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FRONTISPIECE

GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS HARVEST YEAR 1973

Farm Classification: All Types

District: All Farm Size Group: All Sizes

Items

Average of 397 Farms YOUR FARM - Code No.

G.M. etc Per 100 Acres Farmed G.M. etc Per 100 Acres Palmed
per acre : G.M. etc. per acre: G.M.i etc.

E : Acres : E - Acres

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

Wheat, winter
spring

All Wheat
Barley
Oats
Rye/Mixed Corn
All Cereals
Beans, field
Peas, field
Potatoes
Sugar Beet
General Seeds

Beans/Peas
O Roots
111 Brassicae
Pi Soft Fruit
01 Bulbs, Etc.
.Miscellaneous

All Grass Crops Sold
Land Let Off
Bare Fallow

89.2 34.5 i 3073
77.0 : 014_  
89.1 i 34.9 i 3105
70.3 23.1 ; 1623
61.5 i 1.9 i 118
54,2 i 1 
81 0 • • 484

•

77.3 i 3.5 i 267
78.2 0.7 57
158.4 3.8 : 603
103.2 7.3 ; 752
6218 1.0 6 
97.7 3.2 313
363.7 0.3 96
169.5 ; 0.6 104
137.6 i 0.1 16
255.5 0.2 64
137.5 ' 0;3 43
61.7
17.1
0.6

2.2 133
1.1 19
0.8

20 ALL CASH CROPS 86.9 85.0 7378

21 DO.ry Cows 116.8 i 4:6 : 543
22 ," Young Stock 27.1 ' 2.0 53
23 All Dairy 90.2 i 6.6 i 596
24 Beef/Stores 36.6 4.4  160 
25 All Cattle 68.9 i 11.0 756
26 Sheep 

,
35.6 0.6 22

27 Horses 73.1 i 0.1 5 
28 . All Grazing Stock 67.2 i 11.7 

.
•. 783

29 Pigs (Per MO (29.1 
.

514 (  t
30 Poultry' dross outplit (20.7 : - 98 

31 ALL LIVESTOCK ! x i 11.7 1395
I 

32 CROPS & LIVESTOCK

33 kliNiscel. Income
34 Fo;-age c/f less bff
35 Buildings.  Waste, Etc

36 GROSS MARGIN

90.8 i •96.7 i 8773

. 2.2 x 215..

3.3

89.9 100 8988

_---,wirimm...........maawsmasmaimirosemiawasmarararemararra,arasukowalerixtm

varmaragammor;asmommarowroltiNamnamaiiesitamati....milmar

•

100

X

Fixed Costs 
37 !Labour
38 IIahinery and Power
39 JRent
40 lOther Overheads

41 T0TAL PIM COSTS

42 IFARM INCOME

16.1 • 1605
15.2- 1519
10.9 1093
5.1 

47.3 100 4730

42.6 100 4258

43 JAverage Size of Farms : 302 acres 
44 Current Exps. 71.6 7156
45Tenant's Livestock 19.0 1897
46 ICapital Machinery 25.0 ; i 2502

471 TOTAL 1 115.6 : 11555

acres



INTRODUCTION

The main purpose of this bulletin is to enable farmers co-operating in the
Farm Management Survey to compare in detail their own results with the averages
of others of similar type and, with farms situatedin the same area. It is the
tenth in the series(1) setting out in Gross Margin form how farmers in the
Eastern Counties fared according to data collected for the Survey. This method
is also chosen because it is well suited to meet the secondary objective of pro-
ducing information of added interest to members' farming colleagues, and to the
many others concerned with the economics of agriculture. In this connection it
will be noted that main tables follow the same format as for earlier years, thus
allowing annual changes to be assessed easily by those wishing to examine general
trends. The advantages of the Gross Margin system, when handling management
problems, are explained later.

Farm records and financial accounts with year ending dates ranging from
Michaelmas 73 to March/April 74 provided the main sources of information. How-
ever there are good reasons why net farm income, as calculated, may differ from
that arrived at by more conventional accounting methods. AS all familiar with
the Gross Margin system will appreciate, the figures for crops will necessarily
refer to the "harvest" year rather than to• any finite period of twelve months.
The procedure adopted involves extracting from two, or possibly three, yearly
financial accounts all items relevant to a whole crop cycle and then telescoping
these into the harvest year. For instance, the figures for winter wheat harvest-
ed in.1973 could include the cost of fertiliser actually bought mid-1972 and
receipts for sales not made until June 1974. As explained in previous reports,
the Gross Margin system will reveal significant changes in profitability as they
occur rather than smooth them out as may be a legitimate objective of other
methods. Nonetheless, despite the discrepancies that may arise between figures
for the single year the aggregated totals for several years as derived from the
alternative methods should be reconcilable once the following points have been -
taken into account:.

Firstly, the official taxation allowances of up to 100 'per cent on purchased
equipment, designed to encourage capital re-investment, have been regarded as out
of context for this study. Instead, depreciation at 20 per cent of diminishing
values has been allowed. Secondly, the Survey is not primarily concerned with
the returns from land ownership. It is maini3r designed to provide comparisons
of the relative levels of profitability from the actual business of farming
between farms of different types. This is achieved most conveniently by regard-
ing each farm as if it were operated by a debt--free tenant. Thus, no allowances
have been made for interest payable on any borrowings and, in the case of owner-
occupiers, no account has been taken of landlord type expenditure. Instead of
the latter all owner-occupied holdings have been allocated a rental value based
on rents paid by tenants adjusted when applicable, for capital improvements made.

Farm income will generally be regarded as one of the more important
statistics.. To ensure there is no misinterpretation, especially if comparisons
are being made with data from other sources, it is plain that what has been
taken into account in arriving at the figure must be clearly understood.
Reference is therefore recommended to the schedule of Definitions provided at
the end of this brief commentary. When this is done'it will be seen that Farm
Income does not represent-cash readily available for withdrawal to meet living
expenses and taxation. In many cases a proportion will be required to meet
interest charges on money borrowed. There will also be instances in which the
farmer has been obliged to reinvest a share in essential woring capital items.

(1) Limited numbers of modified copies of most previous editions - harvest
year 1964 et seq - are available. Price 20p including postage.



THE FARMING YEAR

• Weather conditions for the harvest year followed a pattern very similar

to that of the previous season. In fact it was the fourth successive year

during which the region's farmers will have considered the elements to have
been favourable on balance. The previous harvest had been followed by dry,

mild Conditions, ideal for field work, although some hard, heavy soils aid
prove a little difficult to plough and needed the extra pass of seed bed
cultivation equipment before drilling was possible. Otherwise autumn work
went ahead everywhere without much difficulty.

At least one period of fairly severe conditions during the winter months
is regarded as normal, but this time none materialised. Even January and
February were relatively mild and arable farmers were able to get well forward
with ploughing for spring crops, whilst a much lower proportion of breeding
and store cattle were to be found indoors. The extra outwintering naturally
produced some economies of conserved forage. Later,on, ideal conditions for
field work, with little rain and light night frosts in March, also helped
seed-bed cultivations but resulted in some delay in the germination of spring
sowings and in the growth of grass and winter corn. Farmers had to wait until
the second half of May and June for warm wet periods, but these immediately
encouraged rapid growth that continued throughout July. Although midsummer
showers upset haymaking the problems were soon forgotten in the warm and dry
Atisus-6 with its ideal cereal harvesting conditions. Virtually every acre was ,
gathered in by the last week Pf the month. Afterwards, as a year earlier,
potato and sugar beet harvests and the other normal autumn activities were able
to go ahead unhindered.

On the economic front farmers experienced their first ,full year under the
influence of the EEC Common Agricultural Policy.. In the circumstances the
latest results, and any• marked differences from those of previous years are
likely to be regarded as of more historical interest than usual. The latter
half of the harvest year also coincided with the latest Middle East war and
the coal strike at home, both of which created long term problems as well as
having an immediate effect upon fuel and power costs. In addition, there was
still the world shortage of various agricultural products that had become
evident towards the end of the previous year. These shortages continued to
influence prices, particularly those of grains and hence the costs of animal
feeds.

One outcome of escalating feed costs was a retrospective increase to
wholesale milk prices agreed at the February 1974 Price Review: In the event
producers received an extra 5.15p per gallon on their sales for November, 1973
and the two months following. Previous to the supplementary award there were
reports that more/producers were seriously contemplating going out of dairying
but the common dilemma of all was how to avoid serious losses in the disposal
of herds. Thus, by the end of 1973 high feed prices had slowed down the demand
for most forms of store and breeding cattle with the result that their market
prices were declining although there was no abatement in the inflationary
situation at large. The replacement of dairying by cattle, or sheep fattening
had been encouraged some months earlier by the introduction of the EEC based
Dairy Herd Conversion Scheme, but ,only. one established producer within the
sample considered the terms sufficiently attractive to make the change. Another
ciuit the enterprise after deciding that grazing livestock no longer compared

•Oconomically with the cash crops that could replace them. Even so, grazing
livestock costs were not as severely affected as those of intensive enterprises
such as barley beef, 'pigs and poultry by the rapid increase in feed prices.
Admittedly, there was a visible, if slight, upward trend in prices of fatstock
and livestock products despite some seasonal downward fluctuations particularly
noticeable in the case of pigs, but the rate of increase was insufficient to
prevent a progressive squeeze on the margins from most livestock activities
towards the end of the reviewed period,

Market prices commanded by cereals for delivery immediately after harvest
were £10 a ton or more above the guaranteed price mentioned in the Annual Review.
By the end of the marketing year SOMO had managed to fetch as much as a further
£20 per ton. One section of the Review, therefore, proved to be a mere formality
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as clearly none of the customary cereal subsidies of past years were payable.

It meant that the prevailing economic climate provided the 'cereal grower with

a comparative advantage over' that part' ofthe industry heavily dependent on

livestock production.

The proportional difference between gross margins .from cereals, particularly

wheat, and those of cash roots, field scale freezing and processing horticultural

crops, etc. also narrowed. As there seemed to be .little prospect of a substantial

grain surplus in the immediate future buyers of ,other crops competing .with cereals.

for land had some reason to check' that their contracts remained attractive. In

this respect, EEC marketing regulations for sugar appeared to be less than ideal..

Reports suggested that most members growing sugar beet regarded the EEC style of

contract with displeasure. The main criticisms were not only concerned with the

natural wish for an improved price, but because of the numerous complications
introduced for determining the overall return. These were considered bewilder—
ing and avoidable. NO doubt a simpler contract would be more popular, especially
if the farmer were given a little less cause to feel that' he was expected to
shoulder ,an unfair share. of the risks associated with marketing the final product,
in addition to those of growing the crop. It remains to be seen whethersuch

fears have been dispelled after the first year that coincided with a world sugar
shortage and led to a premium being paid on a proportion of the beet a farmer
grew surplus to his original basic quota.

. Farmers in common with all businesses will also remember the year as pro—
viding their first experience with the requirements of Value Added Tax regulations.
With most outputs zero rated the farmer was less of a tax collector than might'
Otherwise have been the case. However, the statutory measures necessary to
certify little or no tax had been collected, and to reclaim the tax paid on in—
puts were a significant addition to his clerical work. Because, in the long
run, most VAT transactions have no effect upon net returns and costs, details
have been ignored in the assembly of data for this bulletin. An exception has,
of course been necessary in the case of private pars bought for business pur—
poses.

In summary, most cropping farms enjoyed their best season for many years
whilst mixed fortunes were the lot of the livestock producers with their level
of success greatly influenced by how much they were self sufficient for feeds.

THE SAMPLE

Altogether the records of 397 farms were completed satisfactorily in time
for inclusion. Only 25 of the previous years sample were not available, whilst
32 randomly selected new members were recruited to account for the increase of
seven. This relatively small membership turnover meant that the distribution
of farms by size, type and location showed negligible change from the previous
year. Indeed, any minor alterations noted in size and type were as much due
to changes made by continuing members as to differences between the outgoing
and replacement holdings. The following table sets out in more 'detail how the
latest sample was distributed.

As is evident from the tabulated data, an attempt is 'made to maintain a
broad sample that is fairly representative of the more important types within
the main farming areas of the region. Although it is hoped that the resulting
averages will represent, with some degree of accuracy, those applicable to the
farming population in the area, this, is not presumed to be the case. There are
good reasons however for suggesting that any proportional changes recorded will
be very similar to those experienced overall. Thus, in addition to a policy of
random selection of replacements, the maintenance of the maximum identical
sample is arrived at by requesting recruited members to continue their co—
operation. Reducing the natural annual wasteage in recent years to a figure
of 7 per cent has been a most welcomed repotse. The fact is no less encour—
aging and remarkable that the 400 farms in the current sample have together -
provided 4600 records over the years: equivalent to 11 — 12 years continuous
co—operation on average.
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Distribution of Sam le b District Farmin T •e and Size of Holdin

Farm Classification (See "Definitions") .,
- Farming

- District
. or
Size (Acres)

A .

Mainly.
Cereals

:13

+Mixed.
Cropping

...0 ! P• i
1 '

Mainly !Pigs &
DairyingiPoultrv

- .

E
Dairy

Pias &
PoUltry

F
Mixed
Live
Stock 

•r

Fen
Arable

All
.Types

1. C. Norfolk
3. C.'Suffolk. .
5. N. Essex .
6. S. Essex . ' ..
8. S. Cambs/Hert6 •
9. W. C.ambs/Hunts
10. •Isle of Ely
11. Lines (Holland)

_7
12

. 17
19

- 18
18
-
-

25 . ,
18
15 ,
11
8

1 11
-1
-

. .
9 ! 10
8 1 12 •
4 . 9

11 - 7. 1
9 . 13
6 • 7

4'
- .2

5
3

1
1
1

-
, -

2
- 4 .
2

i 4.
5
3
1
-.

-
-.
- ,
-
-

35
40

58
57
47'
53

- 54'
45
41
42

Al..]. Districts, . 91 88 ' 48 . .64 10 .21 75 397

Up to 50 acres. •
51 - -100

101 - . 150
151 - .300
301 - 500. ..
501 - -700 '
701 - loop
Over 1000

2
6

, 8
30
2.4
11
6
4

3
7
11
27
24
12
1

, 3

3 5
9 10
S3,. 9
17- . 25
13 10
2 3
1 * 1

, 1

-
1
-
1 1
6,
1
1

-

2
3•
3
3
7
3

P
-

9
21 1
11
16 '

i . .9
1 2
1 5

2 '

24
'57

' . 45
119

' 93
i 34
I .. 15
' 10

All Sizes 91 $8 ' 48 64 10 • 21
]

75 397

COMPARATIVE Cropping Farms
. .

Livestock Size Group Acres Av. Size
SUMMARY Upland Fens Farms -150 -500 Over 500 (acres)

Harvest 1972
' 1973-

172 75
179 75

, 
----•

143, 126 :202 .62 - 304

f 1431 1 126 212 59 302

The table below confirms that little change .took place in the pattern of
land use by the farms sampled although a general difference is clearly apparent
between the farming systems of the low-lying fenland areas .and those elsewhere
(termed 'Upland) in the province. This difference associated with acknowledged
dissimilar soil structures and contrasting drainage problems is again regarded
as sufficient reason to maim the customary distinction between the groups when-
ever relevant.

Lan1.22.22_22E_Lp acres farmed - Harvest Year 1972 and 1973 ,

Items per 100 Acres Upland Fens Total Sample 1

, 1972 1. 197 1972 1973 1972 1973

Cereals 63.0 62.4 1 47.6 46.7 60.7 59.8
Cash Pulses 6.4 7.0 9.1 9.7 6.8 7.4
Crops Roots 8.1 8.2 27.7 27.9 10.8 1 11.3
, Others 61 5.6 • 9,9 lor,o

,
6.9 6.3

Sub Total 83.6 83.2 1 94.3 94.3 85.2 85.0
Forage 12.9 13.3 3.5 2.8 11.5 i 11.7
Waste etc.  2,2 2.9 3.'

100.0 100.0 - 100.0 ilOO.0 100.0 i 100.0
:
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Altogether the sample covered nearly 120,000 acres and was responsible for

outputs to the value of £16 million, or about £134 an acre, 70 per cent of which

was due to' cash crops that occupied around 85 per cent of the total area.

Compared with a year• earlier overall output per acre showed an increase of 34

per cent as a result of output from cash crops rising by some 46 per cent to a

little over £110 an acre, whereas an increase of less than 12 per cent was

recorded by livestock. -

CROP OUTPUTS•

. Comparative yields of the major agricultural cash crops harvested in 1972

and.1973.are tabled below according to farming district. .

Average Crop Yields per Acre - Harvest Years 1970 and 1971

District iYear
. .

Winter t Spring! 
I

Wheat i Wheat
All

Wheat
• :
Barley

!Field'
Oats I Beans

Pota-I
toes

Sugar
Beet

Owt 1 ' Cwt Cwt Cwt Cwt Cwt I Tons Tons

. Central 1972 32.9 I 29.4 32.7 32.2 36.5 . 25.2
.

12.3 13.2

Norfolk- ' 197, 3,.1 29.0 . ',34.9 51.6 33.2 24.2 13.6 15.9

3. Central 1972 35.2 .. 31.6 35.2 32. 30.6 . 26.4 10.1' 13.6

Suffolk 197, 36.7 3.6 36.7 33.2 37.1 25.6 10.7 15.9-

. North 1972 39.1 1 28.0 39.1 35.8 1.34.8 29.2 ' 8.8 12.5
Essex 1973 38.1 I 36.2 38.1 34.5 33.7 23.9 10.8

. South 19721 31.2 26.5 31.1. 31.3 35.5 20.51 8.9

.14.5

.12.3
• , Essex • - 1973,31.5 18.1 -31.5- -30.2 -31.5 20:11 10.2 • 15;6

. 'South Cambs 1972 38.5- ,- :385 32.7 35.7 26.21 12.0 10.7
- * "Hei.=b"s11973 1 34.4 * - '34.4 -31...6 31 -.7. 23.71 11..5 . 13.1

. West Cambs * 1972 1 39.11 314.5- 39.0. 35.1 37.4 28.41 9.4‘ 12.8
/Herts J .1.973 ,,. 36.6- .';'' 3676 29.5 _25.8.. 977 1.4_70

All. TUpland" :1(1971 ' 37.!5 29..0 37.5

..), 6.6_

1 26.9 3246 14.8 11.3 16.4)
- , Farms 1.972 _ 3 464. 284.' 35.6 1 33.1 34.8 26.1 10.2 12.9

1973 ; 34.8 F 3O. 34.7 32.8 J 33.0 23.8 11.2 14.

10. Isle of Ely 19721 40.4. 28.1• 39.6 37.9. 34.8 .31.9 .13.0. 15.2
191L. 36.8 . 29.7 16.8 I 32.9 32.1 i 29„1 13.1 15.6

11. Lincs • 11972 1 . 41,6- 2938 41.5 1 - 36.6 43.2 1 28.8 12.5 . 16.4
(Holland) 119731..35.1 • CLO 35ej3h539. .26.8 17.5 17.2

All P,enland (1971 . 38.8 •29.0 38.7 I 29.9 i 32.4 22.81 12.5 1 19.1)
. . .i1972- 41.2 . 28.6 1 40.8 I 37.1 40.4 29.8.,12.7 05.8

11'7 .8 : 2'.8 5. ' 2.1 2.4 27., 1'. 16.16.

All Districts (1971 I 37.7 29.0 37.7 1 27.1 32.6 15.2 11.9 117.2)
I 1972 ' 36.4 28.8 36.3 1 33.4 .35.0 26.3! 11.6 i 13.7

. . 1973. 1!...:34.9 :. 30.1 . 34.9..L.32.7. 33.0. 23.91,-12.4.. , 1 15.3

•••

The  chief feature of the datais that with very few exceptions yields of
all cereals and beans'in-1973 were below those for the previous year whilst the
Opposite was -true of potatoes and sugar beet. - Even so,' sugar beet over 'the
sample as a whole was still almost 2 tons an acre down on the 1971 figure, when
average yields for the upland and fens ere 16.4 'tons and 19.1 tons respectively.

Wheat which shows an average reduction, of 1.4 cwt an acre had fallen by a
similar amount in: 1972. Lower yields on the western half of the province are
seen.to_be responsible for the overall drop in 1973 whereas counties in the
eastern half accounted for the decline between 1971 and 1972. This apparent.
downward. trend dissappointing especially as varieties having potentially
higher yields are presumeably,being introduced. Indeed a steady improvement
might reasonably have been expected. At this stage there seems to be no
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satisfactory explanation for the decline but it is hoped that results after a

further year may indicate whether mere chance or some factor other than

weather has been mainly responsible. So far, for example, there is no con-

clusive evidence that fertiliser policies have changed in the face of

manufacturers' increases and the reduction or removal of government subsidies.

Certainly, the fall cannot be attributed to bad harvesting or seedbed cul-
tivation conditions. Neither have there been reports of an increasing incidence

of disease. Should the trend not be reversed any further study to determine
the possible reason for the fall off would need to consider whether significant
increases in continuous cropping have' occurred -and, if so, their apparent
effects. Thus, taking the samples as a whole, in each of the harvest years
1971 to 1973, about 60 per cent of farmland, and• 70 per cent of ploughland was
taken up by cereals. Of these totals the proportions accounted for by wheat
were as follows:..

Harvest Year: 1971 1972 1973
Percentage farmland in wheat 29 33 35

" ploughland "' " 34 38 41

• No seperate information is held distinguishing second or subsequent wheats
from first crops after a break, but the figures suggest that consecutive
cropping was on the increase and, although not conclusive, was negatively
correlated with average yield. Possibly additional data will confirm these
points but even if this is so, it must be kept in mind that acceptance of .
lower ,yields from following wheats may be justified economically.

A comparison of the effect of yield and price changes upon output values
is summarised as follows:

Output
Values

Year 'Wheat
..,
Barley. •Oa

t
s
' Field

Beans
Potatoes

Sugar
Beet

Per T on 1972
1973

Z
35.4
59.6

Z
31.0
50.6

" I Z
i 28.91

_ .

- Z
41.2

A. • 112.-""

.Z.
20.7
20.7

Z
8.6
9.7

'
,Per Acre

1972
1973

64.3
, 103.9

51.8
82.8

1 50.5
i 73,0

54.2
86.2,

240.1
256.1

117.4
1 147.6

In, addition to the crops already mentioned, roughly one farmer in five
grew horticultural varieties of peas and beans. Occupying a little over 3
per cent of the farming area they accounted for about the same proportion as
'field' types. Nearly two thirds of the land in question was occupied by peas
harvested dry for processing, with peas vined green rather more than twice as
important as dwarf beans in explaining most of the balance. Smallness of sub-
samples precludes the inclusion of detailed Information for the seperate crops
in the main appended tables. Average results overall are therefore summarised
in the table below.

Field Scale Horticultural Legumes - Harvest Year 1972 - 1973

Type Year
Price
Per
Ton

Items per Acre
..
Ileld

Out-
put

_ Variable Costs Gross
MarginSeed FertsI Sprayi Othuf Total

m
w
0
Cal

Vining 1972
1973

Z
57.0
68.4

Cwt
31.5
34.1

Z
89.9
116.7

Z
11.8'
13.1

i Z
2.2
1.5

Z .
3.3
3.5

I ' Z 1 Z
116.1. 133.4 '
i24.9 143.0

Z
56.5
73.7

-

1 Process
1972

1973:104.5
50.9 28.6 I

25.6 !
72.81 8.1

133.7! 9.7
2.0
2.1

5.6
6.0

1.9 117.6
4.0 1 21.8

55.2
111.9 '

,Dwarf Beans I 1973 48.8
i .

67.7 1141.7! 26.8! 9.8 6.6',19.1 162.3 79.4



Because .of the nature of some-forms of contract it is not certain that full

account has been taken in establishing price per ton for all 'contra' adjustments

by contractors. However; any ommission in this respect would not affect the
gross margin figure as equivalent additions would be applicable to both 'output'

and 'othei'variable-costs'. -

• • •

Many cereal growers are keen to find a profitable, low cos-b; cash break

crop with relatively low .labour requirements. Oil Seed Rape is sometimes

mentioned as falling in this category but, fol],owing a sitsccegibri of'dibAppoint-
. ,••••..

ing yields and unattractive market prices, the crop had reached negligible

popularity amongst Survey members by 1972. During that year only two contracted

.to grow the• crop but. they were unwilling to repeat it in 1973. However, a sub-

stantial rise in price did encourage other members in 1973 to grow a.to:tal of

317 acre.s. Yields ranged from 12 to 22+-cwt an acre, averaging 17.7 cwt and

fetched a little over £96 a ton. Comparative average resultsfrom these small
sub-samplesYare.summarised *below.

"
Oil Seed -Rape Harvest Years- 1972 and .1973..

,••

Harvest I 
Average
Price
per ton

-

,
Items per Acre 

1
leld -Output

Variable Costs • ,Gross
Margin'

I
Year 1 Seed I Ferts 'Spray i Other - I Total 

I • 1 1 .
E

0,

Cwt z El gizlelz
r • . .., ... A . • •... . . ,

-z1
1972 53.4. 11.4 I .30.4 1..8.1 4.4 1 1.1 I - 1 7.3 j 23.1 1
1973 I 96.:2. 17.7. i ' 85.0- 2..21 12.2 i - 1.6, , 1 2.3 : 18.3, - .68.7' I

LIVESTOCK RESULTS

Because the rate at which market pripes. were• increasing slowed down the
proportion of outputs explainedby the capital appreciation of stock was far
less important in 1973 than it was for the preceding two years, ;ndeed, as
already mentioned, some forms of breeding stock hardly managed to retain
values at the year end comparable with those prevailing at the opening
valuation date. On this occasion, therefore, any element for valuation
change included in output is more representative of change in thi -6ikkpf
an enterprise rather than Of capital appreciation.

In the earlier discussion of the general situation the inci;eaaed
pressures on livestock producers and the relative advantage gained by crop-
ping farms were mentioned. Some confirmation of these points is demonstrated
by one characteristic noted during the compilation of the appended' main
tables. Thus in both 1972 and 1973 the 'six 'districts forming the upland
sample contained 135 farms 'broadly classified as livestock holdings. Alto-
gether only 36 of this number were to be found in 1973 nmongst the 60
forming the ten most profitable from each district- as compared with a yer
earlier when 52 were included. Consideration of the results from the
various types of livestock enterprises will perhaps explain the lack of more
favourable advancein this department.of-farming.---

(a) -Dairying, Altogether there-were 63-commercial- milking herds included in
the 1973 sample ranging in,size from 1;5 to 250 cows and averaging 71 cows A
herd. These facts piso_applied.in_972 except that average size was then
three cows less. Once again average yield• just topped the 1000 gallon mark
indicating that a good standard of management was the norm. NO doubt the .
extended grazing season due to an unusually mild winter helped to -reduce '
.feed. costs.. Even so, as can be seen from he following table, gross margins
showed a fall in 1973 despite an increase ,of 10 per cent in the value of. • • •
milk sales per cow.

....Looking at the first two columns of the table, witi.(a deal with the .
adult milking herd. in -isolation, it will be nofed that increases in variable,
costs 'exceeded' the extra receipts from milk:by almost R,2 a'cow... • s,..• . • . ,..•.

_
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Dai in• Avera e Results for Harvest Years 1972 and 1973

Milk Yield - Gals

PerCaw

in herd

1972 1973

1002 1001

Per F rage Acre USED by:

Cows Only Followers All Dairy Stock

_1972 1973

778 807

Variable Costs

Concen- Bought
trates Home-grown
Vet, Al,Miscel.
Forage

All Variable Costs
Gross Margin
Total Output

Output
from 

58.0
9.2

11.6
11.0

89.8
161.2

1 251.0

Milk Only 210.0
Livestock 1 0

74.4
12.3
12.6
13.7

113.0
145.3
258.3

E.

45.0 59.8

7.2 9.9
9.0 10.1

11.0 

69.7 90.8
125.1 116.7
194.8 207.5

231.51163.0 186.0
26.8! 1.8 21.5

1972 1973 i 1972

22.3
6.2
.2.3
6.1

,36.9
66.4
103.3

10

1973

560 566

z
26.8 38.7 50.0
7.7 6.9 9.3
2.9 7.1 8.0
7.6 1. .7.8 10.0

45.0 60.5 77.3
27.1 108.7 90.2
72.1 , 169.2 167.5 

- 117.3 131.0
2. ' 51. • 6.5

Forage
'Acres

1 Acres- Abresi
Cows Only 1.29 ' 1.241
Total Herd) 1.79 1.77

.Looking at ,the first two 'columns of the table, which -deal with the adult
milking herd in -isolation, it will be noted that increases in variable costs
exceeded the extra receipts from milk by almost £2 a cow. The absence in the
later year of significant capital appreciation of stock also had the affect
of lowering output by £14 as compared with 1972. As a consequence gross
margin is seen to have fallen by £16 a caw.* The' factthat market values for
dairy stores did not rise along with cost items is also apparent. Whereas
costs increased by about 22 per cent, (compared with 26 per cent for cows,)
the value of output 'declined from the equivalent of £103 to *E72 an acre -
41though this difference is mainly due to capital appreciation recorded in the
earlier year.

(b) Beef and Store Cattle Rearing 

With four upland farmers in every ten and one quarter of those in the
fens rearing cattle in some form, the proportion having an interest in beef
remained unchanged. Moreover, occupying just over 4 per cent of the total
farming area the proportion of land devoted to beef stayed much the same.
Once again producers were catering for several different markets. When
divided according to production method, between the very intensive (barley
beef) and the more traditional systems, the proportion of overall output
explained by the intensive category was 24 per cent. This is 4 per cent
down on the figure. for each of the two preceeding years suggesting that high
concentrate prices were making intensive systems less popular.

Beef Cattle Production - Harvest Years 1972 and 1973

Traditional Intensive

Per Forage
Acre

Per £100
Output

Per Forage
Acre

Per £100,
Output -

Variable Casts:

Concen-lBought
trates ,Home-grown

Sub-total
'Vet and miscel.
Forage
Total V. Costs
Gross Mar: 'n

1972 1973
E

13.9 20.3
12.1'.17.6 
26.0 37.9
2.4 2.9
3.6 4.5
32.0
8

45.3
40

1972

16.2
14.1

1973

25.7
22.2

30.3 47.9
2.9 3.6
4.1
37.3 57.2
62. 42.8

1972 1973 1972 1973
E, E

709 773 44.0 60.7
227 278  14.1 21.8 
936 1051 58.1 82.5
32 50 2.0 3.9
5 8 0.3 0.7 1

973 1109 60.4 87.1
6' 16 6 12• •

TOTAL OUTPUT I 85.8 79.3 100.0 100.0 1612 1274 ! 100.0 100.0

•



The downward movement of output values contrasting, with rises in costs
is quite evident from the table above, Although intensively reared stock
may receive small amounts of hay it is also clear that itelp - per forage acre
for this category cannot "be compared meaningfully with those relating to
more typical forms of grazing livestock.

Subsequent to the period to which these figures apply, some reduction
in the value of incoming stores or calves has occurred but other items have
followed thegeneral inflationary pattern. It is probable therefore, that
even the 1973 gross margin levels are.going to be difficult to maintain.

(c) Sheep 

There were no signs of any increase in the popularity of sheep. Indeed
sheep were to be found on only 23 farms in the total sample, or .one less
flock than .a year earlier. In two or three instances they were the only
form of livestock to be kept, but in no case could they be regarded as the
major farm enterprise. Flock size averaged less than a hundred ewes and a
large proportion occupied a scavenger role. Because of the restricted sub
sample, comparisons with figures for other enterprises should therefore be
treated, cautiously. Latest results, along with corresponding gross margins
from traditional beef, are shown below.

Sheep Production - Items per Forage Acre'

,
.

Harvest.
Year

Total
*Output

Variable Costs
Gross

Ma
rgin

GM from
"Grazed"

Beef. .
Concentrates Vet &

Miscel
Forage Total

Bought i H-grown

1971
1972
1973

E

43.6
50.0
60.2

E

5.3
7.4
10.5

Z

4.4
4.1

1 5.3

E

2.3
2.4
3.8

* E

3.6
4.0
5.0

E

15.6

1 17.9

; 24.6

E

28.0
1 32.1

35.6

Z

40.1

1 53.8

1 34.0

The figures suggest that neither sheep nor beef can compete economically
with popular cash crops or milk production for land. However, circumstances
may exist in which the alternatives are more limited. In such cases, and
assuming that the latest results are a fair reflection of current trends, an
increasing importance may be attached to the fact that variable costs for
beef are about twice those for sheep.

(d) Pigs 

In terms of total output pigs were the most important ,single livestock
enterprise, accounting for more than the combined totals of milk, beef and
sheep. Because of their greater reliance upon expensive concentrates, how-
ever, they contributed slightly less than dairying to the total gross margin
of the sample. They were :to be found on 30 per cent of all, farms sampled
although, in some instances, numbers kept were relatively small. During the
latest period under review market prices behaved more erratically than for
some time although the trend to October 1973 was. slightly upwards despite
interim fluctuations. Further noticeable increases in feed cdsts at that
time were fortunately accompanied by an immediate and sharp rise in the
prices fetched by all types of pigs but these improved levels held only.
until early January. Then a dramatic fall was experienced with no sign of
a recovery being made until the close of the financial year for some farms
at the end of March 1974.

Latest average results are summarised in the following table. Accord-
ing to data in the final columns gross. margin per 100 acres was increasing
each year. The difference between 1972 and 1971 could be attributed to
the superior gross margin from each E100 of output. The latest improvement
however is due to the fact that increases in pig prices left.a larger
absolute margin per pig although this margin was proportionately less of



Production,- Average Results for Harvest Years 1971 - 1973

Harvest
Year

Items per E100 of Total Output
Variable Costs

Feeds
Bought

1971 56.9
1972 I 50.8
1973 55.4

I Vet. &
Home-grown Miscel.

11.5 2.5
• 11.3 . 2.3
13.2 1.9

Total

70.9
64.4
70.5

Gross
Margin

G.M per
,100 acres
farmed

E E
29.1 320
35.6 440
29.5 514

the higher output. Confirmation of these points is possible if the above
data is transformed to relate to some form of pig 'unit'. For example, if
it is assumed that. the distribution of pigs according to age, etc. remains
fairly constant, the annual averages may be compared in terms of "per 100
pigs carried," i.e. based on average numbers on the farm throughout the.
year.

,Pig Results - Harvest Years 1970-73 - Items Per 100 Pigs Carried'

Harvest
Year

Total Area
farmed (*)
per unit

OutputFeeds

Variable Costs

Vet &
Miscel.

--Gross
Total Margins

Boug4t 1 H-grown

1970
1971
1972
1973

acres
313
280
263 1
265

- E -
3049
3082
3247
4628

E-
1731
1754 .
1648 I
2561

- I,
317 .

1 
- 353

368
613

E
I 702118

'76'........f'2184
75 J

i 90

R, '

2091
3264

E
931

- 897
1156
1364

(1973A )I x
(1974 B) x,

4876 2345 .
4582 '2591

584 1
650 I

80 3009
92 333.3 ...

,

1867 1
'1249 I

(*) Ex all farms sampled - i.e. also includes farms without pigs
(1973 A) - Refers to 24 farms with pigs and with year ending October 1973
(1973 B) - Refers to 33 farms with pigs and with year ending Mar/Apr 1973.

According to this alternative viewpoint of the data pig numbers
changed very little in the latest two years although stocking density
was marginally higher than in 1970 when the sample carried 100 pigs for
every 313 acres. The figures also show that the 100 pig unit in 1972
created output to the value of £3247 with variable costs taking up some
64 per cent of,this, or E2091, to leave a gross margin of £1156. By com-
parison the proportion of output absorbed by variable costs had risen to
over 70 per cent in 1973 with the absolute increase in costs amounting to

- around E1200 to set against the additional E1400 in output.

Due to the restricted number of farms details recorded in the last
two lines of the table might be regarded as rather tentative. Nbnethe-
less they are in keeping with earlier remarks to the effect that more
difficult going was being experienced by pig producers in the first months
of 1974.

(e) Poultry 

Some 120 separate livestock enterprises could be distinguished on
the sampled farms although variable costs for 30 of these totalled less
than £500 suggesting that they were of minor importance. (On balance,
results show negligible change from the previous year. Fewer turkeys
were kept and these did less well than previously but the shortfall was
made good by slightly better results from laying flocks following rises
in shell egg prices. Even so, with the exception of broilers, there were
instances in all types of production where output was insufficient to
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cover the costs of feed. The fact that only very limited margins have been

consistently left to cover fixed costs and reward capital and risk is

indicated in the table below.

Pou try Production - Average Results for Harvest Year 1971 - 1973

(

Type

.

Year

.

Items per £100 Output G.M per
100 Acres
Farmed

Variable Costs Gross
MarginFeed 1 Vet &

Miscel.
Other I Total.

Bought H-crownl
!

Layers 1971 78.7 6.5 1 1.1 0.0 .L.86.3 13.7 12

1972 77.5 13.0. 1.1: .0.0 91.6 8.4 _ 6 .
190 64.8 10.9 i 1.3 0.0 77.0 23.0 25

•
Broilers 1971 1 80.7 • - 3.5. .. 0.4 84.6 1 15:4. 37

1972 77.6 464 .0.4 :82.4 17.6 - 37

1973 78.9 - 4.3_ 0.0 83.2 16.8 48,

Turkeys 1971 -57.8, . 1.0. ..5.8 . 3.3 ' 67.9 32.1 . 38

1972 51.6 1.3 5.0 3.6 61.5 38.5 • -52'

1973 56.0 2.7 5.1 3.6 67.4 32.6 25 ,

Others 1971 -77.6 - 5.8 - 83.4 16.6 7

.1972 1 84.6 0.6 4.6 - 89.8 10.2 5 
-

• 11973 62.4 22.0 1 4.0 j88.4J 11.6 11
1

All 11971 1 1.4 1 3.8 1.0 80.7 19.3 94 -

Poultry 11972 70.9 2.5 i 4.1, 1.2
4- n

78.7 21.3
r-n-% 7 on r7

100
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FARM INCOMES

Applying the same codes as used in the appended tables for farming type

and district, a comparison of average farm income per, acre is tabulated

below, seperate details being shown for farms above and below 100 acres.

Average Farm  Income per Acre -Harvest Years 1970 - 1973 

Harvest
Year

Farming Districts s e"Tables 9 et seq) . All
Farms1 3 5 6 8 9 'Upland [ 10 11 Fens

1970
1971
1972
1973

1970
1971
1972
1973

' 6.3
13.8
19.1.
35.6

8.8 12.0 8.4 7.4 15.0
'17.4 17.4 15.6 13.6 19.2
24.1 22.7 21.3 22.5 24.9

.44.6 51.0 35.8 37.9 49.4

9.4 I
16.1.1
'22.3
41.6

26.1 19.6
28.5 20.3

1 44.1 28.3
I 50.3 46.0

21.7
.22.9
33.5
47.6

11.4
17.1

- 24.1
42.6 ,

Type Classification (See Tables 1 - 8)_ All
'FarmsOver 100 Acres Up to 100 Acres

ABCDEFGABEFCDG

7.4
11.3
16.9
42.0

8.8 9.6 17.8 9.2 17.0
14.4 25.8 21.8 18.2 20.2
17.6 30.3 31.0 34.0 30.0
40.4 32.8 58.0 33.7 43.6

11.5 9.7 32.3
17.5 28.0 42.0
25.6 48.4 49.2
38.8 10.2 77.5

44.9
34.6
42.9
64.4

11.4
17.1

1 24.1
42.6
 i

Average farm income in the latest year is shown as E42.6 an acre overall
- equivalent to an increase of about 75 per .cent on the previous year. Accord-
ing to details in the upper half of the table farms in all districts appeared

to have had a much better year. However, if averages according to farming
type are examined it will be noted that a large proportion of the overall
increase was due to improvements shown by the cereal growers of the cropping
farms types A and B. Undoubtedly there was some disappointment on farms
where dairying and/or cattle rearing (types C and EF) were important. :Indeed
average figures for the small dairy farms (type C) are seen to have been

11



hardly better than those for 1970. This small group was heavily influenced by

the extra reduction in breeding stock values suffered by Channel Island breeds.

The average figure of E42.6 an acre is over three times that recorded for

1964 - the first year, for which gross margin data were calculated - but it must

be kept in mind that the Rin'1973 had only the purchasing power of about 60p
in 1964. Even_so,average .farm income for 1973, in real terms, was double that

for 1964 as illustrated in ifie -following table'.. . . •

Average  Farm Income per Acre' BEFORE and AFTER allowing for Inflation,

!Harvest Year 1 1960 1964 1965 1966 1967 1968 1969 1970  1971 1972 1973

Retail. Price
Index(1964=100) 88.1 100.0 104.7 108.8111.5 116.8 123.2 131.0 143.4153.6 167.7

Average I EEEEEE,EEEEE

Farm !Actuall 12.4 12.7 12.6 13.3 12.0 8.3 12.0 114,4 17.1 24.1 42.6

lIncome I "Real"' 14.1 12.7 12.0 12.3- 10.8 *7.1 9.7 8.7 11.9 15.7' 25.4
1 . 
(Retail Price Undex Source: Derived from CSO Monthly Digest of Stats).

'Assuming a constant value for the E the latest figure just about makes up

the leeway in providing an average annual income equivalent to the 1964 level.

Thus the real values for the last nine years produce an average .of. £12.6 .as

compared with E12.7 Tor 1964.

The wide range and shift of farm income levels can be illustrated by the

results from 365 farms for which -a record was completed in.each.of the latest

two years.

Distribution of Farms according to Farm Income per Acre - Harvest Years 1972 & 1973
(Identical Sample of 365 Farms)

Harvest I.Nega- I Number of Farms by Range Group 
Year tive -E10 -E20 -E30 -E40 -E50 -,E60 -E70 -E80 -E90 -E100 E100+

1972 6 44 87 - • 86.. 58 35 19 9 5 6 . 3 7
1973 12 I 6 21 58 67 55 48 45 19 12 6 16

These figures show that a range of E50 an acre is needed to account for

three quarters of the farms. in either year. The major difference between the

years is that whereas in 1972 most of these would have been incomes of £5 E45

per acre the equivalent level was some £20 higher in 1973. However, not all did

better in. 1973,.as is evidenced by the numbers with negative results. Indeed, 63

farmer, or one in six,- did less well in 1973 than a year earlier and a dispro-
portionate-number of these INi'ere to be found amongst those classified as "livestock"

farmers.

•

U land
Cropping Farms

Fens
All Livestock

Farms

Number ofFarms in
Sample doing wars° in 1 No. 

- 1 168

1973 than 1972 As of total 4

66
10
15

131
46
35

The distribution of income per acre according to size of farm for the
separate upland and fen -groups each follows a similar pattern to that displayed

by the sample as a whole. From this there is no evidence that significant

economies of scale are to be found in practice. This is illustrated by average

Farm Income and average -Management and Investment Income (i.e. after allowing

for the value of the farmers own manual labour) as tabulated below.

12



Income •er acre according to Farm Size - Harvest Year 1973

• . .., .
. 1

... Size Group - Acres '
I.Up.to

50 :.100 ' -150 -300 -500 ...'
7(
)0

,
-1000 °v

er
f000

All
' Farms s

No . of Farms 24 • 57 . 45 11' 93 4 15 10 97

Av. Size.'- Acres . 34 78 124 221 390 585 870 1358 302

.
E 'EEEE Oi', E E

Farm Income 65.3 47.2 49.3 48.0 42.3 35.1 39.7 41.0 42.6

Farmers.Manual Lab. 29.3 14.3 7.8 '3.8 1.3 0.6 0.2 0.0 .2.5

Management & 36.0 32.9 41.5 44.2 41.0 34.5 39.5 41.0 40.1 -

. Investment Income

-=
Except for the larger farm sizes. the proportion of cropping farms

 within

each group remained fairly constant at around 65 per cent. Wi'th-only'this- '

information available one might infer that any theoretical opport
unities for.

economies of scale are cancelled out by a gradual reduction in pr
oductivity as

faTm. size_increases above the one or two man unit.

FARMING - CAPITAL

,

There are at least as many definitions of capital requirements as 
there are

aspects from which the subject may be viewed. For example, estimates for

equipment may be based on actual purchase pride," or on the price w
ritten down

by some, fixed or variable rate to be determined. Capital, value of crops -

stored, or of animals, .may be linked to, current market value, to estim
ated cost

of production or to some constant standard bearing little relation. to either.

Whatever the broad. definition.capital requirements may be taken to inclu
de, or

exclude cash balance in hand. Furthermore; depending on the context, perhaps

total funds or only those .provided by the occupier are to be considered.

From the schedule of definitions it will be seen that, for purpose 
of 'the'

Survey, all tenant-type capital used in the actual business of farming is 
being

considered. This means that no distinction is made between owned and borrowed

funds and no account taken of capital invested in land and permanent buil
dings.

Estimates of capital req.direments calculated on this basis together with rates

of return are set out later in Table 19. Management and Investment Income on

which the rate of return is based is arrived at by adjusting Farm Income by t
he

value of the manual work performed by the farmer himself. It is realized; as

already intimated, that in a different context an alternative method might 
be

regarded as more satisfactory. For example one zight wish to Lake ..alowcalcos

also for the occupier's managerial work, or perhaps the funds remaining after

meeting tax liabilities could be regarded as important.

As might be expected in an inflationary situation an increased capital

requirement was common for all types offarm. The improvement in farm income

however, was sufficient to provide a better return on average, although farms

relying heavily on dairying or mixed livestock (types C, E & F) were an -

exception in this respect. With the latest levels, as recorded at Table, 19,

the rate of return over all upland farms of more than 100 acres is seen to
have doubled since 1971 when it stood at 19 percent. Better returns from

cereals are, of course, the main reason for this feature. The improvement

was less significant /over the larger fen farma. whilst small farms showed only

half the advance recorded for their larger conterparts.

Previous bullet1n:6 have shown that annual expenditure on new 
machinery........

closely follows the 'pattern of farm income. In this respect the 1973 harvest

year was no e±ceptioiCas outlined in the following table where a selection of

ten items found on most farms is considered.
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Avera•e Prices and Fre uenc of Purchase of NEW Machi=,

...
Items

. Avera e-Price Paid er Unit i Area Farthed .er NEW Unit Bou:ht

1964 1970 1971 1972 1973 1964 1970 1971 1972 1913

Tractoth .
Cars
Vans,- etc.
Trailers
Ploughs
Sprayers
Combines
Harves-
ters
Balers

-
.

-

S. .B6et;-510
Potato

1

,Z- • ' -E - E - • £ . -:
980- 1520 '2010 2190 2310
'900-1450- 1510 1420 - 1670
•580 - 790 960 920 1540
270 - 470 .410 580 620

! 140 340 '390 540 620
190 240 290 380 440

i 2300 3730 4800 5270 7030 .
"1110-1880. 1720-15301

i 930 1690 1960 2920 3260;
610 ..660 850 950 10301.

•

-Acres -Acres . . Acres Acres ,Acres
510'_ .;:.730 1100 820._.

• .-850 ,..2940_ 1260,:_. 940. .
3720 -4460 6410 3950
2480 .6560 7020 4740
1790 3380 4490. _3200

. 4600 12400 5100 , 9100
1700 4130 6600 .5150
-4020 . 8580. 14030 8460
6440 8580 10860 29190

3330, 7440 12470 6960

720
880
4800
3870 .
3530'
5710
3430'
'010
18440
8560

Combine Harvesters . .. ' . .
ISugar Beet Harvesters • •
Potato' Harvesters , .

f
;Relevant Crop Area NEW Unit_per

950 . 2450 .4040. 31.,20 2050

. 240 . 00 940 590 460
360 400 450 1120. .700

[Annual Expenditure, per Acre
Farmed, on the Ten Listed
i Items .

:xtual -
At Constant Values!1

;£5.17

 £5.17
£4.26
£3.25

£4.50 £6.20
£3.14 E4.04

£8.44
£5.03

Although there can be a wide range in the price paid for a particular

category of machinery, average figures reflect fairly clearly annual increases

due to inflation. The recent move against the trend shown by sugar beet

harvesters is due to the faot that purchases by the smaller grower have increased

and less self-propelled models have been bought with engines already fitted.

From the last lines of the table it will be noted that expenditure on these common

items in 1973 was very similar, in real terms, to that of 1964. 'However, differ-

ences in the number of machines bought, as expressed in acrPs per unit, suggest

that, unless there have been massive increases in the capaciV of machines, value

for money had been on the decline, even after allowing for inflation.

FARM LABOUR AND PRODUCTIVITY

Paid labour, excluding allocated casual, accounted for 34 per cent of total

fixed costs, varying from an averageof around 50 per cent over the upland farms

to about 40 per cent in the fens. These ratios were Virtually identical to

those for the preceding two years. Labour costs were mainly governed by the

statutory wage rates in force during the 1973 calendar year. Originally a

provisional agreement had been reached for an increase on the minimum rate" of

£16.20 a week to be implemented in January 1973. A government standstill

directive, however, meant payment of the rise to £19.50 a week was delayed until

the,start of April. Subsequently a further rise on the basic minimum to £21.80,

along with a reduction in the standard working week from 42 to 40 hours, took

effect in mid-January 1974. .in round figures these changes mean-b . -that the

statutory -minimum 'wage was up by about £130, or 15 per cent, on the previous

year. Charges met by the farmer to cover such items as overtime and premium

payments, national insurance and graduated contributions, the value of free

cottages and perquisites together also increased by the same proportion. The

resulting.comparative:figures relating to the average full-time paid worker are

summarised below:

Items per Average
Full Time Worker  196 1966 • 168 1 0

le
'Basic Minimum Wage ! .): 

E E E Z

ti\I 

56w90w(.) 550' ' 610 680 850 980

Total Cost to Fame k ii 850 940 1070 1370 1570

total Deductions-) 1 86 110 190 230 258
13214"Take-home" Pay 1604 740 750 840 1112

(i) Including value of free cottages and perquisites
(ii) Allows for SET (incl. rebates): NHI and Graduated contributions; PAYE.

Harvest Year
7
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Elsewhere labour costs per acre, excluding allocated casual, are recorded as

showing an increase of 16 per cent. Bearing• in mind the extra cost per full time

employee it would appear that farmers were finding it difficult to improve

productivity levels. Using acres farmed per man as a,measure of prodlictivity

level; recent trends are outlined in the following tabie.

Acres Farmed er Man4fork—Year by Type of Farm

Farm
Type

Harvest Years

1964 1•66 P68 1°70- 1°71 1°72 1 4'7

. Acres Acres Acres Acres Acres Acres Acres

Mainly Cereals . 84 98 111 - 125 128 .126 131 .

B Mixed Cropping . 60 . 67 70 75 75 78 78

C Mainly Dairying 50 55 59 67 69 66 69

D -Pigs. and Poultry 46 52 53 - 58 58 62 61

EF Mixed Livestock 56 • 51 63 63 • 63 65 67

G Fen Arable 32 r" 37. . 41 41 43 44

All Upland Farms ..., 68 76 82 83 84 85'

All Fen Farms - 32 34 37 39 40 43 44
, ,

ALL FARMS 51 59 66 69 71 73 - 74

Confirmation that the improvements shown by increasing area have not been at

the expense of reduced output is illustrated by taking gross margin as the measure

of output andconsidering this from *three viewpoints, viz (a) At the current cash

value; (b) Assuming the prices for agricultural products were held constant and

(c) Assuming the, value Of the to be constant.

112019s22121Imlimampl_in Terms Of 'Gross'Margin per Man

Harvest
Year

•

(a)
INDICES • - .......21.9.Eaj5..aginper

Total..
G.M.
per 100
Acres

Man Work Year(17)''-----.
"Actual" 

• . -,.- At Constant
• Product 'Prices

At Constant
Value ,of ZAll 1

Agric. i
' .1

ProduCts.,

Retail
Prices

---!"—
.Value . 1-964

= .100'
Value •.. . : , 1964—

. =- -100
1964'Value -

• • = 100

... I ,e 1 - ,,( fa
yo • t_ .% .. •

1964 100 100, .4020. i 2195. 100 2195... .100 2195. 100.

1965 . 101 • 105 • 4115' / 2446 . .111 2427 ,111. 2336 106

1966. 103 109 4282 2774 . -.126 2698 • 123 2550...116

1967 ..104 112 4185 2873 131 '2773 .126 2577 117
1968 107. , .117. 3920, . .2842 129 2666 . 121. -2433 111
1969: • 111_ 123.• 4435,- 3322 151 _2987 136 2696 123.

1970 118 131 . 4556 3534 . . 161• .3008 137 2698 ' 123.
1971 122. 143 -5395 4289. •. 195. 555. 162 2991 .136

. 1972 ,- •133- 154. 1 6469 .5267. •• . .240 3999 . 1e2 1.3429 156

1973 155 1.68- 8988. 6662. . 303., '4298 19.6
,

13973 . 181

a Deri d from CSO -Annual Abstract and Monthly Digest of Stats.

(b) Based on all manual labour including 'manual work done by occupier.

N.B. Inclement weather in 1968 had a serious adverse effect upon results for that

year.

Information in this table suggests that'the volume of output per acre has

expanded in recent years. Thus at constant values gross 'mar'gin per man in 1973
is seen to be 96 per cent up on the 1964 figure, as compared with the average

increase of 45 per cent in area farmed over the same period. Any further inter—

pretation of the data must of course take into account that better labour

productivity generally means that part of the costs of manual effort have to be

replaced. by the additional capital requirethents of iimproved machinery.

'The following paragraphs reproduce explanatory notes on

Gross Margin included in previous bulletins. -Those

familiar with them may therefore choose to examine the

appended tabulated data without further reference.
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THE GROSS MARGIN APPROACH

The main body of tabulated data sets out average results in Gross Margin

form, firstly for farms grouped according to type, with farms of 100 acres or

less shown separately, and then according to farming district. Similar inform-

ation is also recorded for the ten farms having the highest net income per acre

in each group. This method 'of, presentation enables all surveyjaembers to make

a detailed comparison between their own and the results for any group.

From a general'inanagement standpoint,*ahd particularly if policy changes

are envisaged, the system has several advantages over the more conventional
forms of trading account. For example, by definition.Gross Margin is the
difference between output and variable costs. Consequently, Gross Margin is a
better indicator of efficiency than output alone. It also shows clearly the
relative contribution made by each enterprise to the business as well as the
proportion of total output needed to cover the fixed and other overhead costs.
Again if high output is being achieved solely as a result of excessive
expenditure of feedingstuffs or fertilisers, this factor will be revealed.

Gross Margins are expressed in terms of "per acre used" except for pigs
and poultry when the construction would be meaningless and "per X100-output"
is recorded. Cereals and pulses retained for farm use are regarded as cash
crops and charged to the consuming enterprise at market value. For grazing
livestock the term should therefore be interpreted as "per forage acre used".
This sytem has the advantage of providing direct comparisons between the
relative profitability of land ,devoted to forage or grazing and that used for
other crops. Between-farm comparisons of beef enterprises must, however, be
treated with caution because cattle may be reared in ,the conventional manner
or fed intensively on concentrates or they may rely heavily on by-products. '
A more meaningful comparison is possible if reference is made to data recorded

-earlier (see p. 8) where a distinction between traditional and intensive methods
was drawn.

When comparing his results with averages the farmer should first select
the type that his farm most closely' resembles (see Definitions),' although
comparison with other types can also be enlightening and useful. Next he
should check his own Farm Income figure (42) 'against the average under "G.M.
per 100 acres farmed". A below average figure suggests that either adjusted. „
total Gross Margin (36) is low or total Fixed Costs (41) are high. If the
latter case applies then reference to the items making up the total may reveal
where there is scope for economy. In this connection labour and machinery
might be regarded as complementary and an overall comparison of the two items
combined should be worthwhile. If total Gross Margin appears low then either
the total from Cash Crops (20) or Livestock (31), or both, may be below'
average. Reference to Col. 2 (area per 100 acres farmed) will indicate
whether the proportion of land under roots and other high gross margin crops
is the cause. Similarly, a lower share of the farm might be devoted to live-
stock (pigs and 'poultry apart) and so affect the relevant figure in this .

section. 'A check next on Gross Margin per acre (Col. 1) will reveal whether
the position is adversely affected because the levels for individual enter-
prises are not up to standard. If the Gross Margin per acrefor a cash crop
is low it may be due to excessive variable costs (see Table 17) or may have
resulted from low yields or low prices. The reason for poor results from
livestock may be eitherunproductive stock (low yields), unproductive land
(low stocking density) or the wasteful use of concentrates. A low total
Gross Margin from pigs and poultry may,, or course, be entirely due to propor-
tionally fewer being kept, but if Gross Margin per £100 output is low the
chances are that concentrates,were fed excessively or that stock were unpro-
ductive .through reasons of poor quality or disease.

Adopting the same procedure the results for the individual business
can then be compared with averages for farms in the same area. Subsequently,
whether farm income is above' or. below, average they should also be viewed along-

side the achievements of the ten best farms in the group concerned. In almost
every case the reasons are clearly visible for the better incomes of farms in
this section. Generally, Gross Margins per acre for individual items are •
better or a larger proportion of resources is devoted to these enterprises with
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traditionally higher Gross Margins. Where a more intensive system is the main

reason for above average income it will be found that any additions to fixed

costs are more than outweighed by the increase in total Gross Margin..

CHANGING FARM PLANS

Gross Margin analysis provides an excellent basis for planning changes

although it is preferable that the data used should represent longer term

prospects than are forthcoming from one year's results alone. In general, an

improvement in profitability can be achieved as a result of:

(a) Reducing Fixed Costs without a comparable reduction in total Costs.

or (b) Increasing total G.M. without adding proportionately to Fixed Costs.

or (c) Clearly, the ideal solution may be closely approached by an improve—

ment in total G.M. with a simultaneous reduction in Fixed Costs.

Wholesale reorganisation of a system usually calls for assistance frolp
specialist advisers but careful planning is essential in all cases to ensure

that any proposed change had a good chance of success. For example, it may be
estimated that a reduction in the regular labour force will not impair total
Gross Margin but it is still necessary to check that the value of labour saved

will not be exceeded by the additional costs of any extra machinery investment
or contract help engaged.

Total Gross Margin may be increased in various ways. These usually call
for either some technical improvement or for the substitution of a high Gross
Margin, enterprise for one showing a lower return. For instance increased
revenue as a result of higher yields may be possible without corresponding
increases in variable costs. With livestock this might imply the more intensive
use of forage and grazing land. There might also be scope for the better use

of concentrates, or the expansion of a profitable enterprise not dependent on
land resources. Substituting cash roots for other crops, wheat for barley in
some areas, or milking cows for other cattle provide possibilities but there
may be restrictions, or disease risks, that limit the extent of expansion.

.there are valid reasons why individual results vary widely from
the average: higher labour costs with an intensive system may be justified by
a higher Gross Margin whilst on poorer land lower Gross Margins associated with
even lower Fixed Costs may provide the best solution.
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DEFINITIONS

GROSS MARGIN Value of Output less Variable Costs only.

TOTAL OUTPUT Revenue from sales and subsidies plus the value of any produce
retained for farm use, adjusted in the case of livestock, for purchases
and for differences in valuation between the start and end of the year.

VARIABLE COSTS Those costs which normally change proportionately with the
size if an enterprise. For crops these include seeds, fertilisers,
sprays and in some cases casual labour, hired contract, transport (sugar
beet) and levy (potatoes). The variable costs of livestock include
feeding stuffs, medicines and vet., A.I. and service fees and the
variable costs of any forage used.

FIXED COSTS Costs incurred for the farm as 'a whole and not normally affected
by minor changes in the size of enterprises, i.e. regular labour,
machinery and power, rent and miscellaneous overheads.

FARM INCOME Total Gross Margin (incl. Miscellaneous Income) less Fixed Costs
i.e. the balance 'available to' defray interest on owned and borrowed
capital and to reward the farmer for his manual and managerial labour.

LABOUR Includes paid regular labour, the value of perquisites and any casual
labour not allocated to variable costs. It excludes the value of free
cottages and any allowance for farmer's own manual labour.

MACHINERY AND POWER Cost of machinery repairs and depreciation, fuel and
electricity 1E.a.. hired contract not allocated - to a specific enterprise.
An allowance has been deducted for private use of farm cars.

RENT The actual rent (for tenant) or rental value (for an owner) excluding
the value of the farmhouse but including workers' cottages.

TENANTS' CAPITAL ESTIMATE - Current Expenses equal Gross Charges, including
purchases of livestock, 21......ups value of farmer's labour, opening valuation
of cultivations and value of home-grown crops retained for farm use less
sales of milk and livestock - or, 10 per cent of total charges, whichever
is the greater.

Livestock - Opening valuation.
Machinery etc - Closing valuation.

FARM TYPE CLASSIFICATION

Crop Farm - i.e. Farms with less than 20 Livestock Units per 100 acres.

Type A - Mainly Cereals More than 60 per cent of land in cereals and
less than 10 per cent in roots and vegetables.

Type B - Mixed Croppinc Other 'Upland' crop farms.

Type G - Fen Arable Crop farms in Isle of Ely and Lincs (Holland) areas.

Livestock Farms - i.e. Farms with more than 20 livestock Units per 100 acres.

Type C - Mainly Dairying More than 16 adult dairy cows and less than
10 LUs in pigs and poultry per 100 acres.

Type D Pigs and Poultry Important More than 10 LUs in pigs and poultry
and less than 10 adult dairy cows per 100 acres.

Type E - Dairy, Pigs and Poultry More than 10 LUs in adult dairy cows
and over 10 LUs in pigs and poultry per 100 acres.

Type F - Mixed Livestock Other livestock farms.

(N.B.Samplenumbers of types E and F were restricted to the extent that it
has been found necessary to combine the two in the bulletin.)
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GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS HARVEST YEAR 1_97 

Table 1

Farm Classification: Type A. - Mainly Cereal Farms

District: All excluding Fen Arable Farm Size Group: Ovei 100 Acres

Items
•••

Average of . .
83 Farms in Group

Average of .-
10 Most Profitable Farms

G.M.. etc ;per 100 Acres Farmed G.M. etc Per 100 Acres Farme
per. abre.: ' • G.M. etc. per acre G.M. etc.. 1

E Acres E • Acres L'

Wheat, winter
" spring

All Wheat
2 Barley
3 Oats
11; Rye/Mixed Corn
5 AILOareals
6 Beans, field .
7 Peas, field
8 Potatoes
9 pSügar Beet
10 General Seeds
lt Beans/Peas
12 Roots
13 0 Brassicae
14 1.1;Soft Fruit
15 Bulbs, 'Etc.
16 !Miscellaneous
17 All Grass Crops, Sold
18 Land let off -
19 Bare Fallow

20 'ALL ''CASH' CROPS

21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

84.8 . 43.1- 3651 ,113.4 : 44.0 • -4987
7.7 0.4 : 27 98.4 : '1.1 . 108 , 
84.7 . 43.4 3678 113.0 i 45.1 5095 '

• 72.4 • 26.5- 1920 89.0 23.7 5 2113
58.8 1 2.3-. 136 60.5 i 1.3 

79

- - -

79.4 - (722) : (5734) 103.9 : (70.1) (7287
• 

) 
71.6 i . 6.6 - 469 78.7 i 7.3 . : 571
78.0 2.2 168 100.3 1.6 -• : • - 164
139.4 i 0.5 65 • 175.5 i 1.1 -: 200
91.3 i 2.1 198 107.6 i 1.6 173
6.0 1.1 - 6 12 .1 O. 106

100.1 . .1.9 . 190. 147.6 i 4.4 648

140.1 0.1 17 135.0

ONO

54.0- i
ONO

•
ONNO ONO

ONO ONO

Dairy Cows
• " Young Stock
All Dairy
Beef/Stores

All Cattle
Sheep
Horses

All Grazing Stock
Pigs (Per MO
Poultry gross output

31 ALL LIVESTOCK -

57.7 - 3.7 213
10.6 i 1.0 11-

0.8

77.3 92.2 i 7127

139.9 i 0.1 9
34.7 :

112.3 : 4.9 • .549
5.8 : 0,5 3

(40.7 i 0.4

104.5 1 92.8 9704

OOP

ONO

OtO

117.4 • 0.1 10 - 
.

- -
27.0 . 3.8 101 24.8 i 4.8 : 118 .
28.9 : 3.9 - -111 24.8 i 4.8 118
22.5 : 0.8 • 19- - -
33.4 : 0.1 4 - -  -
27.9 i 4,8 i 134 - 24.E.3. i 4,8 :, , 118

(35.4) :. - • 106 (39.7 - '..349
(22.3) : - 15 -33.3 : : 04 

.4.8. : 255 97.3 : 4.8 : 463

32 CROPS & LIVESTOCK

33 Add Miscer. Income
34 Forage cif less b/f,
35 Buildings, Waste,l Etc.

76.1 : 97.0

1.7 x
x - W0.1

7382

174174
x
x

36 GROSS .MARGIN • 75.6 • : 7556

'104.2

2.8
x

3.2 

104:5104.4 100

97,6 10167

278
x .

SIxed Costs
37 Labour
38 Babhinery and Power
39 Rent
40 Other Overheads 

41 TOTAL FIXED COSTS

42 FARM INCOME

9,3 ,929
11.2 i 1116
9.5 951

• 3.6 : 57

100 - - 3353

42.0 i 100 .4203

9.4 i
12.6 i

' 8.3
471 

- 945
1261
825
410 •

34.4 100 i 3441

70.0 MOO 7004

43 Average Size of Farms
44 Current Exps.
45 Oenant's Livestock
46 Capital Machinery
47 TOTAL

: 426 acres
58.6..58.6..
5.4
20.7
84,7

. 5861
i 535

2075
: 8471

: 490 acres
590 • 5909
5.2 525
28.3 

•2827

92.6 9261 .

•



GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS

Table 2

Farm Classification: Type B Mixed Cropping

District' All excluding Pen Arable

HARVEST YEAR 1973

Farm Size Group: Over 100 Acres

_
.

. .
Items ,

. . . .•!

Average of
78 Farms in Group

Average of .
10 Most Profitable Farms

G.M. etd. Per 100 Acres Farmed G.M. eta Per 100 Acres Farmed
per acre:: T.M. etc.

Acres' - E .
per acre': G.M. etc.

E :. Acres •

1 'Wheat, winter 93.6 i 36.1 , ' 3377 119.8 ; 42.1 5044
" - spring 1,0 , ' 76....-.26..L.:

All Wheat 93.1 i 37.1 i 3453 119.8 : 42.1 ' 5044
2 Barley . 72.4 ; 22.6 :-. 1640 75.8 ; 20.4 1545 .
3 Oats . 68.5 i 2.4 : 162 81.7 • 1.7 : .- 136 .
4 'Rye/Mixed Corn - 5. : 0.1 • - .
5 All Cereals . 1---84.6 • 62.2 : 2- 104.8 : 64,2) : (6725)•
6 Beans, field 86.4 i 2.5 • 219 ' 89.1 i 6.0 :., 532'
7 7 Peas, field, . 68.3 0.2 16 ..•.

8 Potatoes " 128.4 i 4.8 : 616 182.0 i 3.9 . 711
9

_
Sugar Beet 103.4 i 11.5 : 1192 118.4 10.8 -: .1284.:

10 General Seeds - - 62.0 - 1.1 • 70 58.4 ; 3.0 * 1 .://1:
11 Beans/Peas 76.5 : 3.6 i 271 113.6 :. 2.7 302
12 0 Roots • 382.7 :. 0.2 :. 79 .372.9 1.5 543.
13 13
14

V
;61

Brassicae
Soft Fruit

1(37.4 0.4.. 69
132.1_ 0.4 - 48

. . .
•

15 Bulbs, etc. 3.9 i 0.1 i - - • ..- -
16

.1 
• Miscellaneous - 77.7. 0,7 56 20 0 i - ' • 1

17 All Grass drops Sold 93.0 i 1.3, i 120 121.5 : 1.1 138
18 Land Let Off 9.7 i 1.1 i 11. 8.8 i 1.8 - i - 16.
19 Bare Fallow' c) O. 1 i 1 .3 .0..4 - -
20 ALL CASH CROPS 87.8 i 91.4 ' -8024 . -109.3 . 9504 :. 10424
21 Dairy Cows 67.1 i 0.3 :. 22_ . •
22 " Young Stock . 49.6 i 0.2 : 10
23 All Dairy , 60.2 . 0,5 : 32 me • am •

24 Beef/Stores - ..
- 2 • '8 • 122 . 54j i1.6 m 88•

25 All Cattle  35.9 : 4.3 ,.. 154 • 54.1 1.6 i 88
26
27

•

Sheep _. ”Horses
72.0 : 0.1 : 7_ - : - :

28 All Grazing Stock 36.6 4.4 i 161, 54.1 1.6 "88
29 Pigs (Per £100 (33.2) :. - :: - 94 " 37.5 : - .. . ' 345
30 Poultry gross_ output) (5,9) -. : 3

:
31 ALL _LIVESTOCK .,., 58.8. - 4.4 --i . 258 - x 1.6 • - - 433,
32 CROPS & LIVESTOCK . 86.5 i 95.8 i 8282 111.9 i 97.0 i 10857

33
34

Add Miscel. Income
less b/f

3.2 i x : 325
x : 0.1 . : x

7.1 ' x ' 708
' (-)0.1 : x . •. , : - -

Forage c/f
35 Buildirigss, Wastes Etc. x- 4.1 : x x. • 3.1 : x

36 I . .GROSS MARGIN 86.1 ' 100 : -8607 , 115.7 i '100 : 11565

Fixed Costs • :• : - •.
37 Labour 15.1 .: :: 1506 - 13.5 : . 1349' .
38 Machinery and Power 15.2 151,7.. 14.2 i : 1422
39'Rent . 11.0 i 1101 11.2 : . 1116 .

-4.140'Other Overheads- 4.4 : 
.
' 445 ' : :._ 414I •

41 TOTAL FIXED COSTS , 45.7 100 ' i _ 4569 5 43.0 i 100 : 4301

42 FARM INCOME 40.4 i. 100 : 4038 72.6 ! 100 : 'i264

43
44
5
46
47
1

Average Size of Farms 5' ' ; 363 acres - 281 'acres:

enant's
Capital

:

1 'Current Exps.
Livestock -
Machinery

TOTAL

81.8 i 8175
6.8 ;. 679

i 252125.2 i 
i

113.8 : 11375

71.9

:3.8 5 373

!. 105.1 i 

-,- , i 7187

29.4 i i 2943
:. 10508 -



GROSS MAlklIN-ANAth•SIS
Table 3 

Farm Classification: Type C - Mainly Dairying

District:

2
3
4
5

7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
VI
18
19

20

21
22
23
2
25
2
2
2
2
3

31

3

3
3
3

3

3
3
3
4

4

4

4
4
4

HARVEST YEAR 1973 -

Farm Size Group: Over.100*.A..dres'r

•.... • ..,

•-..-, r. 3 -.:,,;: -...-::•••-.. . -:;,•••••:..,
- • - - --Items- -----• -,.. %. .. , ,,, •

,,...
.., 

•

Average. of...':. 
. . Average of

: 36 Farms in Group 10 Most Profitable Farms

•• . .-etc :Per 100 Acres,..Farmek•,G.M. etc Per 100 Acres Farmed
1.per acre i G.M. -.etc.- 1

E '''. :. Acres - . ; " E • 1
1

per acre :. . i G.M. etc..
E : Acres i E,

Wheat,
- • "

,Ali

IB4rley.
'Oats
Rye/Mixed
Iill';',0-eiear6:
Beaii-6-;:.
Peas
Potatoes
Sugar
General

.--

0

"-I-1-)
oP

.

•••
:11:1J.
Le..pd
Bare

winter_ • . '
. • spying ...... _ 
Wii.--e*at':- :'...,- '.

. ::••-• -
. ,
Corn

:7-- . ---*-
field ' '-- - .

field - • ..,...
, „. : • i ._

Beet .„-.• • -
Sepias . •

B'e.6.-ii-6/Peicp--T---- 
Roots .- • --
Brassicae •
Soft Fruit ---
Bulbs, Etc. • -. 4
Miscellaneous
Clia-6-67-Ciiiii -861&-f.....
let of1. :: • .-=
Fallow •

. •
. 87.4.. _ 19.6 -.... 1716 , 1
76.2 - : 017 54. -

.
• :

88.4 : 24.6 ..- - -: • ' -2179 ,
65.8 •: '. 2:2- 1 42 '

i 87.0 , 20.3:.- 1770 ,- 1
66.4 i'..,.. .,13.41-.... .• .1153'---:. • i
58.7 - • 1.8 - '' :106- - _ I
60.0.:. -0.1 4- .

86.5 ; 26.8 - . 2321
10.1- -.• • 13.9- . -:975 :.
71.5 • 1.1' : . ". 79 -
.'-- - • - -

'76.6 .-----** (39.6) ç3033).• 80.7 (41.8) ‘(3375):
112.7 .., : 0.5 - - • 51-•• :.,
199.6.: :. 0.1 14 •.'' -
.:: 96.0 . 1.1 ': • 102 .,
. 83.2'.:. 3.3 , 278. .,
•56.5: : 0.4- :: - 24 j

124.4 i 141 - .137
i -
99.6 i 2.1_ : . ' 206
108.5 I 1.9 -:•• . -;', 207
88.6 : .0,7.. 6

166.0. - _ 0.1 8 1-

! - •• : - .
110.2:.:' :. 0.1 • 16 ,
W45.3 .... :: - --•:. (i)i ..
; - . - :• - • ,
110.4. : .0 ' 110

- -. - -

- :
: • , .,. , 

.,...•.
-...

i - . • ,-.: ...,
.

•
. 62.6 1.2 - . 77.. •

i.• :
- • O. ''' - •

_ ' 8 . • ,265.5 0.3 78

•. .................... • • ......„.
ALL CASH.: CROPS- .

.
'

77.9 ' • ' 47.7 ' . 3712', 24.9 * ' 47:9 - :. .. .4068 ..-

Dairy-Coii.,.. ", -
.. " Young. Stock
All Dairy -...-- : . -
Beef/Stores..., .

--:• All Cattle •••• --
Sheep :

' Horses.
All:-G±.8:4iig-Stbek-

Pigs ; (Per :£10.0 ;'. -.-,
Poultry - *gross output)

118.9 32.3 ..: 3840.....:
261.6 • i 12.8 . 340

151.3 :. 35.9 :* - •: 5431. .
3720 -.*:... . 13,2 

92. • 45.1 :. ..i: 4180., ' 120.6 : 49.1 .., : • 5919 ' •
8. : 0 -- 'a 1 2: - • 6 i 1 -•• "-*. 12 1 •

'90.6. : 48.1 . ' 4352
' 29.5-- ' 0.8 .•:. 24 ..

: - ..: _

120.0 - i 50-.4- .. :. - 6044:
.: . .• ... :

-: 89.5.- • 48.9 : 4376, . .
, (41.2)• - ' 10,-
(2016)'.•-. . 1.6-;

120•.0 50.4. .. : .6044;. .
•:- -. , • 

..:

( - I.- • :• - ..:.-!...•.... • .......„.... . ••• •• •...... •
ALL LIVESTOCK

--•-.- .
190.1.-,:-.. ' 48.9 .::: ,,,, . 4402 - . 120.0 :50.4-.- :: • .6044 -i •

CROPS •8c.- 'LIVESTOCK

Add Miscel..: Income - ..,..

:84.1 .96.6 • 8114 102.9 :98.3-••• i 10112'2'..!

1.1 i x -- :114, 10.9 ---... x : ' -.87 . .
x (40.3 .,..•• x x '440.5 , • - x. i i
x - : 3.7 ,' :-= . x x -' : .. 2.2 :• ; - ;.X.!

. Forage. cif Jess ibif •
• Buildings, - Waste, Etc..• „.•• . .•.........•....._ , .•._ -
• . caosS MARGIN ,

- --- --" - - : •• - : -
,82.3,...-: 100 I -- 8228_ 102.0 . 100. •:. :10199

- Fliced-C66±§" • :.. .: . .
18.8 : i 1.878 - - 14.8 : • 1485 .
.14.9:: ' i 1489 i 13.6 .. • - • -..1364- -
. 9.7. : i .971 . : 10.9 i 1090.. 

t.' 6.1. • i '611- . • - . • • 8 •

r Labour i.--
3 Machinery and Power ..
) Rent • y,
Other Overheads '...............•, ............. ,. _
TOTAL FIXED-,.: COSTS

_ 17ARM: INCOME ..= , •

4 :
49.5 , 49.5 :. : 100 - - 4949.- 45.2 •.:. -*-100. • . --' 4517

•
., 32.8- • *-- 100 ' 3279., .-. 56.8 i 100. - 5682 - •

5` Aii-ela'Ae7Siie: o- Tiiiiiii3 - . -- : '16 Tacres • . . - '2 2 'acres . *

5 Tenant's
5 Iga,pital

-Ciiniiiit-Exii6 -
Livestock
Machinery , ,

TOTAL. .

t - : 35. i - i 3562 . - 21-.3- : - : :. 2134 : •
52.2 . ': 5221 - . 58.7 -:•...*: . ' • 5867

.22.9. i• i 2286 - 26.1 • '. " 2610 

.

. 110.7::-: • i. 11069 • 106.1 - :•'-. :: 10611. , •



; •

GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS

Table 4

Farm Classification: Type D - Pigs and Poulit/.

District: All . ..„

. HARVEST YEAR 197, 

Farm Size Groan: Over t001.crei

-

Items

-

Average of
49 Parma in Group

Average of
10 Most Profitable Farms

etc:Per 100 'Acres - Farmed
per acre

E Acres:

rG.M. etc Per 100 Acres Farmed
per acre G.M. etc.

Acres

3

6

8

10
1'1
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

Wheat, winter
" .spring

All Wheat
Barley
Oats
Rye/M54qd. corp.,
All Cerells .., •
Beans, field
Peas, field
Potatoes
Sugar Beet
General Seeds

'Beans/Peas
Roots
Brassicae
Soft Fruit
Bulbs, -Etc. '-
Misqellaneous,

All Grass Crops Sold'
Land let- off
Bare -Fallow

-1•3

0

•

20 , .: -ALL CASH CROPS -

•

88.2 34.2 3018, 101.6 34.2 3472

, 88.2
69,5
61.2'

34.2 3018.
32.7 2268
1.5 93..

78,;6 • 68.4 • (5379
; 82.3 1 : 5.0 . -411'
73.9 0.2 • 16
191.8 . 3.2'H 619 -
101.4' • 7.7 H 783
10.4  1 0 H  66 ••
104.5. 2.6
- :

143.8- 0.4

260.5 0.2
1200 
51.7H 2.1 ▪ 110',
22,0 : 1.4 31 -'-
O,1 04 

'84,0

275

50

• 42
3

7785,

244.6 3.7
117.9 12.6
80.1
105.0

WINS

294.0

121.2-- -
37.6

101.6
68.6
58.3

34.2
28.9
1,5

'85.8 64.6
81.0 1.3

3472
1.982

89*.

(5543)i'
108 ,

914
1484::
411, 

.• •

304

183.
1 04.

1.•

21 Dairy Cows„..
22 " Young' Stock.
23 All Dairy
24 Beef/Stores
25 All Cattle.
26 Sheep
?7 Horses . •.
28 All Grazing Stock .
29 Pigs (Per £100
30 Poultry `gross output

3,1 ALL - LIVESTOCK

'

: 233.9 0.5 105
- "O.6"":"'21 

116.3 • 1.1 -126-
27.9 • 2,8 78 -

v

52.6 .
52.7

204
5

3,6
93.6 „

ONO

+a •

•
•

•

6

,
OM`

V =

0.3 • 2567
624

93:6
37:2
40;5

;.. 0.7
0.5

65
7040
.823 - -

3400. 7928
32 CROPS & LIVESTOCK
33 Add Miscel. Income
34 Forage c/f less b/f
35 Buildings, Waste, Etd-
36 MOSS' 'MARGIN

1 • -* 97.0 11185
.0 . 97

WO.1
3.1 • x 

- 12.8 100-

• 78.0-

1.5

•.•

173.8 :

17229-

.14§

_ 7378

Fixed Costs
37 Labour.
38 Machinery and Power
39 Rent
40 Other Overheads

41 TOM, FIXED COSTS•
42 FARM :INCOME:

43 Average Size of Farms 
44 ... _ -, Current
45 Tenant's Livestock

146 Capital, Machinery
47, _. 

TOTAL

19.1 • 1906 --
17.9 1793 -
11.6 1164 i•
-602 617..-

'.54.8 'H 100

58.0! 100

'25..7
20.0
:12.4
6

5480...65.0

2 ,•-'•1 108.8, 190

,

,

_
2568 .

.). 1998,
1237:
.692 

6495

. 10883 - •

30.2
., 28,8
12362.-

• 294 acres.

•

6422-
3023:. 
2881

12326

• .54.1 -
47.0
36.3
137.4

: 225 acres-
• 5409
4699
-3631,
13739

,

•• •

• • •

• . • .1- .•

• ..

• .v



GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS HARVEST YEAR 1973
-

-Table
•

Farm Classification: EF --Mixed Crops and. Livestock. ••
District: All excluding Fen Arable

•

=Farm Size Group:- Over 100 Acres

Items -

.._.

Average of S Average of
25 Farms* in.'Group 10 Most Profitable Farms

G.M. etc Per 100 Acres Farmed, G.M. etc Per 100 .Acres Farmed..
.per acre:. G.M. etc. *per acre:. G.M. etc '2

E • Acres' -:• E : Acres :

1 Wheat, winter,
". spring.

All Wheat 
"

2 Barley
3 Oats
4 Rye/Mixed Corn
5 All Ceiedis '-
6 Beans, 'field
7 Peas, field
8 Potatoes

Sugar Beet
110 General Seeds...
ii, Bèáiis/Peás,
12 Roots
13 9-1 Brassicae
14 P4 Soft Fruit..
15 Bulbs, Etc..
16 Miscellaneous
17 All, Grass Cr4s.. Sold.
18 Land., let off
19 Bare Fallow

97.8 • 20.0 1959 . 100.0 26.2 . .2624
MOP

97.8 : i20.0 1959 100.0 i 26.2 : :2624
64.9 : 22.7 L .-1475 69.0 24.6 ; .1698
55.6 2.1 114 60.6 1 2.3 . 138

79.1 ,
70.6

155.8
110.5
59,7

INS 111. ewe •

44.8 8 84.'0 : (53_21) (4460)
0.7 48 76.4 0.7. 54

1.0 • 149
6.6 732
-• 2

354

70.5 2.1 145
•

21.2 0.1 L 2

4.464.0

0•116

VIPS

0111

113.8 1.6 179
8.5 - 1.7 14 "

• 0.1

Ole • MO

208.8 1.1 - 239
105.5 8.4 879
59.7 0.1‘ 
70.5 4.5

(464.0 i
126.7

20 .ALL CASH _CROPS

21 Dairy Cow's
22 11, Young Stock
23 All 'Daii-y
24 Beef/Stores
25 All Cattle ,
26 Sheep
27 Horses
28 - Gra,M..ng Stock
29 Pigs (Per £100
30 Poultry gross output

31 ALL LIVESTOCK

32 CROPS 8c'LIVESTOCK

33 Add-Miscel. Income
34 Forage cif less b/f
35 Buildings, Waste, Etc. 

36 GROSS MARGIN

82.1 58.7 4818 88.9

01.1

IWO

3.0

O.

71.2

313

611
380:

.6328

.112.2 13.2 1477
27.4 6.3 174

137.7 7.0 967
38.5 3.2 12.1 

84.6 i 19.5 1651 106.9 : 10.2:...'.1088-
40.3

 
 •  16.0 646 83.4 11.9 990 

64.6 35.5 2297 94.2 *: 22.1 . 2078
46.0 2.3 106 51.1 3.8 197
105t3 0.4 41 
63.9 38.2 . 2444
28.1 0.1 1110
26.5 145

87.8
(31.7
(4.2.2

25.9: • 2275
1095
352

38.3 3699 143.7 25.9 3722 '

87.8 . 97,0 8517

3.4 ..i x H. 342 -
X :-- 0.5

2.5 x

88.6 100 8859

103.5 97.1

3.8 x
0.6
2„3 

104.3 i 100

10050

* 380

: 10430 •
Fixed Cobts

37 Labour 20.6 2064
38 Machinery and Power 17.9 1786
39 Rent 10.9 1095,
40 Other Overheads 5,5 548
411 TOTAL. FIXED COSTS 54.9 : 100 5493
42 FARM INCOME 33.7 100 3366

•

18.5
19.2 ,
11.0
5.1 

53.8 loo 5378

50.5 i loo 5052

1:846-
1920
1101

-. 511

43 Average-Sie- of Farms
44

r
4-5 iTenant's
46 1Capital
7 1

'Current Exps.
Livestock
Machinery

TOTAL

54.6
60.7
23.3
138.6

378 acres 
5458 *
6072
2330
13860

• 54.1.
52.0
25.3

.131.4

437 acres
1.35• 542104135

2526

4

: 



•

GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS

Districts': All excluding Fen Arable

Farm Classification
••••• • •

Table ..6a
•

HARVEST YEAR 975

Farm Size Group: Under. 100 Acres

Types A, B and EF
-- dropping and Mixed Livestock

Type, C -
Mainly Dairying

• • • • • •••

Items

• Average of
24 Farma.in.-Group

G.M. etc Per 100 'Acres Farmed'
.per acre • G.M. etc:

Acres.:

Average of
12 Farms in Group

G.M. etc: Per 100 Acres Farmed
per acre G.M. etc.

E Acres

Wheat, winter:.:
" spring

All...Wheat
2 Barley
3 Oats
4 Rye/Mixed got,71
5 All Cereals'. ..`
6 Beans, 'field
7 Peas, field
8 Potatoes.
9 9 Sugar Beet .•
10 General Seeds
11 -•Be iiiis/P;e ath '
12 Rootso
13 ..4 Brassicae,..

114 44 Soft Fruito
15 04 Bulbs, Etc.
16 Miscellaneous
17 All-.qrass Crops Sold:-

. ....,.. ... .... ..„.. ., .

18 Land Let Off.
19 Bare Fallow

20

21
22
23
24
25
126
27
28
29
30

• • •

- ALL CASH CROPS

77.3 23.8 .1841
67.2 O. 20
77.2 .24.1
66.7 33.7
57.8 5.2
64.0 • 0.5
69.,9 , • 163.5)
91.3 2.9

114.6 1.4
95.5 7.5

861
2244
303
32 

(4440)
261

160
716

81.2

81.2
64.4
59.9

5.2 - -423

5.2
18.4
1.5

67.6 (25.1)

153.6 0.3 i
100.6 5.5

- 423
1185- -
88

16•6

47
555

136.0 0.1

74.3 H 0.2
- •

MIMS

:

15
OW

OM/

OP.

,

3.0 61• :
15.4 • 3.1 49 •

(.1.9 : 0,4 

69.5 s 82.1 • 5709

83.5 0.5-

ONO

745 74.5 31.4 2339

Dairy Caws
" Young Stock

All -Dairy •
Beef/Stores

All Cattle
Sheep
Horses

sAll Grazing Stack'
Pigs s- (Per £100
Poultr :ross out ut

127.8 • 4.5
25,5 1.7

581 100.9 49.9

100.3
29.4

31 ALL LIVESTOCK

32 CROPS & LIVESTOCK

33 Add Miscel. Income
34 Forage c/f less b/f
35 Buildings, Waste_.„ Etc. 

36 GROSS MARGIN

61.4 .
80.7

62.4
(27.2
22.2

73.2

4.8

6.2 H 624
7.6 223 
13.8 847
0.7 60

WM •

14.5
0.5
02

907
445
6

5040-
43 16.4 L112.o 1,97

84.6 61.9 : 5237
• 12294.9 1.3

84.8 : 63.2 , 5359

151.4 0.9  130' 

15.2 1408

85.7
(34.9

.0

86.2 64:1

64.1 :

97.3

Wo.a
3.5

7117 .

• 475

• 75.9 100 7592

82.3 :, 95.5 ,

2.5 x•:

x
. x - -.5.3

5489
48
16

5521

7860

254

81.2 106: 8114
lied Costs

37 Labour
38 Machinery and Power
39 Rent:'
40 Other Overheads 

41 TOTAL FIXED COSTS

42 FARM .INCOME

9.1
15.4
7.7
0

37.2 :.100

38.8 i-.1.00

: 905
i 1541
: 769

02

i 3717

3875

. • •

-

18.4
26.5
10..5
1 .6

1835
2649
1046

•1 6

70.9 : 100 7094

10.2 100 . 1020

43 Avdi'ak:6 Size of Farms 
44 Current Exps.
45 Tenant's Livestock
46 Capital Machinery
47 •TOTAL

60.7
30.6
24.4

-115.8

70 acres
6074
3064

i 2440
11578

65.6
82.9

• • 32.3
•I 180.8

68 acres
6562
82.E3
3231
18079



•

•

GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS

Districts: All

Farm Classification
•

Table .6b
- - .

HARVEST YEAR. -1973 -

• Fain: Size Group. Under. 100 •Acre •

• , Type D'
gs and Poultry 1,Impoitarit

•

I • 4

••••••• •••• . •

•.,

Average of
15 Farms in 'Group'

0:: Per 100 :Acres Farmed G.M. etc Per 100 ::Acres Farmed
, per acre: G.M. 139r acre:. G.M. etc.

Acres z E Acres *: • E

•

Average of .
'10' WAY P±ofitable--
"Upland" Small Farms '.

•

•••••••••••••••••••••••■•. 

Wheat, winter
spring. . -4

All Wheat
2 Barley
3 Oats
4.
5 All:. Cer.0a1P.'
6' Beans field
7 Peas, field
8 Potatoes .-
9 Sugar "Beet. . 7
10- general _Seeds •••
11 Beans/Peas
12 Roots
13 9-1▪ Brassicae
14 • Soft Fruitci
15 01 Bulbs, Etc. •
16 Miscellaneous. ...• .
17 All Grass Crops :Sold
18 Land Let Off
19 Bare Fallow ••

• 
84.1 25.0' 2102 91.7

0:8 54 •
84.1.- 25.0 2102 .
62.7. 40.0 2505
52.9 s 1.9.:

: ••••••

70.4 70.4 . - : 66.9) 4708 ,
78.5 ,. .*: 4.9 -:. 386:.

-
209.3 .  936 .,
.108.6.: 8.7"" 946. -

90.9 26.9 '2445
74.7 28.3 " : '1 2115 ;
.88.2 4.3 -377. .

'8 .0 (59.5) '(4937) 
91.9 1.1 • • 104.

214.8 6.4 13861,
1:17.9 11.1 1312

71.8' . 2.0 144

?32.4; •
:

IMO 4010

2.1 494:_
IMO •

165.2 1. 160

111•11i

IMP 
,

• •

18.9 2.3
4.2 1.6

0.4• Orli

20 ALL CASH CROPS.. 82.1`'.. 93.4
21 Dairy Cows- 106.0 - 0.1
22 " Young Stock 0.7 
23 All bary. 0.8
24: Beef/Stores
25 All *battle 013.9
26- Sheep
27 Horses • ••

••• •••••••• • - •• • •• • • , • . • ••• . • • • •

28 All Grazing Stock','
29 Pigs (Per £100..
30 30 Poultry gross outpu

311 ALL LIVESTOCK ,‘

3.2. 'CROPS & LIVESTOCK

33 Add Miscel: Income
34 Forage c/f,less bif.
35 Buildings; Waste, Etc.
36. .,GROSS.MARGIN

37
38
39
40

41

42

43.
44
145
146
147

Fixed Costs

ONO

7664 97.6 "1- 81.0 : 7907 .

0.8

12-
2"
11
SOO

(-) 1 1
•...` •

ONO

127.8 12. 1576' •
:4; 115 

100.3 i 16.8
.27.4

1691
62

91.7 19.1
ONO

•

1753.,

s 0.8
(26.6) • . 0.5

Labour 25.4 .
Machinery and Power S.' 27.2...'
Rent 17.0e_
Other Overheads 10.2.

TOTAL FIY2D'.:CdSTS

FARM INCOME

: 6800
521 

:
1.3 7310'.

91.7 : 9.1
(33.0 0.3

1753 ,
4349
- 136.-

. --

2541 , 12.3 . ' 1 2$1
.-7

2721'-. 27.0 --'-.:.:'• ' - :""2698,
1698 10.8 i 1075.
1017,: ,.. . .....

79.8- :.100 i - 7977 . 58.9 ;--2.'i 00 588 ."

i 77,5 .. 100 . '7753.: 97.8 : 100 9784. ..
••••

Ay_ :rage , Size of Farms 5 -Acre's '
I Current Exps .1 ; 87.4 ' ': ; 8739 ''.. .., t ", 49.2 - • - :. . : :4919 ..Tenant's( Livestock , I' ' 1 ' 74.1 : : 7414:: . 68.4 ' :.''''' ••

Capital I Machinery , i 39.7 - '
TOTAL 201.2 ' , 

i 3969- ' 46.0 •.':'-'. ..;:- --
_: .1466386406441. i 20122 . ' 13.6 '1.--; ..............-......-_,.;..-...:.:...--  

62 -acres- -- - -



•.•

GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS

Table 7 -
Farm Classification: Type ,G Fen • Arable•

riii-6iiat`s: Nips 10 and. 11 Isle of Ely arid -
Iii,ncs (Holland)

HARVEST YEAR 1975

Farm Size Group: Clier: 00..-acres

. . _ , •
Average of Average of

...-......., . 45 Farms.•-in Group- , '10 Most Profitable Farms

• Iteilis.7.- , .•G.M. ' eta Per .100 :Acres Farmed G.M. eta Per 100 Acres Farmed.,.... , ....... ...... • . . ... . . ........„._ . .,
., Per :acre: G.M.. etc. , Per acre G.M. G.M. etc.

• . Z ' : Acres :. .E . Z •: Acres •• Z
- .. _ ....... : •. .
Wheat, winter, " 92.0 . ... 34.9. 3212. 103.0 :. .32.7.:• : .: .339,

-." spring . ' 76.8 : 0.2 : - 17 ... • • -
All -Wheat - - : - ‘*."- 91.8 - . 35.1 . 3229 , 103.0 : 32.7. . 3369 .

2 Barley . , • 68.8.2•:,, 10.8,- . 740 ' 73.4 i 8.5 : ' 621•,.
'3 Oats 

.
63.0 : 0.3 : 20 , 55.0 ': 0.3 • lac. .

4 Rye/Mixed Corn . • - -. . ,. ,
' 5 All. Cereals . • 86,,3 (46.2) 46.2) - C39891 96,6 : (41-.5) • 4008)
: 6i Beans, 'field . 81.5, • 1.1 : 91 102.1 i 0-.9 . 95
7 Peas, field .•,. - ..,.: - •• - . . -

•8_ Potatoes . - 171.5'. 'i 12.7 -.' . 2178' .. ' j ,216.2 :. 13.5 ! -- 2904'
9 Sugar Beet - : . 108.7 12.8 12.8 -,: 1390. I 114..3 ; 11,8. ; . 1.349' •
10 General Seeds 69.2 : 2.0 : 138 ' 54.3 : 1,9 . : - -.102:- :
1.1' 'Beans/Peas --. 110.7 *: 9.4 '• . 1046 158.8 : -.9.8 , 1561 -
12 0 Roots 381.8 • 1.4 :. 545 . - 874.7. 2.5 - : .1714 .
13 V, Brassicae 188.2 : 2.9 :. 549 -- 235.4 i 8.6' ...: 2030'
14 O Soft Fruit 0131.7., .. - ' 03 -,'.• - - : - : - - ,
15 til, Bulbs, Etc. .' 252.9. i 1.4 ...i 357 - 160.4 . . .0.2 : 36'.:.
16 Miscellaneous 416.6 i O. • 136 •-• 38.8 i 0.2 . 6
17 All Grass Crots6'Sold-'.. 29.7 : 1.5 :-• i.-. 46. . 2441 - ' - • - 0.9 .22-
18 Land. let .off.. 37.4 :: 1.3 -, 48 ' 7.6 :. 0.3 2 .
19 Bare Fallow . (41.2 i 110 :. (41 •- ' • 0.2,, •

: .20 .ALL CASH. '.• PROPS . 111.8 94.0' '10509' , 149.8 • 92.3 :13829

21 Dairy- Cows 1,. . ... • ... •.: • •. . • ' ,
22 '1 . Young Stock :

-
*23 All Dairy - ." . . . - • • - , - : -..
24 Beef/Stores. • 48.1 . : 2.6 - : 125 109.4:  371
25 ..., "All *Cattle- • - 48.1, :.-•, 2.6 , • 125' - • .;109.4. : • 3.4 371.
26 Sheep 43.2 : 0.4 • 17 - . 71.3 i 0.7 i 52- .
27 Horses ,iii -- ,. - ... . -, --,
28 -, TAIL Grazing-: Stook 47.5- 3.0 . • 142- . :102.6' . • 4.1' : 423 :
29 Pig6. (Per £100 :. r.I .-• • :• 28_

. 
p.1 • . - • • . 27 •.

201...PoultryL gross output)2.3 -- ..:
- • - . .
31 .ALL LIVESTOCK . 56.7. 3.0 .-.::" 170 109.2 . : - 4.1 : 450 '.
32 CROPS •&- LIVESTOCK 11O.1; . • 97.0 . * -10679 . . 148.1 .96.4, : :. .111-279
33 Add Miscel. Income 1.5: x . 153 - 1.8.: = x : - 181 '..•
34- Forage cif lesa.:,b/f x • 0.2 x .. x - : . -1.0' :
35 Buildings,- Waste, Etc.. x ' 2.8 . x a ' • 2.6 : • .'

•:-
36 ,GROSS MARGIN 108.3.- ...: 100 : '10832 144.2 i .:100 , 14460'

Fixed Costs -•• --- 
..... ,.. . . : •• •

37 Labour 25.7, • ' : 2567: - , 27.4 :. : *2736'
38 Machinery and Power . 17.9 : :. 1793 . .21.3 -•:- t.,. • '.2131 .
39 Rent,,. . • 14.1 . ': • 1413-..... i 12.8 : 1282
40 Other Overheads 6.9.____: • 695 7.1 i . • 707 --...•.............. •...........,....,,...,.... ....
41 TOTAL FIXED , COSTS 64.7 : 100 : 6468 - . 68.6 • 100-': :: '6856 . 1

42, FARM INCOME - • - 43.6 . ' , 100 • ' :4364. ' - 76.0 :. 100 • ': - 7604 .- .• . „.........
43 Average-Size-Of.Farmb' 

. 

: 349'4- acres' 53% acres•
44 --, : - ' - ' Current-- E2eito•.' -118;3 , . 11829 1122.2 ‘ : 12217
45 Tenant's Livestock . 6.2 , : 616 - - 12.0 - , 1203 .
46 Ca‘Pl.tal Machinery - 29.7 • ; 2965 -. ' :37.4'.. . -3744 .
471 TOTAL , 154.1 '. 15410 1171.6: . • 17164 i,- i

•



GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS

Table 8

Farm Classification: Type G - Fen Arable

Districts:. Nos 10-and 11 Isleof Ely and
Lines (Holland)

•.. . • • ..
. . • •. . .

HARVEST YEAR 197, 

Farm 'Size- Group: Under 100- Acres'

..'

• -. ..• .,...•...•,..........• ..,•....,• ...
Items •.:...., :......... ....... ........._•.......... -......

•- -
• - •-.•:.

Average of - - .. ,
30 Farms in Group -•.. ...• .•••..,............ . ..! •. ... •

Average of
10 Most Profitable Farms.........

.M.--etci Pei. :100 Acres Farmed G.M. etc
• Per acre

- Z

Per 100 Acres Farmed. .. .,.
per &Clip': ' - ' . : .G.M. . etc.

. E Acres • . ' • E --
i i G.M.. etc.
i Acres :. Z • -•,...•........ .....•,.••.... . .•, i

eat, wintei, , - 102.1 : 33.6 • 3430 .-- 112.3 ; 33.4 ' :: 3701' -'
--:1."T:--spririT.:.---.. --- --86.7- -4.2- ' --103 ' .

All Wheat . . • 101.6 i •:34.3 • 3533 ' ,., 112.3 : 33.0 .: : 3701. ,
'2 Barley ' 67.7 . ; . 11 .8 i -. 802 ' .. 05.4 10.0 ': 858

3 Oats . • ' 48.6 .:* 0.9 . ' 42 ' 65.1 :. 0.8 : ‘. 1.--- 51
-4-. Rie/Mixed---P6i.n.-.-7- ---1---- ---- - • --'
- 5. AIL:Cereal's :-.-- - ---- . •_92.2. - -_(4745)--.: 7 • - • i05.2 :  (46105TT
6 Beans, field.* - ' 74.7 i 0.7 -.' - 48 •:.
7 _Peas, field. 

_ . ..:
. - - - • NM 

• . ...

8 Potatoes • • .,. ... . 187.5 ' _:. 16.3 : ' . ' 3047 '• . 262.8 :. 18.0. ' - 4725.
'9 Sugar Beet • . - • .  17.5 1987 ' 115.3 *: 1.6..9 , i ' 1948

10 General Seeds - .:- - -•-•81-. 6- '- i ----- 014-- - - - - -.• 31 '.------ 81.6 i 1 1.2- - i • 99
11
12

.•
0

Beans/Peas •... ......
Roots :

133.2 : 4.7 i ' ' 621
207.3 : i 1.8 :-- 371

148.4
337.0

i 5.7 . • 849
: - 0.2 : . , 58

13 .:51. Brassicae. 84.3 . : 2.2 190 . 80.2 :: 2.9 - .236 .
14 ti..

.
Soft Fruit 266.1 :. 0.2 .:' 54 .. 592.9 PO - : 153 "

15 PEI
.

Bulbs, Etc. 356.5 . s i 2.3 :. • 806 ' 646.3 i ' 3.5 . , 2240'r- .
16 :1•Miscelianeous-:. , - -720..0 ' - - Oil--; '-'------- 1516.0 • 0,2 • 263 ,
17 All . Grass Crops SOld:.

,97--
12.5 1 0..2 •:. 3 .. •

18 Land Let .Off" . 53.5 1.8, : .. 94 4.. •• -. ._ , ..
19 Baiie -Faliow_ . -•-.-- - . - -

20_ A.147., . ,p42H." CROPS., -, 122.6 .95.7 . • 11726 -• ' 165.7 ....:' . 927/.  151,81

21 Dairy Cows
22. ''-'1...---- --Young Stock - • - - • .... . - .
23 A14. Dairy

, _____ -
- • -

24 Beef/Stores:.- . • ... .1 5- : -_• -..-6.- ?Avg , f -16,9 1 : . • 6 '
25 - All Cattle • . 153.5 : .6 ..•:- 248 169.1 :. 4...6 i 776 .
26
27-

Sheep ..•
Hoises-.,- - • - _ ' li-- _ :

• _ :

28
29

.. All Grazing . : s
Pigs' (Pei.- 'E100 , -

, 153.5 1.6 .i ' 248 ;
34.7 : . - 166 ,

• 169.1 -
•

... 4.6 . i 776

30.Poultry-•• gross - output
,
1344 20 . •

31 ' ALL LIVESTOCK x! • 1.6 . 434 • 169.1 - •4 .6 i - 776 '

32 CROPS ' 8c LIVESTOCK. 125.0 . 97.3 : ' 12160 164.0 : '. 970 - : 15957 :

33 Add Misce]...Income - . 2.1 - x : • - , 213 '- 3.3.. - 3c- . -330
34 Forage  c/f less ' b/f x . (-)0.2 . . k • x : (-)0.5
35 Buildings, Wastet-Etc -, I 24.9-- - i • ' - x - -•-• Dr • -• : • -'-'3-•.2- - _ x

36 GROSS • MARGIN ' 12...7 ' . 100 i 12373 .-- - 162.9_ :. 100 -- • 16287

Fixed Costs •
37 1415.pUr - : ' , . 15.6 ... i 1556 . 18.9 i . : 1888 i
38 Machinery and Power 1 25.2 • . :: 2517 . ' 28.1 - : - : 2806 •
39 Rent ' . .. ' 11.4 -.':. i 1144 13.0 ;  1296
40 Other • .Overheads -• • - - - 7.1 - : • -- - : - 712 . 842 ..  824 

41 TOTAL FIXED • COSTS 59.3 : 100. - .:. 5929 " 1 68.1' : .100 : 6814

42-
FARM' INCOME 64.4 : • 100 i .,- 6444..1- - • 94.7 lop. .. , -.9473 - -

43 Average-- Size of Farms-- - • 62 acres - • : 58. aCi-es '
44 , . Current- Exps. 135.5 i 13550 163.5 : . . : 1 345
45 Tenant's Livestock ' 3.9 • . i 386 . 8.5- . ' -. ' ...849
46 Capital Machinery s :. 47.0 : , 4699- . 55.2: i . 5518 . . .
47 1 • .

-
TOTAL 186.3, _ .: : 18635. .. •... ... ..... _ ..,,.. ' - ' 227.1• • _• . ... •. • ' 22712



GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS.

Table

Farm Classification: All Types

District::No. 1 - Central .Norfolk. -

• HARVEST TEAR 1973,

- Farm' Size Group: All Siz9s,..,

Items

'- Avera.ge
58 Farms in.

of
Group

per acre
G.M. etciPer 100 

Acres

Acres:Farmed,-
etc.

:

--Average -of - --
10 Most Profitable Farms

G.M. etc': Per 100 Acres Farmed'
per, acre:, G.M. etc. ,

: Acres :

Wheat, winter
spring

All Wheat'
Barley

3 Oats
4 Rye/Mixed Corn
5 All Cereals • -
6 Beans, field"•
7 Peas, field,.
8 Potatoes

Sugar Beet
10 General Seeds
11 Beans/Pe4a.s -
12 Roots
13 ° Brassicab
14 44 Soft Fruit
15 Bulbs, Eta.
16 Ms cellaneous
17 All Grass -C-iops
18 Land Let 00
19 Bare Fallow

26 ALL C.Athi ciois

84.4
74.9
83,9
67.7
70.6

75.6

25.9 .H 2185
1.6 124 -
27.5
27.3
2.2 -
- 

(57,0)
-2;0--

102.8 3.0
114.8 12.5
88.

3.2
45.5
43.2 0.4
131.2 0.6
.3.9 ' 0.1
78,5 1.1 
91.8 . 06 - , 52
15.0 2.3 r 35 .

10 :

86.2

2309
-1845
158

4312
• 171

312
- 1433

107.2 :, 261.i 3034
•

-107.2
75.1
75.8

ONO

28.3 3034
36.5 2739
2.1 • 161

• •

- 88.7 66;9 5934)
104.6 237

219.9 i 0.8 i '173
125.2 17.6 ' 2197

224
1
16
77

84

- 93.9

ONO

15.8
22.1' : 5.2 • 115

.4

WIMP

129

83.8 6721 *- -94.7., ,..8794

21 Dairy .Caws
22 " Young Stock
23 Ail Dairy
24 ,BeefiStores
25 I . All- Cattle
26 Sheep
27 Horses
28 All Grazing Stock" -63.2
29 Pigs (Pei. £1 00 (28.1
30 Poultry iii-oss outpui)•_( 

31 2 ALL. LIVESTOCK

32•

109-.6 : 5.3
22.3 2.5 •
81'.8' 7.87.8
18,6 • 3.2
63.5 • 11.0
36.4 : 0.3
71.1 0.5

586
56

141.8
65.0

.8 119
0.1 • -

642
60

• 702
10 •
32 -

133.7 :
64.3 :
107.5

0.9 125
0.6 36
1. 161 .

-11.8
0.1

01111P

128.1 : 11.9

744-

(LT:.

:. 1520

107.5

374,1 
20.3 :

:-.01111

Ole

161
4349

2

• x 4512

CROPS - & -LIVESTOCK

33 Add Miscel.,Income
34 Forage, c/f less b/f
35 Buildings, Waste, Etc

36 GROSS MARGIN'

86 .1 •-•-- 95.7-

2.7 •
• (-)0..1

4.4

85.1 :.100

8241.

271

8512

137.7

0.9

Fixed" Costs
37 Labour
38 Machinery and Power
39 Rent
40 Other Overheads 

41 TOTAL FIXED COSTS

42 FARM INCOME

•

17.5
16.3
11.0
.7

49.5 : 100

1 35.6 i 100

01 acres43 Avera e Size - of Farms
44, Current Exps. 76i6
45 !Tenant 's Livestock.' 1 20.2,
46 ICapital Machinery 24.5
47 TOTAL i 121.3

1750
• 1629
: 1098

: 4951

; 3561

96.7 13306.,...„
93,

134.0 100: - 13399
  _

19.35.3
12.3
.8

52.7 100

81.3 100

1527,
.1926'
'12.33

5269

8130

: 7662
2021

• 2449
; 12132

203 acres
52.6 5262
31.7- • 3166
35.6 3555
119.8 11983 1

•



GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS

Farm Classification: All Types •

District: No. 3 Central. Suffolk

Table 10

HARVEST YEAR 1973 

Farm Size Grp:. All_Sizes

Items

Average
57 Farms in

of ,
Group

G.M. etq Per 100
per acrei

: Acres

•

Acres Farmalci,
G.M. etc.

Average of
10 Most Profitable Farms

G.M. eto. Per 100 Acres Farmed

per ,acre G.M. etc.
Acres

Wheat, winter
" spring

All Wheat
2 Barley
3 Oats
4 Rye/Mixed Corn
5 All Cereals
6 Beans, field
7 Peas, field
8 Potatoes
9 Sugar Beet
10 General Seeds ,
11 Beians/Peas.
12 Roots
13 ,,,c.)4 Brassicae
14 1.1 ,Soft Fruit
15 113 1Bulbs , Etc.
16 'Miscellaneous
17 All Grass Crops Sold
18 Land Let Off
19 Bare Fallow •

93.9 33.0

93.6 : 33.6
70.5 26.5
63.4 2.3
50.3 0.1

3094 '
0

:3144
1864
148
6

. .
104,5
98.4 :
104.2 i 44.3 :
67.9 ' 24.1
6?.4 2.0

82.6 62.
83.5 H 3.7
73.9 i 0,2
166.4 1.4
100,4 • 9.1
9.* 0
73.3 3.3

129.5 : 0.3

14..6 0.1

• ,

162
309
13

231
914
2

42.2 4412
2....,.: 204 

4616
1638
126

0.6 O. : 80

245
25
38

90.5 :
73.9
159.4 :
121.9

93.6

168:9

5.9 532
1.2 • 91
0.3 49
10.0 i 1222

1.5. .144

0.8 142

• .

IIPMP ONO

81.9
13.5

2.5
0.5

12 • 06
20 ALL CASH CROPS 84,7 84.7

•

209 129.4
7 24.6

1.0

7177

21 Dairy Cows
22 n Yonne Stock
23 All Dairy''
24 Beef/Stores
25 All Cattle
26 Sheep
27 Horses
28 All Grazing Stock
29 Pigs (Per. £100
30 Poulta gross output
31 ALL LIVESTOCK
32 "8-ilOPS k LIVESTOCK
33 .Add Miscel. Income ,
34 Forage cif less b/f
35 Buildings, Itiastel Etc,
36 GROSS MARGIN

Axed: Costs

119,2
35.0
95.7
64.8
85,4 :
46.9

83.2
29.5

5.3 :
2.1 • 72
7.4
3

637

709
2
948
32

4.8
1.1
06':

95.2 96.6

11.

ONO

980
919

11.9 2058

:
95.2 • 160 9522

37 Labour
38 Machinery and Power
39 Rent
40 Other Overheads 
41 TOTAL FIXED COSTS
42 FARM INCOME
43
44
45
46
47

16.4 :
16.5 :
12.4

50.6 100

44.6 ; 100

1639
i 1649

1244
: 52 •

5061

4461

59.7

85.0

Oa&

IONO

Ole

616
26
1 

9201

AM/

0.111

32.5
39.3

Ole

0.1

39_96'

: 
4512

141.8 96.7

7.5
0.5

; • • .2,g 

13713

754

144.7 100 14467
a

19.6 .1960
19.4 • 1942 -
13.7 1367
7.0 I  701 

• 100 5970

100 e 8497

verage Size of Farms

enant's
Capital

•

Current Exps
Livestock
Machinery

TOTAL

• 64.8 :
24.2
25.8
114.8

acres 
i 6477

2419
i 2576

11472

• *2601- acres
66.5 6653 '
31.2 3116
35.3 : : 3535

.133.0 : 13304



GROSS MARGIN *ANALYSIS

Table 11

Farm Classification: All Types

District; NO. 5 - North Essex

HARVEST YEAR 1973 •

Farm Size Group: All Sizes

Items

Average of
47 Farms in Group

Average of
10 Most Profitable Farms

G.M. etc i Per 100 Acres Farmed G.M. etc i Per 100 Acres Farmed!
per acre i G.M. etc. per acre i G.M. etc. 1

: Acres i , Acres E

Wheat, winter .
I " , spring .
All Wheat

1
 2 Barley
3 Oats
4 eiMixed *Corn

1 5 All Cereals

1 6 1Beans, field7 1Peas, field
otatoes

9 Sugar Beet
19 General Seeds
11 !Beans/Peas
12 0 1Roots
13 41 Brassicae
14 t-4. !Soft Fruit
15 w IBulbs, Etc.
16 :Miscellaneous
17 fAll Grass Crops Sold..
18 ;Land Let Off.
19 'Bare Fallow 

201 I ALL CASH CROPS

21 1 Dairy Cows '
. 22 , _1 " Young Stock .
23 1A.11 Dairy
24 'Beef/Stores ,

125 All Cattle
26 /Sheep
2 Hórses
28 All Gi-aZ*irig Stock
29 Pigs (Per, £100 .
30 Pouitty • Fross output )1.

31 I ALL LIVESTOCK

i32 !CROPS & LIVESTOCK,
33 ,dd Miscel. Income
34 orage cif less lilf
35 Buildin:s Waste Etc.

99.4 :
104.1
99.4
82.0

' 60.4
64.0

37.5 ! 3727 118.4 34.6 4101 I
0 2 ; 18  1

3746 118.4 i 34.6 . 4101-1
24.9 j 2036 88.8 : 31.9 2833 1
3.3 1:97 80.7 1,15 116
0.1 • 4

0(6.0) - 983 103. 68.0
78.2
86.9
152.3
88.3
46.8
57.4

307.1

320.0

21,6
74.1
14.2

(-)0‘..6

89.9

8.1
0,7
2.2 .
6,3
07 
0.8 45
0.4 127

- air

2.8
0.5
0

89.0

117.3 2.7
 0,8

101.1 i 3.5
25.2 2,7 
68.4 6.2

- 39.5 0,1
100.9
67,3

32.1 
1.1

167.3

632
, 56
341
559
31

I nob

• 72.9 i 12.8

111.6
102.7 :
23.1
24.6

VW

211 92.9 :
6.1
1

0.4
4.4
0.9
0.9 :

WO

3,6
1.8
0

050
933

50
448
20
22

Ole

336
11

7993 1 95.2 : 93.2 . 8869 „.

322 1 173.6 i 3.3 573;
• 1 001 0045 51 

6.3
0.1

6.4

357 170,3
67 -)159.7 •
424

(42

3.7 624
0.1 • '022

158.5 3.8 - 602

ORO 00

428 158.5
589 (4108
63 (35.8  

1080 381.7

3.8
0.2 i

602
765
168

4:•0 1535

95,2

3.5

95.4

x :
0.3 :

9073

353

97.2, 10404

582
0.5
2

36 GROSS MARGIN 94.3 100 : 9426 109.9 100 10986

iFixed Costs 
37 'Labour
3.8 1Machinery and Power
39 ent,

49 10ther Overheads

41 1TOTAL FIXED COSTS

42 FARM INCOME

13.1
15.1
10.0

43.2 100

51.0 100

•

1309
1508
1000
'507

4324

5102

,
9.7
12.4
8.7
3.9 

34.7 100

75.2 100

43 Average Size of Farms 

I44 _ Current Exps.
T

1 

45 enari,Vs Livestock
46 Capital Machinery -
47 ' i TOTAL .

65.8
14.8
26.1
106.7

261-1- acres
6580
1483
2611
10674

47.6

15.4J. •24.8
87.8

222 acres

966
1243
875
387

3471

7515

4755
1543
2483
8781

.•



GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS HARVEST YEAR .1973

Farm Classification: All Types

Districts: Nos 6 and .R6. South Essex

2
3

6

9
lo
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

Items,

Wheat, winter
.spring.

All Wheat
Barley
Oats
Rye/Mixed Corn
All Cereals,.
Beans, field
Peas, field
Potatoes
Sugar Beet
General Seeds

Beans/Peas
Roots
Brassicae.
Soft Fruit
Bulbs, Etc.

m• Miscellaneous
All Grass Crops Sold
Land let off
Bare Fallow

;-f

20 ALL CASH CROPS

21 Dairy Cows
22 . " Young Stock
23 All:Dairy
24 Beef/Stores_
25 All Cattle
26 Sheep
27 Horses _ .
28 All Grazing Stock
29 Pigs (Per g100 '
30 Poultr cross out ut)

Table 12

verage of
53 Farms in Grouli

Farm Size Gua: All Si.es

Average of
10 Most Profitable Farms

G.M. aciPer 100 Acres Farmed G.M. eta Per 100 Acres Farmed
per acre' : G.M. etc. per acre: . G.M. etc. 1

•

g i Acres g Acres

41.3 3256
0.1
1.

62.6 i 19.0
61.0 1.2

311 ALL LIVESTOCK

32 CROPS & LIVESTOCK

33 Add Miscel. Income
34 Forage c/f less b/f
35 Buildings,  Waste Etc.

36 1 GROSS MARGIN

Fixed Costs
37 Labour
38 Machinery and Power
39 Rent
40 tOther Overheads

41 ITOTAL FIXED COSTS
42 FARM INCOME

1+3 I•c_iapiSize of _Farms 
44 Current Exps.
45 Tenant's Livestock
46 iCapital Machinery
471 TOTAL

37.3
10.2

92.1
1.

72.0
34.0

2.2

0.1

0.1

97.4

2.6

77.9 100

13.5
12.8
10.4
5.4_

2.0
1190
73

19
11

21

14

7578

214

42.1 ' 100 4212

35.8 : 100 3580

7.0 :
78.4 ;
75.2

9.5 i
0.8 *:

4940
750
59

5.7 7.1 57 9)
73.9 i
93.5 i
214.1 i
105.7

10.7

2.0
6.9
3.6
0.3,

147
645
773
28

SIM

232.4 0.6

35.1 14,7
• • •

• • .• 0.1 •--

129

92.1 84..7 H 7792

129.9 i 8.3 : 1079
65.0 : 2.3 : 149 

1228115.9 : 10.6 i
9.8 : 3.9 : 10

106.2 1.5 15

.2
(29.3)
(18.4) :

0.1

000

.5 1538.
327
637-

171.1 14.6 2502_

103.7 99.3 1029

0.9 i x - 88

. 
x

103.8 100 10332

13.3
12.0
10.8
-5.2

i 1326
1202

" 1085 •
15

41.3 100 : 4128

62.5 100 ; 6254

acres -

•

57.
23.4
20.6 i
101.8 i

acres
.5783

i 2339
2060

i 10183

.0.1
23.6 :
20.2 i
103.8 :

..0O5
2357
2021
10383



GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS HARVEST YEAR 1973

Table 13

Farm Classification: All Types

Districts:• Nos. R7 and 8 - South Cambs/berts. Farm Size Group: All Sizes

Items

Average of Average of
54 Farms in Group 1 10 Most Profitable Farms

G.M. etc: Per 100 .Acres ParmedI 
1 
G.IL etc: Per 100 Acres Farmecl,

per acre: G.M. etc. per acres G.M. etc.
E i Acres • E 1 E i Acres E

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

eat, winter
" spring,

All Wheat
Barley
OatB
ehlixed Corn

All Oereals
Beans, field
Peas, field
Potatoes
Sugar Beet
General seeds.

Beans/Peas
Roots
Brassicae
Soft Fruit
Bulbs, Etc.
:Miscellaneous

All Grass Crops Sold
Land Let Off
Bare Fallow

-P

20 ALL CASH ,CROPS

86.8 i 29.1 2524 95.0 28.2
awe

2674

86.8 29.1 2524
70.9 i 31.8 2256
59.2 3.1 181

MOP

77.5 (64.0) : (461)
77,7
64.1 .

163.1
90.2
47.1 ;
49.7

162.0

4.4
0.3
1.3
4.1
0.8
0.6

0.2 L 23

342
18

211
369
9
32

180. 2
61.9 i 3.0 183
8.8 i 0.6 i 6

91.7 : 0.8 : 

77.3 80.1 6185

95.0 28.2 , 2674
67.9 40.9 2779
90.3 2.0 182

79,3' (71.1) : S5635)
81.4 2.4 192
113.6 1.8 210
249.5 2.0 503
121.3 4.5 551

ale

11•11. /MS

ONO

NNW

OS

ale

elle

ONO

41.0 2.8 - 115

0.5 

84.7 85.1 7206

21 Dairy Caws
22 " Young Stock
23 All Dairy
24 Beef/Stores
25 . All Cattle

1

26 ,heep
27 orses
28  All Grazing Stock'
29 Pigs (Per E100
30 Poultry_gross output

31 ALL LIVESTOCK

'99.4 i 6.3 i 621 1 127.8 6.4
47.9 : 2.1 : 102 1 25.5 : 2. 
86.3 :
24,9
60.0 14.7
27.8 2.0
151.
56.4 i 16.7

(25.5) 0.1
(17.1) :

8.4 .
6.3

i 16.8 *: 1587

' 723 . 100.3 8.8 i
157 _ 42.9 : 2.2 
880
55

821
60

881
'94

88.9 i 11.0 : 975
IMO 010

IMP

942 88.9 11.0
358 32.33154
287 

0.9 .
k.7 • - 2174

11.9 6303

32 CROPS : & LIVESTOCK

33 AIL Miscel Income
34 orage 'cif less b/f
35 Buildings, Wastel Etc

36 ' GROSS MARGIN

80.2 96,9 7772

1.2 z 116
0.3 x
2.8

78.9 100 7888

139.2 97.0 13509

1 4,4 x : 436
x 0.1 x
  x 

139.4 i 100 i 13945
Fixed Costs

37 Labour
38 Machinery and Power
39 Rent
40 Other Overheads

41 TOTAL FIXED COSTS

42 FARM INCOME

13.7
13.5
9.3 :
4.4

40.9 100

37.9 100

1373
1353

i 931
438

4095

3793

13.3 1335
22.6 2257
11.8 1178
6.3 i 626 

54.0 100 5396

85.5 i 160 8549

43 Avera:e Size of Farms
441 Current Exps. 56.0'
45 45 Tenant's Livestock . 24.2 i
46 ',capital Machinery 21.4
47 TOTAL i 101.6

2 acres
5595
2424
2136
10155

119 6.CTS

58.7
39.4 .
32.0 i

: 130.1 i

5866
3945

. 3200
1301



GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS 

Table 14 
Farm Classification: All Types
District: No. 9 - V. Cambs/Hunts

HARVEST YEAR 197., 

Farm Size Group:. All Sizes

Items

Average of
45 Farms in Group 

i 10 Most Profitable Farms
Average of

G.M. etc Per 100 Acres Farmed G.M. etc Per 100 Acres Farmed.
per acre i G.M. etc. per acrei

i Acres Acres
G.M. etc.

Wheat, winter
spring

All Wheat
2 Barley
3 pats

(Rye Mixed Corn
5 All Cereals
6 Beans, field
7 Peas, field
8 Potatoes
9 Sugar Beet
10 General Seeds
11 'Beans/Peas
12 Roots
13 Brassicae
14 1:Soft Fruit
15 Bulbs, Etc.
16 .Miscellaneous.
17 All Grass Crops Sold
18 Land Let Off
19 Bare Fallow

92.9 39:1 3633 112.5 39.7 : 4470

92.9
72.2
52.4

•, 39.1
• 24.2
1.7

3633
1749
87
ONO

112.5 i 39.7 i
81.7 24.3
54.8 0.3 i

4470
1983
16

6 .0 6 100.6 i 6i,.
88.9 i

142.2.
92.392.3
86,3L

3.7

2.0
4.0
1,4

153.0 i 2.0

233.2 0.6
126.0

97.5 0.7
74.1
9.7

MU.

2.5
1.4
1.2 .

327

280
374
124
312

140

183
13

89.4

183.0
111.5
5010
56.6

135.0

11•1111

3.4

2.4
3.5
2.6

66
303

443
393
20 

5.5 859

113.0 2.4

0.3

•

SNIP

elle

275

20 ALL CASH CROPS
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

31

32

86.3 84.5 7291 . 106.3 i 84.4 8975. .
Dairy Caws

." Young Stock
All Dairy
Beef/Stores

All Cattle
Sheep
Horses

All Grazing Stock
Pigs (Per MO
Poultr oss out ut

ALL LIVESTOCK

CROPS & LIVESTOCK

127.9 i
6.2

89.6
40.2 :
64.2
40.2

3.9 , 495 134.7 i 3.5 i 467
1.8 11 2'.2 1.1 : 28
5.7
6.0
11.7
0.8

506
241 
747
33

107.3 i 4.6 :
8.2

66.4 i 12.8
Ole ONO

INNS

495
5
850

62.6 i 12.5
32.7)
2. OMR

780
340
2

66.4 : 12.8
(43.8) 0.1 i 822

95.5 ; 12.5 1192 x • 12.9 :

33 1Add Miscel. Income
34 Forage cif less b/f
35 Buildillgs, Waste, Etc. 1
36

37
38
39
40

GROSS MARGIN

87.5

1.4

i 97.0 8483 109.4
: x : 137 1.3
(-)0.4

: 3.4 x x  
86.2 100 8620

97.3

: (40.9
• 3,6 '

07.8 ; 100

850

1672

106471

29

10776
Fixed Costs
Laboour
Machinery and Power
ent
Other Overheads

41 TOTAL FIXED COSTS

1-'ARM INCOME

11.0 i 1098 9.5
•

13.0 1303 12.8 i
9.1 i : 913 8.7 i
3.6 •  . 6 8 •
36.8 i 100 i 3678 34.8 HOO
49.4 100 4942 73.0 MOO• , :143 Avera e Size of Farms

i44 iCurrent Exps.
145 ?Tenants! Livestock
146 !Capital Machinery
147 ! TOTAL

56.9
16.1
25.3
•98.3

346 acres: 
: 5688
• 1615
• 2528

9831

51.9
15.7
28.6
96.2

, 954
1275
874

3480

7296

1 • acres
5189
1567
2863
9619



GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS HARVEST YEAR 1973

Table 15

Farm Classification: All Types

District: No. 10-7 Isle of Ely Fens TIEEJILasInv All Sizes
 vimartarirrirmima.

Items -
,

Average' of
47 Farms in Group .

Average of
10 Most Profitable Farms

G.M. etc
per acre

L

Per 100 Acres Farmed G.M. etc
per acre

L

Per 100 'Acres Farmed

i i G.M. etc.
i Acres L

i i G.M. etc.
. Acres i L

. . .. .
1 Wheat, winter . 92.3 36.3 5350 94.3 ...: 32.7 . 3086,

tt spring 79.2 ' 0.7 i 57 75.2 1.0 74

All Wheat . 92.1 i 37.0 i 3 .7 ' 9 .0 i 33.7 i 31.0 .
2

,
Barley 69.1 : 13.3 i 921 77.5 18.0 : 1392

.3 Oats ' 58.1 i 0.7 38 55.0 . 1.1 62 t

4 Rye/Mixed C0143. . - . - : - _ : .

5 All Cereals ' 5.. i 51.0 ; ..)
6 Beans, field 99. i 0.7 i •• _. . MO

Peas, field - , . _

8 Potatoes 192.1 15.0 2889 193.8 i 19.1 i 3701

9 Sugar Beet 
•

. . 98.6 ; 19.6 : 1930 112.4 i 20.4 2293
10 General Seeds 1.9 . 0.2 : 5 31.9 i 1.1 i 5
11 ,Beans/Peas" ' 12..8 : 3. i 3 139.: 1.: : 252
'l , Roots 228.3 : 1.6 : 367 327.3 i 0.3 . 89
1:31 olBrassicae -  _ - _

14
15 1

liSoft
;-I -
0Bulbs,

Fruit
Etc.

290.0
241.5

• - i
: - .

2

7

290.0
241.5

- :
0.2* i

'13
44

16 m Miscellaneous 201.2 : 0.6 119 : - - :

17 All Grabs Crops' Sold 17. i 0. i 7 9.0 i 0.1 .

18 Land Let Off 38.8 i 2.0 : 79 100.0 i - : - .

19 Bare Fallow MO OM • ... MO •

, •

20 ALL CASH CROPS 108.6 i 94.5 i 10273 115.3 : 95.8 : 11046

21 Dairy Cows 123.2 i 0.2 i . 2
2 " Young Stock 12.7 i -

.
1 - : -

23 All Dairy ' 112.5 : 0.2 i . 25 -

24 Beef/Stores 45.3 : 2.0 88 63A i 0.9 ' 57
25 All Cattle - 52.1 : 2.2 i 113 3. 0.9 57

26 Sheep _ . .
27 Horses - . OM • MO• OM : OM :

0 -All'Grazing Stock 52.1 : 2.2 i 113 3. 0.9: i 57
no Pigs (Per £100 (21.8) : : 403 (37.0) 1575

30 Poult .ross out .ut (34.9) : - ; 52 (42. )i-i 2 • 1

31 ALL LIVESTOCK 261.4 ! 2.2 i 568 x 0.9 : 1923

32 CROPS & LIVESTOCK 112.1 : 9..7 i11• 1 13 -.1 9o.7 : 129.9

33 Add Miscel. Income 1.6 i x 157 2.1 i x : 206'
34 Forage c/f less b/f x : 0.1 : x x g0.2.. ! .x .

5 Buildin s Waste Etc. x • 3.2 • x x. i 3.5 • . x

36 GROSS MARGIN 110.0 100 i 10998 131.8 1100 ' ' 13175

Fixed Costs • :. .
:•• .

137 abour 22.6 i 2257 15.2 i i 1515

38 Machinery and Power 19.7 ; i 1969 21.0 : : 2100

39 11.0 : 1102 11.1 1114

40
,ent
other Overheads 6.4 • H 642 6.3 : 625

41 OTAL FIXED COSTS 59.7 : 100 :: 5970 53.6 i100 : 5354

42 ARM INCOME 50.3 100 5028 78.2 MOO 7821

43 'verao-e Size of Farms i 1 1 acres :111 acres

LA Current Exp . 102.1 : 1020. 91.0 i . 9100

45 enant's Livestock 11.2 : 1124 13.7 1370

46 Capital Machinery 35.6 ; 3556 44.o i 4402

47 TOTAL 148.9 ,i ; 14886 1 148.7 . 14872



GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS

Table 16

Farm Classification: Fen Arable

YEAR 197

Districts: Nos. 11 and R11 - Lines (Holland) Farm Size Group: All Sizes
I

Items

Average of
42 Farms in Group

Average of
10 Most Profitable Farms

G.M. eta Per 100 Acres Farmed G.M. etc Per 100 Acres Farme 
per acre.: G.M. etc. per acre i G.M. etc.

E Acres : E i Acres : E

Wheat, winter
spx-ing

. All Wheat
2 Barley
3 Oats
4 Rye/Mixed Corn

• ais
6 Beans, field
7 Peas', field
8 Potatoes
9 Sugar Beet
10 General Seeds
11 IBeans/Peas
12 0 Roots
13 1J Brassicae
14 ti Soft Fruit
15 Bulbs, Etc.
16 ,Miscellaneous
17 All Grass Crops Sold
18ILand Let Off
19 Bare *Fallow

94.5 33.5 3169
80.8 : 0.1 i 8
94.5 33.6 : 3177
70.1 10.3 722
59.5 0.3' 17

0.11

105.5. ; 27.5 2901
Mal

105.5
86.1
57.9

27.5 :
7.0
1.0 i

. 88 6 : 442 _916 100.3 5.5

2901
600
59

3560

74.9 1.1 86

164.5 11.8 1936
116.8 10.0 i 1173
72.5 : 3.6 r43,
110.7, : 11.9 

1 

463.2 1.2 548:
179.5 : 4.1 739
58.1 0.1 3
268.8 i 2.4 632
1251.7 :• 0.1 121

MIPM =PM

238.7 12.3 2936
93.6 : 9.8 913
.80.2 : 8.1 : 648
128.4 9.3
656.8 1.8
252.2 13.8
502.9 0.1
458.2 2.7
1516.0 : 0.1

119E
1165
3479
58

1234
100

35.9 1.9 68
40.9 0.7 i 30

(41.2 1.0 (-)1 

20 ALL CASH CROPS 115.0

21 Dairy Caws
22 " Young Stock
23 All Dairy
24 Beef/Stores
25 All Cattle
26 Sheep
27 Horses
28 All Grazing Stock . 60.2 i
29 Pigs (Per £100 (28.6
30 Poultr, •ross out .0

31 ALL LIVESTOCK

94.1

95.4 1.0 100
MOP

um.

10825 1 163.0 94.5 15391

=NIP MM/IP 11/10

=MP =MI

63.5 2.7  •17 
63.5 2.7 i 173
43.2 : 0.6 i 23

114.3
114.3

4.2 484
'4.2 i 484

IMO 0.11

Mom ONO IMO

103.5 • 3.3 338

196 114.3 i 4.2 484
142 I (4o,p) 938:

4.2 1422

32 MOPS &LIVESTOCK

33 Add Miscel, Income
34 Forage c/f less b/f
35 Buildings, Waste, Etc.

36: GROSS MARGIN

!Fixed Costs

114.6 i 97.4 11163

1.5 x i 152
x 0.2 :
x 2.0;

113.2 100 11315

170.4 98.7 16813

0.9 x 93
0.1 : x •
1.3

169.1 100 16906

37 Labour 26.7 2669 26.7 i
38 Machinery and Power 18.4 1835 21.6 i . gr9 'i 

.
• .

39 Rent' 14.9 1487 13.0 1296
40 Other Overheads  7.2 ' -722  6. 6 2

41 TOTAL FIXED CMS 67.1 i 1.00 6713

42 FARM INCOME

p_ _I

, 46.0 i

: 289 acres
44' 1

100 

:::: 
43 Averagjize of Farms 

1 Current Exps.1 125.9 i
45 Tenant's Livestock 1 7.1 i i 709
6,Capita1 Machinery , 29.8 • 2976
471 ' - 1 TOTAL 162.8 ii ' . 16278

67.5 :

101.5 •

100

1.00

: 152 acres
136.2 i
14.8
39.8 ;
190.8

6753,

10153

13621
1476
3979

i 19076



Table 17

HARVEST YEAR 197 

.ANALYSIS OF "VARIABLE" COSTS

Farms
Report-
ing

AVERAGES OF I14 "UPLAND" FARMS
: Variable .Costs per Acre  

i 
All 

Sprays *: Miscel. :Allocatable _
. • •

iFertsi and ..nel.Tpt. Gas.seeds 
:

TOTAL

?arms
Report-7
ing

AVERAGES OF 83 FEN FARMS
Variable Costs per. Acre

Sprays: Niscel.All9qatable
Fertsi. and -in4;.Tpt. Con- Gas. . TOTAL

Seeds -: . • Du ts & Levies *: tract Labour
:

I ineat, winter .
" . spring

.
%
89 •
3 .

.E : E i E • : .E i . E
4.0 :. 7.2 4.1 i 0.2 : 15.5
5.3 : 7 4 : 2.4 :t , - . • 11j

?ci
99
8

. :. : : i E
• 4.8 : 2...6 i 2.7 : 0.1 1.0 i - i 11.2
5._7 j7 0.2 .: • - : - 12,2

All Wheat • . 89
_

4.0 i 7.2 : 4.1 - i 0.2 •i - :. 15.5 99 4.8 : 2.6 i 2.7: : 0.1 : 1.0 i - i 11.2
2 Barley . . 88 ' 3.9 : 5.9 i .2.6 i 0.1 :. 0.1 ,i - •:. 12.6 84 4.5 : 3.4 i 2.4 : 0.1 i• 0.5 i .- : 10,9 2
3 Oats , 33 4.0 5.9 ; 1.5 :. - : : - : 11.4 , 13 5.2 : 3.8 ': 2.7, : . - : 11.7 3
4 Rye/Mixed Corn 1 - '.,6 : 6 1 0 *: - : -; : - : 8.2_2 0 - : - : - .... . - • - 4

96 3.9 6,6 3.4: 0.1 : 0.2 • : - : 14.2 100 4.7 2.8 :. 2.6 0.1 009 : - : 11.15 All Cereals . 5
6 Beans, field , 39 3.9 1.1 : 3,0 . -: i 0..9 .. 8.9 13 5.9 : 0.2 i 3.2 : - ' 0.7 : : 10.0 6
7 Peas, field 4 :9.9. 2.8.*: 6,9 .0.3. 2.82 -. : 22.7 0 .... • : _ 7

8 Potatoes 27 31.5 . 21.4 9.7 : 13.0 i 2.2 :20.6 98.4 96 29.8 22.2i 9.8• : 9.1 :10.0 16.2 97.1 8
..9 Sugar Beet 53 4.9 :16.5 :.. 6.4 i 11.2 : 2.4 :. 3.0 :. 44.4 94 . 6.2 : 15.9 : 5:9 : 9.0 : 2:4 : • 4.9 i 44.3 9
10 General Seeds 10 2.6 8.3 2.1 H - i 1,5 : 0.2 :. 14.5 16 0.5 7.9: .7 .: 0.6 : 1.6 i --. : I 10
11 Beans/Peas , 18 11.1 : .3.3 i 5.7- i 1.2 i 3.5 i 2.2 * 27.0

'.
. 49 • :17.1 - : 1.7 : 4.2 - 2:1 15.7 0.3 i 4101 11

12 Roots 
.

1 • 18.3 . 19.8 10.4- : 24.3 :: 1.9 :.41.7 116.3, 27 24.5 : 16,4 :. 21.7. : 10.7 i 5.6 :. 29.5 108.4 12
13 ..1) Brassicae . 5 10.9 :21.8 .: 12.9 i 10.5 :12.2 60.3 :128.6 24 19.4 : 17.6 8,3 0.1 50.2 :54,1 1.49.7 13
14 1: Soft Fruit . 4 103.0 :: . 8.6 :: 21.9 :. 15.2 : - 104.3 253.0 17 117.9 i 5.8 ; 18.1' . 72.6 - : 59.3 :273.7 14
15 m Bulbs, Etc. • - 1 289.7 5.19- 7.1 i 10.7 - . 37.5 3,50:9 - 17 321.8 10.3 i 7.3 : 21.5 : 7.5 :: 27.6 :396:0 15
16 Miscellaneous. . . 6 • 86.4 : 9,0 *,;' 8.9- : 3.6 :. 1.0 :22.1 :. 1:d31.4 5 174.6 : 2O8 i 8.9 63. .:15..,2 i 1E,3„8 112.22 16
17 All Grass Crops Sold 37 . 2.3 i 4.3 - 1.0' • 1.2, : 0.2 , . . 9.0 7 2.4 : 2.2 : 0.3 : 0..1 . i 2.0 :. - .: 6,9 17
18 Land Let Off 18 . 0.1 : 0.5 : - : - : - : - : 0.6 1 . 22 - 0.4 • a.. • .... . 0.4 18
19 Bare Fallow . 2 • 01,2 0.3 - :. - :. - : - : 0,.5 .j9 1.2 *: - : - - : ..., : • - i 1 2 19

ALL CASH CROPS 1I7 7.2 3,8 : 1.3 0,6 : 1.2 : 1(1.5 100 ,
:-

15,.6 811 : 4.7 LItt5 : 42.6_20 20___2,4
Variable - Costs per Forage Acre . USED 1

........5.22...L.da_.
Variable Costs - per Fora, 

LIVESTOCK . . •
Concentrates • - "Vet.AI. :.. Cis. i Forage - .

' • -

.1.2,saT
r777--Concentrates : Vet. _I i Gas. i Forage •

•TOTAL Bol.af. ;ht 117,frown ,A11. - .Misc. :Labour: only
.uramenie •

iBoi.i,ht .H- ,--/4.2.11'.1,s. :. Misc. ''Labour:. only TOTAL
21 Dairy Cows 20 59:9 i 9.9 : 69.8 : 10.1 : - 11.1 91.0 1 10.7 : 7.3 :18.0 :. 5.9 : - i 2.6 : 26.5 21
22 1 " Young Stocl.c 20 ' 26.8 : .6 34.4: 2.8 : 0 I . :. 7.6 :.49 1 48O :: 22.7 70.7 70.7 • : i - : 34 :.77.3 22
23 All Dairy 20 50.1 : 9.2. :;59.3 . . : 8.0 : 0.1 i10.0 : .77.4 1: 14.3 i 8.8 i 23.1 : ' 5.6 - : 2.7 31.4 23
24 Beef/Stores . . , . 39 ' .:,6. - 2 .7 '6 .4 18 - - : r,,,LL,68.9 • :. - 14.3 :37.6 : •3.4: : .1 : 44.....1_ 24
25 All Cattle 50 45.1 :14.7:59.8 i 6.4 : - 8.0 i 74.2 23

...j
23.0 i 14.1 :37.1 : 3.5 :. - i 3:1 43.7 25

26 Sheep 7' 11.1 :. 5.5 i.16.6 3.9 : 0.3 :. 5.2 26.0 • 2 : 4.6 2.5 7.1. : 0.8 i • - : 2.6 :. 10.5 26
27 Horses ' 1 • 17. :5.7:-2.6 28 : - ....5.0 ' 2.4 • 0 . - : - : - • : --- 27
28 All Grazin:• Stock 1 A ,,2 : A. .• : 60 4 : 0.,1 • :7 • I . 2

.
20 8 : 2.7 : .2 1 28

I Items per . -. ‘  , . - •. . . .
•: • 

. .. .. :
29 Pis £100 Gross '34 (55.3) 02.7)(68.0) (1.9) 0.0) (0.0 i (69.9) 22 . (55.4):. (18.5)A73.9 . (2.2) ,, . ((0...0 .; 0....0)- •I6.1 ), 29
- 0!PoUltr out .ut. . • 1 • i 2 : .• : 7 .2 : ..2 .1 0..0 : • 6 • 46 Y,(1•.2)::(6 . ' : - (L :' 1..) 0.0) . 68 • _



GROSS MARGIN ANALYSIS HARVEST YEAR 1973

Table 18

Farm Classification: All Types._

:District: All Farm Size Group: All Sizes

,

Items

Average. of
314 "Upland" Farms_

Average of
83 Fer4an...4 Farms

G.M. etc:, Per 100 Acres
per acre ';G.M. etc.

i Acres ;

Farmed G.M. etc Per 100 . Acres Farmed,
per acre: G.M. etc.

E Acres :

2
3
4

6

8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

Wheat, winter
" spring

All Wheat
Barley
Oats
Rye/Mixed Corn
All Cereals
Beans, field
Peas, ...field..........
Potatoes
Sugar Beet
General Seeds

Beans/Peas
Roots
Brassicae
Soft Fruit
Bulbs, Etc.
!Miscellaneous

All ,Grass Crops Sold
Land let off
Bare Fallow-

20 ALL CASH CROPS

21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

31

32

33
34
35

36

88.4
6.6
88.2

- 70.4 i
61.6 i

34.4 . 3042
0

77.1
78.2
136.8
101.6
7.8

34.8 3075
25.3 1781
2.2 135

3. 303
0.9 68
2.1 281
6.1 618.
0.8 45

93.6. • 34.5 ' 3235
O. 26

93.5 34.9 3261
69.7 11.4 795
58.8 , 0.4 • 25

•

81.0 1.0.

176.3, 13.0
107.1 13.5
71.3. 2.3

79

2287
1452
166

85.7
382.7
148.2
141.2
3.9
89,0 
64.8
12.3
(40.5

81.3

2.2 : 184
0.1 22
0.2 35
).1 18

: 2 
2.3 150
1.1 13
0.8

elle

4111.111

83.2 6759

Dairy Cows
1'. Young Stock

All Dairy
Beef/Stores

All Cattle
Sheep
Horses

All Grazing Stock
Pigs (per £100
Poultr ass out ut

ALL LIVESTOCK

CROPS & LIVESTOCK

Add Miscel. Income
Forage cif le'ss b/f
Buildings  'Waste, Etc

GROSS MARGIN

116.7
27.1

5.5 646
- 643

90.2 i 7.8 • 709
16

. 872_
0.7 i 23
0.1  6 
13.3 901
0.1 567

113 

13.4 158i

86.4 96.6 8340 •

2.3 x • 226

69.3...
34.9 i
7 .1
67.6

(30.0
20.

113.1
359.3
179.5 ,
74.1
268.6
30.3
33.9
39.6

(41.2

8.8
1.3
2.6

1.5
0.3
1.4

, 1.2
0,7 

1 112.7 94.3

1 123.2H 0.1
1 -12.7
.112.5 0.1

8,1 2
. .,..59.9. 2.5

43.2 0.4 i

3,4

65.7 ' 100 8566

Ole

991
481 •
467
3

401
120
46,
48

10621

9
1

150
15

165
238
20 

423

57.9
23.1 .
3'1.9 •

2.9
Ole

2.9

113.7 97.2 11044

1.5, x 154
0.2 :

• 2.6

112.0 100 11198
_

Fixed Costs 
37 Labour
38 Machinery and Power
39 Rent
40 Other Overheads

41 TOTAL FIXED' COSTS

42 FARM INCOME]

14.3 i i 1430
14.5 i i 1450
10.4 *1044
4,8 : 479 

44.0 100 - 4403'

41.6 foo : 4163

'25.2
18.8
13.5 i
6.9.

64.4.64.4

47.6

100

100

2517
1884
.1345
.6

6439

; 4759

43 Average Size of Farms 
44 Current Exps.
45 Tenant's _Livestock
46 Capital Machinery
47 TOTAL- ' •

62.9 :
20.9
23.7

107.5

32(4 acres
6285
2095
2374

: 10751

21-9-4. acres 
117.1 11714
8.6 : • 862
31.9 ; 319b

-157.6 15766



TABTP 19

Farming Capital Requirements and Return on Capital 

Harvest Years 1972 and 1973

„
District (Year

• I

Items per 100 Acres
-.Net Farmers i Manage-; Capital Requirements - 
Farm • !Manual -1-ment - &el Current Live- -IImpltsi -TOTAL
Income Labour Income :Exips. I stock Machy.

, Return
on

Cadaltal

- Up .to. 100. acres. --- 1, 7 - - - Z • l' - -.E 7--i
'A, BE - 8c F -Crops. 1972i - .2563 --- 1046 - 1517
8c M.I.5c .L/Stock 1973 3875 1353 i ' 2522 •. ,

IC. Mainly .-- 1-972 4843. • -1296 -• -3547 -1
. Dairying 1973 :- 1020 1589 • - - I 0569:-.

D. Pigs-and''.1972 .' ..4922 • 1203,. - 7 - 3719
•:..1)..oultry ,, : 1973 7753 1699 ...:: ' 6054..

All excl. • Fen . 1972 t : -3866 1149.. : 'j 2717,
•_• , .- Arable- 19731 .4212 1 1501 . _ 2711:

G. Fe'n - ,...........- 

, 

19721.. 4294-- 1256 • - : -3038 -
. Arable 19731. ' 6444 .1952 4492:

Over 100 acres  -
A. Mainly -

Cereals

B. Mixed
Cropping

C., Mainly.
Dairying '

D. pigs and
Poultry .

EF. Mixed
- Livestock

All excl. Fen.
Arable.

G. Fen
- -Arable

All Size Groups

1972
1973

1972
1973

1972
1973

1972
1973

1972
1973

1972
1973

1972
1973

5641
6074

1749
6562

5976
_ 8739

5032
6894

11842
13550

--E
2086
3064. .

7403
• 8286

15998' -
17414

12773
-15467

'527 - -
386

2512
2440

2458- --
3231

3248
3969

4536
3034

3636
4699

10239
11578

- 11610•
18079 -

1522.2
20122

12341
15395

16005
18635 L

14.8
21.8

30.6
Negative

24.4
30.1

22.0
7., 6

19.0
24.1

1694
4203

1757
4038

3030
3279

3099
1,5802

-3397
3366

2195
42034.

2997
4364

102
- 138

113
181

1592 1 5111
4065 -5861

1644, 6715
3857 8175

161 1 2869*
218 3061,.

160, 2939.
232- 5570

• 08'. -3289
146-, 3220

120 2075j
174. . 4029

160. 2837:
- 217-- • -4147:

2777
3562

5946
6422

',4225
5458

5287
6303

10668
1-1829

372
535

515
679

4-063
5221

12011
3023

4352
6072

1888
2006

439
.616

1661
2075

2039
2521

1878
2286

2234
2881

2030
.2330,.

1407
12369

12341
2965

7144 ,
8471

9269
11375

8718
11069

16191
12326-

10606'
13860

- 8582
10678 .

13448
15410

22:3
48:0

17.7
33 9

32:9.
27.7

28.8
.45.2

- -31.0
23.2

24.2
37.7

- 21.1.
26.9

- -1 Norfolk' - 1972 -.1911--
1973 3561

3. C. Suffolk. 1972v 2410
1973 4461

-N • Essex 1972 - 2266
1973 5102

6. S. Essex 1972 2127
1973 3580

8. S. QiliabV 1972 , 2249
.; Herts 1973 3793

9. W. Cambs/ 1972 2493
Hunts 1973 '4942

Al]. "Upland" 1972 2?34
Districts 11973 4163, . _.•

10. Isle of Ely 1972 .,.4413
1973 50,28

11.. -Lines 1972 -2828
(Holland) • 1973 . 4602

All Fens 1972 3352
1973 _4759

All Farms 1972 2405 -
1973 L 4258

166 - 1745
233 3328

134 2276
196 4265

223
288

93
132-

178
246

163
236

153
214
-
440
559

226
312

297
403

2043
4814

2034
3448, '

2071
•3547

2330
4706

2081
3949

• 3973
4469

2602
4290

3055
4356

175 - 2230
244 • 4014

6297
7662

5504
6477

5504-
6580

4844
5783

4889
5595

4794
5688

5295
6285

8793
10206

.11579
12593

10659
11714

-6115
7156

1332
2021

1680
2418

1110
1483

1-817
2339

1563
2424

1377
1615

151.1
2094

921
1,124

552
710

674

1 862
h 383
11897

2001
2449

2171
2576.

1
2051
2611

1781
2061

1754
2136

1880
2528

1933
2371

2795
3556

2383
2976

2519
3190

12023
12502

9630 j
12132 27.4 •

9355 24.3
11471 37.2

8665 j 23.6
10674 45.1

8442 • 24.1
10183 - 33.9

8206
10155

8051 --
9831

8739
10750

112582946

14514•
16279

13852
15766

9521
11555

25.2
3_4.9

28.9
47.9

23.8
36.7

31.8.
30.0

17.9
26.4

22.1
27:6

23.4 --•
34.7


