|

7/ “““\\\ A ECO" SEARCH

% // RESEARCH IN AGRICULTURAL & APPLIED ECONOMICS

The World’s Largest Open Access Agricultural & Applied Economics Digital Library

This document is discoverable and free to researchers across the
globe due to the work of AgEcon Search.

Help ensure our sustainability.

Give to AgEcon Search

AgEcon Search
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu
aesearch@umn.edu

Papers downloaded from AgEcon Search may be used for non-commercial purposes and personal study only.
No other use, including posting to another Internet site, is permitted without permission from the copyright
owner (not AgEcon Search), or as allowed under the provisions of Fair Use, U.S. Copyright Act, Title 17 U.S.C.


https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
https://makingagift.umn.edu/give/yourgift.html?&cart=2313
http://ageconsearch.umn.edu/
mailto:aesearch@umn.edu

PROCEEDINGS

OF THE

THIRD INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE
OF

AGRICULTURAL ECONOMISTS

HELD AT
BAD EILSEN
GERMANY
26 AUGUST TO 2 SEPTEMBER 1934

LONDON
OXFORD UNIVERSITY PRESS
HUMPHREY MILFORD

1935



CONCLUDING SPEECHES
Dr. Laugr.

Ladies and Gentlemen,

I hope you will allow me to give first of all my general impression
of our discussions and then to go a little more into the details of the
problems we discussed to-day.

One notion went like a golden thread through all these lectures:
The basis of all state policy has to be the preservation of the farming popula-
tion. This has become patticulatly clear to the nation whose hospi-
tality we are here enjoying. In Germany the preservation of the
peasant population has become the foundation of all economic policy.
The representatives of agriculture from countries where the fight for
the full recognition of the agrarian population is still in full swing
gratefully acknowledge this ideal conception. Only a few years ago
the opinion was predominant that the well-being of mankind de-
pended on cheap foodstuffs. To-day it has been realized by science
that there is something more important than cheap foodstuffs, viz.
the necessity to preserve the farming population. International rela-
tions and agreements must be dominated by the right of every nation
to preserve their peasant population.

Mzr. Ashby in his splendid paper has uttered certain doubts as to
the economic efficiency of the peasant system. But I venture to say
that wherever the conditions for intensive farming exist the eco-
nomic efficiency of the peasant system is beyond any doubt. May
I remind you that in Switzerland the reports on productiveness
issued by the Swiss Peasants’ Secretariat have conclusively proved
for more than thirty years that the peasant farm is superior to larger
holdings in respect of output and income. Holdings larger than
30 ha. had, for example, in 1931 an output of 834 francs per ha. while
that of holdings between 3 and 5 ha. amounted to 1,717 francs per
ha. But it is only under certain conditions that the peasants can
compete with the larger holdings. One of these conditions is
technical training. One must look after the peasant by general
education, by technical training in agricultural schools and by other
means of education. Furthermore the peasant must have at his dis-
posal well-organized co-operative societies. Only where the peasant
gets the necessary backing from his co-operative society will he
remain in the running. These conditions ate not fully given in all
countries and especially not in Great Britain, and that explains the
criticism heard.
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It was also interesting to find that the idea of planning has made
progtess in all countries. The Governments have to-day accepted
solutions which, a few years ago, would have been considered
utopian. Thus it may perhaps be just as well at the end of our Con-
ference to stress again the fact that planning has its limits, especially
in farming, and one ought not to accept the view that it is possible
to treat the peasant farm simply like a cell of state economy. The
peasant farm will retain its individuality for all time. To-day the
peasant farms are still predominantly connected with the market, in
all countries except the Soviet Union, but even thete in parts. I had
prepared for the postponed Confetence of last year a paper on the
proportion of the agricultural production used for the personal de-
mands of the peasant. The results showed that 93 per cent. of the
production in Denmark is marketed, 83 per cent. in Switzerland,
76 per cent. in Norway, even in Roumania 57-61 per cent., and in
Sweden in the farthest north 54 per cent.

In Germany the situation is similar to that in Switzerland. In spite
of all planning the peasant therefore remains an emzrepremenr de-
pendent on the market. Here I have to undetline a sentence lately
pronounced and attacked. “The peasant is an emtreprenenr and you
cannot change him into a producer of output who does not care a bit
for what is going to happen as a result of his work.” This holds good
also for farms free of debts and even for farms managed by Erbbof
peasants. The Erbhof is fortunately cut off from land jobbery, the
peasant is no longer allowed to speculate in land. But he remains an
entrepreneny dependent on the market, and it would be a bad thing
indeed if people would try to change the Erbbof peasant into an
‘Erbhof beneficiary’. It is hopeless to try and induce the peasant con-
tinuously to work against his own interests out of regard for the
interests of the community. Those who know the peasant’s character
will also know how capable the peasant is of doing extraordinary
things in years of high national emotions, e.g. the Swiss peasant at
the outbreak of the War. But it is impossible in the long run to
deviate from the principle of profitableness. The only way to make
the peasant work in the common interest is for official planning to try
to combine the private interest with that of the public and the State.
Thus planning obtains a twofold importance. It has to guide agri-
culture on the lines of common interests, but, at the same time, it
has to serve the private interest.

! i.e. farms which cannot be sold or mortgaged and ate inherited by the first son.
The other children have no right of compensation but, speaking gencrally, only of
maintenance.
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It did not seem to me to be out of place to draw your attention to
these facts by summing them up in this last debate. After all, if this
Conference is really going to serve practical purposes and not only
agricultural theory we have to try to draw practical conclusions.

The papers on population statistics have cast a dark shadow on the
future of our agriculture. If the growth in population is really going
to take on this shape we have to ask ourselves: What will be the
future fate? It is in this connexion that I should like to stress the
great importance of animal production. The over-production of
agriculture can only be eliminated by an increase in the consumption
of animal products. Pig-fattening out of 100 vegetable calories leaves
only 35 for human food, milk perhaps only 29, and the fattening
of a cow two years old not more than 8. The destruction of calories
by cattle-breeding, that is the future! But this demands consumers
in a financially sound position, and thus we find as second factor
of the future of both the farming population and agriculture an
improvement in the standard of living of the broad masses of the
population. Animal products will obtain a greater share in consump-
tion only if it is possible to increase the general standard of living.
Only then will it be possible to equalize the disadvantage resulting
from the adverse growth of population by a higher consumption.

Here we have to add international planning. We are all connected
with each other, and it will be possible to solve many problems only
on an international scale. Mr. Lloyd in his excellent paper which we
heard to-day gave you a clear picture of the extent this international
organization has already reached. And yet all these are only first
groping attempts and we predict that, after this crisis, the inter-
national otrganization will have achieved a considerably greater im-
portance than to-day—I should even like to add my conviction that
in future we shall scarcely get out of periods of crisis without the
international organization of production and distribution. These
periods will always return after short improvements.

Amongst the measures taken so far the wheat agreement—as you
know—holds first place. What was done in London was a first
attempt. The first agreement could not be concluded on a basis of
the most useful policy but chiefly on the basis of arousing the least
resistance. We who helped to its conclusion were well aware of its
weakness, its gaps and deficiencies, and yet in London a fortnight
ago there was unanimous opinion that the agreement had exercised
a good influence and that, but for the agreement, the situation on
the wotld wheat market would have been considerably aggravated.
We are now trying to improve this agreement by introducing lower
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quotas in relation to the requirements. A certain reserve will be
placed at the disposal of the Committee, which will have the right
to distribute it. Quarterly quotas will replace the annual ones. All
these are considerable improvements. But even if the Governments
agree to these proposals this agreement will not yet be complete.
There still remain some gaps which will have to be closed later.
The opinion, expressed here to-day, that it is essential to restrict the
cultivation of cereals in the old European civilized countries is,
I think, erroneous. Even if the area under cultivation were restricted
the improvement in technique in Europe would inevitably result in
an improvement of the output. The restriction has to be enforced
primarily in the transatlantic countries, if indeed it is going to happen
at all; for there the soil is cheap and the extension of grain cultivation
has been much greater. But even there the restriction will be a thank-
less and difficult task, and we do hope it may be possible to avoid
this restriction by the transfer of a great deal of the grain to animal
products. -

Here I should like to draw your attention to still another inter-
national problem, unmentioned so far, which I believe to be of decisive
importance in the present situation and in the future of the white
farming population. This is the problem of fats. If you follow the
statistics—as I have done—of the development in the consumption of
fats, and if you come to see what enormous quantities of tropical
vegetable fats are consumed in European and other countries; and
then think, on the other hand, how much grain would be necessary if
only a small part of these quantities were replaced by butter, you will
realize that the fundamental cause of over-production lies in the
question of fats. Only if the countries interested in the production
of milk, pigs, and cereals, especially feeding cereals, bring about a
greater consumption of butter and lard instead of vegetable oils, will
it be possible to maintain an intensive agriculture. If this is done
there will be no difficulty for us to consume the cereal surplus of the
transatlantic countries. I could prove that by figures. But as I must
not trespass too long on your time I will just stress the fact again that
the fat problem is a problem of primary importance. It is easier of
solution than others, as we can, helped by legislation, exercise here
a deep and thorough influence. I am glad to state that the fat
economy as organized in Germany may be considered an ideal solu-
tion. Moreover, if the other countries follow on similar lines, we
may arrive at a solution of the fat problem less by international agree-
ments than by similar measures of every individual country with due
consideration to the national conditions.
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Herewith, ladies and gentlemen, I will come to an end. But I
should like to express the conviction that zhe nations and their well-
being are mutually connected to-day more than ever and that every suffering
people casts its shadow on the whole of world economy. He who
weakens and damages his customer damages himself. If we want to
help ourselves we have to help the others. I am speaking here as
the representative of a country the economic conditions of which
are generally still above those of other countries. ButIam convinced
that we can keep up my country’s good position only if the well-
being of other nations is again increasing. That is one of the reasons
why I as a Swiss peasant secretary and peasant leader thought it an
important task to collaborate in all international movements con-
cerned with improving the agricultural situation in other countries.
Out of this improved agricultural position there will arise the re-
covery of industry, business, and trade, and the equilibrium between
production and consumption.

May this Conference which has produced such important thinking
on the international situation be a brilliant star leading the nations
to a happier future!

Dr. WARREN.

Mz, Chairman,

May I make a few miscellaneous suggestions?

First: I should like to suggest that the efforts of Europe to be self-
sufficient in agriculture are quite as disturbing to North and South
Americanagriculture as are the American tariffs to European industry.

Second: It is far easier to destroy than to build up. We are in the
stage of crop destruction. Russia learned that while she could kill
a five-year-old hotse in a second, there is no way to create one in
less than five years and eleven months. We will see later how the
hog-killing programme of the export countries works; several of
these countries have now killed the hogs. We are entering into a
period of hog shortage. I believe that the rise in the purchasing
power of the hogs will be very violent. This will stimulate such
production in consuming countries to the later detriment both of
themselves and of the export countries.

Third : May I suggest a few plans for planners?

1. Let us develop facilities and men for research work so that we
may develop the scientific facts of economics of which we have
yet discovered all too few.

2. Let us teach these facts without propaganda to farmers so that
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they may plan more wisely. Thus far I think the farmers have
planned production more wisely than the Governments.

. If the Governments are to plan our enterprises, let us train men
for government service so that the government planners will
know mote of economics to the end that they may know, or at
least guess more intelligently, what the effects of their acts
will be.

I think this has been an excellent conference both as a stimulus to
science and to friendship—two things badly needed in this sick world.

Dr. Max SerRING.

The speakers to whom we have just listened were right in
mentioning how fruitful our exchange of ideas has become through
the fact that we do not restrict our discussions to problems of agri- -
cultural science in the more limited sense of this expression, but that
we endeavour to tackle all factors of importance for the well-being
or misfortune of the nations. That is why we devoted a whole day
to the discussion of farm organization and the rights of land-holding
and another day to the problems of currency and international debts.
I have gained the impression that this Conference is entirely con-
vinced that all attempts to replace international capitalism by inter-
national or national planning are doomed to failure if we do not
have a restitution of those moral and legal foundations without
which peaceful harmony and co-operation of the nations is im-
‘possible. It was the task of my introductory paper to draw your
attention to this fact, and again and again we found in the various
papers the notion that whatever we may do as separate nations is
bound to fail as long as great parts of the civilized population of
the world are drowned in impoverishment for reasons other than
economic. We have heard from Mt. Laur that even in Switzerland,
though she is a country full of capital, industries, and great tourist
traffic, certain branches of the economic life are languishing and that
in spite of the fact that the Swiss Peasant Association led by Mr. Laur
has succeeded in establishing Swiss policy for the preservation of the
farming population. Troublesome worries are dwelling in the huts
of the cattle-breeders up in the mountains, as the foreign customers
have no longer got the necessary means to support the high-grade
breeding on the old standard. Similar complaints came from Holland;
similar considerations formed the basis of the excellent remarks of
H.E. the Minister Frange§ when he gave a description of the dis-
tressing conditions in those Balkan countries of which he is the
representative. Thus I should like to draw your attention again
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to the fact that as a consequence of the War and the Peace Treaties
the wealth and the purchasing power of the masses have been ruined
in Germany and all the other central and south-eastern European
countries. But I should also like to stress the clear conclusions
at which Mr. Schumacher, Mr. Schacht, and other speakers arrived
and which were approved of in many conversations: Mankind will
not recover before those causes just intimated have been removed,
before the vast amount of unproductive debts bearing far too high
an interest are eliminated and before all nations are filled with that
spirit which we may call fair play, that spirit which—I think I am
safe here in judging others by myself—has given to all of us a
new hope. Representatives of—if 1 am well informed—twenty-one
nations are meeting here, and how well have we all understood
each other though each of us knows his deepest sentiment to be the
love of his own country. We have understood each other well
because we have shown mutual respect and sincere interest in other
people’s individuality, because we are devoted to those ideals which
are cherished and guarded by scholars, the desire for truth and for
justice and the courageous acknowledging of what is known to be
true and just. I am absolutely convinced that this stimulating Con-
ference will, by the moral-—not only the intellectual—forces, serve
to a better understanding of the nations, to a higher esteem for
the individualities of the others, and to an elimination of the bad
relics of the War which keep the nations in a hostile tension.

Finally, I believe that the most valuable result of this Conference
has been to strengthen sympathyand the will to mutual understanding.
It is with this conviction that we may look back with satisfaction on
this Conference.



REPORT OF SPECIAL GROUP MEETING ON MILK
MARKETING REGULATION

Speakers: U.S.A.: M. c. BonD, Cornell University, N.Y.
Germany : 0. VOPELIUS, Berlin.
Great Britain: A. w. AsuBY, University of Wales.

M. C. Bonp.

The United States regulations.

In the United States the first Federal provision to regulate the
dairy industry came as part of the ‘Farm Act’ of 1933. This Farm
Act contained three important sections: one dealing with the re-
valuation of the dollar, one with farm credit, and the other with the
adjustment of agticultural production to reduce supplies and obtain
a “parity’ price for farmers. That Act also specified those basic com-
modities for which production control plans could be put into opera-
tion. The Act also provided for so-called ‘marketing agreements’,
and these agreements were the means which were employed for im-
proving the position of dairy products. No marketing agreement
was put into effect for butter or cheese. A form of marketing agree-
ment was put into operation for evaporated milk, and prices for
evaporated milk were announced by the manufacturers. A similar
type of scheme was put into effect for dried milk. Fluid milk, how-
ever, was cared for by special marketing agreement or licence around
each market.

The first Milk Marketing Agreement was put into effect for the
area around Chicago, Illinois, August 1, 1933. During the remainder
of 1933 thirteen other cities worked out local plans for marketing
milk through this co-operation with the Secretary of Agriculture.
These early agreements contained provisions for prices to consumers,
prices to stores, and prices to producers. The distribution spread was
determined by establishing producers’ and retailers’ prices.

Distributors were anxious to get these special agreements because
they provided for relief from price cutting. Price cutting was com-
mon in many markets and each market attempted to get first con-
sideration. Producers’ organizations joined with distributors in an
effort to get immediate assistance.

The confusion which resulted brought about a considerable
amount of delay, and only fourteen agreements came into effect by
the end of 1933. By that time difficulties were arising in many of the

Hh
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markets. Many of the distributors were selling below the schedule
of prices, and on January 1 the Chicago marketing agreement was
cancelled. All agreements and licences were cancelled January 3o,
1934, and a new policy established eliminating resale price schedules.

Co-operative associations wete represented and usually held an
important place in each of these agreements. In general from two-
thirds to three-quarters of the farmers and a similar proportion of
distributors signed the agreements indicating their desire for a milk
marketing agreement. Later, however, some of these marketing
plans became effective through the issuance of a federal licence with-
out the signing of an agreement.

Some of the important policies of the administration.

(i) All distributors were licensed. In some instances licences were
issued without having the signatures of producers and distributors
to a marketing agreement.

(if) Prices to producers and resale prices fixed the spread which the
distributors obtained. No resale prices were set up in the revised
licences.

(iii) In the early agreements no provision was made for price
differentials for milk sold through stores. This caused dissatisfaction
in markets where a spread of from 1 to 3 cents per quart had been
the practice. Elimination of resale prices improved this situation.

(iv) The resale price schedule usually provided for uniform prices
throughout the year. This was a change from the existing practice in
some markets.

(v) Smaller towns had commonly sold milk at lower prices than
the larger cities. The tendency under the agreements was to raise
these prices.

(vi) New producers were limited in their entry to market by being
required to take a lower price for a period of months.

(vil) Most of the agreements contained some sort of basic rating
plan to adjust production to consumption.

(viii) The geographical limits of the sale area and the production
area were set forth, Production areas were not fixed in the revised
agreements and licences.

(ix) Agreements wete signed by both producers and distributors.

‘Later in some cases no agreements were obtained but licences were
issued to distributors.

(x) Agreements wete administered by a Board or Council made up
of distributors and producers, but, in the final analysis, administered
by a man who was appointed by the Secretary of Agriculture. By
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January 31 all licences were revoked, and after that for the next two
ot three months new licences were issued for most of these markets,
and gradually new agreements were drawn up for the signatures of
producers and distributors.

Markets in which these agreements were put into effect.

Chicago was the first and largest market. Other large markets
were Philadelphia, Baltimore and Boston, St. Louis, Detroit, and
Los Angeles. Several smaller markets have marketing plans. No
agreement was put into effect for New York, which is the largest
market in the United States.

Enforcement of the provisions of the licence was one of the largest
problems. Although still a problem, enforcement was greatly simpli-
fied by the elimination of resale prices. Farmers who do not receive
the stated price are usually willing to complain, but consumers who
get a discount or special consideration are not inclined to complain.

Parallel with the development, Federal Milk Marketing Agree-
ments legislation occurred in several states providing for State Milk
Control Boards. New York was one of the first to pass such an Act.
This was put into effect quickly. Within ten days after the Act was
passed the first orders were issued. In other States new legislation
has provided for Milk Control Boards, and in several cases these
Boards have taken over the work which might have been done by
Federal Milk Marketing Agreements. There are now fourteen such
state laws. A number of states passed these laws this year.

The New York Milk Control Board had a mandate from the
legislature to set retail prices and was permitted to set prices to pro-
ducers. Resale prices were set at the existing quoted price.

In May 1933 an increase was made in the schedule of resale prices
and about the same time the first price to the producers was fixed.
The distributors’ spread was determined by that action of the
Board and the way opened for considerable legal difficulty. Later,
prices to consumers and to stores were increased by the Milk Control
Board so that finally the retail price which was 10 cents per quart in
New York was increased to 13 cents in July 1934. The price in 1927
was 16 cents a quart; it dropped to 10, and the Milk Board raised it
to 13. The retail price in other markets of the State is lower.

The result of the price-fixing by the State Board was to increase
the prices paid to producers for fluid milk. From April 1933 to April
1934 in the centre of the milk shed (about 230 miles from New York
City) the price of fluid milk increased from about $1.30 to about
$2.25, and the pool price paid to producers from $1.04 to $1.48 per




468 Report of Special Group Meeting on Milk Marketing Regulation

100 Ib. Thus farmers were materially benefited by the increase in
prices, and it appears obvious, in view of the slow increase in the
price of butter and cheese, that the fixing of these prices brought
about an increase in prices to producers more quickly than would
have occurred on a competitive basis.

O. VoprELIUS.

The German regulations.

The early milf marketing position. In order to understand the milk-
marketing scheme of to-day and to have a right of judgement about
its aims and the progress caused, we must in the first instance con-
sider the condition of the German milk-market in the years 1932 and
1933. The producers’ milk price had gone back considerably from
1929 in consequence of the low butter prices and the constant under-
selling by the dealers on the fluid milk market, so that the farmer was
often paid only 7 Pf. per litre of manufactured, and ro-14 Pf.
for liquid milk. The result was that many farmers could not go on
with their trade and had to give up the farms which had for
generations been in the possession of the family. Only the farmer
with direct interest in the liquid milk market had at that time any
sort of price security through the Reich Milk Law of 1931, intro-
duced in 1932 in southern Germany (Bavaria and Baden) and in
Berlin. This law made it possible to unite milk producers and
creameries for the purpose of price agreements, under control of the
varjous states. Dealers were not included in this market organiza-
tion (Zusammenschluss). In consequence, the continual underselling
could not be suppressed and no correction of the wide price-spread
was possible. Finally in the summer of 1933 the Reich Law was
altered, providing for the inclusion of milk-dealers in the organiza-
tion. At the same time a Reich Milk Commissioner was appointed
and charged with the regulation of the whole milk marketing system.
While hitherto the regulation of the milk markets was an affair of
different states, it was now centralized in the hands of a single com-
missioner, this method of central regulation proving very successful.

The organization of the market. The Reich Milk Commissioner
first regulated the chaotic milk market and then tried to correct the
price for manufactured milk and milk products. In June 1933 he
began building up an organization which was mainly accomplished
by April 1934 and found its legal foundation in a legal decree of the
Reich. This organization was built up on the base of economic units,
such as liquid milk markets and districts of equal conditions of milk
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production. Several of these units were joined together into a local
milk supply association or Milchversorgungsverband and 3 to 8 local
associations into a district association or Milchwirtschaftsverband. Ger-
many was thus divided into 15 milk marketing districts, and 63 sub-
districts, on purely economic grounds and regardless of political
boundaries. The head of this milk marketing organization is the Ger-
man General Milk Board (Deutsche Milchwirtschaftliche Vereinigung)
in Berlin. The whole is based on the principle of leadership, the
leader of each sub-section, local or district, having a board of direc-
tors and a price committee to advise him.

The milk producers and the creameries as well as the dealers are
united in this organization.

Problems of the milk marketing organization. The producer- and con-
sumer-prices for liquid milk were stabilized and fixed in correspon-
dence with the local needs. According to the size of the German
cities and towns the consumer-price ranges now from 18 to 26 Pf.
per litre. The price is stable and can only be alteted by the leader
of the organization, in co-operation with the price-committee,
according to the stipulations laid down in the scheme. The self-
distributing farmers (the producer-retailers) were nearly everywhere
forced to give up the distribution of their milk and to deliver it
to creameries, or in the case of cettified milk to leave the distribution
to retailers. To save the costs of unnecessary transport, the bulk of
the milk is treated in creameries and from there delivered to the
retailers. Thus, in so far as their work was economically inefficient,
the wholesale traders have been practically eliminated from the
market. The organization further is out to introduce shops specializ-
ing in milk, butter, cheese, eggs, &c. Another object of the market
regulation is a quality improvement of milk and dairy products, as
for instance by a general application of payment on quality and by
examination and standardization of butter and cheese. The butter
market is systematically regulated in such a way that the whole sur-
plus is bought up and stored. The market organization has no right
to transact any business itself, so that a special otganization under the
direct supervision of the Reich has been formed to adapt the butter
supply to the demand. Butter production has not been restricted, as
Germany is still in need of butter imports. The cheese market, on the
other hand, is regulated by adapting production to the existing demand.

Creameries. An important task of the marketing organization
is to give help and advice to the creameries, of which there are
about 10,000 in Germany. Active advice on quality improvement
and book-keeping is given, regardless of the character (private ot
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co-operative) of the enterprise. All creameries have to submit to the
otders of the organization and are supervised as to rebuilding, re-
equipment, and in other business matters. A uniform book-keeping
has been introduced in all the creameries.

Financial and administrative control of the organigation. The organiza-
tion is financed with the help of contributions from the producers,
creameries, and retailers. The administrative fee is A% Pf. per
litre of milk sold or manufactured. In addition an equalization fee
of 1 Pf. on every litre of the traded liquid milk is raised, in order
to benefit the producers of manufactured milk. A half Pfennig
hereof goes to the district association, the other half to the head
institution in Berlin. The latter uses the money for general market
regulation, as for instance the assignment of milk to the different
branches of dairy production.

Results of the market regulation. As a result of the new market
regulation, the price-spread for fluid milk on the market has been
reduced by 20-40 per cent. since June 1933. This was achieved
partly by eliminating the economically superfluous wholesale traders
and partly through the lowered cost of distribution. The diminished
price-spread on the other hand made it possible to give the producer
a better price for his milk, without the need of raising the consumer-
price at the same time. The following comparison may exemplify
this:

Milk Prices in Hamburg

Before market | After market
regulation regulation
April 1932 | April 1934

Pf. Pf.
Consumer-price . . . . . . . 23 23
Producer-price . 124 15
Equalization fee (to thc costs of the hquld mllk producer) .. I
Price-spread . 11} 8

Reduction of the pncc sprcad . . . . . . 30%

An ordered milk market is not the only achievement of the market
regulation. The prices for manufactured milk have been improved
to the amount of 1-2 Pf. per litre and now average in Germany
10~12 Pf.; formerly the farmers living in remote parts of the
country did not get more than 7-8 Pf. per litre. By keeping the
German butter market secure from the influence of price fluctua-
tions on the world market, the German dairymen saved 250 million
marks; for without the monopolized regulation of the butter market
the German butter price would have followed the price movements
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of the world market and would have reached the low level of RM.
80.0 per hundredweight in the spring of 1934. The market regulation,
however, made it possible to maintain a uniform butter-price of
RM. 130.0 per hundredweight during the past winter and of RM.
125.0 per hundredweight during this summer. The difference be-
tween the German and the world market price is balanced by means
of import levies raised by the Reich, so that the German price is now
independent of the world market quotations.

The butter market undergoes, as already mentioned, no restric-
tions as to the production. The cheese market on the other hand is
regulated solely by production control; the surplus of soft cheese is
for instance restricted by forcing the farmers to use more skim milk
for feeding purposes, as otherwise this milk would have to be
utilized in the production of soft cheese (Limburger).

Manifold must needs be the ways and measures of price regulation,
but the main object, to give the farmer a better price for his milk and
at the same time to guarantee the consumer a fair and steady price
for milk and dairy products, seems already to have been reached.

A. W. Asusy.

The regulations in Great Britain.

In Great Britain we have practically a complete monopoly of the
liquid milk market. At the worst of times, when we have had periods
of short supply, the highest amount of liquid milk imported has been
only 1 per cent. of the annual supply. We have, however, a very
large quantity of imports of dairy produce and it is estimated that the
milk equivalent of imported dairy produce amounts to something
like double the amount of the liquid milk production inside the
country. When counting both liquid milk and milk equivalent we
are producing roughly about one-third of our total requirements.
For ten years or more, from 1921, the milk sold from farms in
England and Wales was sold under a collective agreement, made
between the Farmers’ Union and certain associations representative
of manufacturers and distributors of milk. From about 1921 to 1929,
though collective agreements worked very well, the agreed contracts
were not signed by 100 per cent. of the farmers or of the dealers.
But in some of the years I think it would be true to say that the terms
of as many as go per cent. of the contracts for the sale of milk were
made fairly close to the terms of the collective agreements. About
1930 there came the slump in prices of butter and cheese and other
milk products. and that slump became very heavy in 1931. The
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prices of cheese and butter were heavily depressed. Under the collec-
tive agreements the value of manufacturing milk had been deter-
mined by the price of imported New Zealand and Canadian cheese.
Under most of the collective agreements the price of manufactured
milk was determined by the price of imported cheese less 24. per
gallon, so that the price of the milk products imported began to
make a great difference in the returns between those farmers whose
milk was produced for sale to large manufacturers and those whose
milk was mainly for the liquid milk market. Here I should explain
clearly that we have never had any considerable class of whom it
could be said that they were producing only for the liquid or only for
the manufacturing milk market. Together with this slump in the
prices of dairy produce there was a considerable development in milk
transport. The use of the porcelain-lined trucks and tanks for milk
transport by railway and also for road transport was rapidly develop-
ing. From 1931 onwards the milk dealers were tending to go out
where milk was produced at a low cost, and where the farmers did
not hold them to the collective agreements, and so broke the partial
monopolies of the inside markets. In 1931 the Agricultural Market-
ing Act was passed. This Act gives the power to any group of pro-
ducers to determine the conditions of marketing all their product.
It provides that the producers may themselves present a scheme to
the Minister of Agriculture and Parliament, which scheme eventually
accepted becomes law. It also provides that in consultation with the
producers the Minister of Agriculture can appoint a Reorganization
Commission to draw up a scheme. In the case of milk this latter
procedure was followed and a scheme was presented to representa-
tives of producers. In the main they accepted this but made some
modifications. That scheme was presented to the producers and
about 95 per cent. voted in favour of it. It came into force last
September. The first contracts under the scheme were made as from
October 1 last year for the winter six months.

Under the collective agreement system the producers of milk had
always refused to carry any responsibility for retail prices. They
tried, but without success, to avoid the dis¢ussion of retail prices in
the negotiations of the wholesale prices. On one or two occasions
they were more or less parties to a statement of retail prices but in
seven or eight of the cases they had no responsibility for them. The
general condition as regards retail prices, wholesale prices, and pro-
ducers’ prices was that the retail price was divided jo—50: half to
the producers and half to the transporters and distributors. The
greatest variation was to about §51-49.
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There is power under the Agricultural Marketing Act and the
general statute law for the Milk Marketing Board to determine the
resale prices of milk. No such prices were determined for the first
contract. The wholesale prices were fixed for milk for the liquid
market and a scale of values for milk for manufacturing purposes.
Milk for butter or cheese or condensed milk for export was to be
paid for on its patity with New Zealand and Canadian cheese prices;
9d. per gallon for milk for the manufacture of fresh cream, 84. for
milk for the manufacture of chocolate, 64. for milk for the manu-
facture of tinned cream, condensed milk and milk powder, and 9d.
for milk for the manufacture of any other milk products. Thus there
was introduced a ‘class’ system of valuing milk for manufacturing,
and the Milk Marketing Board now has the power to compel the
disclosure of the actual quantities of milk used in each class. The
real power of the Board here lies in the power to refuse supplies to
any dealer of whose returns they have suspicion. Naturally the
Board is having a little trouble on this score, but if buyers are
threatened with withdrawal of supplies, and some are actually with-
drawn, fair and honest returns will be obtained.

As regards retail prices, by the first contract these were left to be
determined by the differentDairymen’s Associations in their respective
areas. A good deal of trouble arose because roughly 30 per cent. of
the milk producers in England and Wales are also retailers of milk,
and these retailers of milk are registered producers under the scheme.
They have to obtain licences to retail and they have to pay a levy,
sometimes two levies, to the pool which is finally distributed in
prices to producers selling in wholesale quantities. Consequently
they are very deeply interested in the retail prices fixed. I think the
proportion of milk produced which is sold by these producer-
retailers is about half that of the number of such producers, say 15 per
cent. On the whole they are relatively small and some are very small
producers. The position was that the wholesale prices were fixed
for liquid milk and/or manufacturing milk, and it was left to the
Distributors’ Associations to fix the retail prices for different areas.
Consequently, there was some uncertainty about retail prices, and
much dissatisfaction. The Board tried to enforce the retail prices
which wetre fixed, but could not effectively do so.

In the second contract period from March to September of this
year, minimum retail prices for districts of three types were laid
down in the contracts and also laid down in the producer-retailers’
licences. The minimum prices are now fixed for areas with popula-
tions of less than 10,000, between 10,000 and 25,000, and over 25,000,
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plus a special price for the south-eastern district which includes
London. The scheme of organization which was presented to the
Minister of Agriculture included a recommendation for a Joint
Milk Council, consisting on the one side of the producers’ Board
and on the other side of representatives of organizations of manu-
facturers and distributors, with representatives of the public interests
nominated by the Minister of Agriculture and the President of the
Board of Trade. There was no statutory provision for any organiza-
tion of that kind when the scheme was adopted, and a special statute
would have been required to set it up. In order that there should
not be any break-down in the negotiations between producers and
traders the scheme had in it an arbitration clause. For the period
of one year’s duration the producers” Board has to submit their pro-
posals to certain persons appointed by the Minister of Agriculture.
The case was presented last September, and again in March this
year, and the arbitrators made their awards; but quite recently the
producers’ Board have fixed up the agreement for the coming year
(to come in force October 1) with the buyers without any reference
to the arbitrators.

Figures for the New Year.

Liguid milk. (a) Wholesale price: The crude average price for the
year per gallon of liquid milk payable by buyers will be about 154.,
but the producers have to pay transport charges.

(b) Retail prices: These will be on the crude average for the year:

Small towns and villages of less than 10,000 inhabitants . 23}4. per gal.
Districts 10,000 to 2,000 inhabitants . 25 45 sy s
Districts outside the south-eastern region over 25 000

inhabitants . . 26 ,, ,,
London area and d1smcts in the south-castem reglon over

25,000 inhabitants . . . . . . . 26% 5, ., 5

Manufacturing milk. This is valued in the same way as in previous
agreements but there are changes in price in some cases.

As regards milk for liquid sale I estimate that during this year the
position will be that the total amount of the retail price will be split
between the producers and transporters and distributors at about
49 to the producer and 51 to the distributors, &c. It is difficult, if
not impossible, to estimate the average pool prices—the final prices
which producers will receive—for this depends on proportions of
manufacturing to liquid milk,and on the proportion of manufacturing
milk in various classes, and also on the levies made.

Scottish system. While England and Wales was operating a collec-
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tive agreement system the south-west of Scotland had what was
known as the Scottish Milk Agency on a voluntary co-operative basis.
It worked for two years quite successfully until they began to ask
for a price which the market could not sustain, then the pool more
or less broke down, although the association still exists. Last
summer a scheme was presented to the Minister of Agriculture and
then to Parliament and started last December.

There was also another voluntary pool in the Aberdeen district of
Scotland which is now being formed into a scheme under the Agri-
cultural Marketing Acts. Other schemes are proposed and it appears
that Scotland may soon be covered by local schemes. There is a reason
for this. Because of the low price of cheese expected this summer
and in fact realized, it became necessary to make some provision for
the cheese-makers to get a part of the benefits accruing to producers
of milk from the schemes which are being worked. Early in this
year, therefore, arrangements were made for the Treasury to subsidize
cheese-manufacture either on farms or in factories to the extent of
about 24. per pound, and that arrangement will last for two years. A
special arrangement was made whereby the Treasury, through the
Milk Marketing Boards, is in fact subsidizing the manufacture of farm
cheese. If no such policy had been adopted the cheese-makers would
have wished to make contracts for the sale of milk, and would have

increased the amount of milk on the market. All England and Wales
is covered as regards subsidy proposals. In some parts of Scotland
they have to organize other schemes to get the benefits.
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INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE
OF

AGRICULTURAL ECONOMISTS

CONFERENCES

First, 1929: Dartington Hall, Totnes, Devon, England.
Second, 1930: Cotnell University, Ithaca, New York State, U.S.A.
Third, 1934: Bad Eilsen, Schaumburg-Lippe, Germany.

OFFICERS

President
Ermuirst, L. K., Dartington Hall, Totnes, Devon, England.

Viice-Presidents

WaRrreN, G. F., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm
Management, Cornell University, Ithaca, New Yotk State, U.S.A.
SeErING, M., Deutsches Forschungs-Institut fiir Agrar- und Siedlungs-

wesen, Betlin-Dahlem, Luciusstrasse 9, Germany.

Hon. Secretary and Treasurer

Currig, J. R., Research Dept. (Economics), Dartington Hall, Totnes,
Devon, England.

HE International Conference of Agricultural Economists was

inaugurated during the summer of 1929, when fifty economists
from eleven countries met for two weeks at Dartington Hall, Devon,
England, on the invitation of Mr. L. K. Elmhirst. The Second
Conference was held in 1930 at Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.,
U.S.A., and was attended by over 300 members and visitors, twenty
countries being represented. At this meeting the formal Constitu-
tion was drawn up and approved. The Third Conference was held
at Bad Eilsen, Schaumburg-Lippe, Germany, from August 26th to
September 2nd, 1934, when 170 members attended, of whom 76
were from 18 countries outside Germany.

The Conference has now a total membership of 393, with Groups
or Correspondents in 30 countries. Its representative character has
been steadily growing since the first informal gathering in 1929,
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until it now embraces the majotity of countries where the study of
agricultural economics is pursued.

The object of the Conference is that of fostering development of
the services of agricultural economics and of furthering the applica-
tion of the results of economic investigation of agricultural processes
and agricultural organization in the improvement of economic and
social conditions relating to agricultural and rural life.

Membership is open to any person or institution connected with
the study of agricultural economics. The subscription is £1, $s,
RM. 20, or the monetary equivalent of £1 at par, for the period from
one conference to the end of the next. The majority of members
are professional agricultural economists engaged in research, teach-
ing, or public administration, but the membership is representative
as well of a wide range of agricultural and economic interests.
Applications may be made to the Secretary, who will put the applicant
in touch with the appropriate national correspondent.

Meetings are held at intervals of two or three years at a time and
place determined by the Council. No two successive meetings can
be held in the same country. The meetings afford a unique oppot-
tunity of personal intercourse with fellow workers from all parts of
the world.

Proceedings consisting of papers and discussions at each con-
ference are published, and members are entitled to one copy. Extra
copies may be purchased by members at reduced rates. Copies of
the Proceedings of the First, Second, and Third Conferences are
available on application to the Secretary, or to Dr. G. F. Warren,
Department of Agricultural Economics, Cornell University, Ithaca,
N.Y,, U.S.A. A German edition of the Third Conference Proceed-
ings is available on application to Prof. M. Sering, Berlin-Dahlem,
Luciusstrasse 9, Germany.




CONSTITUTION

(ADOPTED AT THE SECOND CONFERENCE)

NAME AND OBJECT
The name of the organization shall be The International Conference of

Agricultural Economists.

The object of the Conference is that of fostering development of the
sciences of agricultural economics and of furthering the application of
the results of economic investigations of agricultural processes and
agricultural organization in the improvement of economic and social
conditions relating to agriculture and rural life.

MEETINGS
Meetings shall be held at a time and place determined by the Council.
No two successive meetings shall be held in any one country.
The Conferences of 1929 and 1930 shall be called, respectively, the
First and Second International Conferences of Agricultural Economists.

MEMBERSHIP

Membership shall consist of individuals who pay 20 RM., $5, or L1, or
the monetary equivalent of {1, for the petiod from one Conference to
the end of the next.

Libraries, corporations, and similar institutions may become Members
if a duly accredited representative is appointed by each such institution.

‘Those who become Members within one year from the date of the
adoption of this Constitution shall be considered Charter Members.

OFFICERS
The Officers shall be a President, two Vice-Presidents, and a Secretary-
Treasurer. The Officers shall hold office for a period ending with the
close of the next succeeding Conference.

ELECTION OF OFFICERS
The Council shall nominate Officers to be elected by the Conference.

COUNCIL
The Members of the Conference in each country or group of countries
may provide for the election of Members of a Council as hereinafter
provided:

(@) Each country or group of countries with five or more Members
may elect one Member to Council. An additional Member of the Council
may be elected by each country or group of countries for each additional
ten Members, with a maximum of three Members of Council from any
one country or group of countries.
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(b)) Members of the Council shall be elected prior to or during each
Conference for the succeeding Conference. The Council elected in 1930-1
shall continue in office for the purposes of the next Conference until the
end of that Conference, and the Council constituted in the early part
of each subsequent Conference shall nominate Officers and Executive
Committee for the ensuing Conference.

It shall be the duty of the Members of the Council to elect an Executive
Committee of eight Members, to nominate Officers of the Conference,
and to promote the interests of the Conference in the respective countries.

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

The Executive Committee shall consist of the four Officers and eight
Members elected by the Council. The Executive Comumittee shall arrange
programmes and otherwise conduct the business of the Conference. The
Executive Committee shall fill any vacancies which may occur in any
office.

AMENDMENT OF CONSTITUTION

The Constitution may be amended by a majority vote at any Conference
provided the amendment has previously received the approval of a
majority of the Council.

PROVISIONS FOR TEMPORARY ORGANIZATION

Since the Constitution does not make all necessary provisions for imme-
diate organization, the Committee submits the following suggestions for
the guidance of the Conference until the provisions of the Constitution
can be made effective. )

1. (@) The Officers for the period of the Third Conference shall be elected
by this Conference.

(b) Persons who signify their intention of becoming Members of the
Conference before the Conference proceeds to the election of
Officers may vote in the election of Officers.

2. (2) The Members of the Council may be elected by Members of the
Conference in any country or group of countries as provided for in
the Constitution.

(b) The method of electing Members of Council shall be left to the
discretion of each electing country or group of countries, but, until
the original membership is secured, a Correspondent shall be
appointed by the Executive Committee to canvass his country for
Members and provide for the election of Members of the Council.

3. (4) The Members of the Council when selected shall become Members
of the Executive Committee until a total of sixteen or more Members
of the Council has been selected by Members.

() When 16 or more Members of the Council are selected, the Officers
of the Conference shall arrange for the election of eight Members to
the Executive Committee by the Members of the Council.




LIST OF OFFICERS AND MEMBERS
(For 1930~4)

OFFICERS

President
Evvamrst, L. K., Dartington Hall, Totnes, Devon, England.

Vice-Presidents

WarreN, G. F., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management,
Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.

SeriNG, M., Deutsches Forschungs-Institut fiir Agrarund Siedlungswesen, Betlin-
Dahlem, Luciusstrasse 9, Germany.

Hon. Secretary and Treasurer

Curnrig, J. R., Research Department (Economics), Dartington Hall, Totnes, Devon
England.

MEMBERS

AFRICA

EGYPT

LA SociétE RoYALE D’AGRICULTURE, Cairo.
(Representative: M. Fouad Bey Abaza.)

UNION OF SOUTH AFRICA
Joint Correspondents:
Lerran, H. D., Department of Agricultural Economics, University of Pretoria, Pretotia.
Vax Der Posr, A. P., Acting-Chief, Division of Agricultural Economics and Marketing,
Union Department of Agriculture, Pretoria,

GELDENHUYS, F. E., Department of Forestry, Pretoria,

AMERICA
CANADA

Council :

ALLEN, W., University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan.

Boorn, J. F., Agricultural Economics Branch, Department of Agriculture, Ottawa,
Ontario.

Larrover, J. E., Macdonald College, St. Anne de Bellevue, P.Q.

Correspondent:

Boorn, J. F. (See above.)

Aurp, F. H., Deputy Minister of Agriculture, Regina, Saskatchewan.

Bors, H. C., Rural Economics Branch, Department of Agriculture, Quebec.

Brown, W, J., Executive Secretary, University of Western Ontario, London, Ontario.

Burrows, L. E., Secretary, Horticultural Council, Ottawa, Ontario.

Camns, A., Wheat Advisory Committee, Bush House, London, W.C.z, England.

CracnoN, 8. J., Department of Agriculture, Parliament Buildings, Quebec.

CLemENT, F. M., Dean of Agriculture, University of British Columbia, Vancouver,
British Columbia.

Coxg, J., Agricultural Economics Branch, Department of Agriculture, Ottawa, Ontario.

CoLLNs, C. M., Agricultural Representative, Lawrencetown, Annapolis County, Nova
Scotia.



486 List of Officers and Members

CorLins, G. P., Department of Economics, Ontario Agticultural College, Guelph,
Ontatio.

Co-OPERATIVE WHEAT PropUCERS, L1p., Publicity Department, Wheat Pool Building,
Regina, Saskatchewan.

GaGNE, C., Professcur d’Economie Rurale, Sainte Anne-de-la-Pocati¢re, Quebec.

GosseLN, A., Agricultural Economics Branch, Department of Agriculture, Ottawa,
Ontatio.

GrINDLEY, T. W., Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Ottawa, Ontario.

GrispaLg, J. H., Iroquois, Ontario.

Harr, F. C., Ontario Agricultural College, Guelph, Ontario.

Horg, E. C., Department of Farm Management, Univetsity of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon,
Saskatchewan.

Hurp, W. B., Brandon College, Brandon, Manitoba.

KT, L. E., Agricultural Economics Branch, Department of Agriculture, Ottawa,
Ontario.

Larosg, F., Plantagenet, Ontario.

Laureys, H., School of Higher Commercial Studies, University of Montrcal, Montreal.

LoncLey, W. V., Director of Extension, Department of Agriculture, Truro, N.S.

MacDonALD, A. B., Department of University Extension, Antigonish, Nova Scotia.

MurcHIE, R. W., Department of Sociology, Univetsity of Minnesota, St. Paul, Minn.,
U.S.A.

RI(C)HARDS, A. E., Agricultural Economics Branch, Department of Agriculture, Ottawa,

ntario.

RiLey, C. W., Economics Department, Ontario Agricultural College, Guelph, Ontario.

SteeLE, J. H., Canadian Department of Agriculture, Lawrencetown, Nova Scotia.

StTrRANGE, H. G. L., Director, Agricultural Research, Searle Grain Company, Limited,
Winnipeg, Manitoba.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Council :

Case, H. C. M., Division of Farm Organization and Management, Department of
Agricultural Economics, College of Agriculture, University of Illinois, Urbana, Ill.

Hosson, A., University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis.

Lapp, C. E., Extension Service, New York State Colleges of Agticulture and Home
Economics, Cotnell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Correspondent .

Myers, W. 1., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management, New
York State College of Agriculture, Cormnell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Baker, G. A., State Department of Public Health, Albany, N.Y.

Baker, O. E,, Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United States Department of Agri-
culture, Washington, D.C.

Barser, H. L., ¢/o H. L, Barber & Co., Inc., Box 97, Willians, Montana.

Brack, J. D., Department of Economics, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass.

Bonp, M. C., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management, Cornell
University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Boss, A., Department of Agriculture, University of Minnesota, St. Paul, Minn.

Brupzmski, T., 105 Catherine Street, Ithaca, N.Y.

BrumiEy, F. W., Box 284, Gainesville, Florida.

Burbick, R. T., Department of Economics and Sociology, Agricultural College, Fort
Collins, Colorado.

Bureau oF StaTistics, Borden’s Farm Products Co., Inc., 110 Hudson Street, New York
City, N.Y.

CLEMZNT, C. E., Buteau of Dairy Industry, United States Department of Agriculture,
Washington, D.C.

CLEVELAND, W. A., Department of Agricultural Economics and Marketing, North
Dakota Agricultural College, Fargo, N. Dak.

Dreesen, W. H., Oregon State Agricultural College, Corvallis, Oreg.

Gasrier, H. S., University of Delaware, Newark, Del.

G.L.F. Exchange Inc. (Co-operative), Ithaca, N.Y,

Gray, L. C., Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United States Department of Agri-
culture, Washington, D.C.

Grimes, W. E., Kansas State Agricultural College, Manhattan, Kan.




List of Offficers and Members 487

Hazvg, R. L, Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Hamirton, H. G., College of Agriculture, University of Florida, Gainesville, Fla.

Harriorr, J. F., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management,
Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Harr, V. B., Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Hisearp, B. H., University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wis.

Hict, E. B., Michigan State College, East Lansing, Mich.

Hiwe, F. F., Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Hmricus, A. F., Purdue University, Lafayette, Indiana.

Horroway, K. L., University of Arkansas, Fayetteville, Ark.

Horxins, E., Agricultural Experiment Station, University of Tennessee, Knoxville, Tenn.

Hornung, T. G., Agricultural Extension Department, Purdue University, Lafayette,
Indiana.

ImmascHE, F., Armour’s Livestock Bureau, Union Stock Yards, Chicago, Ill.

InstrTutE OF PaciFic Revations, P.O. Box 1561, Honolulu, Hawaii.

Jesngss, O. B., Chief of Division of Agricultural Economics, University of Minnesota,
St. Paul, Minn.

Jomwson, E. C., Division of Agricultural Economics, University of Minnesota, St. Paul,
Minn.

JosepH ScHAFFNER LiBRARY OF COMMERCE, NORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY, 339 E.
Chicago Avenue, Chicago, Ill.

Keiier, H., Professor of Agricultural Economics, State Agricultural Experiment
Station, New Brunswick, New Jersey.

KEeNesTRICK, H., Agricultural Education Department, Ohio State University, Columbus,
Ohio.

LAnDONE, B., Box 6, Newton, New Jersey.

Lewis, A. B., Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Lroyp, O. G., Purdue University, Lafayette, Indiana.

McFADYEN, J. R., 1208 7th Street, S.E., Minnecapolis, Minn.

McKay, A., Division of Co-operative Marketing, Federal Farm Board, Washington, D.C.

Mear, W. G., New Jersey Agricultural Experiment Station, New Brunswick, N.J.

MenpuM, S. W., 214 Holly Avenue, Takoma Park, D.C.

MercuANT, C. H., University of Maine, Orono, Me.

Misner, E. G., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management, Cornell
University, Ithaca, N.Y.

MoorHOUSE, L. A., State Agricultural College, Fort Collins, Colorado.

Morgan, O. S., Schermethorn Hall, School of Business, Columbia University, New
York City, N.Y.

Nesraska UNiversity, Lincoln, Nebr.

NoBLg, C. V., University of Florida, Gainesville, Fla.

NoORTHWESTERN UNIVERSITY LiBRARY, Ill.

Norrton, L. J., 509 West Washington Street, Urbana, IlL.

Pearson, F. A., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management,
Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

PERREGAUX, E. A., Connecticut Agricultural College, Storrs, Conn.

Ponp, G. A., University of Minnesota, St. Paul, Minn.

PoweLr, W., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management, Cornell
University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Rasmussen, M. P., Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

RaucHensTIEN, E., Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United States Department of
Agriculture, Washington, D.C,

Ronk, S., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management, Comell
University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Ross, H. A., cfo The Borden Company, 350 Madison Avenue, New York City, N.Y.

Rotu, W. J., Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United States Departtment of Agri-
culture, Washington, D.C.

SaEnko, S. M., Agricultural Department, Amtorg Trading Corporation, 261 Fifth
Avenue, New York City, N.Y.

ScoviLL, G. P., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management,
Cotnell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Smrte, D, C.

SPENCER, L., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management, Comell
University, Ithaca, N.Y.



488 List of Officers and Members

StaBLE MONEY AssociaTioN, 104 Fifth Avenue, New York City, N.Y.

StanDARD StaTISTICS Co., INC., 345 Hudson Street, 14th Floor, New York City, N.Y.

StaTE AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE STATION, Fargo, North Dakota (Representative: H. W.
McArdle, Secretary).

StepnEns, P. H., Oklahoma A. & M. College, Stillwater, Okla.

Stewarr, C. L., 707 W. Nevada Street, Urbana, Ill.

StokEer, H. M., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management, Cornell
University, Ithaca, N.Y.

DE Stoop, J. J., Conant Hall, 4 Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass.

Tavror, A. E., Food Research Institute, Stanford University, California.

Tayror, H. C,, International Institute of Agriculture, Rome, Italy.

Urrey, O., Michigan State College, East Lansing, Mich.

VaucraN, L. M., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management,
Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

WarratH, F. ]., Department of Agricultural Economics, Tennessee Polytechnic
Institute, Cookeville, Tenn.

WarrEN, G. F., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management, Cornell
University, Ithaca, N.Y, (First Vice-President of the Conference.)

Warren, S. W., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Management,
Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y.

Warkins, D. E., Mt. Airy, Maryland.

Waucn, F. V., Bureau of Agricultural Economics, Room 424, 261 Franklin Street,
Boston, Mass.

WEeaver, F. P., Department of Agricultural Economics, Pennsylvania State College.

WEHRWEIN, G. S., Department of Agricultural Economics, University of Wisconsin,
Madison, Wis.

WHELrTON, P. K., Scripps Foundation for Research in Population Problems, Miami
University, Oxford, Ohio.

Wickens, D. L., Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United States Department of
Agriculture, Washington, D.C.

WorkinG, E. ]., Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United States Department of
Agriculture, Washington, D.C.

WorkING, H., Food Research Institute, Stanford University, California.

Young, E, C., Purdue University, West Lafayette, Indiana.

ASTA

CHINA
Correspondent
CHang, C. C,, University of Nanking, Nanking (c/o Bank of China, Shanghai).

Buck, ]. L., University of Nanking, Nanking.

CuEn, C. T, 113 Sassoon Building, Shanghai.

CHEN, H. S., National Research Institute of China, Nanking.

Feng, R, ¢fo Mr. C. C. Chang, University of Nanking, Nanking.

Hsu, G., Dean, College of Agriculture, University of Chekiang, Hangchow, Chekiang.

Hsu, H., c¢fo Mr. C. C. Chang, University of Nanking, Nanking.

Hsu, P. C., Universsity of Nanking, Nanking.

Liane, C. C., National Rescarch Institute of Social Sciences, Academia Sinica, Nanking.

Swen, W. Y., Department of Agricultural Economics, University of Nanking, Nanking.

Tang, C. Y., ¢/o Mr. C. C. Chang, University of Nanking, Nanking.

Tong, W. S., College of Agriculture, Chekiang University, Cheichao, Hangchow.

TuNG, S. T., Department of Agricultural Economics, Peiping University, Peiping.

Wang, Y. T, cfo Dz, S. C. Tung, Department of Agricultural Economics, Peiping
University, Peiping.

Wu, S. K., 29 Regent Square, London, W.C., England.

INDIA
Correspondent :
Sumrnamg, T. G., Agricultural College, Poona.

JAPAN
Correspondent
Nasuy, S., Department of Agriculture, Tokio Imperial University, Tokio.




List of Offfcers and Members 489

Hoxkaipo IMperiaL Universrry (Chair of Agricultural Policy), Sapporo, Hokkaido.

Kosavakawa, K., Miyazaki College of Agriculture and Fortestry, Miyazaki.

Kyoro ImperiaL UNIveRrsity, Institute of Agricultural Economics, Department of
Agriculture, Kyoto Imperial University, Kyoto.

Kyusau ImpERIAL UNrversrry, Institute of Agricultural Economics, Department of
Agriculture, Kyushu Imperial University, Fukuoka.

NaxkanNo, S., Mie Koto Norin Gakko, Tsushi, Mieken.

TAmoku IMPERIAL UNIVERSITY, Formosa.

PALESTINE
Correspondent:
Evazari-vorcani, 1., The Director, Agricultural Experiment Station, Institute of
Agriculture and Natural History, Rehoboth.

AGRICULTURE, FORESTS, AND FIsHERIES, DEPARTMENT OF, GOVERNMENT OF PALESTINE,
American Colony, Jerusalem. (Representative: A. Brown.)

AUSTRALASIA

AUSTRALIA

CARVER, S. R. (Assistant Government Statistician, Buteau of Statistics and Economics,
Government of New South Wales), P.O. Box 224, Sydney, N.S.W.

NEW ZEALAND
Correspondent:

BeLsaaw, H., School of Commerce and Department of Economics, Auckland University
College, Auckland.

EUROPE

AUSTRIA
Correspondent:
HainiscH, M., Perntergasse 17, Wien XIX.

BULGARIA

Council:

MorrorE, ]. C., Institut d’Economie Rurale, Faculté d’Agronomie et de Sylviculture de
I’Université, Sofia.

Correspondent :

AnDpEeRrsoN, O., Handelshochschule, Varna.

Burcarian Economic Sociery, Sofia, Zar Osvoboditel No. 6.
MiscHaykorr, D., Sofia, E. W., Jueorgieff, 82.
Union pes BanQues PopuLAIRres, Sofia.

CZECHO-SLOVAKIA, ETC.
Correspondent :
BroLik, V., Praha XIX (Dejvice), Sadovi s42.

Bulkek, F., Praha-Dejvice XIX, U. Nové Techniky 25.
Dustic, 8., Krizevzi, Yugoslavia.

K~NEspL, J., Praha-StfeSovice 320.

MEDINGER, W., Praha, Mald Shila u Turova.
Wortriczek, C., Praha II., Litzowova Nr. 4o.

DENMARK
Cosnneil .
Lagrsen, O. H., Der landgkonomiske Driftsbureau, Kebenhavn.
Correspondent:

Larsen, O. H. (see above).
HowrwM, A. H., Secretary General, Landbrugsraadet, Axelbotg, Kebenhavn V.




490 List of Offacers and Members

Jacossen, A., Agricultural Commissioner to the Danish Government, Alsenstrasse 4,
Berlin, N.W.40, Germany.

Jensen, E., Royal Agricultural College, Kgbenhavn.

Junker, T., Aunsogaard, pr. Svebolle.

Kristensen, K. K., Accounting Advisor, Foreningen af jydske Landboforeninger,
Ryesgade 9, Aarhus.

SkovGaarp, K., Secretary, De samv, Landboforeninger i Sjzllands Stift, V. Boule-
vard 42, Kebenhavn V.

SoreEnseN, S., Agricultural Commissioner to the Danish Legation, 29 Pont Street,
London, S.W.1, England.

FRANCE

Council:

AUGE-LARIBE, M., 138 Avenue de Wagram, Paris.

GIrARD, Henty, Domaine de Bertrandfosse, Plailly, Oise.

Joint Correspondents:

AUGE-LARIBE, M. (see above).

RourLry, André, Office central de comptabilité et d’économie rurale, 8 Rue d’Athénes,
Paris (IXe).

Cazrot, M., 2 Rue Tronchet, Paris.

CHOJECKI, M., 9 av. Georges Clemenceau, Nogent-sur-Martne, Seine.

De ConrtaDes, M., 4 avenue Malakoff, Paris.

Danos, M., 13 Rue d’Auron, Bourges, Cher.

Festy, M. O., 25 Rue Jacques Dulud, Neuilly-sur-Seine.

FroMoNT, M. P., Professeur d’économie rurale 4 ’école d’agriculture de Rennes, 17 rue
Pointeau du Ronceray 4 Rennes, Ille & Vilaine.

LereBvre, M. G., 12 bis Rue des Marronniers, Paris.

QOuaLip, M., 9 bis Rue Pérignon, Patis.

GERMANY

Council:

Von Dierzg, C., Universitit, Berlin.

SeepoRr¥, W., Landwirtschaftliches Institut, Géttingen.

ZORNER, H., Landwirtschaftliche Hochschule, Betlin.,

Correspondent:

EMMINGER, O., Berlin-Dahlem, Luciusstrasse 9.

AuHAGEN, O., Berlin-Schlachtensee, Ernst Ringstrasse 10.

BeckMmann, F., Bonn, Meckenheimer Allee 104.

Bismarck, Graf, Varzin, Kr. Schlawe, Prov. Pommern.

Von Bissing, —, Berlin-Schlachtensee, Eitel Fritzstrasse 2.

BrANDES, —, Zaupern, b. Insterburg/Pr.

Brinkmann, C., Institut fiir Sozial- und Staatswissenschaften, Heidelberg.

Von CIRIACY-WANTRUP, S., Bonn, Weberstrasse 29.

CommicHAU, H., Bochum, Wittenerstrasse 45.

DEuTsCHEN BAUERNVEREINE e.V., VEREINIGUNG DER, Berlin W 10, Tirpitz Ufer 68.

DEeutscHES FORSCHUNGS-INSTITUT FUR AGRAR- UND SIEDLUNGSWESEN, ABTLG. BERLIN,
Berlin-Dahlem, Luciusstrasse 9.

DEeuTscHES FORSCHUNGS-INSTITUT FUR AGRAR- UND SIEDLUNGSWESEN, ABTLG. KONIGS-
BERG L. Pr., Konigsberg, Hintertragheim ro.

DEeurscHEs FORSCHUNGS-INSTITUT FUR AGRAR- UND SIEDLUNGSWESEN, ABTLG. RosTOCK,
Rostock. ’

Dieny, K., Freiburg i.B., Mercystrasse 27.

VoN FLEMMING, —, Stettin, Werderstrasse 25.

FrevTac, K., Kirchzarten/Br.

Gers, —, Berlin, Deutscher Ring 45.

Hanau, A., Berlin-Steglitz, Walsroderstrasse 21a.

Harws, C. B., Kiel, Dusternbrecker Weg 120.

Hasenkamp, A., Danzig-Langfuhr, Steflensweg 19.

Haypuck, F., Berlin N 65, Seestrasse 13.

HorrAcHER, M., Miinchen, Lamonstrasse, 1, II.

Von Janson, G., Berlin W 5o, Regensburgerstrasse 14a.

Jenny, E., Schloss Hohenheim bet Stuttgart.

JEssex, J., Kiel, Seeblick 1/I1,




List of Officers and Members 491

Kerser, —, Berlin-Schlachtensee, Heinrichstrasse §.

Keup, E., Berlin NW 7, Unter den Linden 48/49.

Koe~nekamp, —, Landsberg a./W.

LANDWIRTSCHAFTSKAMMER FUR DIE ProvINZz SacHsEN, Halle a.S., Kaiserstrasse 7.

Lang, E., Institut fiir landwirtschaftliche Betriebslehre, Kénigsberg/Prussia.

LiBkes, —, Deutsche Rentenbank-Kreditanstalt, Berlin W 8, Wilhelmstrasse 67.

VonN LuNiNGk, Freiherr, Bonn a. Rh., Endenicher Allee 6o.

MEeNDELssoHN, F., Berlin-Dahlem, Miquelstrasse 4o.

MuLLer, A., Berlin W 10, Corneliusstrasse 6.

MiNZINGER, A., Landwirttschaftliche Hochschule, Hohenheim bei Stuttgart.

OLpENBERG, K., Gottingen, Nikolausberger Weg 68.

ORTEGEL, R., Berlin SW 11, Dessauerstrasse 26.

PraFr, W., Institut fiir Wirtschaftslchre des Landbaues, Giessen.

Raas, F., Dresden, Tiergartenstrasse 72.

REICHSBAUERNFIIHRERS, STABSAMT DEs, Betlin W 35, Tiergartenstrasse 2. (Representa-
tive : K. Meyer).

REINEMANN, H., Mdnchhof, Meiningen-Land.

Ricuarz, —, Bedin-Charlottenburg, Kastanien-Allee 23.

Rrit1ER, K., Landwirtschaftliche Hochschule, Berlin.

RoeMER, T., Halle a.S., Ludwig Wuchererstrasse 2.

RuporrH, G., Schéneiche, Post Fichtenau, Ahornstrasse 14.

SAENGER, K., Preussisches Statistisches Landesamt, Berlin SW 68.

ScHINDLER, A., Gritzwalde, Post Fichtenau, Wittstockstrasse.

ScHLABACH, —, Berlin SW 11, Bernburgerstrasse 14.

ScHNEIDER, —, Konigsberg/Pr.

ScHONFELD, —, Essen, Bismarckstrasse §.

Von ScHORLEMER-LIESER, Freiherr, Lieser/Mosel.

ScrumacHER, H., Universitit, Berlin.

SEELMANN-EGGEBERT, W., Deutsche Rentenbank-Kreditanstalt, Berlin W 8.

SERING, M., Deutsches Forschungs-Institut fiir Agrar- und Siedlungswesen, Betlin-
Dahlem, Luciusstrasse 9. (Second Vice-President of the Conference.)

SkaLwerr, A., Universitit, Frankfurt/M.

SoLmsseN, G., Berlin W 8, Mauerstrasse 35.

STAATSWISSENSCHAFTLICHES SEMINAR AN DER UNIVERSITAT GOTTINGEN, Gottingen.

StremME, H., Geologisches Institut der Technischen Hochschule, Danzig-Langfiihr.

STROBEL, —, Stuttgart, Marienstrasse 33.

Tantzen, T. ]., Heering, Post Abbehausen, Oldenburg.

THYsSEN, —, Kiel, Holstenstrasse 106.

TROSCHER, T., Reichskuratorium fiir Technik in der Landwirtschaft, Berlin.

TrumpF, —, Berlin W 35, Konigin-Augustastrasse 43.

VL0ENGELS, W., Konigsberg/Pr., Wallenrodtstrasse 2.

VOGELSANG, —, Ebersbach, b. Dobeln/Sachsen.

VOLKSWIRTSCHAFTLICHES SEMINAR DER HANDELSHOCHSCHULE, Betlin C 2z, Spandauet-
strasse 1.

WALTER, F., Dortmund, Sonnenstrasse 100.

WAarRMBOLD, —, Berlin-Dahlem, Schuhmacherplatz 8.

WEIGMANN, H., Universitit, Rostock.

WrILMANNS, —, Jena, Herm. Lonsstrasse 4.

Von WiLmowsky, Freiherr, Marienthal bei Eckartsberga, Provinz Sachsen.

WoerMaNN, E., Landwirtschaftliches Institut, Halle/Saale.

ZAHN, —, Miinchen, Lerchenfeldstrasse 1.

Von Zastrow, —, Berlin W 8, Leipzigerstrasse 119/120.

ZORrN, —, Breslau, Hansastrasse 25.

GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND

Conncil:

Asupy, A. W., Department of Agricultural Economics, University College of Wales,
Agricultural Buildings, Alexandra Road, Aberystwyth.

BripcEes, A., Agricultural Economics Research Institute, Parks Road, Oxford.

Maxron, J. P., 3 Magpie Lane, Oxford.

Correspondent:

Currig, J. R., Research Dept. (Economics), Dartington Hall, Totnes, Devon. (Hon.
Secretary and Treasurer of the Conference.)




492 List of Officers and Members

AGRICULTURE FOR ScOTLAND, DEPARTMENT OF, York Buildings, Queen Street,
Edinburgh. (Representative: W. H. Senior.)

Avoncrorr CoLLEGE, Offenham, near Evesham, Worc. (Representative: J. Dudley.)

DE Brank, J., 73 Madeley Road, Ealing, London, W.s.

Brigh, S. M., Cilmery Park, Builth Wells, R.S.O., Breconshire.

Brown, A. H., Northwood Farm, Hayling Island, Hants.

Von Biiow, F. W., Chief of Agricultural Service, International Labour Office, League
of Nations, Geneva, Switzerland.

Buraess, C., Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, 10 Whitehall Place, London, S.W.1.

Carsraw, R. McG., School of Agriculture, University of Cambridge, Cambridge.

CHaNG WEN-LI, ¢/o Robitshek, Riazanskaia ul. 16, kv.47, Moscow, U.S.S.R.

CHarin, R. W., 34 Kensington Square, London, W.8.

Crark, E. M., ‘“The Orchards’, Pilgrim’s Hatch, Brentwood, Essex.

CourTHOPE, Sir George L., Bart.,, M.C., M.P., Whiligh, Sussex.

Datras, G., Workers” Union, g2 Great Russell Street, London, W.C.1.

Davies, J. L., Milk Marketing Board, Thames House, Millbank, London, S.\.1.

Daweg, C. V., Department of Agriculture and Horticulture, University of Bristol,
22 Berkeley Square, Bristol.

Dennis, F. S., Harper Adams Agticultural College, Newport, Shropshire.

DmspaLg, D. H., Agricultural Department, University of Durham, Armstrong College,
Newcastle-upon-Tyne.

Duncan, J. F., Redroofs, Dalmacoulter, Airdrie, Lanarkshire.

Dykes, G. M., 11 Garrick Street, London, W.C.z.

Evmuirst, L. K., Dartington Hall, Totnes, Devon. (President of the Conference.)

Evtistey, The Rt. Hon. Lord, 105 Eaton Place, London, S.W.1.

EnrreLp, R. R., Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, 10 Whitehall Place, London,
S.W.1.

FrecHEVILLE, G., Agricultural Economics Reseatch Institute, Parks Road, Oxford.

Gavin, W., Haygates, Finchampstead, Berkshire.

GiLcarist, J. A., West of Scotland Agricultural College, 6 Blythswood Square,
Glasgow, C.2.

Hacking, T., County Agricultural Depattment, 6 St. Martin’s, Leicester.

Harkness, D. A. E., Ministry of Agriculture, Government of Northern Ireland,
Stormont, Belfast, N.1.

Hivron, R. C., Markets Branch, Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, 10 Whitehall
Place, London, S.W.1.

Horace PLunkert Founparion, THE, 10 Doughty Street, London, W.C.1. (Representa-
tive: K. Walter.)

HowaRrp, Lady, 14 Liskeard Gardens, Blackheath, London, S.E.3.

HoweLr, J. P., Department of Agticultural Economics, University College of Wales,
Agricultural Buildings, Alexandra Road, Aberystwyth,

ImpeR, A. D., North of Scotland College of Agriculture, 414 Union Street, Aberdeen.

JonunsToNE-WALLACE, F. B., Department of Agricultural Economics and Farm Manage-
ment, Cornell University, Ithaca, N.Y., U.S.A.

JonEs, A., Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheties, 10 Whitehall Place, London, S.%W.1.

Lroyp, E. M. H., Market Supply Committee, Queen Anne’s Chambers, 41 Tothill Street,
London, S.W.1.

Long, W. H., Seale-Hayne Agricultural College, Newton Abbot, Devon.

MacDonALD, Miss A., Department of Commerce, University of Aberdeen, Marischal
College, Aberdeen.

MACGREGOR, J. J., Seale-Hayne Agricultural College, Newton Abbot, Devon.

MippLeron, Sir T. H., K.C.LE., K.B.E., C.B., Development Commission, 6a Dean’s
Yard, Westminster, London, S.W.1.

Murray, K. A. H., Oriel College, Oxford.

Regs, T. G., Research Dept. (Economics), Dattington Hall, Totnes, Devon.

Rozerts, C. W., Midland Agricultural College, Sutton Bonington, Loughborough,
Leicestershire.

RobErTSON Scorr, J. W., Countryman Office, Idbury, Kingham, Oxfordshire.

Ruston, A. G., Department of Agriculture, The University, Leeds.

Scorrisi AGRICULTURAL ORGANIZATION SOCIETY, Ltd., 28 Rutland Street, Edinburgh 1.
(Representative: T. G. Henderson.) .

SuerHERD, C. Y., The Imperial College of Tropical Agriculture, St. Augustine, Trinidad,
British West Indies.




List of Ojficers and Members 493

Tuowmas, E., Department of Agricultural Economics, University of Reading, 7 Redlands
Road, Reading.

Tuomeson, R. J., C.B., O.B.E., 27 Rusholme Road, Putney, London, S.W.15.

VanE, W. M., Hutton-in-the-Forest, Penrith, Cumberland.

WHITTAKER, E., University of Natal, Natal, South Africa.

Wrrney, D., Edinburgh and East of Scotland College of Agriculture, 13 George
Square, Edinburgh.

WryLLrE, J., South-Eastern Agricultural College, Wye, Ashford, Kent.

HUNGARY
Courncil :
Kengz, Béla, M.P., Past Minister of Commerce, Professor of University, Varalja-utca 4,
Budapest 1.
Kods, Zoltan, Senator, Managing Ditector of the Finance Corporation of Hungarian
Farmers, 38 Hermann Otté-ut, Budapest.
Préway, H. E. Baton George, M.P., Past Secretary of State, 2 Trefort-utca, Budapest.
Correspondent :
VARGA, Stephen, Director, Hungarian Institute for Economic Research, 8 Alkotmany-
" utca, Budapest.

Bapics, Joseph, University-Assistant, 2 Tarnok-utca, Budapest.

Barocn, Elemér, Senator, Managing Director, Hangya Co-operative Society, 3 Balogh
Tihamér-utca, Budapest.

BerwAT, Stephen, Senator, Vice-President, Hungarian National Bank, 9 Szabadsag-tér,
Budapest.

Borcsok, Andrew, Vice-President, National Court for Land-reform, 38 Szabdky-utca,
Budapest.

Farxkas, Tibor, M.P., Patliament, Kossuth Lajos-tér, Budapest.

pE FELLNER, Frederick, Professor of University, 8 Orom-utca., Budapest.

Hovos, Count Max, Senator, President, National Chamber of Agriculture, 5 Kaplony-
utca, Budapest.

InriG, Charles, University-Lecturer, 4 Bezerédy-utca, Budapest.

Junos, Lewis, Professor, College of Agticulture, Keszthely.

KonkoLy-THEGE, Julius, Vice-President, Central Office of Statistics, 7 Keleti Kéroly-
utca, Budapest.

Koos, Michael, Past Secretaty of State, Director, National Chamber of Agricultute,
10 Szabadsig-tér, Budapest.

Laxy, Desider, Professor, Technical University, 3 Miiegyetem-rakpart, Budapest.

LeoroLp, Lewis, jun., Agricultutal Economist, University Lecturer on Agricultural
Marketing, 9 Somléi-ut, Budapest.

MarscHALL, Francis, M.P., Director, National Chamber of Agticulture, 10 Szabad-
sag-tér, Budapest.

Marryasovszky, Nicholas, Univetsity Lecturer, Judge, National Coutt for Land-reform,
54 Vaczi-utca, Budapest.

NavraTiL, Akos, Professor of University, 1 Apponyi-tér, Budapest.

RercuenBacH, Béla, Professor of University, 59 Naphegy-utca, Budapest.

SERBAN, Ivan, Vice-President, Institute for Forcign Trade, 6 Rudolfrakpart, Budapest.

Staus, Elemér, Past Secretary of State, President, Agticultural Chambet of the Danube
Basin, 4 Horthy Miklés-ut, Budapest.

SuranyI-UnGer, Theodor, Professot of University, Szeged.

SzaB6, Gustav, Professor, Techaical University, 3, Milegyetem-rakpart, Budapest.

IRISH FREE STATE
Correspondent

O’Donovan, J., Department of the President, Baile Atha Cliath, Dublin.

ITALY
Correspondent
Lorenzoni, G. (Facolta di Giurisprudenza, R. Universita degli Studi di Firenze), Via
Scipione dei Ricci 24, Firenze.

BorcHEsani, G., Confederazione Naz. Sindacati Fascisti dell’Agricoltura, Servizi
Economici, Piazza S. Betnardo 101, Roma.



494 List of Offcers and Members

Brizi, A, R. Istituto Superiore Agrario, Portici, Napoli.

CoLrErTL, F., 1 Via Rivoli, Milano.

Istrruro NazionaLE DI EcoNomia AGRARIA, Via Matio Pagano 3, Roma (130).
(Representative: U, Giusti.)

Pacani, A, R. Scuola Superiore d’Agricoltura, Milano. (Citta degli Studi.)

SERPIERI, A., Roma, Via XX Settembre.

TassiNaRL, G., President of the Confederazione Nazionale Fascista degli Agricoltori,
Roma, Via Vittorio Veneto, Palazzo Margherita.

NETHERLANDS
Council :
MmpERHOUD, G., Landbouwhoogeschool, Wageningen.
Surr, P. G. J., Ministry of Economy and Labout, Den Haag.
Correspondent :
Surr, P. G. J. (see above).

ADDENS, N. G, Bellingwolde (Gron.).

Brmk, G. J., ‘Rozenhof’, Noordwijk.

VAN DEN Brier, A. P., De Meerm, Utrecht.

CeNTRAAL BUREAU VOOR DE STATISTIEK, HET, Den Haag.

Dryr, M. D., Eierland, Texel.

Van Haaren, P. J., Secretaris Noordbrabantsche Christelijke Boerenbond, Tilburg.

Van Haastert, H., Sectetaris Katholieke Boeten-en-Tuindersbond, Den Haag Be-
zuidenhoutsche weg. 76.

KiLEYBURG, P. L.,Landbouwkundige b/d Arbeidsinspectie, Den Haag, Nieuwe Uitleg 12.

Louwes, S. L., Secretaris Overijselsche Landbouw Maatschappy, Zwolle.

Mansnorr, T. J., Ministry of Economy and Labour, Den Haag.

MEMELINK, ]., Doetinchen.

Mornvysen, H., Secretaris Kon. Ned. Landbouw Comite, Den Haag, Z.O., Buiten-
singel 234c.

RoosenscHoon, C. F., Amsterdam (W.), Haarlemmermeerstraat 91 (I).

Ruyter, H., Secretary to the A.B.T.B., Arnhem, Nieue Kraan 29,

Wi, J., School of Agriculture, Hardenberg.

NORWAY
Council:
BorGEDAL, P., Norges Landbruksheiskole, Oslo.
Correspondent .
BoORGEDAL, P. (see above).

LANDBRUKETS PRISCENTRAL, Ski. (Representative: W. Klose.)
NORDLID VINTERLANDBRUKSSKOLEN, Oslo.

NorcEes BonpeLag, Oslo.

OMSETNINGSRADET, Oslo.

SELSKAPET FOR NORGEs VEL., Oslo.

StaTistisk CENTRALBYRA, Oslo.

POLAND
Council:
Scamip, S. (Faculty of Agriculture, University of Cracow), Smolensk Street 3, Krakéw.
Correspondent :
ScBMIDT, S. (see above).

BoGnstaw KreszczyNskr (Towarzystwo handlu zbozérn), Krakdw.
Ros$La NaczeLNna OrGaNizacy ZiEMIANSKICH, Warszawa.,
TowaRrzysTWO ExoNoMICZNE, Krakéw.

TowarzystTwo ExoNoMIsTOWI STATYSTYKOW, Warszawa.

SPAIN
Correspondents:
BALLESTER, Antonio, Professor de la Escuela de Ingenieros Agronomos, Madrid.
CARRION, Pascual, Estacién Agronomica Central, Menéndez Pelayo, 4 duplo, Madrid.




List of Ofcers and Members 495
SWEDEN

Correspondent :
Bjerkman, T., Kungl. Lantbruksakademien, Mistersamuelsgatan 47, Stockholm.

AnDERssoN, T., Editor, Nordisk Statistisk Tidskrift, Stortorget 16, 3 tr., Stockholm.

SWITZERLAND
Correspondent:
Laur, E., Union Suisse des Paysans, Brougg (Argovie).

TURKEY
Correspondent :
Hussem, Shukri, Department of Agriculture, Robert College, Stambul.

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

Correspondent :
GoRDEEFF, G. S., Agricultural Academy of Temeriaseff, Moscow, 8.

ANIsSIMOFF, J., Institute of Large Scale Farming, Moscow.

GAYSTER, A. J., Lenin Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Moscow.
Krirsman, L., Agrarian Institute, Moscow.

LevensuraM, M. E., Ukrainian Institute for Large-scale Farming, Ukraine,

YUGOSLAVIA
Correspondent:
FrancGeS, O., Ilirski trg. 8, Zagreb.

WEGNER, A., Cucuk Stanina Street 4, Belgrade VII.




	000470
	000471
	000472
	000473
	000474
	000475
	000476
	000477
	000478
	000479
	000480
	000481
	000482
	000483
	000484
	000485
	000486
	000487
	000488
	000489
	000490
	000491
	000492
	000493
	000494
	000495
	000496
	000497
	000498
	000499
	000500
	000501
	000502
	000503
	000504
	000505
	000506
	000507
	000508

