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Linseed Costs Investigation 1948.

(Interim :Report)

Introduction
..•••••••••

The world shortage of agricultural products and the

serious economic position of the country have made necessar
y an

ambitious plan for the expansion of agricultural producti
on.

In the words of the government's white paper (Economic S
urvey

for 1948) "Homo agriculture is a major factor in our hopes
 of a

tolerable standard of diet in the years ahead " The

Agricultural Expansion Programme puts in concrete term
s the

contribution which farmers are expected to make towa
rds recovery:

they are expected to produce one-fifth more in 1951 t
han was

produced in 1946-47. This mans an increased, net output, at

1946-47 prices, of about ,c;100 millions of which more 
than half

is to be derived from livestock.

One of the most serious limiting factors in our

livestock production -prografincs is the shortage of protein feed.

World production of the oilsceds from which oilcake
s are derived

has declined seriously&nce 1939, and the expansio
n of our

livestock output depends to a large extent on our 
ability to

develop home production in order to supply the ne
cessary Protein

food. The number of crops is limited which fulfil th
e two

requirements of being reasonably easy to grow in
 this country and

of producing a scud of high protein content suita
ble for balancing

livostock rations composed largely of home grown
 food. Beans and

peas arc already widely grown although the acreag
e of the former

has declined owing to the prevalence of chocolate-sp
ot disease and

the consoluont fall in yields and the uncertainty
 of securing a

reasonable crop. Neither has the high protein content of 
oilcakc,

nor are they as suitablc as oilcakes for finishing boof c
attle and

fat sheep. Of the oilseeds linseed would appear to be the most

suitable for home production. The linseed plant has boon very

widely grown in England for fibre over many generations
. Special

machinery or implements are not required. And in addition the

oil is urgently needed for industrial use.

The fulfilment of the livestock production progra
me is

dependent on an adequate supply of protein food, and m
uch of the

increased supply is to come from the home grown lins
eed crop.

The important which is to be attached to the crop is 
illustrated

by the production targets which have been set: 100,000 acres in

1948, 200,000 acres in 1949 and 400,000 acres in 1951. These

may be compared with a total linseed acreage fa both seed and fibre

production in 1939 of under 5,000 acres.

Comparatively few farmers are experienced in
 Frowing

linscod for scud. Sonic have had experience of the crop for

fibre production, involving a different productive 
technique,

and it is clear that for the majority the crop will 
be a now

enterprise. With this fact in mind the Department of Agric
ultural

Economies has been collecting data on the costs of 
growing,

harvesting and threshinf7 the crop during 1948-49. 
Not all the

co-o)orating farmers have threshod out their linsee
d yet but it

was thought advisable to Present an interim report 
giving all the

information now available. A final report giving full informat
ion

on costs of production and threshing will be p
resented later.
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i)n of the Sari le.

11011,

Records from thirty-four farms have been analysed in thia

report. Of these ten are in Lindsey, ten in Kesteven, twelve in

Nottinghamshire and two in Leicestershire.

Soils

The soils on which the crop was grown varied from heavy

clays to Nottinghamshire sand and included examples of foY.22p_113.

gravels, learns and blue clay. . Good and poor crops have

'produced on all types of soil and the data present no 'clear

indication of the relationship between type of soil and.

successful crops. It was found however that cold heavy soils

do not suit the crop.

Varieties Grown

. The min varieties grown were Royal and Redwing, On

piece of. English Branching linseed was found and. also one of Bison.

Eight farmers were growing trial plots on both Royal and Redwing

for the Agricultural Executive Committees. The Redwing variety

was generally more forward than the Royal which grew a greater.

length of straw.

Examples have been found where the yield from the Royal

wam better than Redwing. On heavy land in one case the Redwing

suffered from draught earlier on in the year, but on sand land

Royal yielded better but did not grow long enough in the straw'

to use *a binder.

Weather Conditions in i

The weather has been generally unfavourable for the

which needs plenty of sunshine. Consequently yields were Dor.,,

In addition in some cases the straw grew to such a'great

that the crop became laid and was very difficult to harvest, 2

wet time during the harvesting period also brought about. ac,r01.bici, thc

crop. having to be. left in the stool; longer than was desirable, 
¶r:-)..;

sheaves became matted and often herbage grew round th,--bast3.; ma
king

the collection of the sheaves difficult. Linseed. has bcan ftä

to dry out quickly 'after a shower however., •

p.pa.pons for Growinv Linseed.

There were mixed motives in growing the crop. The

farmers who grew the trials were asked to do so by the Agrloult
7zmi

Executive Comnittoe. Five farmers grow the crop on land with

high wiroworm content, others grow it whore there was,a no.7
be:r of

rabbits in tho vioinity. Half the farmers had grown linf;oed

before, some regularly for many years. One farmer has incorporated

13.11zood into his regular rotatIml. growing the crop after h
in

have .been on the roots until too latt to sow barley, he the:

undersows the linseed. with seeds for the eollovring year. 
Anoth.7

farmer regularly under-sows the linseed. but 1.,t1s found that.

germination of the clovers seems to be advc:rsc affected

average previous yield, is estimated at cwts. Pr acre
am. ,

Nearly half the farmers were intending to ft.,;d thc.

directly to their stock whilst the rest expected to
 so-tt. thy and.

feed their allocation of linseed cake to their stock.



Effects of the Crop on the Land

There are diverse opinions as to the effects of the crop
on the land. Some say that the crop is dirty and. a greedy feeder
and that the effect on the land. of growing linseed can be seen foil.
many years afterwards. Others have found that the land has been
left both clean and in good heart.

and Seedin

The majority of the farmers gave the crop some artificial

manure, usually a dressing equivalent to that for a corn crop. in

two cases muck was applied and one field was limed.

. The average seed rate per acre was 79 lbs. the amounts
varied from. /4_8 to 168 lbs/acre. In seven cases the seed was
broadcast and in the rest it was drilled either with a small see .21s
drill, a corn drill or a combine drill. No particular difficulties
were encountered. It was generally found best not to bury the seed

too deeply and thus to enable the crop to make an early start.
Cross . drilling was net favoured as the crop comes up too thickly

and harvesting is made more difficult.

Weed Destruction

In seven cases the crops were sprayed or dusted in order

to eliminate annual weeds. Agroxone, Phonoxyl and Sodium N.D.C.

were all used with success, and although in certain cases the

growth of the linseed was checked for a period, there was no lasting

effect on the crop.

Harvesting

Twenty of the farmers used a binder for harvesting the

crop, others used a mower because the crop was thick or laid and

even scythes were resorted to. On the whole it was found that

the crop was not an easy one to harvest but where power binders

were used they generally met with success. Care had to be taken

that the straw clid not wrap round the bearings. One experienced

grower recommends cutting with a mower leaving a 6" stubble and
then piling into small heaps. This enables the air to pass freely

beneath the heap and thus dry the crop out well.

Threshinp

Threshing of the crop has been found to be easy but

tedious. In one case the straw wrapped round the drum badly,

but this was unusual. It was found best to feed the crop slowly

into the drum, if possible holding the base of the sheaf slightly

to let the drum beat the head well; to close all blowers to

prevent the linseed blowing out and. to put the Bern plate on the

back of the concave to prevent the bolls going thr-9ugh. Some

advocate putting the crop through twice but others se2-Y that it

is only advantageous to put the riddlings through again.

It has been found best to thresh on as dry a day as

possible. Only 22 of the costed crops have been threshed so far

this year and the average yield is 8:4 cwts/a.cre.. The poor yields

are thought to have been caused by the bad sca.son. The_ wet

weather resulted in many laid crops and seed has been lost by

imocking about during harvesting. The lack of sunshine prevented

the seed from filling out well and some samples were light and. th
in.
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Utilisation of the Straw,

Farmers in many parts of the country have indicated that they
had difficulty in finding a use for the straw and in previous years it has
been either burnt, put at the bottom of crew yards or used for stack bottoms.

This year however, some farmers have sold their straw to paper mills or for
pacidng machinery. The prices received have been widely variable but have

been a usefka.1 contribution to offset against the costs of the crop.

Chaff

In most cases the chaff has been retained on the farm for
feed and is found to be eaten readily by sheep and cattle, A smal:!,

of seed is unavoidably left in the chaff which thus forms a nutriti "

Two growers sold a part of their chaff, for which they received ,o6c.o,
per ton,

The Actual Costs Table .1 & 2

The first thing to be noticed about the costs is that nothrg has
been included for overhead costs, management, depreciation on implemc%Its

(other than tractor) or cultivation residues. In addition the in

Table I are only in the stack, and threshing costs need to be added o

arrive at the cost of obtaining the linseed.

Secondly, 1948 was admittedly a very difficult season and ffAr that

reason the costs should not be regarded as typical of a normal,seaso7;_,

Thirdly, many growers had little or no previous experience

the crop.

The costs illustrate clearly the great diversity of treatmit

recreived by the different field,

Preliminary Cultivations 

These include all cultivations carried out for the crop pr::):-,7to

sowing with the exception of the application of artificials and farrn,

manure. The heaviest costs were in the ploughing out of old grass,

costs varied greatly according to the state of the land and the ease

which a good tilth could be obtained. The average cost of this gro1.p

of operations was 21. 16. 3d. and the majority of costs cane within

range of 15s. Od. to 21. 15. Od.

Other aerations Drier to Harvest

Most growers applied artificials, two applied muck and. one i.traci

the land. Little effort was expended in cleaning operations in most cacz4,

but seven of the crops were sprayed with selective weed killers and In Gto

case the whole crop was hand weeded at.a cost of nearly. 216 per aore.

Taken together these operations cost on average £1.15. 5d.

About two-thirds of the records show costs below the average and the

costs of the others are the result of cleaning operations or of the

application of farmyard manure.

Harvesti3icz4

This operation provided many difficulties which are refleot,:u

in the great range in costs. It is clear that there is considerabje

for reducing costs on many farms, and that unless an efficient mothy of

harvesting can be devised many growers will not be prepared to contil

linseed production.

Average costs of harvesting were V. 7. 9a. plus 21. 9. Od. for
leading and stacking. Over half the growers completed the two operations

at a cost of under £3. O. Od. per acre but as Luny of the yields won: rnor

it is not safe to golairallso as to what can he 1-er:arded as a normal c.:,F;t,
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Other Costs

Most farmers applied artificials, and it is important

to know whether it is an economic proposition to manure the crop.

Blackman ('Agriculture', April 1943) found a negligible effect

on yields even on the poorest soils in trials carried out in 1941 ,

and 194.2.

Seed costs varied largely with the seed rate and it mould

appear that more information is needed by growers as to the

optirmra rate for different soils and conditions. Expenditure on

manures averaged only L1.18. ld. per acre. Ten farmers applied

none and of the remainder the majority spent between Li • O. Ode and

£2.10. Od.. Seed cost per acre averaged RA.. 5. Ods per acre. The

majority of rents were between L1. Oe Ode and 12. O. Od., with an

average of Li. 8. 2d. Spraying or dusting was done in ten caser,,

the common range of cost being from.L2. 13. Od. to £3. 5. Od.
Twine has been charged either at cost or at a standard charge of

7s. 6d. per acre. In twelve cases the crop was harvested without

tying into sheaves.

Up to date there is little evidence that the better land

produced heavier crops than the poor land. A crop expected

to thresh out at 12 cwts was grown on scrub rhidh required ploughing

in the first place with a prairic-:buster hitched to two Fordson

Major tractors. And one of the sand farmers, with only a law

yield in 194.8, has grown as much as 15 cwts per acre on land valued

at only 8s. 6d. per acre, and capable only of growing rye as an

alternative crop.

Threshing Costs see table 2)

Threshing costs jr acre, which are available for 22 cases,

varied considerably, depending on the yield and the difficulties :

encountered, and range from 18s.10d. per acre for a 5 cwt crop to

£6. 16. 8d. for an 18 cwt crop (excluding one abnormal case).

Threshing was usually a slaw process and the output averaged under

four cwts of linseed per hour. Yields were disappointingly low '

and averaged E3i4-1. cwts per acre on those farms.

Conclusion

The effect of the season on the crop and on the a
ttitude

of the farmer to the crop, cannot be over emphasise
d. It has been

a bad season with bad effects. Yields have been poor and many

farmers who have grown linseed for the first time th
is year have

had many discauragemonts which may bias them against 
the crop for

the future. Some farmers however are going to grow linseed again

this year (1949) not usually in inereased amounts, but a
bout the

same acreage as in 194.8.

Many more farmers would be milling to grow linseed if they

could be sure of avoiding the difficulties which have been encountered

in 190. Of these perhaps the most important are those involved in
the harvesting operatiense Many crops were laid, indicating a need

for varieties with stiffer straw. Great difficulties were experienced

by Eau growers in cutting the crop. Some was cut by combine

harvester, some by binder, some by mower and some was cut with scythes.

Various suGals-bions vier‹) made as to the begt method of cutting the crop

covering such items as stage oe growth, type zul.a spewd of the cutter

knife, but there was no unanimity of opinion, and some Lwow-ors

experienced no difficulty at all. Second in importance Wazt

difficulty of threshing the linseed out. Normally this was a0aieved.

by very slow feeding but this involves a considerable increase in +he

_



cost, and it is possible that improved results would be obtained if

threshing contractors were given guidance as to the best setting

of their machines. This enquiry has also brought out the need for

more information cn..tho optizun rates of soeFanr, anC.. manuring under
different conditions.

Many farmers consider the allowance of linseed cake which

they receive as being too low. With a yield of 12 cwt s per acre

the allowance works out at one ton per five acres of linseed grown',

and this is regarded as insufficient incentive to make any big

change in cropping from established practice. On the other hand

it is important in assessing the value of the linseed crop to

boar in mind several very relevant facts. There are throe products

Of the linseed plant on which a value can be placed: the seed, the

chaff and the straw. The seed is valued at ,c55 per ton at present

for a sample of .9C;10 purity. For better samples a higher price is

paid. The chaff is of considerable value for feeding or can be

sold for about £6. 10. Od. per ton. Present indications arc that

the weight of chaff is about equal to the weight of seed. There

is also a market for the straw but prices vary considerably

according to the condition of the straw and its freedom from other

material. For clean straw in good condition as much as £6. 0. oa..
per ton may be obtained. Second, the linseed cake may be worth

very much more to the farmer than its market value if it can be

successfully used. to increase the output of livestock on the farm.

And third, the present state of the market for barley indicates

:that a comparison of returns between this: the most 'likely

alternative crop, and linseed can no longer be fairly done on.

the basis of the maximum price of barley. In addition, in special

cases, linseed as a crop has much to commend it. It can 'be grown

on poor sandy. soils and it is resistant to vrireworm attacks. By

and large there are real advantages to be gained by growing 
linseed

provided the grower is prepared to make the effort to master a new

technique and is willing to tackle the difficulties which may

arise. In addition there will be the satisfaction to be gained

from helping to carry out a programme which has as its aim the

lifting of the country out of the present economic difficultivs.

R.M.B.

February, 194.9.



Table 1 Linseed Costs Investi7,ation -1948. Preliminary statement of cost in stack on 34. farms.

Farm
No; 

25
35
36
17
11
23
7
29

18
15
30-b
26
22

8

2
37
39
31
27
34-
13
21
16

/4-
28
10
20
32
33
3
1,

County

Li

Li

Li
Li

Li

Le
Le

Li
Li
Li
rr

Li

Soil Acres
17; • Costed 

Med.
Cl.
Sand
Med.
Cl.
Med.
H.

'Lied.
Cl.
Light
Light
S.a Cl
Light
H.
H.
H.
Med.
Med.
H
H
Cl.
Cl.
H.
Med.
H.
H.
Cl.
H.

I H.
I H.
Sand
H.

'Gr.&
!Fen 

.1

/4-

5

10

26

13
2
3
5
11
4-

4-21-
4-

7
3
12

3

17

.AVERAGE .-6

K = Kesteven
Le = Leics.

Pzelini- Application
ina.ry of Arti-
Cults. ' -facials

s. d.
. 2.10.

if. 1.
15. 3.
18. 8.
7.11.

3. Li-. 2-1-.
3. 4. 3.
11.10.

1.13. 1.
2. 4- 2.
2. 9. 8.
1. 7. 0.
1.12. 8.
1.10. 5.
2. 8. 4-
2. 8. 0.
1. 8.11.
1. 2. 2.
1.14- 4..
I. 7. 2.
2. 7. 0.
I. 3. 6.
1.14_
1. 5.
5. 0. 2.
4-.17. 9.
2. 1. 2.
1.12. 6.
1.12. 2.
1. 7. 5.
13. 9.

1. 5. 8.
3. 3. 3.

-I 1
1.13. 0.
.16. 3.

Li = Lindsey
N Notts.

3.4.

7. 5.

12. 7.
4.. 2.
1.11.

24-. I.
2. 8.
7. 5.

2. 9.

1.10.

24_. 8.

4- 1-L-
1.17. 9.±
2.16. 1.pc

5. 1.

7 s9.

Sowing
and

- Covering .
s. a.
5. 1.
2. 0.

1.
9. 0.
5. 8.

6-2-1
9.10.
12. 1.
3. 0.
17. 9.
12. 2.
9. 2.

1. 2. 6.
ii. 9.
15. 3.
14- O.
6. 6.
8.11.
8. 4.,
12. 2.
12. 8.
7. 9.
6. 4.
17. 072-
11. 2.
7.10.

6. 2. 9.
8. 2.
19.10.
10. 2.
6. 1.
9. 1.
2. 6.

. 6.

13.8.

Cleaning
Cults
S. CI

1 14- •

2. 7.

1. 5. 0.
2. 8.

1.17.11.
2. 1.
1. 5.
16. 8.

4.10.
4.10.

10. 0.

10. 3t.
3. 0.
13. 4-.

dr.

5.18. 9.

14.. O.

Cl. = Clay H. = Heavy
Gr. = Gravel Med. = ediun

S. = Sand

IHarvesting Leading and
' Stacking 

E. s. d. <£. s. d.
FAILED

8.2. 15.8.
1. 3.10. 9. 3.
12. 6. 1. 44. 6.
-13. 1. 1.12. 1.
14. 5. 1. 1. 7.
16. 5-ff 1. 1.104*
FAILED

• 1.
1.13. 0.
12. 7.

1. 8.11.
18. 6.

1.13. 9.
I. 9. 4,-.
1. 8. 2.
10. 8.
9. 7.

2. 9.11.
3, 0. 9.
2. 5. if.
14. 7.

1. 8.10.
1. 0. 2.
2. 4. if.
16. 6.

1. 0. 0.
2. 9.10.
2.14. 7.
18. 6.
13. 0.

5.14- 3.
19. 9.

2. 4.. 6.

1. 7. 9.

1. 6.11.
1. 5. 8.

5.
1. 4.11.
10. 2.

1.11. 6.
1.11. 7.

_3.2€
1. 6. 6.
I. 9. 3.
2. 4. 9.
2.16.11.
4.10. 8.

10. 9.
1.11. 2.
1.18. 9.
1.11. 8.
1.12. if.
18.10.

2.13. 2.
1. 8.11.
18. 6.

2. 6. 7.
2. 3. /4-.
2. 9. 5.
1.11. 0.

1. 9. 0.

Total
Labour.

s. d.
1.11. 9.
1.17. 0.
2.15. 0.
3. 4. 8.
4.. 0. 1.
5.15. 3.
5.12. 5.
1. 3.11.
4..17. I.
6. 8. 0.
4.18.10.
5. 2. 7.

8. 0.
5.11.11.
6. 4.. 6.
5.19. 3.
3.17.11.
5.15. 3.
6.19. 5.
8. 1. 2.
10.12. 4.
2.18. 5.
5. 0. 8.
5. 5.11.
9.16.10.
7.14.. 5.

10.12. 9.
12. 2. 14..
7. 9.11.
5.15. 14-.
7. 8.10.
9.17. 5.

22.11. 

6. 8. 5.

x includes £2.12.0 spreading F.Y.M.
It £1.14. 8 " ty

p' liniing.at3E threshed in field.



Table 1 (Contd..) Linseed Costs Investigation 1948. Prelininary staterent of cost in stack on 34. farms.

•-Fa.r.a-
NO. 

Total •.

Labour
seed , _Rent.

Spray
or

dust
Twine Direct

Cost -

Plus
Manurial
Resieues

Minus
Manurial
Residues 

Cost.Li...
ficials

Z. s. d. E. s. d. L. s. d. (E. s. d. '2. s. d. s. d. L. s. d. L. s. d. L. s. a. ,c. s. d.
25 1.11. 9. 1. 3. 1. 1.10.11..• 2. 0. 0. - - 6. 5? 9. 4.. 3. 12.10. 5.17. 2.

35 1.17. O. 2. 8. 7. 1. 2. 0. 1.10. 0. - 6.17. 7. 14.. 8. 6. 2.11.

36 2.15. 0. 1.14-11. 1. 7. 6. 8, 6. 6. 5.11. 1. 1.10. 13. 0. 6.14. 9.

17 3. 4.. 8. 3. 8. 9. 19. 0. - . 7.6. 7.19.11. 1.13. 5. 16. 4. 8.17. 0.

11 4., 0. 1. 2.16. 0. 2. 8. 0. 7. 6. 9.11. 7. 4..3. 1. 1. 9.14. 9.

23 5.15. 3. 1.19.10. •1.0. 0. - 7. 6. 11. 0. 6. 1. 3. 5. 9.17. 1,

7 5.12. 5, 2.14.. 0. 1. 5. 0. _a • 7. 6, 9.18.11. - 9.18.11.

29
'

1. 3.11. 3.12. 8. /4.. 6. 2. 1.10. 0. - 10.12. 9. 1.18. 2. 2. 9.11. 10. 1. 0.

6 4..17. 1. 4..2. 7., 1. 2. 6. - 4.. 5. 10, 6. 7, 8. 6. II-. 3. 10.10.10.

18 6. 8. 0. 11. 1. 2. 3.11. 1. 5. 0. ... i.47. 6. 10.15. 6. 2.10. 10.12. 8.

15 4..18.10. - 4..16. 0. 1. 5. 0. - 7. 6. 11. 7. 4.. 4.. 8. 2. 3. 11. 9, 9,

30b 5. 2. 7. 1, 5, 3. 3.7. 4.. 1.15. 0. .. 11.10. 2. 4-10. 1. 2. 11.13.10.

26 4.. 8. 0. 1.17. 0. 1.15. 0. 1.10. 0. ... 7. 6, 9.17. 6. 2.10. 0. 10. 0. 11.17. 6.

2? 5.11.11. 1.13. 4. 4.. 3.10. 1. 5. 0. - 12.14. 1. 6. 0. 19. 2. 12. 0.11.

5 6. 4.. 6. 1.18. 6. 2.19. 0. 1. 1. 0. .... 7. 6. 12.10. 6. 5. 3. 12. 9. 12. 3. 5.

8 5.19. 3, 1. 7. 9. 3. 1. 8. ' 1. 9. O. 7. 6. 12. 5. 2. 14- 2. 12. 6. 12. 6.10.

9 3.1 7.11. 1. 7. 8. 2.19. 7. 1. 5. 0. 2. 5.11. 7. 6. 12. 3. 7, 1. Li.. if, 15. 5, 12.12. 6.

2 5.15. 3. 1. 7. 7. 4.13. 9. 1. 0. 0. 5. 6. 13. 2. 1. 6.10. 11. 1. 12.17.10.

37 6.19. 5. - 3.13. 1. 2. 0. 0. 18. 9.,- 7. 6. 13.18. 9. - - 13.18. 9.

39 8. 1. 2. 18. 9. 4.15. 0. 1. 2. 0.- ... - 14.16.11. - 10. 8. 114.. 6. 3. 1

31 10.12. 4.. .... 1.11. 2. 1. 0. 0. 7. 6„ 13.11. O. 1. 7. 4. 9.11. h.. 8. 5.

27 2.18, 5. 11. 6. 1. 5, 6. 2.13. 4. 3. 5. O. - 10.13. 9. 7.11. 2. 3.15. 2. 14.. 9. 9.

.34. 5. O. 8. 4-10. 0. 2. 0. 0. 3. 0. 0. 14.10. 8. 2. 6. i - 14-13. 2.

13 5. 5.11. 14. 2. 3.18. 4.. 1.15. 0, 2.13. 0. 7. 6. 14-13.11. 1. 0. 2. 10. 5. 15. 3. 8.

21 9.16.10. 1. 7. 0. 3. 8. 7. 1.10. 0. - 16. 2. 5. 18. O. 15. 4.. 5.

16 7.14. 5. 6. 0, 0. 1 1. 3. 0. 14.17. 5. 2. 1. 9. 1. 0.10. 15.18. 4..

4. 10.12. 9, 11. 4. 3.10. 0. 1. 5. 0. 4. 5. 16. 3. 6. 16.11. 3. 1. 16.17. 4..

28
,

12. 2. 4. 3. 1. 0. 1. 7. 6. 2.10. O. 1.12. O./ 20.12.10. 8. 6. 2.17. 6. 18. 3.10.

10 7. 9.11. 2.10. 0. 4..18. 4.. 1. 5. O. 3. 4.. 6. 7. 6. 119.15. 3. 1. 3. 4.. i.16. 8. 19. 1.11.

20 5.15. 4.110. 0. 8.-IE 5. 5. 3. 1. 0. 0. 1.15. 3. 7. 6. 24.. 4.. O. 4.10. 0. 19.14. 0.

32 7. 8.10,13.12. 3.1€ 1.13. 0. 1. 0. O. 7. 6. J24.. 1. 7. 3. 1. 7. 7. 8. 6. 19.14. 8.

33 9.17. 5, 3. 4.. 8, 3. 5, 0. 1. 0. O. 3, 3. 5. 7. 6. 20.18. O. 3.11. 19. 1. 20. 2.10.

3 6.14..11. 5.18. 3. 4,10.1.0. 1.15. 0. 2.16. 0. 7. 6. J 22. 2. 6. 9.11. 2. 6. 22. 9.11.

I 22.11...-9. -...............3.18. 9. 1. 0.0. . 8..9. 27.19. 5. 4. 7. 0. 2. 0. 0. 30. 6. 3.

Average 6. 8. 5. .18. 1. 4.. 5. 2. 1. 8. 2. 14.. 6. if. 8. 13.19. O. • . 0. 1. 1. 2. 6. 13.16. 7.

3€ includes P.Y.M. / P.P. wireworin dust. Beetle dust.

t



Table 2 Linseed. Costs Investi7ation 1948. Costs per acre includinfr threshin7.

Fann
NO.

Tire taken
threshing

(hours per acre

Costs up to
stacking

from Table 1
Total  

Yield_ 
Regular
Labour

_..ThreshinFr_Casts
Casual Machine

Cost
Total

athaur Ist 2nd

Hours cg. s. d. C. s. a. cO. s. (1. ,:Z. s. d. s. d. .:. s. d.

--INroNt 
-
P
 

'"4-'1 
C
O
 

L 
c\1 

c\I 
0
 

a
b
 c
o
 n
 
N
 re\ C\I 

N
 LS1 N

r
 

I
\
 

 
*
r
 

N-*** 
N"'"' 

cwts

36 0.6 6.10. .... 12. 0. 18.10. ' 6.14. 9. 7.13. 7. ....

35
ii

1.6
1.2

1. 3. 4.
15. 0.

*
-

16. o.
1. 4. 0.

1.19. 4,
1.19. 0.

6. 2.11.
9.14- 9.

8. 2. 3.
11.13. 9.

_
...

30b
9

0.9.-
0.8

11. 6.
-

_
12.10.

10. .5.
14. 4.

1. 1.11.
1. 7. 2.

11.13.10.
12.12. 6.

12.15.9.
13.19. 8.

_
1.-,,-
4.

30a 2.7 (a) 17. 1. - 3. 8. 2, 4. 5. 3.,- 9.18. 7.(b) 14. 3.10.

5 2.3 1. 3.11. - 1. 5. 4-, 2. 9. 3. 12. 3. 5. 14.12. 8..

88 2.7 16. 8. ... 2.12. 0. 3. 8. 8. 12. 6.10, 15.15. 6.
,

3/4- 1.3 10.11. 6. 3. 16. 5. 1.13. 7. 14.13. 2. 16. 6. 9. ...

15 3.2 13. 4. 1.15. 2, 2.12. 0. 5. 0. 6. ii. 9. 9. 16.10. 3. ...

27 1.1 1. 0.10. - 1. 1. 8. 2. 2. 6. • 14. 9. 9. 16.12. 3. -

2 3.1 2.12. 3. 1.12. 9. 4, 5. 0. 12.17.10. 17. 2.10. , -

21 1.7 1. 1. 5. .... 1.14..10.
.

2.16. 3. 15. 4, 5, 18. 0. 8.

13 2.8 1, 3. 6. - 2. 0. 7. 3. 4. i. 15. 3. 8. 18. 7. 5. -

39 2.7 1.17. 6. - 2. 6. 8. 4. 4. 2. 14.. 6. 3. 18.10. 5.

37 3.5 14„ 7. 2. 5. 0. 3. 5.11. 6. 5, 6. 13.18. 9. 20. 4. 3.

4 2.3 • ii. 8. .1. 0. 5. 1.18.11. 3.11, 0. 16.17. 4. 20. 3. 4.

31 4.0 3. 6. 8. ... 3.10. 0. 6.16. 8, 14. 8, 5. 21. 5. 1. -

20 1.6 1. 0.10. 1. 0. 0. I 2, 0.10. 19.14, 0. 21.14..10. 2

la 2.7 11. 1. t 10. 0. 2. 1. 8. 3. 2. 9. 19. 1,m1. 22. 4, 8. -

32 2.4. 1. 1. 8. 12. o. 1.17. 4. 3.11. 0*(6., 19.14.. 8. 23. 5. 8. 6

16 5.0 2. 8.4.. 2. I. 3. 8. 5. 0.(c)12. 14, 7. 15.18.4. 28.12.11. 1

i 2.0 1.10. 0. 13. 8. 2. 0. 6. 4. 4. 2. 30. 6. 3. 34.10. 5. -

Average 2.3 1. 2. 7. 8. 6. 14, 6. 7. 17.18.10.
83

(a) = combining. (b) = cost up to cutting. (C) = two drums used..

Note: Two cases of crop failure have been omitted 
from this table.

(d) = including cost of
areszing seed.


