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Carolina Farm

Farmer Gets
ONSLOW-A supplementary in

come doesn't necessarily have to
be a lot of bother . Nick Rawles
of Jacksonville , Route 1 , gets a
nice little bit of extra money from
two muscadine grape vinès . As
sistant County Agent D. A. Hal
sey says that Rawles has the
vines on arbors that cover a 60 by
90 plot. Rawlès doesn't do any
work except take out the dead
wood each winter. This past
year , he harvested and sold 150
crates of grapes from these two
vines. And the local consumer
wanted them badly enough to
harvest the grapes himself.

PENDER D. B. Stokes of



Schultz , 2 S173

"We take it to be a fact that in the U.S. there are many farms ,

probably fully a third of them , which are far below the optimum in
the quantity of inputs committed to farming and which employ too few
capital inputs relative to the labor that is used . (meaning by capital
land ) The scale effects in the case of these farms indicates strongly
the possibility of achieving increasing returns from farm enlargement .
The existing combination of factors means that the returns to labor are
relatively low while those to capital (meaning land ) are relatively
high . " p . 303 Findquote about futility of addigmore machines to smalllandbase.
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ch2
#1

" The trouble begins when the small farmer has to be dealt
In this case the tenant regards the agent as a capitalist

rent- collector ; the agent regards the tenant as little better than
a proletarian . Consequently their relations tend to be strained .

sogetevidenceof"smaller entspay's
higher rent/ace.I there
is directmod ne.MP

5164 Levy
So tnt,

forms tend to be lenger themifno such collection costs

~ So small into he'vetopay higher rent/bure, which they handly cel do w/o higher netmoclust

p . 121
with .



i The Land

p204-11

5181

Small tenantspay higher nents/acre them

lage. I So MPofland murde higher) (why then do not

landlords sentmore to small ents ? A supervision difficulties.)4

Here is strong pt
209
210; ...we have receivedfrom allpartsof Eng

p. is rented ata muemuch higher

bes of bother havg severalents.

complaint that the smallmem

figure them the largefarmer. This is largely due to

there being a greater demandforsmallfarms,I
consequently

landowners can obtain a higher for

them

rent

alsoparyhigherrates

Adduce
considerable evidence. But landlords don't do it.



Point E.

1. AAA

2. 9⁰ of uncultivated land by size. '40 Census

Includes Melcher : Gerschenkron; 5104; Venezuela

KCLC; SP; Warriner ; Gay: Phillippines;fier
to smallfarms, Aig returns toseale.4

of

3. Small ents, higher rents

Where
1

A



Renne, Chap 5

Q. of
factor

(Puber) C

1950

bestcombinations,where landis increp. Vole, youadjust laber to it so
mp = wage .

Q. of facter A (land)

When
you very

allans to use much more.you
jesttabethed themm qizing. Chromptabel

have little land, a small A raises mpotlaber much, &

S.These dress them oving outsents

This is better than ubleprops techniquefor showg MPofland

hi when laber intensive

thefromProsime onthis_use it in II, 5,a ; or,perhaps
Getaquote brenne

better, in II, 2.

Also,might use this technique in II.3


