~ixleatcr" in each of nine data 

collecting stations scattered around the country. Fach enur-erator works 

with atout 12 sayVle farus isith twice weeily visits to record data (r to 

help the farvers fill out their rwn record b~t ks. A sumary about these 

farvers and their practices i: published periolically [ 4, 9 ]. 

Other, mre limited, farrrecord keepinqictiviti' can 6 found in 

other countries. For exasplh, the Bureau of Aoricultural fconor-ics of 

the 9epartment of Agriculture in the ihilippines hao. ,stahlirihed a farE 

record keeping proqram using lo,:al high school stodents to help fill cut the 

records at home [ 2 1. Also, farm record activities often are established 

to help analyze the effects of specific technolwlirail packates. for exapple,
 



technical recommendations resulting fron farm system research may be 

tested on farns by having selected farmers keep records on just that aspect
 

of their operations (7]. The CSU-led Eqyr.ian Slater Use and Hanatement 

Project established farim records in three areas to neasure the inco.e and 

other effects of on-fani water rnagenent changei [1]. An examdple of a crop 

enterprise budget producel by that project is shown in Appendix B. As can 

be seen, those budgets reflect thie concern about water vse and ti~inn 

by the project ;,ut 63 not indicatle the tOninq of other production activities 

which would be of use to credlit institutions for etablishinn loan 

disbursevents. 

In swmary, m'st far record keeping activities for snall faners in
 

developinq countries tend to be associated 'tith speciific research projects
 

or activities. Seldon are they establi,-hed on a continuous basis for the
 

purpose of providing dita for credit a'd policy analysis over longer
 

periods of time.
 

The expericentation by the Credit Project with fan.record keeping in
 

ionduras and the Dorinican Republic was for three win purposes: (I) to
 

provide cost-of-production dala to compare meith enterprise budq!t data
 

obtained fron single-visit farrer interviews described in the previous
 

section, (2) to vrovide other ,ata (income, net worth, resource use, etf-,
 

about spall farm operations wnich could be used by credit institutions and
 

(3) to goin adlitional insi4its on the probl-?;, associated with snail farr 

record keepinq as a source of data. For d-tai Is on the |l1nduran experirent 

please refer to the respective report [!. 

The desiqn of the fan record books in both countries was based on its 

potential use as a reans of collectinq infornation on srAll far crs' 



operations through an interviewer for use by the respective banks to copare
 

with the enterprise budoets oroduced fron farmer interviews and to under­

stand the operation. of their borrowers. The books were not designed for
 

use by the farmers to'wmselves or for their own analysis of their operations.
 

levertheless, the resultinq crop anj fart. surnarie; were presented to and 

discussed vith the participating farmers as a ovans of educating then on 

the potential value of the records for their own future use. Few farr'rs
 

3re presently capable of using such data directly.
 

Objectives of the Paper
 

The prinary oojective of this paper is to briefly describe and revie%
 

the farr record kecning activities carried out in the Doninican Republic
 

during the ,'eriod December 1979 - Raj 1931. The various stages and
 

problens in iapler-entino the far.record keeping are described first. Then, 

the record book itself is discussed. The next section is used to review
 

the types of data and nfortion produced. The final section providkes a 

general sw'-rarj of the far record keeping. 

e n t !n _the Record-Eep ino 

The farw records actinity was carried out in Ilizao, a toon on the south 

cuast between San Cr',stobal and Rani. This a-tea was selected because the 

farrers had relatively diversified fams nroduci-', rainly rice, tt,-ates, 

eggplant, okra, peppers and onions. It tas fe'lt such diversification would 

provide a ,nre varied set of activitic-. and transactinns to test the record 

book system. Althouq, Iurrican David Passed directly over Ilizao causing 

extensive darm,,e, it wa4, *eci4.d that the farinq olerations were sufficiently 

restarted tht this would not siqnificantly affect the future record keeping 

activities.
 



C
 

The first step was to identify an interviewer to help record the fan 

production data on the records. The local extension agent recorended 

Altagracia Salazar Bello (,iorena) to us and we nade arrangerents to hire 

record keeping. The extension
her part-time to assist with the farm 


agent also gave us a list of farrers that would be good participants.
 

In the cospaiy of Morena the credit tean first visited each of the Zen
 

farners to explain the purpose of the record keeninn and to obtain their
 

participation. Once each farver agreed to particinate, the tean then
 

pnxeeded to complete an initial inventory. 

Total assets of these farrers ranged froin "l2,10 to "155,315 with 

an average of $28,784. Assets in land and buildinqs ranged fron $1O,fl}f 

to $45,580 with an average of S24,853. Very few farvers had any products 

or inputs in storage, and only one of the ten had rore than a few cows.
 

Most of then nad two or more crops already planted and the teai obtained,
 

for each case, an estimate of the total aimount spent on these crops up 

to the date of the inventory and the beginning of the recordi keeping.
 

By February 198W several of the participants had finishei one crop 

enterprise. 7he credit teaij then beqin to perfom sove enterprise 

analysis froxi those records. In the process of extracting the data from 

the record books for preparing income and expense suvmaries by enterprise, 

it was found that errors in data entry had occurred, in particular, the 

farers would occasionally say that they had not applied a particular
 

product to the enterprise beinq analyzed, but rather to another. 

In view of these problems, a new record book systen was desned 

in which data were entered by enterprise rather than by product roveoents 

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

/!I
 



of inputs that were iaediately 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. Itwas felt
 

that this new record systen would reduce errors of data entry since the
 

farmers would be better able to remetier 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 

coolicated to analyze each enterprise separately rather than concentratinq
 

on end-of-year whole farr analysis. M4ore detail on the actual fars used
 

is presented in the next section.
 

In October 1980, in an attenot to see if sow of the farvrs could 

carry out their own recor ' i books the team gave an extra record book to 

each of four participants. Morena continued her normal visits using the 

record books inwhich she had begun Paking the entries, but each farrer 

also was asked to vake his own entries as regularly as possible so they 

cou'l use t:eir own books as a source of information durinn Norena's 

interviews. After a couple of ronths only two farters ,ere making use of 

the books. One of the fanrvers rAkini regular entries was doina so in 

spite of his low level of literacy and writing ability.
 

Morena continued visitino the Darticipatinu farpers on a weekly or 

Pore periodic basis until Harch 1981. At that tire five of the farers 

were terminated because the tean was beninning to prepare for ternin3tion 

of the project. The rermininn five participating farmers were tem-inated 

in Hay 1981. The tip* at uhich farers were terminated depended upon 

when it was possible to obtain cor lete 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 rade fron a list of soe 40 farmers in the Iizao area
 

suggested by the extension agent. Ten farmers began with the records but 

one of those decided to join the Merchant Harine service and was repiaced 

by another farmer naking a total of eleven farmers participating throughout 

the life of the project. 

Morena, the interviewer, estimated that her weekly visit to each farwer 

aver-aged around 15 or 20 ninutes. Those that were recordina some ot the 

inftoration already in the record book, of course, required less tine. She 

found that in the case of one farver about 30 minutes was needed for each 

visit to co.plete the entry of the inforrotion into the record book. She 

often spent considerable tre tracing down each of the farmers so she could 

intervied the- on the activities that took place during the previous teek. 

It was cowmon for her to have to look for each farter two to three tires 

before she actually located hin for tOe interview. 

The 11 farmers participating in the record keeping activity varied
 

considerably in aoe, level of education, size of family and ability anti
 

interest in recordino the data therselves. A brief sumary of eacil of the 

participatinQ farr-rs folloas (the identification of each farter by letter 

corresponds with the enterprise budqets by farner showin in Appendix A). 

Farner A was 47 years old and had cowpleted priniry schoolinq. lie 

had tour children at hone, two of them helped hin with the farn work. His 

wife worked part-time in a snill general goods store in the coritunity. Two 

of the children were attending a local ,econdary school and one child uas 

beginninq studies in a university in Santo ioninm. This r.ant Farmer A 

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



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

by hinself. 

Farwer B was 36 years of age and had also finished prirary 

schooling. His wife, her mother and three daughters rade up the family
 

at home. His wife was a local high school teacher and had a small book
 

business on the side. To obtain additional income, Farmer 0 often 

worked weekends in a major hotel in Santo DomInno where he helped his 

brother in the kitchen of the hotel. Even though Farner B had just 

finished primary school it was felt that he was capable of maintaining 

a farm record book, although he did not express any particular interest
 

in doing so by himself. 

Farer C was 47 years old and had com!)leted secondary education. 

His family was composed of his wife and five dauqhters. his wife had a 

srail business inselling clothing out of their horo. For a while Farrer C 

lost interest in cc.atinuing with the farm record keeping activities, bu: 

after one of the project team mebers discussed itwith him, he agreed to 

continue for the rest of the year. 14orena felt that it would be difficult 

for Farwer C to carry out a farm record book by himself. 

Farmer D was 47 years of age and had about completed secondary 

education. 1u had a wife and five children in high school that' he was 

supporting. It was felt that Farver D would be able to carry oot the 

record book by hinseif If he desired. 

Farmer E was 43 years of aqe and had c(mpleted secondary schooling 

plus an additional two years in a technical school. lie had a wife and 

felt that he also was capable of carryilngfour children at horv. Itwas 

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



tested, he decided to join the Merchant Marine service ait no longer was
 

a participant in the far'v. record keeping progran. 

Farver F vias 50 yers of age and had very few years of formal 

education. HIooever, lie could 'k-ead and write fairly well. His oni! child, 

who had a high school degree, heloed maintain the farn record, therl~fore 

the interviews with Farrer F went quite easy. 

Far"-r C,was 45 years of aoe and had co:,Vleted orirary school. '.is 

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

children. As 3n additional source of inctre Fam-er C artici'ate1 in 

local cock fightini activities two tives a ueek. iecause of this, he
 

was often difficult to find for interyiewina to check over the record
 

book.
 

Fa,-er i was 43 years of age and was helping support his wife, her 

sister and four children. Inaddition to working n his farn he worked 

part-tire in a nearby coastal tort. His wife operated a small store 

which sold ice crean, beer, soda pop and other small ite. Farir Hi 

was perhaps one of the easiest to uairtain records with beriuse he 

usually only had one crc". 

Farrer I was about 55 years of aoe, had ver; little forral e-Jucation, 

but couid read and write fairly well. His family was ccrowisep of his 

wife, three daughters and their ten children. In addition to His farn, 

i ocmrie, efters of th- f anil y v in ff the farir were perio,' c!Ily 

sending ,oney to him to help supgxrt the faNmily Farr,'r I va, very 

cooperative, but Morena foind it very difficult to .ntUerview hiti, about 

activities on the farn. 

or nrite.Farrier J was .15 years of are but did not i*wo 6cps to read 

He supported his wife and five children. Moren, found it very difficult 



to obtain inforvution about labor activities on tIe am, and, in general,
 

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

though he .as cooperative and tried to help in providinq such infomation.
 

Farrier K was 28 years old and had finished prinary schoolinq. He was
 

not yet varried and lived with his father and mther and three brothers and 

sisters. lie worked land jointly with his father. lie expreised a lot of 

interest in the record books and had begun to note data in his own farm 

record book. However, upon reviewing his notations it often was found 

that he was having a lot of difficulty in correctly filling out the sirnple 

record book form. 

The mtives for the farmrs P=Nrticipatinn in the farn record keepint 

activity also were quite vAried. ,ne or two of the farywrs participated 

because they were very interested in the results, especially for selected 

crops. The other farvers participated because they were curious, because 

they know Morena and wanted ti partiOilate for her or because they were 

intereste, in,workinq with an ,erican that i-as part of 9,e Credit Project
 

tean.
 

Prob Ie -s
 

n r r of vrolers ure associatel with ootaiv'in data ard recordirn 

the data in tie record books as listed below (these sam vro'iem ire 

likely to exist with the single-visit surve:y approach oracticed in ran; 

developinq countries):
 

-aonuniform easures like c'mts fr(r jars, one-half a r km bottle. 
etC. are uJsed by farrvrr, anti are difficult to record. 

-Activities affectino rore than one cro!i or enterrprise vi.a h ovrloo;:Cd 
at the tirr of the interview eruse thie ite, had alreaiy been rentioned 
once for the first crop. ror exarpie. an insecticide niqht have been 
ppiied to both crorn 4ind rire. hs" worn discor;inn ro.t; -striated 

with rice the farTvr ray iot nfntion the iisecticide aqain. siiiae he 
had already !entioned it for corn. 



-A farmer may give ,#.a1 nounts of insecticides or other kinds of 
inputs to neighbor%, but this is over~ooteo and does not shcu up in 
the data. Thus, thit :ould still be included as pkrt of the 
farer 's costs. 

-An iten wy not be reported by the farter because he does not 
consider it ii'4ortant by itself and nay take very little time. 
For example, a farver ray be doino cultural -activities in a fieli 
5ut periodically opens up irriqation 3ates for directir water 
onto the fields. The labor required for openinq those qates @my 
not show up In the recorded data. 

-La',or activi'Jes takinq place after a crop has been harvested, hut 
before. the next crop is planted, may not he reporte.d because tto 
future crop my not have )een decided upon yet, and so that work 
activity is not recorded. 

-Tie required of the farmer for f,urervisinj contract labor is hard 
to easure. 

-her, a farrer sells products in the lcal nariet he may report sales 
only as a net figure, that is, soe of the money ry be s ent 
shortly after the sale, but the faner ay report only the take-hove 
pay.­

-Homi consuMption of farm products like bananas and other crops r y 
not be reported. 

-'%intainino records on intercrops is comllicated and difficult to 
do. 

-A farr-r %ay contract with a laorer to do three or: four thinqs 
affectinir rore than one crop. This ca;ses recording prW.t. 

-A qradual decline in interest by the farers in continuinq the 
record books was noted during the life of the prniect. }lays reed 
to he found to raintain . intertst and notivation of th , rartici­
patinq farmers if their recard kewpinq activities are ooinq to 
continue over a longer period of tive. 

The Fa qecord Eook 

The record took utilized in Ifonduribs was a sitvlified version of the 

looseleaf Enternrise Record Book vsed in Oklahof. The new design elirinated 

all r, -Ke to inome taxes or tax-rritivated items such as depreciation 

schedules and was based on tlhe arsurption that a local paraprofessional 

would visit farnrs on a reqular basis to mak;e record book entries. The 

hionduran book included six basic scctions: (1) receipts, (2) faiiT and 

home expenses, (3) lator rerdsl, (4) crop and livestoc pro4uction surEries, 

(5) inventory of crons., livestock,, equiwx-nt, buildings and land, and 

(6) financial statwrnts includinq net uorth, cani flcr, and profit a 



loss. 4 total of 16 different form were used to record the above 

inforvation. A copy of the record book can be found in the appendix of 

Paris, et a]. [8]. 

In the Doninican Republic, the record keeping activity built on the 

results of the Honduran experience. The initial design of the Doinican 

record book included a section in which to record all of the movements or 

uses of inputs and products and a separat1 section in which to record all 

of the work activities, whethernanual, anirmal traction or imechanized. 

Additiorna sections were included for non-farv income and expenses and the 

inventories (annual). This design was used between eceber of 1979 and 

June of 19M. I4cvwever, the interview process was difficult because the 

interviewer was required to flip back and forth between the two rain 

sections in order to record both the work and the materials used or the 

production and sale,. 

The second design simplified this process by providing a relatively 

open forihat for the recording of all of the work activities, purchases and 

uses of inputs, sales of products. etc., on a single paqe for each crop or 

enterprise (see Figure 1). The forv~t is sinilar to that of a cash record 

in which the expenses Are recorded in one column and the incore is recordc-d 

in a separate col u=. This organization pemitted the interviewer to 

obtain all of the inforrtion on an enterprise before proceeding to the next 

one. In additior, the interviewer could refresh the rveu -f the f.-r-ir 

by inforring him of the itew's that were recorded in the previous interviev. 

t'hen the farvers indicated what work would toe peforred during the next 

week, she would rake a note to herself to nake sure that she asked about 

that work during the next intervicw. This design also included a perpetual 
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Figure 1. Data entri form for expe- ;es ind incoe by enterprise.
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Fiqure 2. Farn for recordinq purch -es, sales and other uses by product.
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inventory section (for each input or product stored teoporarily) with
 

which the interviewer could check the source of the inputs used or the 

wooducts sold. The inclusion of this section resulted from problee% in 

balancing the purchases and uses of inputs. Finally, a form was included 

in the record book for recording other income and expenses of the fanily 

(see Figure 3).
 

The Results
 

The faro records in each of the two countries under thtCredit
 

Project were organized sorewhat differently and, thus, provided sorewhat 

differeit direct information. The Honduraw, record book was organized so 

that whole-farm analysis could be irplemented fairly directly from the 

tecords. On the other hand, the record data needed to be reorganized to
 

produce enterprise data. In the Doninican Republic, the forms were
 

organized for ease of data entry by the record keeper a"id to be used 

directly for prolucino enterprise budinets. Data for thole-far- analysis 

were not generated by tne Doinican Republic records. 

In the DR a total of 4$ enterprise budqets were produced fron the 

records of the ten farmers in the lizao area. The detailed budgets are 

attached as Appendix A to this report. 

One of the budgets for rice based an farn records is shown in Table 1. 

Variable production costs per tarea for Fkruver A were *42.20 in 19SO. 

This falls within the range of per tarea costs for rice estimted frc; 

farner interviews. The ranW of costs across techoologies was frog 

$14.74 to $61.40 per tarea. However, the direct seeding budilet (sirilir 

to that of the record keeper) based on five far'-r interviews shoass an 

average per tarea cost of S25.55. considerably lower than that experienrel 
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Fiqur'e 3. Ferw for recordin other Vad'~y inacoe *nd expenses not associated 

with specific enterprise 
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by Farmer A. On the other hand, Farmer A obtained a much higher yield 

compared with the average obtained by the five farmers interviewed for the 

direct seeding method. Additional coqarisons can be made for eggplant, 

chili, salad tomato and onions since cost data for these crops also were 

obtained from farwLr interviews. 

A more detailed comparison of rice production data obtained from far"
 

records and from farmer interviews is shown in Table 2. Interview data
 

obtained from a farmer with 46 tareas (7.1 acres) of rice and conparsd with
 

farm record data for a farmer with 45 tareas. Again, significant differences 

can be noted. Alttmiuqh per kilo cost of production are similar (S .1t/kg. 

vs. .13/kg.), the interview case had more total variable costs than the 

record book case ($48.65/tarea vs. $38.15). However, the interview case 

shows lower pesticide purchases and higher fertilizer expenses, no doubt 

contributing to his higher yield. in fact, even though the interview case 

shows higher per tarea costs, he actually received more net return (incoy* 

above variable costs) because of nore output. The net return per tarea for 

the interview case works out to be S72.lO/tarets, but only S46.22/tarea for 

the record case. Of course, there is no sure way of knowing which case is 

more accu-ate. 

These comparisons do show that even wnen considerable specification is
 

made when preparing "rdel* enterprise budgets, what takes place on a 

certain farer's field ry still be different. Thus, credit Institutions 

must have sufficient flexibility in their lendinq procedures to allow for 

these di fierences. 

The ranges for variable costs arid returns above those costs for 

selected crops, based on farn records in Nizao, are shown in Tables 3 and 4.
 



Table 2. E(vpmiiscoi (er m~iV A1 0E(1CO0 SOO* OATA ONl A ROLE (UTEAT;ISE 

I tc -'~~ Invt, 
C0, t s.j.tt SC Cost 

. Land Arear 45 Ia. rej
 

Seedbed prep~fat~nok
Trart ,r Operatiens 2.5 T.v. $ 2.50 v 6.25 7.5 T4 . i 2.00 5.00 1.25
 
Lontiq and S0 S 3.50 - 7.00 2.5 2..75 - 6.87 .11 

ead Sediro 2 ' S 3.50 - ?.0t ( p S 3.00 - 15.00 -8.ooSee6 rct~ese £ ct, $72.00 a 132.00 7 c-,t S22.00 - 154.00 -22.00'
Urea Purchas5, .75 C-t 514.00 - 3.50 3.50 
Urea Ao~iicaticy,w .09 "D~ S 3.5') - .32 .37,
lrrig9tion 2.117 10 5 3.50 a 7.41 7.1Land Frivpar,)Oon
 

Traoctr Overtal:', 43.5 Ta. $ 2.50 - 1041 .7 S 42.5 Ia. S 2.00 " 85.00 23. 75 
IrrqatoI ' S 3.59 3150 3 5 0i. 

CotMs37,4 S35 11-2 4.5 Ia. S 2.75 ;16.67 69. 30,
4 APM'P10Ajn9446 1.. S 1.50 69. 9 1r 

51P, .50 -70.00 12 K S 3.09 36,00 167.03.4r.rSP1.rt;n46 Ta. 5 7.00 22.003.S T4. S 7.00 - 315.00 7.00 
STA' (oterb.) PuClae 5 GO. $11.50 = 
57.50 LI. 51$ , 90.00 32.50
StAF A,¢ ;cat~~ 4 .J.$ .41 , 19.00 45 Ia. S .4, a 70.00 -1.00.
 
17-24-12 Pirch!t.e 32 (wet $15.75 - 504.0 12 rt $1'.75 19I .00 
76..20- 0 Fu 5 r.t 515.00 w 75.0 20.0Jaj

Fertijitr Aplcto 3.49 H') 
 3.5C 12 i.;0, 3.00 - .00f 6.001 

~a-~ ~~'; I J3; "D 3.50 -133.00 47-1/3 & .0 -':P 90C
VW I~ k C.t S14.00 70.oj 5 . £.0065 5.0C
Urea Avolic.tion 1.714 o S 3.50 - 6.0Q I S 3.50 3.50 2 50 
ntur (n.) Pbrcha%, I It $10.50 10.50 10150: 

"O.;'or 4 ;Ci 46 Ta. S 1.41 19.00 
 19.00;

CafLitrc- in$. P'Jrch. .8333 ft 19. = 5 0 -lI.00sP 
CarbitrOq ApplicatiOn I 
furtirti, (in$.) pswrcha%~ 5 $3.00 -15-001~oo 

ru,, (,I C-t SO.00 ,, 70.00 -70.OOj
Furadan ADpI irat)in,' 'N~5.0. 30 -o6se S 4.00R~ogd (Ins.)Plurt I r - 3.00 -300Ro,OI (Ar );C tirCva, 6 Sot S 4.0 . 4oo _240o 

3.8" %&3 - 11-.00 -It-.0i4
 

Ha rsve , 
 21R S.cS 1.50 a 377.00 50 Scks '.50 - :225.00 102.001

OWVar- Tran;port. 21d SickS .70 - 43.03 ISO Sac'$ .20 w 22.00 21.00-
Uat h-a "7.50 
 -7.50!
Irri ato.s 4.2a5 PO 5 3.50 015..,M 

___ I $,S 2.2P. 81 S 1.717.,4 52,. 4;I
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Table 3. Per tare,! costs of prducttion fro;n fam r,.,cords by crop ,ind frer. R. D. 

R 

Rie42.20O 

i ce,~ 

42 .2(G 

Eggplant 30jr,3 75.84 70.15 53.01 

Tomatc 8 .;:4 40.2; 71.03 47.91 56.3(G 

c h,i I o n 

on, 

.arn 

4 1 _3. . 7 ;1I0 

56.70 

65. t4 . 1 36, -. 

105.5, 

135. 73 
8.,11 
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3 ) 6 

81.33 

8.81 

Okra 

Salad to :c 99.62 271.10 101.08 33.43 64.77 30.31 34.74 88.78 54.65 
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One crop, salad (fresh) tomatoes, had per tarea costs of S30.30 for Farmer I
 

but $271.10 for Farmer B. As one might expect, Farmer B lost money to the
 

tum of $25.93 per tarea (Table 4). The only crop that consistently showed
 

positive returns over variable costs in the far 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 ,vailable data. For
 

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

for the same crop and/or where records are kept on the same crop over 

tie. The average (mean) returns above variable costs can be misleading 

since there can be considerable variability around the mean. An enter­

prise producing a positive average return among farmers, but with one-half 

of the producers losing money, is Pore risky than one with the same or a 

lower average return but where all make some profit. As reflected in 

Table 4, eggplant a,peors less risky co'ipared with okra. Calculation of 

standard deviations and coefficients of variation would be useful 

statistical tests of risk as more data are generated. Retunis per unit 

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

axong others. 

Evaluation and Recorrendations 

Far iecord keeping is certainly all upe SiV Way of qatheriiug d'Ita 

for use by credit and other instittitions. For small, often illiterate, 

farers a system of record keepinq ca" only fut Lion if theuec is an o;ut­

sider to help with organizing and recording the data through weekly
 

visits. This outside interviewer or record keelier way well cost $ZOO-4CO 

per month on a part-time basis and can handle 10-15 farm records. the 



interviewer is probably the key factor in operating a successful fdrm
 

records program. Because of this, the interviewer should be selected
 

before the farvers. 

The competence and train"'g ,f the 'iit viewer are the most imortant 

factors affecting the accuracy of the records. Geinral k iweledge of 

agriculture and of area farvers Is a definite asset. In Honduras the 

-ost successful interviewer was a school teacher. In the Dominican 

Republic, a daughter of one of the farriers who was beginning university 

studies worked well. In another test, a farmer with only primary
 

education worked well. Thus, costence and general knowledge of
 

agriculture is more important than having a lot of formial education. 

The individual cooperating farne" a!.%is irportant for obtaining 

accurate and reliable data. If the f)r er or a son or daughter can 

record som. of the data thevmelves this. greatly reduces the load of the 

outside interviewer. Furthermre, the participatin" farmer rust be
 

sufficiently interested in helping record the weekly infomation or the
 

results will be unsatisfactory. Motivating the farver 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
 

with provision of credit is probably one of the strongest participation 

rotivators available in developing countries. 

Record book data rust be judged on tneir accuracy retitive to other 

sources or rethods. Usually. the rore detail required, the rxore accurate 

are farm records corm'ed with other data collection veans, especially 

one-visit surveys. This is because farvers cannot rerxnrber such detai) 

over tire. 

lar record keepinqi activitie5, (wnen da..rel- orgnized and 

mnaged) have a nuier of possible a0;'.atae- , over single-visit surveys. 



Accurate data on labor and water use and the ti;*ing of such use, for
 

example, are almost impossible to obtain through using one-visit 

questionnaires. Special or new crops or livestock activities can be 

studied by using records idhereas they may be Rissed by sur,'eys. Also,
 

farm record data can be used to check the results of data obtained
 

through other means. 

The study of farmer decision ruaking and of the production­

consuaptiion-investment interrelationships within the farm fanily can be 

more clealry traced and understood with detailed records. 

Data on rural constxVtion and savings patterits aiso can tw Atained 

through detailed and cosilete farn family aovcords. (Mvioutsy, this 

type of record keeping i .ore copplex a,.d does require Liore trainiri9 and 

supervision. Nonetheless, if one exj| Lts to wr'e clearly understail 

small fars;ers' *rcepticns of cr'edit ati boresimintj then these o0wir 

questions are itportant. farn records ctiuld i e a Yaluble suairte of 

infor;iation but this phase MLSt CMOC atter 0i1)iCC F-tI|eds hi ve kt.e 

established successfull;4. 

.aluab!e educational tool. Bank adsiini-rator!, and t,.i.vict,;suin t th 

countries were invited to visit the -it ic ipati,, fi,*i:,s itith d pt ect 

professiona . This served as at, ective v,itr, i (tiit ,g ti'if I j 

Bank: personnel on the co!.ts and reti nod on ,,. 'i,h tI ' , 

fa%,vr. The record,. prov.ido a p)itt of( ref.*; .ese fl, 1he" viit .i 

ensuinq dicuss ion. elso.t ir, tre qIajd 4 1 UW, dv'. rottv.rtl 

fir traiftih sen~indr-s ad( uoiho I inallfIi p vto4'l4 LC 1xue ' I ." ytS 

a focal point for fanvx-r eflucaition. tIbe reaitvv loiv ;jitt,. Ant lfrY s 



can be studied with the farver from the records. Data frva actual farm 

cases will be more readily received by other farmers in farm managemnt 

training sessions. 
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0 Table A-2. 8tqet, for eggplant from fari i-cords-Varver A 

Los "$~to$ de Ppar0VC16n' tie tc4'reoo Ner"f es I-Fttes a? ifliClo 
dcl Reqkitro. I-s aastos de e-uillero no cst~n incluldos pot no hi'dmr 
loi,. pu.rs las p13ntulas se ro~siroi de regalo. Se estimo su valor 
en $5.00. 

La pirf'acibn fut fUtmiJWJa e-%variA~s caciones. pero no aparece
r~cfIlejad el ga -,toporque los g4iio. Wie- le fucron atribulcas a, 
vo~ plartaion Je ttu-.4u simultane a lo berenaeia. Por tarno los 
qtastoi, del torte .pre inflados y estc%disinu14os e" u-ne propoEr 
00L~n que mo pudo ser cit ima. En el IRegistro solo aparece una spli­
cacift de riego. pero suponewios que dcbicron scr .u~s y no se registra 
ron, 

Los lnfor",ciotns de produsccift y ventas estan registradas en "sYW 
Estirvs cstic'ando su peso en 100 Lb wI qq. 

Isarv
 

A. 	 'Ientas y Producci6n 
.1 ventas al tlcrcado 28 iacos (de lqq)

lo) 2 Ingresos $171.00 
4F3Preci~o Prrwedio 	 6.1 1/Saco 
A1 Producci~n total 28 .. cos- ?8qq w 2.800 Lbs. 
.,$~ ProouccLn por Tarea 7 Sacos -7 qQ -700 Lbs. 

B.GO)Ntos 

a) 	Corte y Croce 
 1. Ta 2.50 10.00 

b) Surcos 4 Ia 1.00 4.00 

.2 Del Registro
a) Trasplante I Hor- D I 3.00 3.00 
b) Aplic. Riego I Hom- 0 1a 3.00 3.00c)£c'erbs V Aporque12HnDa3.' 
d) 	rcrtilizante 15-15-15 1 qq 10.00 10.00
 
e) 	Fertilizante lUres 
 0.5 qiq 13.00 13.00OI 
f) Aplii. Abonos 0.0625 N~o,- 0 1 3.00 0.19 
9) Recolection 4.31 m~r- DIa 3.Ob 12. 94 
t6) Transporte 28 Sacos 1.00 28. 00 

TOTAL DEGASTOS............. $120.13
 

C. 	 Rtetsowi de' Gnavicio' y P('rdida%
 
.1 lflqresm). S1.00
 
.2 Gastos 170.13
 
.3 Ganancia 50.8
 



Table A-3. Tomato budget trom farm recordS--farver A 

a1do$ loi oastos de iita explotaci6n fuerom R*mdos del Registro.

(I transporte de los 
frutos furron rt',|;zados en su ca-io-neta, exeeto 15 
huscales, peto le hemos calculado el costo de transporte &I precio coZn
 
de los transportadores.
 

Los ventas fucron en el "ercado de Santo Doir-inqo. E, envase para
 
venta es el huacal de 93 libras.
 

Ventas: ftaizo y Abril 80 
 Ciclo: Diciebre 79 - Abril 80 

A. 	 Ventes y Froducci6n
 
1. 	 Ventas 271 	 Suecale, - 19391 I* 19890 qq 
2. 	Ingresos 
 S87I40
 
3. 	 Precio Pro-,ed;o S.8e 
4. 	PToduccie Totai I990 lb - 198.90 q; 
5. 	Producci&" por Tarea 
 2210 lb 2
22.10 qQ
 

e. 	Gast*$
 
1. 	 Insio
 

Se-cila 2 Ib 	 5.00 10.03 
Planufas5.03
 

Lmae112 	 Lb 16.003.0 
Guain1/3 	 L~40WAS 3.15rertiliwz.te 15-15-15 1 Q 	 10.50 10.50 

Fertiliza.c Urea 112 Qq IC.95 .47 

SU2-ICTAL ....... $S2.52
2. 	 Laboreo, 
Pre. Se, Ill ero 1 1/2 H - Pfa 3.00 4.50 
Cuidados !c-illero 2 14o-Dra 3.01 6.00 
Corte y Crvce del Terreno 9 22.50
 
Surcoe 	 c;.0 9.02 

ir i 11-A0 I It 

A11sycr Ffs 4*-.r1. 3.#07 30 

irans , ior 
 0 1u.ul 7 4400 

..CIT. ..-.. ......... it
 
TOTAL GASTOS............ 799.51
 

http:rertiliwz.te
http:Planufas5.03


I. I
 

,. . C4J-: 



Table A-4. (tjpJant budget fro" farm records-oFarwer A 

n o.' gaslos no aporec" Jos de senllero porQue las plintulas It (ue 

ton regatadas. So' q&0=6 s. valor en $5.00. 

(I envase para la ventla to, tl $io. Est 6rm-os su peso en un nuintal o sea 
100 libras. Para li recolecc;4 se erv-aban obreros cntratados para otras 

labores. los c€uales e |eaban unA nedia tora por cada 


A. Ventas y Pro4ucc i n 

I. Ventas 

2. Ingresos 
3. Prec o Pr dio 
4. Producc;6n total 

5. Produccion par :area 


8. Gastos
 
. r.lg;c ;d4 Lannatc 

2. rertiIizajnte 12-7-12 
3. Fortil;zante Urea 


Arad~ y Surco 
5. Trasplante 

7. Ap ;c. A;,!-,0 (3) 

9.A;'c. Funic id, 
11. ApI;c. Frrtilizantes (5) 
11. Rcr C0 1 c 
12. Transporte 

36.5 Sacos 
$231.50 

34/so 
36.5 $aces 

9.125 Sacos 


saco, seqfn estii os4. 

(de I quintai)
 

- 36.5 qq - 36,500 it 
- 9.125 qq 91.259 lb 

Sobre 4.25 ".,5 
1. 1.6.00 

1 14.50 
Ta 2.Z25 

.-Pa 3.00 9.00 

3 1o-b I. ).03 9.06 

I Ho0-pla 3.0 3.00 
2/3 H't-l1a 3.00 2.01 

H-pI a 3.C0 9.00 

36.5 Sacos 1.00 36.53 

TOTAL V( GASTOS........... $ 175.25
 

C. R , - .-G-nancias y Pfr( ;oda$ 

1. Srrso231.50 
2. Gastos 17S.25 
3. Ganancias 56.25 



Table A-5. Chili builet frcov fam~ recornis--farer A 

Todos 1o% galo de'(51d explotacidn fueron toodos del aeqstro. 
Li ventas OUeron re4liuad.1$ en la finca. 11 esivase para 10$ ventas al 
u'crcado de exporfacidn es la caja de 30 libras. para ef spercado de Sto. 
Oqo. es el saco de 100 1ibras. 

(I trasplante de las pl~ntulas fue reAlizodo con intervalo d-e va 
iio-. dfas. por eito epw parte de el tc'rno las hierbays se desarrollaron; 
V 4v rostra.qe pasarle 

Lsieqo del tra-splante so, perdieron 5 (areas %!,e cuitivi. debido a 
ecesCo de luevia. Los resoltados de Producci~n est~n calcuiado. por lo 
anterior, en bse a 1? tarea.. 

Ventas:' Abril-Junio 80 Ciclo: Dicieiebre 79 - .'unio 80 

A. Ventas y Produccidn
 

a) Para cevor.ci6n 182 ca ias 5,460 lbs" 54.60 qq 
b) Para s~ercado local 1& sacos lo100 lbs a10.00 qq 

2. Inlre'sos
 
3. Preto Pro-vili: 
a) Para expart~ci4o 51.30/Coja 
b) Para hercado local $3.50/Saco 

4. Prnoiscci6n, total 6.1i6o lb- 64.6o qII
5. Pro<Vicci6n por taea 538.34 lb 5.38 Q1~-


8. Gostro.
 
I."e V'ros 
seqpi1ila 2 111 24-50 49. 00 
Fertlizant. 15-15-15 4*.5 qq 10.00 45.0m
 
Capricon 2/5 
 Lt 5.00 2.00
 

SUB-O0AL 96.00 

2. Labores
 
Prep. Sre,1ler 2 110'af.) 3.00 6.00 
Ca. Jmos So--iilefrn 2 112 11IW-Dra 3.00 .5 
toric y Cru.e del Terreno 171. 2-50) 42.50 
P.1%trim 12?? 0.50 6.00 
'Surco 171~ 1.01 17-00
 
ifosvpl'ante 
 74 213 3.01, 71-.00 

'WIqtp 
 14 '1.00 1".00
Desyerbo (4) 44 1/3 Ik-~a 3.00 133-09. 
Ftmiqaci~n ­ 1r. 3.00 3.00 
Rign (4) 12 tfam-Dr.a 3.00 34.0o 
Recoleccidn 
 21 2/12 14cv-Ua 3.00635 



C. Rests-cm Gnn.is Y Pfrdid ?8 

3. PO-rdid4, -224.50 



Table A-6. Salad tomato budget from farm records --fanvr A.
 

Los 9,x$to$ h0510 on Qw! de tfasPante fueron estindos at covenzar el 

Registro. En el Recistro no aparer'n productos co-so consuido o regalado 

par tanto esta part ida no eit coimput~da. 

Las ventas at -ercado local se realizan en huaales (de 90 Ibs) y para
 

exportaci6n en caja (de 30 lbs). En l s Ventas al owrcado el transporte
 

to paga el productor y para exportaci6n to cubre el cocmprador. El produc­

tar transporto 620 huacales en su camioncta y pago el 


restante%.
 

A. 	 VENTAS Y PROOUCC ION
 

I. 	Vcnta5
 

a) At "ercado 


b) para Exportaci6n 


.2 Ingresos 

3. 	Precios Pro-ediO 

o) AlI nsercado 
b) Para Exportaci6(]n 

4. 	 Producc 6n Total 


5. 	 Producci6n por tarea 


B. 	GASTOS
 

a) St;Ma 


b) Prep. y Oidados Sv;illero 


c) rertilizante Se-,illero 


d) 'rep. lcrreno 


e) Aporque. Desy-rbo y Riego 


2. 	 Oel Renistro 

a) Fertilizante (12-24-2) 

b) fertilizante (6--15) 

C) F.nir,,(L.nnt),') 

d) Insect;cido, (C.ip ;,) 

c) Ia',ct id, (C ,uton 
f) Apii-.fertli zante 

A)Aor iuw. 
h1) 	Aplic. Ri#,to 
i) 	 Arlic. Pesticidas 

635 huacales 
1(0 Cajas 

$3.036.00 

I.6h,'a 
I.9;/Aaja 


61,950 lbs 


5352 lbs 


3 lb 


transporte de los 15
 

1/r 
- 6 .50/qI 
- 619.SOqq 

- 53.52 qq 

12.00 36.00
 

5 

0.7 

22 

Hor--Dta 

qq 

Tare.% 

3.00 

12.50 

2.25 

15.00 

2.50 

49.50 

15 1/3 "oM-Da 3.00 45.00 

SUB-70TAL $148.00 

4 

6 

. 

qq 

qrq 

b 
LI 

12.50 

10.00 

16.00 

15.00 

50.00 
60.00 

70.00 

1I.O0 

27 
8 

0.33 
0.5 

11" 
1/3 

1/3 

.1 
iff,'- fa 

I4vT-DI 
Ht.,,Ifl.1 
Ii-DpiI 

7.10 
3.00 

3.-00 
3.00 
3.00 

3.55 
1.10 

117.00 
67.00 
25.00 

http:3.036.00


k) Pe10-,i~b8.2 

I ) T r npo t y h U ) 1I s6 3.5 
o-fi~ 

hu gdCaI es 
3V 
2.00 1 fl Q7. o j J 

SUB -T0TA 

TOTAL GE~ilP.;t ('ASrcS $2 ;i65 

R.PSU!#--.; GANAV.- IAS "PERDIDAS 

I. ast o. , $3 .036.03 

b44. 35 



Table A-7. 70401. budget from farm records-Farrer B 

Todos IQ$ ejwstos & est explotocidn fueron to-.dos del Phogistro. 

Los ventas fucron ail r-rcado de Sto. D:-).. Ia r'odida do vento es 
el huacal quo pesa aproximoidavn~tr 90) libras. 

El itgrcultor P1.)e.3b~t~d sna de tarcas jioro las41"0 5 
Iluvias deaaron oran parte dtl scr-illero I s~l pu*do trosplanxor I tarea. 
De las 5 tareas quo El prcpard, 2 Ilk utiiZd Para una explotaci6n de ajr 
y en 2 no pudo apro'iechar la preparocidn. 

El ciclo de produccid" fur corto debid^, a las Iluv.ias. Estwvoque 
en condiciones normales la produccidn scrro 30 huacales mayor. 

Ventas: Nl~YO - Junio 1980 (iclo: Febrero- Junio 1980 

A. Vcntais y Produccidn
 

2. vn tres 1 h l ca 

3. Precjo Pro-cd;o
 

S.Gast-j* 

*i rt. torea~ I 17.00120 
-2 Fert. 15-15-15 1qq 12.00 12.00 
.3 Fet Folior Lt 1.85 1.65 
.4 Lannate /2Lb 16.00 6.00 

2. Labores
 
.1 Prep,. S"millero 2 tfe 3. 0 6.00 
.2 Cuidida-, Scr-;I lero 2/3 q 3.002.O,
.3 Prep. lerreno 3 la 3.00 9.00 
.4 Trasplante (13,0 9.00 
.5 Aplic. Fer iins 1B 3.00 1.00 
.6 Dcos.rbos 6 3- a.oi 

oq s56 
.8 Recolecc ;do 3 112 '1 3.09 '0.50 
.9 Tnre 

.7 Ft; co~ 103.00 2.50
 

"#i. 7.00 ?6.0ol 
'10 P1.I~ 

3. Per 6 cf ,. 



sable A-8. ChSili Ibudqet (ro facm records--Farnrr il 

(q ~ c~~ir K~i o I r c o cc I 'n1 

- - 10 1 

2~~~. ~ 'D~~ br 

o-­



lb 

a refg i;.vie OUre.) V)2.J 54.00 

c ) Ingecticid.'i (71,it;dJit t, 6.50 6.50 

)Ap Imc .* *1z~e t 
0) Aplic. Aqroqirsvcos 
9) optyerbo 
h) FRecolecci6a 
i) rasoz 

4VI7' 
I-2 1 

70 
46.40 

to~-f3 . ON 
1.00 

40 - Dl 3.09 
*-D 3.00 

1.25 

28.00 
50.00 
.?0.0 
58.00 

70TAL GERAPAL G44;ICS s(A4.8o -

C. ~ { 

2. GastOs 



Table A-96. Saladl tomto from~ f)r recorxis-Favnr 6 

que vi I.? real id-ad I'lubo conw-o fa-; ar y~o req'1loS. 

el pr-l, (30e-1,ra 0 Conseetr, del d~i~ePr~du 64,i- qL~ret 
*4'.rfdo a ILA as s utuIu1.'IA se, usan m~s de v'va vez (costo 
jo) Por ta-to su costo no ests co-pv'ado. 

;I Po ricios 

9ados er bas a 6 tareos y Otros em t.ase a 7 1areas. 
rrt,*5 ?"11, *rr~m ir 10 A-!rs dicti o' s fucron pa 

(sta e,:Acot~r;6, arro p~grd~d^ atlyn ai ver de1~ fi Tief-L ona aV 

r*u In rr(-7f-q ado 

c ic to: Set.t 1'49 - tarzo 1930 

3. 7~5.1,w 

5. proeC(.id6 rfT 40 huica.les -3,00O 36 

.24.03 

~~4IL. 

- *.~~*Jar, 
~ I ~2­



I 

j)Poitur4 cf-
k) warre 

i) Ai;(;. 

- s)
esvrbo 

B. DEL A(G ISTAC
 

FertiIizane (Ur5.0) 


2. Fertilizake (3l.ro) 
3. Insecticida {To ,) 

4. Onsecticida 

5. Vunq;tc.da (Lannale) 
6. Soqa 

7,, Ak-rre V &eschuponado 

F. D ~yerbos 

9. Aplic RieqoS 

10. Aplic. PeSt;gd.v yVF. V-,Iiar 
!1. Aplic. Fertil;4ante ('ea) 
12.- IstACAJ6 
13. Recoleccion 

14. Transporte V tuar~ 


(yI~ t f 1 3.00 24.00 
72 140-D fa 3.09 216.00 
8 N--, 3.00 2,.00 

19 1/3 K,0--D1z 3.00 58.00 

SUS-TOTAL ...... $607.65
 

5.0 12.00 60.00
 
3.', Lt 1.85 6.47
 
1.5 Lt 6.50 9.75
 
1.0or) t 12.50
1.0 	 12.50 

1.0 Lb 18.00 19.00
 

26.83 Lb 3.00 26.87
 
27.0 #--Df.) 3.00 81-03
 
t0.0 -la 3.0 30.03
 
12.0 	 Hfo-IDf(a 3.0 36.0 

17 Tarea 1.09 28.00 
2.8 in--D.I 3.0 8.4o 
2.0 Ifo-D a 3.O 6.03
 

£6 2i3 HNo- lIa 3.00) 200.00
 
236 huacales Z.00 472.00
 

15. Sub-olquiter dt p.estco :o #,ercjdn 139 Iht,.cojle varia 24.00 
b le 

SUB-TOTAL S1.018.95 

TOTAL GASTOS 1.626.60
 

I. I nri os 	 $ 1 .,t71. Of 

2. tos ras 	 vfl'.
 
3. Pordda 	 355.60 

' 	Lc~s cua7o pr 'roco4 ,.k~e sr wenderofw en I.a (inca y 40 hoolcaleS fwcron 
transportado gratis aor tl jsa­

http:1.626.60
http:S1.018.95
http:Vunq;tc.da
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Table A-10. Onion b4,Wjt, fron farms rei ords--Fam r 0 

El *gricultor preparO un s$tillero pare 10 tares de cebolla, se 
perdi6 80Z del sem'llero por el exceso de Iluv;as de los huracanes. 
I restante 20ZJ se salvo por estar e semillero en una Ioa (con ben 

odrenaje). La gran mayorla de los agricultores perdieron sus senuiae
ros. Por to tanto, Ia cosecho se efectU6 antes de ta epoca de mayor 
producci6n ya que los dtvIs agricultores tuvieron que realizar nuevo$ 
semilleros. Trasplant6 las 2 tareas en Septiewbre do 1979. 

La Unidad de Ventas de cebolla es el .,co 4e 50 libras. $r em­
bargo. los agricultores norpalmene engregan sacos con 52.5 libras 
(proedio estimado). RecolectO entre Diciembre de 1979 y Febrero de 
1980. 

Los gastos incluyen O vlaente los vegistrados en cl Registro Agro 
pecuario. Separvwos ta parte que corresponde a la p~rdlda del 80. die 
semillero y preparaci6n de terveno. htuchos de los gostos fueron efec­
tuados antes de coocnzar el registro, pero estos fueron estinados en el 
evonto de realizar el inventaro inicial. Por to tanto, a veces faltan
 

detal les. 

A. VENTAS Y PROOUCCIOUI 

1. Ventas 
2. !ngresos

3. Precico Promedio 
4. Consvwo Fa iliar 

5. Valor Consuvo 

6. Valor Total Producido 

7. Prodk, ccd n Total 
8. Produtcidn pot Tarea 


B. GASTOS
 
1. 2 Tareas solavnte 

a) Preparaci6n del Senitlero 
b) Se-,i Ila 
c) Limpieza (3) 
d) Insecticida Sen; I lero 
e) rrtliizante. 12-12-12- Semi-

I1ero 
f) rertillizante Urea Semillero 
g) Prep,rraci6n Terreno (Arada. 

to-) rc.i da)
 
h) Encabezada 


Ciclo: Agosto 1979 - Febrero 1980
 

37.7 sacos (de 52.5 libras) 
$2.093.00 
$56.11/saco
 
.76 sacos
 
$42.64
 
$2,135.64
 
33 Sacos = 1.995 libras - 19 95 qq 
19 sacos a 999 libras - 9.97 q" 

.7 Tareas 33.00 6.0 
1.40 Tarros 23.00 32.20 
1.8 HoM-Da 3.00 5.40 

1.60 
0.05 qq I1.00 .55 

0.05 	 q,02.00 .,60
 
7 Tare s 5.25 10;50
 

6 H(kw-t a 3.00 18.00 

http:2,135.64
http:2.093.00
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i) Ferti~izante 12-24-12 3.5 qq 12.00 42.00 
j) Aplicaci6n Fertilizante .10 *o%-Ofa 3.00 0.30 
k) Insecticida • 10.30 
j) Aplicaci6n Insecticida 3 h"o-01a 3.00 9.00 
k) LI,,pleza (5) 26 Hon-oa 3.00 78.00 
1) iegos (tO) tO ,o &Ota 3.00 30.00 
a) ertillizante .5 qq 12.00 
n) Aplicaci6n Fertilizente .17 Ho"-Dra 3.00 0.50 
o) Rsepaso 5 ho-D a 3.00 15.00 
p) Sacos 16 Sacos 0.25 4.00 
q) Recoleccionems 22 Ham-ort 3.00 66.00 
r) Transporte a Merca,&o 17 Sacos .50 8.50 
s) Transporte a Merca*do 8 Sacos 1.00 8.00 

SUB-TOTAL 2 TAREAS 	 $353.05 

2. 	8 Tare;,s No Trasportsdas
 

a) Prep,.raci6n Seillero .8 Tareas 33.00 26.40
 
b) Semi~la 5.6 Tarros 23.00 128.80
 
c) Limpieza (3) 7.2 How-Dra 3.)0 21-tc
 
d) Insecticida Semi lero 6.4,0
 
e) Fertilizante 12-12-12 Semi- .22 qq 11.00 2.40
 

I ero 
f)Fertilizante Urea Semillero .20 qq 12.00 2.40 

g) 7?rcparaci6n Terreno (Arad&. 8 Tareas 5.25 42.00
narcada) 	 i 

-Crfdito por ahorro de un paso 8 Tareas 2.00 116.00), 
de preparacin 

SUB-TOTAL 8 TAREAS S7 0.O1 
TOTAL GENERAL DE GASTOS $567.0, 

C. 	 RESU?EN DE GAIWICIAS Y PERDIDAS. 

I. 	Valor Producido $2.135.64
 
2. 	1otal Gastos 561.05
 
3. 	Ganancia Neta $1.59 

A*iisis 20/3/80 

http:2.135.64


Table A-11. Chili bud4)e. fromi fim records--Varuer C
 

ftr'Orn I~i~ 
e~1i".rnA estae xplotac;n antes de (iv ,Aizar el C'00 vc1b~i. *3 

utilir'6 el terrenio peira cultivar atro7. Isi- -. hub~era podido recolectar 
20 sacos de 1 Qq en adi6ft a to Cose'ho reaoia.ed4. 

Los Pri-weros q450'O ;01~ del~1~j i&V~j1~ 

tos gastos en' proeuclo$ qi1soko, - i' ifC4~ uero'iEgn a~ por
 

el agricuIlor, &I observar q~#e no apareclarz en e# registro.
 

14$S ventas en~ cavo !'harb cxportacati) son pvesto-finca. A vet.cS er Sat~o
 
(par,* el swce p5Acs'ifanco.
" .rce.da) 1q 

12.I3Lr Cic '0: itarzo 1980 -Abril l9e" 

A. Venzas y Prodwcci6n 
1. Ven ta' 

4~ ecos44 a444,
 

b') Cajo1% 170 - 5ioq
 
7. IflgfCsos S339.50
 

3. Prcc. rre,-edio 
a) P.or Saco S3.8,- - 84q 
0, Por Caja SI-00 - 3.33/cq 

4. Producciooi Total 99 qn 
S. ProductiOn/Tarea 9.9 'Q'. 

8.Gostos
 

,a) rirr1IiC :. e i12- 7( 1~*2) 3 

cirertili~ant~c (VPa3 L~b 1.50 45 

d) r'.ct cida (Ta-mr6") I LI 10.50 10.50 
0) In .ct ic~ (Fol idol) I Lt 7.50 7.50 
f) Prvp. Terreno (Corte. Cr : e, 

~Rostra) 10 Ta 3.00 30 
9) $-1,rco 10 Ta 1.00 10.00 

6') Trasplo'4e 4 2/3 P 3.00 14.00 
i) Desy)e4rbo 3v19 113 ;q*1 3.74.07 

1) I.8an 3 C 33Q 
I,I Ar1.c. Ab~os 3 HP 9.00D 
1) VUS4C6 00~.~.I '7.25 

0~ Transporte 0$~o Q.75 C. 

2. E roo 

2..
 

3. Ferdsda 120.75
 



Table A-12. Onion budget fr0m farm records--Farmer C 

to, q4stO$ incialrs. de',de ef semillero hA*.to uno S se~anas de
 
tvasplantada, furron estiodos a1l wmoeno ticerse ;nventario
de el 

Inicial. Los gastos poste-iores futron onotaeos en ef Reg;stro Agro
 
pecuardo.
 

to Unidad de Venta es el Sato de 50 lIbras, "ero norna !ente lot 

venden con unas 52.5 I;bras. Recolecc;6n entre rebrero y Marzo de 1980.
 

0cilo: Gctubre 79 - Marzo f0 
A. 	PROOUCCIOIN
 
1. 	 Ventas 194.5 sacos de 52.5 lbs - 10,211.25 Ibs. 
2. 	Ingresos $5.52.50 
3. 	 Precio Provwdio $28.39 por saco 
4. 	Producci6n por Tarea 27.78 saces (We52.5 lbs) - 1,458.75 ibs. 

8. 	GASTOS Cant. Uni ad Precio _ ,_____o 
I. 	 fstievido$ al Inventar;o 

a) 	Preparac;6.n y Cu;dados .14 Tarea 28.50 
al Sr w Ilero 

b) 	 Sme I i.1 8 Libr. 11.50 92.00 
c) Freparacin del Terreno 7 larea 3.50 74.50 
d) IFasplante 14.67 Flom-0 f 3.00 44.0 
e) Aplic. de Riecos 2 No%-0fa 3.00 6.00 

SUB-TOTAL ........................... 	 $19 .00
 
2. 	 Ve I Reg[sro 

a) Abeno 13-13-13 4 q. 12.125 48.50 
b) Abomo Urea 3 Qq 13.50 40.00 
c! 	 Insertkiif;.-s T.w,,,.vr o,w .33 Uitrn 14. W51.6,7 

d) Inse tt;d Azodrfn .5 Litro 10.50 5.25 
) Sato$ 63 Saco$ 0.50 31.50 
f) Apl;c. dei Peus 14 He--Dfa 3.00 42.00 
9) 	 Aplic. Abono, 3 o 1-0fa 3.0 9.00 
t) Aplic. Feslicidas 2.83 Hco--Dra 3.00 8.50 
i) 0eserbos 63.67 fo--0Ia 3.00 19 .0-
J) Recoleccidn 44.15 yHoDfa 3.00 132.41, 
k) Transporte 3 Saco 0.50 31-2 

SUP-TOTAL................ S__
 

7OTAL GASTOS ............ $739.36
 

C. 	RISUtII GAIIANCIAS Y PERPIDAS 
1. 	 Vento -v5.5".5, 
2. .Asto% 	 __ . lf 
3. 	eeneficios ,.783-14
 

http:T.w,,,.vr
http:1,458.75
http:10,211.25


Table A13. Corn budge!t from faro records--Faromr C. 

TtdcsIv ttos 4, esta explotar.6-, vrro-- to-dos del lteq*itro de 
Vint&. F1 c orl;ir r'o fue ato~ado er~ el Rqqitro. 

Aecolcc;& y ventas Wulio- septie-bre 119310 

?(0 Tama-' 	 ci~o junio-Agosto 14)30 

A. 	 Venttos y PCijc~ 

2. 	 Inre,.o- 670.31 
3. 	 Preco Pro-- dio 7.1 

8. Lstos, 

1. 	$CeII4 40 Lb 0.20 8.00 

Cort 	 0.00 2 0.0 
2. 	 sur~n 10 1.0') 20.0 

S~c r 2 3 0 ­
4. 	 P;eo2 I.1 3.00 6.03 

5 	f,'bo6 2/3 "DI 3.00 7.1 
(1~ Saco 46.206 	 0.10 

1. 	 vescro-'e 6 213 NO 3.00 ." 
3. 	Tr~nsvorte103 

TOTAL GASTOS 176.20 

C. 	 Revrvn Gaaca y Pfrdd 

PREVIOUS PAS~.:aF!:P
 



Table A-14. Chili tbud jet frm firu records-- Farwe~r C 

,i*..1 A hro o~uniSLo "ut.' 
pt~n~tP.#~~-- ~i ~r ele in,.,**nario ~ui LOSt~i~S ~~ 

(~er~fl #n<tadC$ eL Atv[stfo AQrOP4,rOge 401~ 

ta.2 en plantaitin debido a u-, e-fer -edad. rre~a, I.Hu-
en 7 tareas sino en 6.75 t~reas.(#:~~~Por tanto. rfij~ N~ sera 

qtjntal(101 I~r~)~Ieell* 
(E~ro VrFetl'ec -I iqp'93.

Las mw t' - e ~ 
c~lia de1 F"5 La recverc.C(nf -, rr.~Iizd renre 

EI ~~~ esci. pa rte at un4 el eoparctio .. aa 

Debieo a esto se co-cvtd ese
cuItor tie-t C 5 0.00/taez an-A~. 

cos to. 

C;clo,: C:tj:e- 79 -Fcbrero 8(0 

4;7
 

51.782.00
7. I re so, 

S4.25 - 7 c
;,Or Sso~:-


2.? Quljit~Is?bfe~ em 6.75 ulra
5. r-rod jc t 22.03 cvjinutle v- 7 tareas 

f0. 
-

T .4fe~N're;p~ r-I 7 $ 15 

IT~ 

-'7 
.0 

http:51.782.00


2. Del Argstro

1. Abono 12-24-12 
 3 Qq 12.00 36.00Abono 13-13-13 
 14 04 12.25 37.50
Abuna Urea 
 1 qq '3.00
Abo,"o nutr; 
 1 LibrI 13.50 1.50
2. Aplic ci6n Aboro 
 4.3 
 3.001-ra 13.00
3. Insecticida Tr.armn 
 0.33 L;gro 14.00 
 4.67Insecti i;d, Fol ido, 
 0.33 Litro 7.50 2.504. rungic ida D;jhare 0 Libro 2.50lS 0 

5. Aplicacion Pesticidas 3 Libra 1.50 4.506. Aplicacin Riegos 5X.917 140--DIa 3.00 28.757. Desyerbos
8. "n- 33.00 21.0028.3 Kecoleccvion
"om-Oro 
 3.00 85.008. R ~ cO ,24.67 H m fa3.00 74Z.00 

SUP-TOTAL ...........455.47
Arrenda.,iento por Tarea por Se-stre
.............35.00
 

TOTAL GASTOS .......... 666.92
 

C. Resumen Ganancias y Pdrdids
 
1. Ilngresos 
 $1.782.00
 
2. Total Gastos
 
3. Gananci 1.115.03
 

http:1.115.03
http:1.782.00
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Table A-15. Onion budget tro (amw records--Frwr C 

Los 	pritmcros ce~tvs fuero' es; aos ei ificiar el req;stro~ v e resto fut
 
anotado en' el
 

Lo uOd~ & vtt es elSaco de 50 1ibras, pero tnorftiL-er~tv lo! -r iCult!)­
res le Pones. 2.5 libraj extra&. Ftcle.6 entre Mirzo y Abril de 19.
 

El agrikuitor tivo que coivrar pl3rwtuls. PU"! no Eurv 'NUfcicrtes 1ak ob
 
tenidas en el se-rJlero.
 

* ~n 	 Ciclo: lie '#-tre 19?9. - Abril I,-

A. 	V.-ntas y Prodjcc&6 
1. 	Ventia' 
 16? oo a7q
 
2. 	lfgresos 
 S965.0O
 

4. 	 Produccon Itcel! i.Cf 
5. 	ProducciOn Pr larea 17.01 cQ
 

4) 	 Prep. y Cv'dao* del Se-,. 2 213 itr 3 8.o0 
b) 	Se,-iI; 113 L17 29 0.1 

P1rep. del i'#,rero 51, 4I 

SUB-TTA ..... $51.50
 

~?Frrt~Ii:.-- (&r a 	 2 13. C: 6 
c) 	P a lrtcy sr4~.r4 1 ta ea 	 V5.25
 

~~~)~ 	 tn. Itv~ 

If 1,; i I A 7-1 C4' 1 

I 	 ree~ 

0) 	Reolcc~' 
 41D~$ 
p) 	 Transporte 14so 1LS 9.CQ 

TOTAL GASTO S'678.66
 

http:S'678.66


C. eu'e Ganancias v Perd Sdas 

3. 289.mc~~ 



Table A-16. Salad tomato from fan records--Famer C 

El AgricuItor vendi6 para el mercado local (en huacales de 90 lbs) 
y para exportaci6n (en cajas d 30 lbs). Las ventas en cajas se real.1 
zan en la fin'a y a veces en huacal tambidn se vende puesto (inca.
 

Los gastos del se-illero furron estimnados al iniciarse el registro.
 
Suponemos que hubo paqo par puesto de wercao, pero no estS registrado. 

Ventas: Febrero- Abr;I 1980 Ciclo: Diciembre 79 - Abril 80 

A. Ventas y Proecci6n 
1. Ventas 

a) Huarale$ 503a 472.70 qq
 
b) Caj.,,s l14- 43.20
 

2. Ingresos $2,960.80
 
3. Prec;o Froiedlio 

a) Fcr huacal $5.165." 5.738/qq
 
b) par caja S ,519- 2.637/qq
 

4. Producc;6n Total 515.90 qq
 
5. Produccidn par tarea 39.68 Qq 

8. G.slos
 
I. Esti,-wnHos: 

a) 
b) 
c) 
d) 

Seni I la 
Prep. y Cuidados Sen. 
Prep. del Terreno 
Surcos 

2 

13 
13 

Lb 

To 
Ta 

12.00 

2.50 
1.00 

24.00 
3.50 

37.50 
13.00 

SUB-TOTAL 60.00 

2. Del Req.istro 
a) Fertulizante (12-24-12) 
b) FertilI;zante (Foliar) 
c) Inset;c ;da (Folidol) 
d) Trasplante 
e) Rieqo 
f) Aplic. FertuIzante 
9) ter. Aporque 
h) 7do. ApIorque 

fi)[h- ,yerho 
) toi;I.1ciids 

i) RR.coIecc iho 
I) Transports: 

3 
I 
2/3 
4 2/3 

1Xl.714 
7 
13 
13 

2XI4.167 
1/3 

12X(.153 
i39 

Qq 
Lb 
Lt 
tRD 
11D 
lip 
tv 
1.-

114 
l.I) 

lit) 
li.J Ie% 

I.5O 
1.50 
7.50 
3.00 
3.00 
3.00 
1.75 
I, 

3.00 
3.00 
3.00 
2.00 

40.50 
1.50 
5.03 

14.00 
36.00 
6.01) 

27.15 
). 1.r) 

8 .Oo 
1.00 

271.50 
f, ,. 0! 

TOTAL ........... 1.314.05 

http:2,960.80


Pe .u%. ~'4 a a PCrdId.)5 

2. lstc,%"' 1
 
3. G ntias *:S 75
 



T'able A-17. Onion b'udg'et frrm faru records--V.rwr 0 

Itrifo anotadi. 	s~n esperificar lo qje hablo oastodo. 

toe cosetha fut.vendida en fa ('ica. La Uniudau dr yenta e% el saco 
de 50 libras. 

Ventah: toarzo 	y Abri 1 80 Ciclo: Dicc~rbr 79 - Abril 80 
(Es t ir~ado) 

A. Ventas y Producti&m
 

1. ven t s 	 721 *110.5 qiq 
2. iniresos 
 S23*L.1 .50 
3. Precio Pro-media 	 S10.595/saco 

S. Gostos
 

/4)1,.. 	 drl vv-n"Iir 7<27.25 
2. 'ef Ac-.5tro
 

~ ?~-	 513-13 	 2.75631 

67.0')
 
Lt 	 S. 44 . 01,l 

~a't~ l~~ 	 3 1/ '00 21.00 
"eI'1/3 f 3.00 190.003 

3.00 120.00
 

Ap *( 1,-r! 	 3.00 17.00 
eoocv"67 Ho--ra 3.00 1j.0O

Transporte lrternc 
0 

7QT:.L CrASIO........ .. 997-1.11
 

C . ~ d'.I~l 

i*I~'% O , 

3.~~ 

http:997-1.11


Table A-18. Scan budget from fam records--Farvmr D 

Todos los 9astOs excepto ', preparaci6n del terreno fucron tosados 
del Registro. 

Vertas: Abril 80
 

A. Producci6n y Ventas 

1. Ventas 	 13 qq - 1,300 lb.
 
2. In,,re-oi, 	 $520.00 
3. Conso-o faiI liar 	 I qq - 100 lbs. 
4. Vailor CcwsRfo 	 $bO.00 
5. Valor Ventas V 	Conspo $560.00 
6. 	Producci(,n lotal 14 qq - 1.400 lbs.
 

T
7. Producri6n por area 	 1.6667 qq - 116.66 lbs. 

B. Gastos
 

Prep. det lerlevio 12?.50 1.0 30.00 
I a I' 40.00 40.00 

S 	 )e-br. 3.00*io -d fa 72.03 
Oesferbos {:3 	 36 . 3.00 13 .c
P ; 9 3.00 27.C0
 
Itecolecc;d 23 1)3 3.03 _70.00
 

70TAL CASTOS ........ $ 347.00
 

1. Valor Producido 	 ccj r 
2. G£swto. 	 V:.O
 

3. [ijC16Oc 



Table A-19. Eggjplant budgtje frtwi far recoris-Fartmr D) 

TodO$ 101- qaltW4 dt cstA ei'PIOt1cdn iirfon to--doi del Rea',tro de Finca, 
: Se"Mla. Cudados4'~
*tad&0f Oensibleiente falta' 1w. o p~~~ 


d~e1 Seillkro, de aplcaci6n del *pt.cIoV'o y fectiJdiC$4t. wji. su .)pbCaci6n
 

coerjn
Las vontas se realzaron al rpro~ de Santlo Do-;nqo. en la unidad 

vento que P el "i~saco"env.;e de 100) lbra,, aproxi-lwdaftnte. Los pro
* unm,de 


ductos regaladou y co'iswwido por )a fa-;Iia no fueron aftotados en el Reoistro.
 

Recolec,6n y vento en Jul io-Octusbre.Mr 

Ciclo: Abril-Octubre 1930
A. Ventas y Producci~i 

aros
195.5 -.1. 	ventas 

$1.30475
2.Intgresos 

S 6.68Precio Prwyedio 

6. istos
 
1. Productos
 

4Lb 	 0.0' $2.40
.1 Ins. Heci.~clo 

1.6 Lb 7.53 4.13


.2 In#.. Captanr 

Lt 12.75 1."


.3 "S.$ moniior 

1 Sobre 7.50 1.50
.4 ins. Pvi;,Vl 

5 Lb 1.75 8.75
.5 Fert. (oliar 


ib 14.98 24.35
.6 Funq. Lannate 	 1.62$ 

2. L 'Orces
 
1 4p 3.00 3.00.1 Prcr. Se-illcro 

I T. 2.00 20.00.2 Corte f Crujce 
t 	 10.00
.3 ttro 	 , 1.00 

fin~ 3."oG 13.00
40
.4 

f4rD 3.00 74.')3.5 


4 "D 3.00 12.00
.6 1 Qr~ 

43 fiD 3.00 129.00.7 0ce.yerbo 


714.0.0.8 ~-i~i~ 	 83.00 

j9 I 0 ;77403.0r 


195.5 Sa~co 1.32 25a.05

*10 T ra port~ 

214.00
.11 Plaza y eurro 


I,,' 4 TfAL 	 5 3 

2. Cat c 

http:io-Octusbre.Mr


Table A-20. E91plant budget fr, (arm records-,-Farmer D 

La fiayor parte de los t4.ntos do esta explotacidn fijeron estioado 
por el agricultor, at v'ocnto de cowenxar ci Registro. 

L~a producci6n de esta explotaci6n fuf extremadavente bajai, debi­
do a alquoa enfervuedad seqGn aprec6ocdon del aqricultor. 11s. pilaita 
tuvirron poco des..rrollo. Jos frutos poquehos y su ciclo vegetativo fud 
corto. 

Las ventas se realizaron &I sprcado de Santo Dooingo. La untdad 
de venta es eI saco de 100 1ibra. 

Ventas: Febrero-harto 80 Uiclo: Novienbre 79- Itarzo 80
 

A. Ventas y Producci&n
 
1. vcntas 35 sacos - 350 lbs 
2. lntoresos 5169.00
 
3. trci Prcv-dio S!,.83/Saco 
4. Prdc~ 'total 35 sacos - 35 Qq - 3,500 ll'%.

Prodiccid, pot 7area
dw5. 3.889 sacos - 3,889 t- 3i '*lb 

se-i I lo .0 
Prep. y Cjidado Se-illero 12.00
 
Corte y Cruce del Terrerwo 27.50 

7 Ap I Ante 75.00 
%e rbt%sqr 81.00
 

A.1 ono 10.00 
Ap-lic. Abonro 3.1 

Ar1ac. Ins. 3.00
 
ru-#iQaCi - (Servco) 06-
RiegoS 20.0f1)
 

SUB-70TAL 206.60
 

Iofldo 
 5.9o)
 

763.04. 7F.03
61 3 *,1 at; 3.0031 
 D1 9.00 
Feo9 1 , 3.0) f .0

Recolocci6n 5 1/3 ft-DI 3 -O0 16.00 

Pa~go er~rvrcado 11.00 



SU-4OTAL ........ 

7OTAL DE GASTOS..O7.15 

C. eupr*en cannnccas y 
I1*ss 

2.castos 
3.Perdidas 

Perdidas 
- w 

47i 
238. 15 



Table A-21. Salad toomto from ram 	records--rarmer E
 

Los twate$ dc est. explotac;6o fueron vendidos w exportadores. Son 

entregados en cajas del exportador perc, se calcula el paso %eqiln el peso 

exacto. Despue5 de cosechar los 138.6 quintales, el aqr;cultor dej6 cl 
resto do ia producc;6n en las mat$ porque el prec;o ofrecido no ctbrIa 

los goStos de recolecci6n. f[I gricultor estima que dejd sin coseciar 
una cantidad igual a Is cantodad vendida. 

C clo: Nov. 1979 - earzo 1980
 
A. 	 PReOCCION Y VENTAS 
1. Vei.tas 	 138.6 qiintsiles
 

2. Inresos 	 $1.O).040
 
3. Prrc;o Pro'rd;o 	 7.53 por quintal
 

4. 	Producci6n por Tarea Cosechado - 66 qtintales por tarea
 
No cosechado - 66 qu;ntale$ por tarea
 

S. 	GASTOS
 
1. 	(sttrado
 

a) Preparaci~n Senillero 3 14oD'-Ofa 3.00 9.00 

b) Seri IlIa I Libra 25.00 25.00 

c) Rie(;o y Aplc. Plaguicida 1.5 Hct-otoa 3.00 1.50 

d) Prep. Terreno 21 Tareas 3.50 73.50 
e) Ktircar 21 Tareas 1.00 21.00 

) Trasplante y Riego 7 10-- Dfa 3.00 21.0) 
a) Plagui¢ ;d., 1.15 

155.35
 
2. 	vatot.del Req;stro 

a) D; tre 2 Libras 2.25 4.50 
# 2 V; Io$ 4.00 8.00 

b) Thro4an 	 1 potella 5.50 5.50
 
1 BotelIla 3.75 3.75
 
" otella 5.00 5.00
 

c) 	 Abono Fot Jr 4 i.ibras 2.40 9.60 
# 	 1 K; lo 5.00 5.00 

I Ki 1 3.75 3.75 
1 K;Io 2.75 2.75 
3 P q, 2.75tezs 8.-5
 

d) Fert;iizante 12-24-12 10 quintkles 11.00 110.00
 

e) Lannate 1.5 sobre~i 3.50 5.25
 
o 3 Paq.elle0 14.O0 17.00 

t) runqicida Pitiqrall I Kil1 3.50 3.5n 

.ets 7.00 
9) Rieqos 10 wli-DDl 3.00 30.00 

to I rv-'fa 5.00 5.00 
I)Aporqur con CiAb.llo v LiimPiA 141 1w-kr.- 3.0.3 12.00 

i) 	 FwmigOci6n (Pmotobcrmba) 4XII TIre,1 1.00 

7 I1.wwg 3.50 

.0 



2) 
 - .0-2~ 

IOTAL 01 Gr4SIOS ............	 S702.20
**. 


C. 	 E ,PT* 
Ingre,%Os $10"-

Ingreso fit 	 341 .20 



Table A-22. Okra budget froti fain records.-arper F 

Of'urv;O er su v1rew Parte- a~n ts deIt detsarroII') de esto rPlotftcd" 
41 inscio del Re­

atm e I 6rk~Ultor flevra el Registro de F~co vOr tat 
la fecCF. Los rec~aos de 

gistro,st estin'aro"n los gastos incurrldoi. NoC 
no ftmran tY~ovao en cufla.

productos a trabajador . y vecinos 

una-, X~ liord,. ~e~tcill$y
torn de venta qie e el '"Saco" en'vase tic 
venta% en Sept~eire ?flovic4bre. 

C;Clo Apo~moo Jumo-40.riebVC 
A. Vent#$ v ProdAco6o 
 190
 

459.5 s~cos
1. Venta% segqIn Estiados y Reg'stro 


of S2,064.00) 
7. Ingresos " 

4.49 
Hs3. Preco Pro'48dio 

.1 Prod lctos
 
5fLh 3 

.2 r cu 
I A 6.01) A 

.3 Koc;,,eo 

3 Lb 3.00 9.00 

.4 Kaplok 


2.00 3fK.00
18 To.2 Co-t- y Cruce~ 

5.34.0
1~.4 S~e-Obra 3.0.1 153.GO. 6ert0.5 PD.5w 

3.0$ 6.01h74
.6 FU- ioac ow . 63.(02'3.00.7 etO 16.00
2.0
5~A 1.4 4.8 qecoIccc ;one 114
S9~ 


.94 Transporte 

6 Saco 0.35 .2___i5

.0PI.ao 


http:S2,064.00


2. Del Reqitro 
1. Prodictos 

2. Lab -e­
i1 (In. 41. HD 3.00 

0Io t 91.5 Si-co G.60 
.3 8-.r~c %o14Sco 0.25 
.4 RVeo 4 H t" 3.00 _____ 

Sub-Total Gastos del Rezlhstro.... S'~: 

C. Ret-c Ganancas y Pordidas 

~~~.~6 .~reo8 50.. 

3.. Giacla.s fia 693.15 



Table A-23." onion, cuciambr, toerato and eggplant budqets fromfa~ 
records- -farwuer G 

E-I.,,:~I e 10ieee25o vrealr-doi-:n, ,a l: .-- e 

Otre :~.' 

S- I# 

v. 

va 

-, '.errsa.:c 

ela .acce10tra 

r 

u o 

edcc'cio 

e Ii r;uatd do-in cu 

2: 

e i l 

se 

t 

e 

14e:<l 

-,e 

el~~~ 

;e, a 

flo in5 tat# se 

In~ r-ezef jerort.ac 

eIaaci6.-aja re's 

relzw~os: 

10 

arIo 

in ci;oe 

rCs lo 

s~uc~;~I3t ado efti:-. 

'C .i -d,ri 

*:: 

V1Ori-: e 

40 

fe Ol 10 

-

OA re 7eads on e 

E5. 

It' 
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c. Restrvn de Ganancias y P0rdidas 
$724.281. Valor Producci 

272.90
2. Gastos 

$451.38
3. Ganancia 

oc.:lI)Suponeos que (aitar los gastos de co-pra de Saco y de transporte.
 

2) Los qastos de seIl la y preparaci6n del se ;llero fueton aportados
 

por Agricultura.
 

PKPINfO 10- TAREAS 

Al inicio del Registro de Finca sdlo se habfa p eparado el terreno, por 

tanto los datos dr eta explotacidn fueron tomados del Registro. 

fue elininaEl siqlo productivo fue tan corto deb;do a qie l" plantacin 

da al penetrar el mar a lo parcela durante el huracin Allen.-

RecolecciOn y Venta en Septie-br e 

A. Vent s y Producci n 	 Ciclo: Julio - Sept. 1980 

1. Vental 	 5 Sacos 
2. Ingreios 	 S18.00
 

$ 3.60
3. Precio Promwedio 

B. Gastos
 
1. Productos
 

1. rert. Fo;at 	 2 1/7 Lb 0.90 $2.25 

2. Ins. Tri-;tok 	 3 LB 0.75 4.00 

3. I.,s. Escauu 	 1 1/2 Bt 3.25 4.85 

4. 	rert. 12-24-17 2 qq 15.( 30.00 

2 Lb 11.00 22.005. Se- lla 
2. Labores
 
1. Corte (2) 	 10 Ta 3.50 Y .00
 
7. Croce (2) 	 10 Ta 2.00 20.00 

3. S;ebra 	 10 HO 3.30 30.00 
61 O 3.03 18,3.00
4. Desverbo 

5. rFuv;aci;o 	 112 I" 3.02 1.50 

7. rcrokeccitw, 	 1 7/3 tonO 3.0 ..- 00 

TOTAL GASTOS.. S 339.10 



C. Re.twvn de Ganancias y PdrdidAs 
1. Gotos $339. 
2. InqresoS '8.-0 
3. Pfrdidas (321.10
 

T0IJ.TE INDUSTRIAL - 25 TAREAS 

La fwente para etos d.Ntos fud una entrevis.t cc,% el Acricultor en base 
a su me-aria y tlqunos aptintes, par tanto deben coms;derarse co- estima­
dos. La entrevista fue realizada &I inicio del Reg;stro de Finca. 

A. Ventas y Producci6n
 
1. Ventoi 956 Huacales
 
2. Ingresos $4.302.00
 
3. Preclo Promedio S4.50
 

E. Gastos
 
I. Productos
 
1. Fert. 16-20-0 10 qq 12.10 121.00 
2. Fun9. Ditharne 4 Lb 1.50 6.00 
3. Fun.g L,)nnte I Lb 18.Om 18.00 
L.. Ins. Dibr#,.' I Lt 6.v ..O 

s. rerq. roliir .4 Lt 2.85 4.00 
6. At~ere-ne 1.4 Lt 3.57 5.00 
7. IfuacIc s 956 H 0.80 7X4.80 

7. Labores
 
I. 'raplance I 3.00 36.00 
?. ie=o 6 IC 3.00 18.00 

D.esvcrbo 70 1/3 11 3.01) 211.00 
4. Aplic. IFer. 7 I(1 3.00 6.00 

5. Ar;c. Prtticida 2 Pri 3.00 6.00 

6. Recolecci6n 79 713 ME, 3.00 239.00 
Y. Plaza 956 HO 0.35 ]34.60 

TOTAL GASTOS 1775.90
 

C. Ressr~en de Ganancoas y Perd;da-,
 

2. Goa-t.-O, -L EL 

3. Ganan.a% S 10 

http:4.302.00
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Al ;t-;c;o del Re istro de rer..,* ,,l cult;vo estaba ei proceto, por 

tanto se 	estimaron paroe de Ios nws:t .
 

I.) x;cidi 	qae adquiri6 el suelo
 

huracan Allen.
 
Hubo ano 	baia producci6ri deb;do lo 


por la pentrc;6n de aqua de mar. 'o" efecto del 


Recolecc;6n 	y Venta Julio- Octubre
 

Ciclo: Abril-Oct. 1980
 

A. Vent,- y Producci~d
 
. Ven t.)S 	 41 S.acos 

2. 	ingresos $183.03
 
$ 4.46
3. Prec;o Provd;o 


B. bastwo
 
1. Est i,'adoN,
 

.1 Productos
 

.1 Se-.iIla 
 7 	 Lb 4.03 8.00
 

Lb 0.70 tO.&0
.2 Ins. 	Hec;acloro 15 

7. L.'bores
 

.1 Prorp. u Cuid. Se-. 3 IlD 3.00 9.00 

.2 Cesy rbo% (Chmero) 15 1/3 013 3.03 10.00 
• ;. ofo (Co,-ie ) trauc) 5. 	 3.03 75.00 

4Tr~isplomte 9 11 3.00 77.00 

.5 Dfrvjrbo (2) 69IQ/3 1jzk 3.00 209.00 

.6 Aplic. Hectacloro . HID 3.00 6.00 

2. Del Ren;stro
 
I. Pretuc to­

.1 G..i-o; I 3 GI 1.10 3.30 

.2 Acriic 1/4 GI 6.43, 1.60 

.3 Fert. Foliir 7 Lb 0.90 6.30 
h4 Ins. Parathion 2 Bt 8.00 n.o 

.5 Tri -itox 2 Id 3.25 6.50 

.6 Esc,,lu I Lt 8.50 8.50 

.7 Fert. t3-!3-13 3 q 17.00 51.00 
*2. Liiboret 

.7 r 1-; ,. ; I '/ Pal 	 1.00 35.00 
...!7.00 7 

.ha tltir. Fert. 	 3.00 ,0l0
 

13.00 	 1,.,).6 RortLole cc ;64, 


.7 Transporte , P la.00
 
TOTAL GASTOS.4 , 75?.70
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sri . 7aGata Shic 


3.Perdtda $574.70)
 



U
 

Table A.-24. Okra budrt (rc. fan records Jarvr 11 

e~ ~,. ,w.o. :Ar~r-jjtr esti-,6 el1 peso prwmedio de los 
secos en 70 1?i"a. 

ja jr4i~ p.-t 4f los frjto, dte e~t ePP101066n no fuce )' 

deb;do a beios :vtcioi. El i(.tv~jr esti-d la pfrvds en~ 150 isacos. 

A. ventis v 
1. venta 1. ao 
1. mncreso, S61.50..o
 
3. Pfecio Pro-edio $2.626/5aco 

.1 se;l 9 Lb 7.~313~ 

.? U)--ne 0.3785 Lt 8.45 1 
rat 0.5 Lt 6.5 o 3 75 

1-r1.15 
 Ltr11.5-1513.50
 

.6 ;2261 u/0 3.46'.50
 

2* .,S~e 'r' 12 00_3.0ac 

S. 
 12 
 36.0
 

q. .73 71.00 
9. Y '-t8.5Saco% 0.50 4i 

3. Pi rdit i_ J. 

http:3.46'.50
http:Ltr11.5-1513.50


Table A-25. Towato budqet (row f.Ar records--Farmer, if 

TO.os 1o 9#%t0 de esta explotaci6n fuerOew torndos del Registro. 

Las ventA% fuert' al Peritid t4 n. Dgo. , Is medida de venta es 
el h jocal que pesA oproximadw'ente 90 libras. 

I.Sta e,.Olota¢ics& tuvo un c010 de produccidn c rto debido a un ex
 

ceso ee iluv;a. It a~ricultor estiP4 que en condiciones not-ales la pro
 

ducc;d& h.;biera s;do 100 huacales "ayor.
 

Vents -bril 1930 CiClO: Enero-Abr;l 1980 

'. I, reso . $77.50 

3. Prec¢o Pro-edio $3.10
 

8. G. tos 
1. I'q$u­

.1 PlAntulas T0 .00 12.00 

.2 Fert. 12-24-12 4 qq 11. 46.OG 

.3 I ..- ,ate 0.7285 Lt 8.45 6.15 
2. Liborrs 

.1 Prep. Terreno 4 T 12.010 

.2 TraspIante 14D 3.00 6,00 

.3 4plic. rect;lizante 33.00 6.00 

.4 ru-,ig)acid, 5 3.00 15.00 

.5 RiE'os 7 Hf 3.00 21.00 

.6 Recoleccivd 25 HuWc. 0.50 17.50 
4.7 Transporte 25 uac. 2. 00 0.0 

TOTAL GASTOS ........ $191.65
 

C. ,esu-em Ga-wancias y Pordidas 
S191.65
 

3. Pfrd;da * 



Table A-26. Chili., eggplant and okra budqets rrom farm records­
farmer I
 

Estas tres explotacins pertenct-g a un vss~ aqicultnr,fta-i fuerosn jtsaroiiada, en giertodos et encual se 
la!; mi 

Ilevaba regiro detiv;dade,. sus ;cAl ront de' iacerles ei rer,,-en de ganancias y perdidasposibe hacerlo, pucs faltaban miciios dao 
mo (u

en el Rzgistro y no fue pocsibIepara ef agricultor rftordar ninqOn dato ad.cirnal. En srl detaille de lo ano­tado en el Registro, cada cultivo. seialamospara los detos que obiviamentefal taron.
 

LA (alt, de'datos en el Regsro d~e*debido a "failas"w del es~.- agricultor la cons idor&",*savricuhor y de la entrevistadora.
pensado en Entre las de el bs,-,*
falta de c0-vrensk~o dt les mtnivos de Ilevar un registro. Ict cual
no lo induce a hacer esfurrzos jor dar lAs n ltrr~acimes precisas y co"pletas.De parts, do ia Entrevestadora htres pensado qte la rutina )as~io lo que induce a m)oIt,dicen sit "razonar* las infor-aciones. Reconoceovsnegativos dos fctlorespoa el ra~onae irntc de las inforraciaotesdora. iro. la por Parte de la Entrevista.falta do mayores conocir-ients agron6-ecos. wfJcha!. veces nopenite detectar anorn~alidades y 2do. el tipo de Rc9;stro que 

le 
ruittor (Welos pr;rmcros) no Vleva este agri­perile Ilevar fachlnengie la secuencia de activiciades de uns explotac i~n
 

AJJ 10 tareasA. Ventes 

Cic Do: Dic. 79 - Iayo 80 

1-11/14 
 10 
 114.04.0
11/4- 7/5s 
 £.5 
 115. 07-1515 32.505 Q 5.00 
 25.00
 

0. LaS to5 
1. Productos 
19-27/11 S 
4-16/2 Fert. 

114754 

I;Ia 
15-15-15 

I 
5 

1b 
Q1 

Q1 
~ 

24.00240 
12.60 
11.00 

£0.00 
44.00 

2. Laborces 
19-27/12 Prep. 
19-27/12 tfoja 

Ser~illerct 2 
St--i Ilero I 

14D 
##p 

3.00 
3.00 

6.00 
3.00 

9-16/1 h5ja see';lero
16-24/i Trsplantc 
t6-.va/i K-j-
4-16/2 Arlic. Fer-1. 

2 

2 
1 

p 
~V 
0 (1l 

3. 00 

12.V1 
6.0 

26/2-5/~3 LivA~ 6
13-2613 tsoia .3.01 18.001I 
26/3- 1/4 " 3.00 3.00 
1-11/4 Aplic. #110 3.003Akno 113 
 lip 3.001-11/4 Rccolocc;6n 1.O 
1-11/4 iransporte 

12/3 "D 3.00 5.0010 
 qQ 
 0.10 7. 00 
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11,14-7/5 Recoleccion I 3.00 3.00 
11/4-7/5 Tran*Portr 6 I/2 0.92 6.00 
7-15/15 Recolecc;6n 2 2/3 3.00 8.O0 
7-15/5 Transporte 5 1.50 7.50 

C. Gaitos Estimados 
Se"'i Ila I t 26.00 26.00 
Prep. y Cuid. Sem. 9 7/19 s 3.00 28.10 
Ftotura 10 7a 3.00 30.00 

D. Datos que Faitan 

2. 
Fa- 9,,c iones 
Pt rdidas o Venlas 

q~b-ue rea I zo) 
(Ciclo de produccit- de-%asiado corto) 

BEPI NJENA - 7REAS 

A. Vents 
-

26/2- 5/3 
13-26-3 

2 
5 

5.00 
5.00 

10.00 
25.00 

26-3-1/4 20 7.00 140.00 

11/4-715 1-114 86 .Z53L.005.00 30.00 
11/4-7/5 
15-26-5 

6 
7 

7.00 
5.51 

1-2. V 
39.30 

15-26-5 
26/-910/6
10-18-6 

6 

6 
5.67 
9.70
17.00 

31.00 
4.50

.O00 

18-24-6 
24/6-2/7 

5 4n, 

3.7 

37.00 

15.00 I 
P. £:-,te 

24/i1 -1I2 i~ t 
7 1-/2 Nltril; -
16-26-2 Aotot 2 -

16-26-2
13-26-3 r. roliar

Aldrln l/?112 2.0n1"0. all. 
13-26-3 Th i oJ--m I /,W' I.( 5.00 

26/3-1/4 Azodrtn
7-15-5 Azodrln 

1/2
I 

t 
7 

S.00 
2.50 

4.00 
2.50 



2. Lab~rei:
 

19-27-12 moja 

27-17-2/1 Sicm ra 
16-24-2 Fusigacio 
4-16-2 "Oja 
16-26-2 Fwigac ion 

16-26-2 hoja 

262-513 RecoiecciOn 

26/2-5/3 ,oja 

13-26-3 Recolecci6n 

13-26-3 Transporte 

13-26-3 Fumigaci6n 

13-26-3 moia 
2613-1/4 Trans. I1ESPRE 
2613-I I rueigaci6n 
26/3-1/4 moja 
1-11-4 Rec-lecci6n 

1-11-4 Transporte IPESPRE 
11-4-7/5 Recolecci6n 
11-4-7/5 Transporte 

7-15-5 Recoleccin 

7-15-5 Transporte 

7-15-5 FutmgaciOn 

15-26-5 Recolecci6n 

15-26-S '*osporte 

15-26-5 Recolecci6n 

15-26-5 Transporte 

26/5-10/6 Recoleccion 

26/5-10/6 Trasp"rte 

10-16-6 Recoleccin 

I0-1 -6 Transporte 

18-24,-6 Re¢lecciOn 

18-24-6.RecolecciOn 

216-2/7 iecoleccion 


C. Catos que faltan:
 
1. Mo set iiiero. 
2. No Semilla.
 
3. No Prep. Terreno.
 
4. No peso de Sacos Venta
 

2/3 

2 

I 

1 
1 

I 

113 

2 

2/3 

5 

1 

I 

20 
I 
1 
1/6 

8 

1 


12/3 

5 

1 1/3 

3 

7 
3 
6 

5/6 

5 

I 

f 

1 	112 
1 112 

2 1/2 


HO 

1*0 

fir 
900 
lif 
HD 

S,- 11.00 

HO 

HO 
S,
 

HO 
HD 

HD 

S ," 

HO 


HD 

S 

HO 

HD 

S '" 
HD 

S... 

110 
S1 


H 
HD 

HD 


3.00 	 2.00
 
3.00 	 (.00 
3.00 	 3.00
 
3.01 	 .00 

*.cc3.00 

3.00 	 3.0
 
3.00 	 1.00 
3.00 	 6.00
 
3.00 	 2.00
 

5.00
 
3.00 	 3.00
 
J.00 	 3.00
 

3.01 	 3.00
 
3.00 	 3.00
 
3.00 	 3.50
 
-
 -


3.00 	 3.00
 
1, 6.00
 

3.00 	 5.00
 
1.25 	 7.25
 
3.00 	 ,.00
 
3.00 	 9.00
 
1.25 	 8.75
 
3.00 	 9.00
 
1.25 	 7.50
 
3.00 	 2.50 

.00 5.00 
3.00 	 3.00
 

9.50
 
3.CO 	 5.00 
3.00 	 4.50 
3.00 	 7.50
 

5. No tareaje de Ia explotact6n.
 



•'0101RON - 9 TAREAS 

A . Ven ta$-r 
l r t L 

7-q5-5
15-26-5 

26/5-10/6 
26/5-10/6 

10-18-61-24-6 

214/6-27
24/6-2nl 
2-11-7 
11-23-7 
23-30-7 

9 

19 
16s 
lid7 

I 
7 
6 

21 
3 

qq 

S 

S 

S 
S 
$ 
S 
S 

8.00 

4.00 

75.00 
-

t 

,. 

. 
/i-

B. Gastos 
1. Producto$: 
2-9-1 Stvb; l. 
9-16-1 Fert. 12-24-12 

7 
4 

Lb 
qq 

6.00 
11.75 

42.00 

47.00 

2. Labores. 
2-9-1 Sie'bro 
9-16-1 Api;c. Ab-o 
16-24-1 Rieqo 
16-24-I Limp ieze 
16-21- I oja2 1tl 
15-26-5 Recoleccicn 
15-26-5 Lir'oieza 

15-26-5 R;ego
i,,26/5-116 Recle.c,6,1

10-18-6 Recolecc 
114 /6-2n7 Reeo 
24/6-2/7 Recole:c;M 
24/6-27 Transporte 
11-23-7 RecolIccc ;r-e. 
11-23-7 Recolecci6 
11-13-7 L -pi eza 
23-30-7 Recoletcion 

16 
1 

10 

10 
.io 

I 
,:' 

6 

10 
I 

140 
"D 
D 

HD 

HD 
HO 

"D 
"D 
4D 
Het".00 
lID 
SaCS 

DI) 

HO 

3.00 
.4.0 
3.00 
3.00 
3. 09 
3.00 

.0O0 
3.00 
3.00 
.3.00 

3.00 
0.00 
3.00 

3.00 
3 . 00 
3.00 

48.o 
3.00 
12.00 
18.00 
3.00 

30.00 
25.00 

3.0 
30.oo 
7. 01 
3.00 
5.00 
3. 0 

65.00 

2.00 
31%.Co 
3.00 

C. Datos qurC felia 

I. 

2. 

3. 
4. 

NkO bay r¢e. Ter,rv{ 
i'1rnspo te (04 ,ch~, 

nDesyer,*j o c(.-ec an 
En 'egstre aparceu e~n 

cit bl41 r 

sup'uesto ~(oloswrt- 2. 
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Table A-27. Okra budget from farm records--Fanwr J
 

lodos los Qastos de esta explotaci;6 f<.rOm o-an:dos del Registro.-


Las ventas ftwrci rcl:a~ en~ el -ec de Saito 0o~vn~o, en 10~ un­

c;6n v ventas aIrzo-#kie-bre 1930. E1 consu v do-5st;co no lue anotado en el
 
pegI;tro.
 

8 tareas
 

A. Ventas y Produccod-. C;Io: Fnero-Rovierbre 193O 

1. Ventas Q'2.5 Sacos
 
7. 1mg re OS S705.283 recio Prodio $3.8 ,6
 

4. Producc;6n por Tarea 2'(.3125 Sacos 

P. Ga,,tos,
 
1. ProdJu( to,,% 

1. Se'; II.A 4 Lb 2.00 8.co 
2. rert. Urea 
 2 qq 8.50 17.00
 
3. Fert. Fol;.4r 1/2 pt 2.0 0 1.00 
4. ins. Thiodon 4 Pt 3.25 13.00 
5. Fu,,. MetnAve 13 9.00it 3.00 
6. Des. Creolina 1/.2 t 2.50 1.-5 
2. !aeores 

.2 Cr u e 0.75 6.00 

.3 Sievbra 9 40 3.00 27.00 
6 ;;g5#1 3.00 45.00 

7 F64 1 / ),1 

.6 -ol;. rFrt. 
 - - 0.00

.5€ ;,.oleo:;6, 67 5/6 HD' 3.00 1F.!' 

total Gastos 710d30
 

.. ran-did.s Ctt O .d," 



Table A-28. Eggplant budget fron farn records-Farwer J
 

TWdOS 101 Is~os e e' ~ exl~cd- exiepto los del selmillera. fkoeron gw­
esados del Regis cro de Vinca.
 

en la unidad de vtnta qw, e% el "soco". co- u peso aproxinado de 100 libra .
 
El consurio do-4stlco n~o fve anotado em el Reoistro.
 

El ciclo prouctivo foe mvi corto dqebudn a los brisas y lluvia8 provat­
dos por el Hurac~ln Allen.
 

Recolecc6n,v Venta e irzo- Ki0. 194g0.-


A. #entas y Produccidna 	 C~clo- Ployieetore-.h-nio 1980 

1. Yen las 	 3? Socos
 
2. Inlresos 	 5265.00
 
3. Precio Promaed~o 	 S 7.16
 

1. E~stiaos
 

1. Pro4,ctos 

2. Abono 0. 5 
3. Sei)Ie 	 4.00 

2. 	 Labores 
.1 Prep. y Cuidados $e-iIleva 21.00 

2. Ncl Pen;;stro 
.1 	Productott
 
.1 Fert;I;:rate 1545~ 
 22-03
 
.2 Fertiliuar-. VreA' 1 3/4 ~ 1 10 
.3 Fcrt-,i~ jmte Stzsfato 2SO ~ . 

.4 ias. Tt~.otin 2 112 et4 6C 
.5 rung. Lanae 1 1/2 Sobre, 4E
 
.,6Fert. Fc#liar 
 1/2 St 2.00 1. 

7. Ul.sore s 

4. Desyerbo 3.o3~ s5. co 



6. ;. e 7.00 

". 1ec i6. 
9. nPof

10 F-i1 . 

20 1/3 
31 

i# 
Sao 

3.02 

.25 

6!.10 

357 
7.c 3 

Total Gastos $561.25 

C. ; C,-Gan. rc ;as y Pt'rdidas 

3'. Pordica (S296.25) 
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