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Title

nFilim rize to Paragon of Productivity,an Stoves ofWealth ?
Large Fums : Efficiinor buits, or hand Riway?
New Light from "AELOS.1

Production Dynamo Laud Freeze

Comiting. Timber as Land wil, bien to of overvalue

I laye""farms". Do they, tho ?

or

Complexmut
||

Rice weally fewn blags, much land.

#
H

or Subit, for K

Land w/o Blogs

~ Large Fulms; on Land w/o Bldgs .
#

Reclaimed swampland: few blage
Bottom land

2



LightRick Lands I'PonBldge: Now Batefrom

Larse Farms as Land-w/o-Aldys: New Light from GELOS Mate, 1908
||-Latge LandHoldings & howhow Capauty

-
I. Majn frunchings

lovica.II Rising

Land Quality, FumSize, t Land/Bldg. Ratios : a NewView from PELOS'
Outline aurie.

A. Why of concern .
Equity
alfore.

Gime, death

vater - ute Popper

Progressivity of tax system

A

Nat. self-image , change lat.cucuacte.
lustl, bien. Fax, price support, -Ag block rates,
Loss of implant, chirect t'inclinect. Sufity-valve.
Death of Fum Towns. BF Rhodes, p. 45
Pullu. (crte Elw.Mead, Mughus Derrick

grand manner of what I cattle ranchis.)
Produ : world hunger; need to export
Tux policy : prop, inc., v.a., payroll.

M.

||

||
#

.

Needto explain why

it happens.

B. Defu. & marmt.
1. Mean #t #t# dispusion.

Bork we imptut , but mean alove contains

lause arbitrary element, dependsmy an cutoff in defin;
small furn; Freatment of purt time fins.

ou Concu , less affected by this, bus. rate ofAd
E.g. top 1090,continues upsize entire Louny Unive

tallen alowe, allo has LCR

re

was LCR comp, to whole.
249.

accompanied by filling or
History, visg clip hun often bu. conten

coust. Mean. Focul
mean has concealed implut, chanja.
Many obrowers to mistust. Manger .

Focuijonlinded
are used thiined



A

!

# ?. Mora, of clipusion .
Standard were is LRR (GC) . Ours too.

but for some purposes my were will do - e.g. o'comi's

regun, fullacy.
H

We will , we dispersion moves, mainly.
Corun." mean hi dispresion around mean.

#
#

3, thefort of size.

#
area. Suies from 1900 value of hist. community

But obvious shortcomings. Man Widerly believed itTit.
östates conc" ,conen, Finchines of this pape, it may not.

esply for whole u.s.

†

inflatão downstream
Salu , N.G., bus...hi tunover ourwill uriin

+fuus look big, eft, to petrcane. va m padit better, but

n.a. Profit us. depast fulls w . deque of debt -fucs, resting

-#
inin capacity.asset value.- more of potential

Our effort to see how thierNew data divider. Lt B.

vatio shifts w. size.

Cu LCR by www.

2

1900 now.
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I
I
I

I
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beldys :

S

#
A. Causes of visi concentration.

are 2 contracting
ecs of scule ,veomon, of wealth, I'murger muna .

mkt. fuilme. umalsum of#
hertax3d- world land-houding, wedge vs. infler, bux

shelter. lite Veblen ; E. Mund; F. Norris; clauso
+ Wilsm.

Habit of Cum, custs, is to see effic. at home;i
some see bothofwitcummine;hoppe:mkt. fui lure in LACE.

H.G. [Curve; congested froutien)

+
Fated BAE suggests this weeding-out of had kind

Not with purpose to settle this issue.
Ruthu, whichen is vt., make case for that's for
land more heavily than bldg...

If (1) is rt., then lange fins w/o blag

vecs lanse- tuxuble suplen
I16. (2) is.65; then laye fils w/o bldys me

#freezing up good land : The will induce better me .

7

contracting hypotlures of visiz conce ofland of

#

3

are...



lutru New data from AELOS.

I. Major Findings (summarized)

H

A. Land/bilds ratio viser w. size of farm.

#
#

B. Land/labor ratio visu w . size, more than previously
word.

is comparable to same
avenD. Concu, mord, by L.V.may exceed ,Msud. by

a. Common belief to contrary based on regur. feellary
6. The loover the correl, the stronger the fullucy.

This conclation is loose ( ac/fm & velue/fue)
# c . Need to purify data, purse of vf, before concluding.

d. Also need to move b + B reparately. Common basis

winstartat. Llac, of speelenes,fres. by us's L + B as more of LV.
are smaller'shave on larger fins, thus o'stating

overstate synaller
WW

B

MFil

fC. Land/bldg rutio fiset varies amory stater & regions

-H# drop off of L/ac w. size .

E. La"non- rauching states,rauching states, LU come) acre come.
unbun

V

franching
For all stater

--# but effect is dim, by combinnig rauching
For all non-reaching steter,

w. other states
?

* Ariz. is an "mid " but upt a rouching sitate bis so much inn
Might call the clas grezuig - dayferm steetes 2
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like-straddling

F. Synthetically dividing stater strengthens wove
efict :-. conc. by valule,

hive a clive how my Suggets they wil te
much stronger, to be shown by ranking indi.farm
data.4.

|
#
#

+++

G. Urban State,
these 7.Major points very strony amory

Stronger yet when divide Mºd + N H in
parts@ If hulf of Md. is like W. Va

2

--+

+

#

ME : 2

+++

#f
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Purposen

Furm Size, Land Quality. I
Land/Builduis Ration.

More concu. in fuy.
-# Use majn uvailable unsrer to identity forces fo

#promot; & checking couch .
rulerH antic, incidence (or impacts of diff. bunch of

bases by size of fri . - esp. prop, take , & inc. tuxu on

#

Purposes:

t tux
-# fou, inc. Custe lause no. w . neg, profits & his ratio of govt. puts to
# Yet inc.)

--||

#



FL

+

C.A.

A. Tendency to minimize

(₁. "Tucy rate " 1104.
2. Low value of li awater.

się koldwiger3. big families .
4. Coups. are mostly families.
5. Fu, ownen vare.

#

Concu. is not an illusion.

-#

B. Rank by Salm - higher G&, ?""Turnover bion, but this maker laye
smaller.#. haull L +Bby

1. Is lown,but still hi
Is not walled L , hence not comparable .

GR downwards, bes. LB visu w. aues.
4, @, ?4, @), II ( 0-ou only) 1900-40 cater for all fanns.

Bienen
#

#
·H

+

FL-(

Studies of man/land ratios
indicate reveu .

K. like fenca...

B much less could ; AELOS T.70, GR = , 186 forBus..490 fort.
Cens. L. includes more than strict L : other fun.

There probly act like B
Landlord LEB a value unted out, to .99 ! - 5,0).

1. Several counter indivus. For pure L. see landlord (on)3

a. T.57, p.84 sulu/uc crop slower than

L+B/wc, LEven the workluc & Imuover drop)

(all but wheat,

aus.

6. Crop datu, mostyields.I aus/fm.
?) . Most likely reasons better land,

I adding laullord avea might reinforce, bes, much highen. IFA
vented land is 90 % L



q

:l

data _8_9.9%_is b.
L & B

la

•

Owned

Renter Out

LFB

ü

it

.62
.24

Shows dual effects:

4

I

5 +B

Act......
52+

.44-2

Oxybership conic, > aps.comunup's

absence of bldg...
both vise_w._aco/ fun_

1.|* .

100

+ +++

#

+

+
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Crop date

I.all but sorglum & bemier.

3# ³.9), II.
-||

GR = .82

# LFB

||
#
#

H

c shume irrd, visu w. aus/ fun , (3,4) ( Careful !)

Mo ired, visu w . aus,
Intra crop

d. nod land hused. for crops
Check vs. T.8, p. 16.

acs/fm.

rises w. aus.

Remise
c.&For Landlords, LEB vises w . aus?

FL -2

rises w. Űan/fur ?

5,0)..
owned

GR by LEA = 162; by aus₁.52. Signif. bus. is puses land

f. Intung ofsous . L
Sweal. crops above ķ both in acsabove x both in acs(frel & I

Rive, sugu (beck & came), ptos, etc. (lice,tept cho me he toleared.)
Cash gram us. Koge, ritage ( + prosly claivy).

GR. higher. In spite of his to of land under lomme.) Cty, also hi
Other hand, rauge cattle vs. crops

giám

is main

|| factor of's insurely.
+ For Timberland, too, wd, op. invusely, it
+ msvd. site value w/o timbu. In consistent Formt, timber
Hvs. cattle.

F &Timber is stored up vent. If so, so is raupe cattle. Calleni,
range cattle lund, in timber K, wd. chame things.
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#

+ T †T

H

+ ÷÷‡‡FIT

#

H

(

g..
Ac

In several stater. The rises w. bem.

i,

List, from 1940 cens.
Try 87 Cens. L &B

FM I fr State
67

"It'ammen effect." I'd world pattun ,
h, lutustade frous. L

LtBRefer alread, to IFB study,for rationale.
Effect of dividing 5 stater. 6, €

I small uban statu

1

Cty datu...
States w. hi at have hi GR : FL, Ca, ItI, A Zac

à Miss, Delta

b. Indiana
c. Othu ?

d
e.

Can go either wayL n,a

Itmuman. (changed today )
Ky cties

FL -3

f. Soil data wil, be better.
River Hills vs. bottoms



A

witt

#
||

-||
||

#freg. distriku.

Outline: Using AÉLOS
Talk at shore kam Hotel

Debt. to G.W., J.B. et al. 1988, 1st. leve
LorenFirst great advance since 1900,

of special interest to RSE.
Background of 1900

1880 Censon, # F.W . uses means .

-41

--+

siff. regional backgrounds. FW sincere.
like a man late acknowledged some mer

caught o`generalizing from his region.
H.G. had observed untold villainies, attemp

Robber Barous to set up a Junker class, I
#1- Act.
H We will see this pattern still holch

unbroken. A

H. G. Writes March of Con

Bitter debate: FW umbunance

4 .. From 1900, Loverz data .
Marry-pristlums w. data

H

a. Ranked by area, notvaluethe

This has led to belief the d
Is even common ammong ecs

heard in this room ! Regression Fullacy.
Is all ervor , I will show. (Danish

concu.

b. Bldge not hokey out separately from
This has allowed belief to flouis

(



furmus have a peculion interest in opposing exemption of
6.bdgs. from prop, tax, apeculion intunt in avoiding Müft
of builder from blogs. to land.

# The"belief in the belief" hat fostmed the belief. J.R. Commons

believed it, even in the stake where it is laart true.
P.L. Prentice believed it

d

V This has not prevented some form jurisdictions
throm pionering in the policy. N.D. iiflerned Non-Bautionar

#League: 1.0.s of Cal, Wright Act, from 1909 .
# Now for 1st time, we can tui these beliefs us. facts,
#( to the exiuni Census clate correspond w. facto.)

#

Same time, Curs. Has reported on pul: I+M, livestock,

perhaps inventories. So, if you wondered how bis facksit
#"differed from surall, colling stock & livestock gow. dis

+ spreads. You look & say " an, these are innovators,
+ the progresive filos, Timnip Townsends of ourage.

also note, they use much less labor/land. They

#sub. I for labor, "The Am..Way!"
#
#

When we look at bldgs., will see they are not
subting all kinds of K for baba, only part props. -Meuble .

#They are deficient in bildgs.+
Cause for concur... Bldys, used for storing; storing

is conserving.. Halvestore e.g.
H

#
inc.

Major,tax shelters help meubler. also, exempt from pop.Fux

I
I

T

1

.



#twx, increasingly . (Faumas do have a special with in this frees, too.)
-H. Marry Seorgests have supported & applauded this

au error . K on wheels is us better than i affixed toground.
--H-

#

4
---||--

Not Brough dath by county, e.d., etc.

d..Ownership

e....Hard to find what you want. Many headings look
alike. As kend as Wash. Matnu Subway.f. No.use.ccomprate power.Findings nearly obscured.
Think what creative researchers.. cd. do w. The raw hats !

Same as 8PL = 95%, of dats never used. Put you ress, there.
What can we do w. data as published ?

&
A..Rank by enea, cf. h + B

T. 70,.p. 229, findings shown by arrow.
From .37 up.

S.

to . 8.7. Surprising.Census didn'tshow recios.

We cd. stop here, case closed.. Land
#bldg. It we is highly progressive. IP Ems. on

hetergenteous . Vd.. inconage subdion., supposed
for 200 yu, - + colonial policy for 180I you

_B . Problems of regression fallacy

3

Fly
laud: area.

in ointment: firms are ranked by
Creates a considerable bien !

as if word size by LV.; but still, a lot.
how diff, results Wd. he if we defined farm si

*



||

2nd problem : as areas get very different, people stast
thinking of big & small as being in diff. undies :
vs. truck farming .

cattlerange

#
C..Show regin. fall, on bould. Envelope ofpoints,

egg- shaped...
1. Solutions - Cursun her not provided. Very discappointing

But then, that is purpose of this conference.
1. Rank by L + B , report on

L &B .||
## -(Better yet, rack by L +.B + Psal.). Cursus preclude

Lider date on inclivid. farms. So cary for them puck a button .
2. Cf. dispusions of L.+.B.

hey

The one w..+
together aasdispusion vise farter

Mider necy, individ, date#+ 3, Group
This we can do, t

...White , Blacks do

I have no feel for

they do, or where.

++

#

a

higher
Cin



W.V. us. la.
#groups ;_less unequal in size. Prelim, dip showed.

peater differentiation, leading to cleare rember.
#

E... Findings..#
1

#
+
+

1

|:
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Finding0.H FM .Landi`s maja fm.auet.
1.

#

2

" Findrics -Outline

&Price Support

Conch. of Furm Land, w . implicem for Tux Policy

3

H

H

4 .,;: Tuł.
-||

++

~ 5. Concu, assa, w..

#
-##
H

Come is riss continues its long rise

Coun is not a pasture- land Alusion

Land is more could than blags. ( & workers)

tend toward mean sizes - apm .

--#1

#

opres.
than óskip

lowprop taxes.

less cove



0. Fm , Land is major fi, asset

# A. Late 1920 of fru, curets./MHE = 9.890.

Lan Seluler et al.- see1 see Nol cuticle...Other extreme, idea
That r.e.thebeauengly. Explanations for icare ety want lie in landnoke. day was thuil.(

on furs. Ay 2

+++

h
LKB

L o'stated includes much K. Soit

underlying said land beypis.

#
+O.O...

isyot

Is not implied ratio is diff. in citin .

implied Satio is stable. Ramp.
Is not veriplica fuers, own itall. See ûELOS,

Landlords, neditors.. ( Debt by size?)
Landlords & weditor forum on best land! Iaid of bie

+ Ho. Suamban wind. [Cook Cofl Champaign (tp.)
-||Mayin vs. Yola; ovanje+, Kingi..

V.

4

maps

etc.

F-O

Mon

+
+1 Ratio Lamies widely. lutru -ag. diffs are more- greater than form af- unban diffs: among crops, itates,
#cties, soils, locationsxt size of holdet,".

t'iu mus+
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"Sports "

+ To the actout thatextent
F. If hiIt by my, the the effect is of cessor.plesions,

its effect is not to so much to winder bldys aspromite
lain agglomuation.ti

÷ 1‡‡ ÷‡‡‡

# G. T.v. fulls w . size, does not show regress. ass , but

bing for me in love the stater. May be a tue- enclave

+effect. Also among ities (where is well- known. erg.
Buredy Cty TX; M. Me.,& most indl, foreros.)

-#

F- 6

when includefamily labe

Dand/waltion ratios alder viser w. size of fine;-fromalso

older data Cuibut data no longer record this.
We can ancime family labor a housing where

+

NO durimis
ALE FDE, need "Shunday." NO excmperbldg.

+

||
#

H|

Only beefycattle. Keep up w . size of fun. (u some

Timber way too.If (Both one geogenic, but timber treated in
land, cattle as K!)

M& E Keeps up more than B, less than cattle.

mes).me

Censum defen, of his too brand, includes much K.
Probly aBr Thus, could add 50% to value of B..get a
much higher Ginit..for remaining

L !

I

1



4.

+

-|| opus.
# Landlord holdings more dispused.

There are more landlords, but not many, I that is day.H(Mis iistupu.) is to pictmeytuls, as picente together opt. wies
typical

small landlords..
11

bandhoud holdings more coue. than tattesmus,
tend toward mean sizer .Tut,

#

from many

Facts, pulled Totality of fact rattur fit this
generalizu oùp. units tuid to extremes; of's wit to
middle sizes.

- #-#
# pune ope w/o ownshiff (tuts) .

E - 7

That ipported bysupported by oropus.

Laut/worker rati

more dispersed than

Together w . (3), this confirms that forces of couch.
Together w. interstate prop. Mix froms,are in land wikt .

supports deconis effect of prop. bux.



Relate tir. to

Gini Coeff.



I. Use ext seved examples of
dividing states, rather than

++doing it all: also, cite then
who have done so.↑

=#==F-F

Itumman :Begin w . Mo...
Kruschopf. Mention river wills,
too.

us. ElKlaustIndiana, Benton Cay
Wis., Minn, Mich, hots.
Belton is like IL. Elkhout

like olio - divide W'e -w.
Plain, stater..

Cal : Irvine, NewHall, O'Neil,
et al. lmp. V. 160 ac. fight. Villana's

SE : Coastal plain us
piedmont vs. Appcelachu cm . (FL v. WV)

& Miss., delta u.s. uplands.
II Same areas w . langer o -op. fm ..

also have more at they learni



2

Idem. My papu, shorekam confy

Farm land, highly variable.

Commons, Prentice, dismiss it all.

3. Tradition of coddling

4

a. undutcas ; negative taxmi, (shelter)
1. Subsidizut,

1. Price supports. Quotas
..ii...X - subridy

touds

Coddluí

Watu
Power

Bostal
ile, Consu. puuts .
iv . Fum. Credit...
v. Emney. Relief...

14/₁a. A reut
b . A scale.....

1

_5₁_Pwr. waning .

6. Cf. list of nations that taxed agr, to yield suples
(apun. -Luot.BE by.)RE Or capped farm price .



WX

|

1of Use of land for

8

10

}

#

2 HE

Modus control..

Boom & bust, a bu...Raup

Not in cost ofbilly frown_blogs, funces, etc.
Munt be band.

10 yu datu is too little.
LV rise by 500 %. then drop by 60% .

Higher swings,
-putteins ? Why?

on better land a

1880 - 1929 Georgits discovered inbam b.v., (while others

were sleeping_calling them Riccudicus,. etc___) .

Rode that creat.
1.9 60 - fad of

to dinis. farm land,
LILP is_highly_s.o.

"

____Plattage ?__ - How treated ?
_d_._Hist, cost?

Mange from old

"mban ecs.
RSE called untanoid. "

9. How_valid_is_ournis_self- statement of l.... _vú . a.

#chang's nikt?
a._Value to him ?...

_b._Mkt value ?

2

New tendency

e..."2 $5,000 cats !!

f. Land-raid, on blby- verid?_

8. Capel,in
_u . Validity ofmubam_

influence__?__
2



}

11.#. Effects of the value assunt .
._... Chius !)

_12 ..... G.W.·10.2⁰ of farm aucts are land & bldgs.
a. Includes residences - not... same another indin.
1. Includes youfarm influence

liv.
oppda

Minerah. Unaucally hi share, bes. of wrea involved

Standing tunker
·Wtr.

kuidh. ammunity,
Unban potatial : Rus in Mike

46

other than utam

c . May undercount paul
Livestock- MIE
Stores of feed: May, lilage

- Standing crops, fruit

6. Hi shane in space-niflated
-fenouis

farm roads
vehicles & aircraft
horsen

inflated items

3
1



13. Conch. of themed vs.
ayngopwyslip

popus
+ ... Wilson & Clearson

4. Velden
temp

~
c.
1. My clap, 33_

d. L'endus why freclose
e. Concu, of links, fuck

a few bij lendas
f. Conch.... of equitien

a lot of new, your buyur,
ag, ludde, have little equity, be smaller than look.

-Tenneco et al. may have a lot..

~
=

on hud runny of

8. Mongg sony-control by middlenven

If mean - menership < mean yum . that says.usthing

# ve concu , LCR .
J.14. Imptuce of lufo. Forces against full disclosure_

_A_ vs. valuation -u o
on

fight
6. Fellmech chap, on

c. lisquised ownershiige

"Who does not know."

-To pose as foreign owner- To avoid 160_uu..__law._Villorejo..
-_To_qualify for more _price_support..
- Re act pruts ?

Secrecy of PMS verond

d . Mineral prospective...

I

2

7

~



Th

15%: Tumore
a. Tumnove is not " land reform".

Conca vises

Many old baronin are stable - see list.in
Whose Water, add oil cos., name from Fellmeth.

Reunanging, reshuffling.comcn: #
KCCLC becomer Tenneco

Belvidge til becomes shell
So Cal aequiver Fulf
Tex. acquirer Betty

Castle + look acquire Del Monte ?
Sellung“incomes" like on stock nikt, by abrentur, not unful

b. Gross tmnnover >> not changes

Starku exchanges inflate specious turnove

...d ...lukuitance is not turnover.
u.

e, Taxes.Now turnovee.

5

Re assrut.
Stepup at death .

K

f.. Smulle, cheaper parcels_tun.farter.
g. change form of orgu, e.g, incap.

_h . Rural d.u. parcele may be nunt of change

*
i. 3.5% of rural land was is "xfrd.." queyo., butonly_2%o_i's

Horowitz acquires CZ, etc.) voluntary.xfr- by sale... 6₁ 4.427

of ag..Cand.

B



}

7

theRipojuan for LCR

19

18

+#
1.9 .

is

hefur

~ 21

22

|

11.m.purch of land in.ag.
_Cf. 2m faines.!

sef,of "parcel"?

it

use

9 m parce che nonfuum.q.5.q

-(GW. Transforms. 1.4.0-4

1.26. ac. of put. rial land,
nome purech-p.8. cf. 11m. p. 4 .

The extra que are verid, & recr. 60 % me > 5 ac.

Maybe easier to observe.comcn . _via_xfu .
{2 1.xfrs, are > 100 ac... t_acct. for 67.00 of non -eg..

rural landxford.....

5.290 of the 20m.pruch turned in 1988..
(.Cf. < Low of the as puuuch or isit ag. ameage? 8.-6)

dation of pop/ l.v.
Haunnen . Land Effic. & Land Capuc. I.Q.

6

come.It is not that withthe changes will accum._
accum ...

uur
Thing Juvedon't

23. Use B.C._dats. !___

24.!!__ Use_ Swiet_paper - reformat for_U.S._ Advantages of__
land temme subject to dynamic tension"..



46.

|||
$68561990. 11. veal prop value =

+ 896.... cap, value of prop. Fixer.at.

5,23
685

= .00764 = .8 %

26..__ 71 %⁰...of vallic of ag, v.c. is agro-genic..
"...29 % is from other "pressme ".

(That 29 % is juise liv., spec.)pure

27... Much farm v... is the exempt

26, Prop. tue is not "off the top.". It com

Laudportionher from very bom,, reuta.
b . No. 1 w.w. gross sales.

21. Put. partie cannot buy
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Gene Wunderlich
USDA , ERS , Room 408 , 1301 NY Av NW , Wash DC 2005-4788

Dear Gene :

Mason Gaffney
P.O. Box 7998

Riverside CA 92513-7998

4 April 91

Thanks for the materials . Comments follow .

Your review of Pollack on Populism brings out the interesting
insight that Milton Friedman and W.J. Bryan were sisters under
the skin ! Maybe that is why both were fundamentalists , ( each in
his own way) .

In teaching public finance , I give students a list of several
concepts of justice , or equity . One of them is " free market
equity , " i.e. justicei.e. justice = perfect markets . Now I can also call that
Populist equity ! Thanks for new insight .

Fighting Bob LaFollette may exemplify the genus . His heirs
are the frustrated people who teach Industrial Organization , and
look for market manipulation .

I trust you noted that Parker v . Brown is now joined by USSC
ruling in Columbia , S.C. , case exempting city officials fromanti- trust laws .

The rough draft of " The Distr . of Ag Landownership in U.S. "
is rough , all right , for which I thank you , since at this stage
perhaps a few quiet screams will not go entirely unheeded .

1. There is a soothing syrup quality about p . 1 that may be
necessary for an A.I. Bull . , which I hope will not find its way
into the LOTS seminar . Objectivity , Si ; palliation , No !

2. Ownership units av . 282 ac ; " Census -defined " op . units
462 acs . The phrasing leaves one wondering if the universes

are the same . Are the ownership units also " Census -defined , " and
are the definitions identical?

3. I farm 2 acres of avocadoes , in a rural - zoned area . I am
listed as a customer of the Gage Canal . For some reason , this
never occurred to me before , but no Census taker has ever asked
me about the farm or the water . I vaguely recall responding to
the personal Census by mail .

1989?

When I was taking the Census of Irrigation in 1950 , we cross
checked all water sellers with all water buyers , and reconciled
discrepancies with some care . I wonder how good a job they did in

F -1



4. Supposing they did enumerate me according to their rules ,
I suspect I would be included as an owner , but too small to be a
"real " operator . If so , the universes are different , and the
averages cannot be compared .

5. P.2 is suffused with regression fallacy . I have importuned
you before on this subject , at length , and apparently in vain .I'll try one more time . You cannot conclude that " the value
is more evenly distributed than acreage : ... " from your data . You
have to rerank by value : then see how much of the value is held
by the top 4 % , etc.

I implore you to raise your sensitivity to this vital matter .

6. Worse , your paragraph 4 , p.2 , deals with value of land and
buildings , after ranking by acreage . The point of getting data on
land without buildings is to work the new data , freed from the
biases inherent in the old forms of data .

7. P.5 , "The significant forces of concentration ... lie
outside of agriculture . " That topic sentence would need heavy
support , and doesn't get it . It seems contradictory to your other
points , e.g. that operating economies are what make farms larger ,
and absentee landlords own little chunks that are consolidated by
operators .

8. 62% of landlords are nonfarm , btm . p.5 .

a . Can you say what share of land they own , by value? By
acreage?

b . Can you relate absentee ownership to prospective rise
of values , as Goldenweiser and Truesdell did in their classic
studies way back when ? Today , surely , we can do at least as well
as they did , and build on their deep insights .

c . Can we infer from all this absentee ownership , thereis a lot of rent in farm income ?

d . Does it make sense to suggest that increasing the
absentee landownership is a desirable route to lowering
concentration of farm ownership ? That sounds more like a
debater's ploy to muddy the waters , than a serious proposal .

9. P. 5 , 44% of operators have another principal occupation .
That needs a lot of intepretation before being useful info .

How much of the land do they operate ? How lies the
Lorenz curve ?

b . Are they mostly owners or tenants ?

c . Break down the big ones : bankers , publishers , oil



COS., etc.
10. P.5 , second one . By 1900 , settlement was complete?

Really ! Most irrigation settlement occurred after 1900 .

11. P.5 , second one , last para . , list of diverse interests .
Add water rights to the list . Calif . farmers monopolize most of
our water to produce a minuscule share of our income .

I hope these comments are useful , if acerbic . Better now thanlater !

Sincerely,
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United States
Department of
Agriculture

Mason Gaffney
POB 7998
Riverside , CA 92513-7998

Dear Mase :

Economic
Research
Service

1301 New York Avenue NW
Washington, D.C.
20005-4788

>

April 15 , 1991

I'll not respond here to all of your helpful comments on the Ag Information
Bulletin developed from the AELOS tables . However , I will address them
carefully as the manuscript works its way through the editing downstairs .
Because I value your comments highly , I will respond some of your
questions/objections/suggestions that bear particularly on the AELOS survey
generally . Manuscript - specific suggestions will be addressed later . Your
reference to " quiet screams " has an odor of right - to - life which will go
unheeded . I try mightily not to confuse rights with responsibilities ,
privileges with obligations , honors with guilt .

1. " soothing quality" Facts , sir , just the facts .

2. "units " There are more owners than operators , and the owner units are
smaller than the operator units . Yes , the cost - cognizant method of getting
ownership via the Census of Agriculture operating units is a nuisance . We

simply do not have the resources to do a parcel based Census of Land (which I
have recommended) . On the other hand , the AELOS method does provide a linkage
to the Census farms -- an advantage ?

fromfarming
3. " avocadoes " If you make $ 1000 of cold cash ', you should be reporting .
Write to Census of Agriculture , Iverson Mall , Suitland MD 20233 .

4. My appendix and the larger appendix of the Census report I sent you
explains that operation is the source of names for farms and farmland owners ,
common sources , differing but overlapping universes .

5. I am sensitive to the fact that the size classes available in the AELOS
report , I am sure you noticed , are by acreages only . I agree that a ranking
by value would be a useful classification . If the acreages are . " indexed " by
value and the Gini declines , it is appropriate to say that the value is more
evenly distributed than acres . You are correct , of course , in saying that it
would be better to have separate acreage and value rankings .

But here we are at the point of the AIB : to present some of the key data
available in the printed report . Most of what you ask for is available by
working with the original data set --which can be done only at Census by Census



employees or associates . We are doing that also , first , for some special runs
on women owners , later , for other analyses .

6. Same as 5. Pat Canning is doing some additional work on the separation of
land and building values , from our market surveys and also with the AELOS
data . Our new real property tax survey is adding a question on land and
buildings on tax parcels . We will see what can be done with AELOS .

7. Criticize " concentration " via the economic environment for being
tautological , but not unsupportable . The real concentration is that 2-4% of
the population holds nearly two thirds of U.S. acreage (agr) . Concentration
agr vs nonagr is much greater than within agr . Cheez !

8 ...11 . On the specifics of tenure , I will try to take your suggestions into
account-- in an evenhanded , objective manner , of course .

The AIB on landlord/tenant has just been completed by Denise Rogers and is
under internal review . We hope to have two more soothing AIBS on real
property taxes , and land transfers completed by the fall meeting .

Thanks again for your comments . Best Wishes .

myGerle

I
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Economic Issues in
Global Climate Change
Agriculture, Forestry, and
Natural Resources
edited by John M. Reilly
and Margot Anderson

The prospect ofglobal climate change
raises questions about many serious

problems , the most important of which
may be economic in nature. This volume
identifies the critical economic research is
sues related to global climate change and
focuses on the economic and policy implica
tions for forestry, agriculture , and natural
resources . Internationally known econo
mists, scientists , and policy analysts deter
mine the biological sources ofthe emissions
most responsible for climate change and
the cost ofcontrolling them , quantify the ef
fects of climate change, and analyze the
economic impact of climate change on agri
culture and forestry.
Contributors : Margot Anderson , John M.
Reilly, Daniel L. Albritton , Richard B. Ste
wart, Richard B. Norgaard , Richard B.
Howarth , Jae Edmonds , John M. Callaway,
Dave Barns, Harry M. Kaiser, Susan J. Riha,
David G. Rossiter, Daniel S. Wilks , Sally M.
Kane, James Tobey, Jan Lewandrowski, Rich
ard Brazee , Noel R. Gollehon , Michael R.
Moore , Marcel Aillery, Mark Kramer, Glenn
Schaible, William E. Easterling , Pierre R.
Crosson , Norman J. Rosenberg , Mary S.
McKenney, Kenneth D. Frederick , Gary W.
Yohe , Thomas Drennen , Duane Chapman , Mi
chael A. Fosberg , Linda A. Joyce , Richard A.
Birdsey, Michael D. Bowes , Roger A. Sedjo,
Richard M. Adams , Ching-Cheng Chang ,
Bruce A. McCarl , Kenneth R. Richards , David
Godden , Philip D. Adams , Diana M. Liver
man, Gennady V. Menzhulin , Ryohei Kada ,
Timothy Mount , Steven T. Sonka , W. Kip Vis
cusi, John M. Antle , Michel Potier, Tom Jones .

John M. Reilly is deputy director for
technology of the Resources and Tech
nology Division of the Economic Re
search Service in the U.S. Department
ofAgriculture, Margot Anderson is
leader of the Global Resource Policy Sec
tion of the Economic Research Service
in the U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Feb. 1992 ; 460 pages (maps , tables ,
figures , references , index );
0-8133-8435-4 , $57.50, £38.50 , sc ;
Rights : world

The Changing Size
and Structure
of America's Farms
edited by Arne Hallam

in theUnited States haschanged dramatically in the twentieth
century. Technological advances in the
early 1900s had their biggest impact on the
structure ofthe American farm during
1950-1970 , when the number of people on
farms plummeted and farm size expanded .

Significant changes in the biological and
technical base of agriculture over the last
forty years may be just starting to have
their own impact on farm structure .

The outgrowth of a five-year project ana
lyzing these issues , this book presents
the latest findings concerning past
changes in structure , the factors that
lead to structural change , the effects of
these changes on societal welfare , and
what will happen to the structure of ag
riculture in the years ahead . The con
tributors provide fresh insight on issues
such as the family farm , the industriali
zation of agriculture , the changing
power of agribusiness , the impact of ag
ricultural technology on the environ
ment, tenancy and land ownership , fi
nancial capital in agriculture , the rela
tionship between agriculture and the
health of rural communities , the diffi
culties in collecting accurate data on
farm structure , the way new technolo
gies may dramatically change the way
our food is produced , and the way gov
ernment changes the structure of agri
culture, often in ways surprising even
to itself.
Contributors : Arne Hallam , B. F. Stanton,
Wayne D. Rassmussen , Robert H. Hornbaker,
Steven R. Denault , Mary Ahearn , Gerald Whit
taker, Hisham El -Osta , Glenn Fox , Philip Ber
gen , Ed Dickson , George L. Casler, James D.
Johnson , Marvin T. Batte , Roger Johnson,
Luther Tweeten , Joseph A. Atwood , Vincent
H. Smith , Myles J. Watts , Glen A. Helmers,
Boris Bravo-Ureta , Cole R. Gustafson , Peter
J. Barry, Michael A. Hudson , Bruce J. Sher
rick, Michael A. Mazzocco , Lindon J. Robison ,
Larry Janssen , Ron Stover , Virginia Clark,
Thomas A. Carlin , William E. Saupe , Jay Dee
Atwood , and Kent D. Olson.

Arne Hallam is associate professor of
economics at Iowa State University.

Agricultural & Resource Economics

Aquaculture
Models and Economics

edited by Upton Hatch
and Henry Kinnucan
Presenting state-of-the-art research on

the economics of producing and market
ing aquacultural products , this volume ad
dresses critical issues concerning profitabil
ity, market acceptance , and economic
modeling ofvarious aquacultural products.
Research approaches range from firm -level
bioeconomic modeling to market-level
econometric modeling of industry growth
and product substitution . The studies high
light the institutional structures and pub
lic policy issues that will shape growth and
development of aquaculture into the
twenty-first century, including trade poli
cies, food safety, and environmental quality.
Contents : Introduction-Upton Hatch and
Henry Kinnucan . FARM - LEVEL OPTIMI.
ZATION MODELS . An Economic Policy
Model for Net-Pen Salmon Farming- Gilbert
Sylvia and James L. Anderson . Bio
economic Modelling of Shrimp and Prawn : A
Methodological Comparison-PingSun
Leung, Donna J. Lee , and Eithan
Hochman . Development and Implementation
of a Fish -Farm Bioeconomic Model-Oscar J.
Cacho . FARM -MANAGEMENT APPLICA
TIONS . Economics of Single- and Multiple
Batch Production Regimes for Catfish-Carol
R. Engel and Gayle Pounds . Economics of
Vertical Integration in Hybrid Striped Bass
Aquaculture-Conrado Gempesaw II , Fer
dinand F. Wirth , James Richard Bacon,
and Levsiri Munasinghe . A Replacement
Model for Rainbow Trout Broodstock Under
Photoperiod Control-Samuel H. Logan and
Warren E. Johnston . ECONOMETRIC IN
DUSTRY MODELS . Effects of Shrimp
Aquaculture on the U.S. Market : An Econo
metric Analysis-Walter R. Keithly, Jr., Ken
neth J. Roberts , and John M. Ward . A Dy
namic Monthly Econometric Model of the U.S.
Catfish Industry-Walt Zidack, H. Kinnu
can, and U. Hatch . An International Econo
metric Model for Wild and Pen-Reared
Salmon- Mark Hermann , Ron C. Mittel
hammer, and Biing-Hwan Lin . MARKET.
ING APPLICATIONS . Profile of the North
American Fresh and Frozen Salmon Markets
David Egan . Seasonal Demand Charac
teristics of U.S. Farm Raised Catfish- Johan
nes A.D. Lambregts , Oral Capps , Jr. , and
Wade L. Griffin . The Northeast U.S. Market
for Blue Mussels : Consumer Perceptions of
Seafood Safety and Implications for Aquacul
ture- Priscilla M. Brooks . Conclusion : Eco
nomic Potential of U.S. Aquaculture and
Emerging Research Issues-H . Kinnucan
and U. Hatch.Sept. 1993 ; ca. 630 pages ;

0-8133-8606-3 , $65.00, £46.50 , sc ;
Rights : world Upton Hatch and Henry Kinnucan

are associate professors in the Depart
ment of Agricultural Economics and Ru
ral Sociology at Auburn University.

June 1993 ; 286 pages
(tables , figures , index );
0-8133-8534-2 , $45.00 , £30.00 , sc ;
Rights : world
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Agricultural & Resource Economics

Land and Soil
Management
Technology, Economics,
and Institutions
Alfredo Sfeir-Younis
and Andrew L. Dragun

This book outlines the physical and eco
nomic dimensions of soil erosion and es

timates the overall magnitude of the prob
lem in developing countries . It explains
how to improve the evaluation ofsoil con
servation programs by integrating scien
tific knowledge with economic methods and
procedures. Finally, the book suggests pro
ductive areas for future research .

Contents : Introduction . Nature of the Ero
sion Problem . Soil Erosion Effects : A Typology.
Extent of Soil rosion in Developing Countries .
Extent ofDownstream Damages . The Eco
nomic Nature of Soils . Integrating Alternative
Frameworks . Technical Frameworks and Rela
tionships : Erosion . Technical Frameworks and
Relationships : Downstream Effects . Theoreti
cal Economic Considerations . Illustrations .

Project Appraisal Issues . Organizational and
Institutional ssues . Macroeconomic Policy Is
sues . Compensation Issues . Discounting and
Intergenerational Equity. Strategy and Re
search Needs.

Alfredo Sfeir-Younis is chief econo
mist with the Economics and Policy Di
vision of the World Bank . Andrew K.
Dragun is senior lecturer at La Trobe
University, Australia .

Aug. 1993 ; ca. 320 pages ;
0-8133-8733-7 , $67.50 , £48.50 , hc ;

Rights : w/ind

Agricultural
Cooperatives
in Transition
edited by Csaba Csaki
and Yoav Kislev

Thhis volume blends theory, econometric
analysis , and lessons from the coopera

tive experience. The chapters explore many
dimensions of agricultural cooperation:
service , production , and credit coopera
tives ; pricing, efficiency, and competitive po
sition cooperatives in market -oriented ver
sus centrally planned economies; and
reforms and crises .

Contributors : Csaba Csaki , Zvi Lerman , Pin
has Zusman , Richard J. Sexton , Julie Iskow,
Steven T. Buccola , Grete S. Stokstad , Michael
Keren, David Levhari , Joan R. Fulton , Robert
P. King, Günter Schmitt , Yaffa Machnes , Adi
Schnytzer, Michael R. Carter, Jolyne Melmed
Sanjak, Karen A. Luz , Justin Yifu Lin ,
Claudia Parliament , Anacleti K. Kashuliza,
Leginard N. Ngailo , Yoav Kislev , David Ep

8

shtein, Katalin Sebestyén , Edith Depetris de
Guiguet, Gerald Campbell , Donald L. Hin
man, Donald J. Ricks , Mahmoud El-Jafari,
Raanan Weitz , Yaacov Oved , Smadar Ot
tolenghi.

Csaba Csaki is currently president of
the International Association of Agricul
tural Economists , professor of agricul
tural economics at the Budapest Univer
sity of Economics , and senior agricul
tural adviser at the World Bank . Yoav
Kislev is professor of agricultural eco
nomics in the Lev Eshkol School of Agri
culture at the Hebrew University of Je
rusalem .

May 1993 ; 432 pages
(tables , figures , notes , index);
0-8133-8759-0 , $62.50 , £44.95 , sc;
Rights : world

Land Ownership
and Taxation in
American Agriculture
edited by Gene Wunderlich

How does land ownership uphold or con
flict with the social contract in terms

of socially created institutions , social inter
ests and claims , income distribution , and
authority versus responsibility? Contribu
tors to this volume explore interrelation
ships of land ownership and tenure, land
use decisionmaking , and taxation , drawing
on legal and economic theory concerning
value, social interest , policy considerations,
and information needs .

Contributors : Emery N. Castle , Gene Wun
derlich , Denise M. Rogers , J. Peter DeBraal,
John Blackledge , Joan M. Youngman , A. Allan
Schmid , Robert G. Chambers , Hyunok Lee,
John Quiggin , Paul W. Barkley, Patrick N.
Canning , Mason Gaffney, J. Fred Giertz ,
Leonard Shabman , James Hite , Alan Harri
son , Ronald J. Oakerson , John O. Behrens,
Gerard T. Keffer , Ralph E. Heimlich , Paul E.
Smith , John P. Michos .

Gene Wunderlich is a senior econo
mist with the Economic Research Serv
ice, U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Nov. 1992; 277 pages (tables , figures ,
notes , appendix , biblio , index);
0-8133-8646-2 , $49.50 , £33.00, sc;
Rights : world

North-South Grain
Markets and Trade
Policies
edited by David Blandford,
Colin A. Carter,
and Roley Piggott

This valuable collection of case studies
explores the domestic policies of se

lected countries that relate to the most ba
sic ofagricultural commodities-grains.
Contributors discuss the approaches gov
ernments take in managing their domestic
grain markets , evaluate the choices of alter
native policies facing governments, offer in
sight into the effective implementation of
policy choices, and draw clear and practical
observations about the conditions neces
sary to ensure a healthy and dynamic do
mestic grain market.

David Blandford is head of the Trade
Analysis Division , Directorate for Food
Agricultural and Fisheries at the Or
ganization for Economic Cooperation
and Development , Paris . Colin A. Car
ter is professor of agricultural econom
ics at the University of California
Davis . Roley Piggott is senior lecturer
in agricultural economics and business
management at the University of New
England , Australia.

Feb. 1993 ; 391 pages
(tables , figures , notes , biblio);
0-8133-8642 -X , $49.50 , £33.00 , sc ;

Rights : world

Competitive Strategy
Analysis in the Food
System
edited by Ronald W. Cotterill
Comprehending the economic perform

ance of large food firms is critical to as
sessing the overall performance of the food
sector. Using competitive strategy analysis,
contributors to this volume examine compe
tition in the food market and recent events
in the food manufacturing industry-such
as the trend toward seller concentration in
food manufacturing industries and retail
food markets--that have accelerated food
firm profitability.

Ronald W. Cotterill is professor of ag
ricultural and resource economics and
director of the Food Marketing Policy
Center at the University of Connecticut .

Nov. 1992 ; 392 pages
(tables , figures , notes , biblio);
0-8133-8638-1 , $59.95 , £42.95 , hc ;
Rights : world
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Competitiveness
in International
Food Markets
edited by Maury E. Bredahl,
Philip Abbot, and
Michael R. Reed

With negotiations over free trade ar
eas, the completion of the European

Community's Internal Market, the success
ful GATT negotiations on agriculture, and
the ongoing discussions over the North
American Free Trade Agreement, food and
agricultural sectors are necessarily becom
ing internationally competitive . As a re
sult, firms, farm organizations , and govern
ments are seeking to identify sector
strategies and public policies that will in
crease their effectiveness in international
markets .

In this timely study, experts from North
America , Europe , and Oceania define
and evaluate the underlying concepts of
firm , sector, and national competitive
ness and examine the usefulness of com
petitiveness for setting research agen
das and for guiding government policy
formulation . This book offers essential
reading for agricultural economists ,

policymakers , and scholars of interna
tional trade and economy.

Tentative Contents : Introduction-Philip
Abbott and Maury E. Bredahl . CONCEP
TUAL FOUNDATIONS AND ASSESS
MENTS FROM BUSINESS STRATEGIES .
A Conceptual Framework for Assessing the
Role ofPrivate Strategy and Public Policy
Erna van Duren , Larry Martin , and Ran
dall Westgren . Innovation , Entrepreneur
ship , and Non-Price Factors : Implications for
Competitiveness in International Trade
Thomas R. Pierson and John W. Allen. As
sessing the Importance of Non- Price Factors
to Competitiveness in International Food
Trade- Michael R. Reed . CONCEPTUAL
FOUNDATIONS AND ASSESSMENTS
FROM TRADE AND MACROECONOMIC
THEORY. Conceptual Foundations from
Trade , Multinational Firm , and Foreign Di
rect Investment Theory-Wilfred J. Ethier.
Implications of the New International Econom
ics for Conceptual Foundations- Steve
McCorriston and Ian Sheldon . Technical
Progress, Captial Formation , and Growth of
Productivity-Lawrence J. Lau . Assessing
the Role of Competitive Pressure on Productiv
ity Growth and Competitiveness- Nicholas
G. Kalaitzandonakes , Brad Gerhke , and
M. Bredahl . ASSESSMENTS OF THE COM
PETITIVENESS OF NATIONAL FOOD
SECTORS. Assessing the International Com
petitiveness of the United States Food Sec
tor-Stephen MacDonald and John E.
Lee , Jr. Assessing the Role of Foreign Direct
Investment in Food Manufacturing Indus
tries- Charles R. Handy and Dennis R.
Henderson . Assessing the International Com
petitiveness of the Canadian Food Sector
William M. Miner. Market Mass Competitive
ness in Canadian Food Industries-Tim
Hazeledine. Assessing the Role of Competi

tiveness in Shaping Policy Choices : A Cana
dian Perspective-Kenneth Ash and Lars
Brink . Assessing the International Competi
tiveness of the New Zealand Food Sector
Ralph G. Lattimore . Assessing the Interna
tional Competitiveness of the Danish Food
Sector-Aage Walter Jorgensen , COMMEN.
TARY AND IMPLICATIONS . Commentary
on the Concept of Competitiveness-T. Kelley
White. Research Implications-J . Bruce Bul
lock. What Have We Learned About Competi
tiveness in International Food Markets?
Alex F. McCalla.

Maury E. Bredahl is professor of agri
cultural economics at the University of
Missouri-Columbia . Philip Abbot is
professor of agricultural economics at
Purdue University , and Michael R.
Reed is professor of agricultural eco
nomics at the University of Kentucky.

Aug. 1993 ; ca. 350 pages ;
0-8133-1736-3 , $45.00 , £32.50 , sc ;

Rights : world

World Food
in the 1990s

Agricultural & Resource Economics

Managing Food
Security in
Unregulated Markets
edited by Robert D. Reinsel

This important study addresses the possi
bilities for government intervention in

primarily unregulated grain markets . It ex
amines the forces that help create govern
ment objectives for providing income and
price stability and the appropriate re
sponses to these forces by governments
whose policy objectives are market ori
ented . Among the issues discussed are food
security, production variability, demand
growth, supply response , residual suppliers
and buyers , buffering mechanisms , acquisi
tion and dispersal rules for buffers , and ce
real market strategies to deal with variabil
ity.

Production , Trade , and Aid
edited by Lehman B. Fletcher
I n this important and timely volume ex

perts from various scholarly back
grounds carefully and objectively interpret
past trends in world food trade , aid , and se
curity and propose new policy options for
the 1990s . They address problems facing
the distribution of global economic growth
and trade between industrialized and devel
oping countries while exploring the effects
that supply, demand , foreign development
assistance programs, food aid, and other
policy variables have on the evolving world
trade and food system .

Contributors : Lehman B. Fletcher, Lawrence
R. Klein , Bruna Angel , S. R. Johnson , R. C.
Duncan , Robert L. Paarlberg , Alex F. McCalla,
Anne O. Krueger, Maurice Schiff, Alberto
Valdacutees, Terry L. Roe , Vernon W. Ruttan ,
Gerald Trant , Khalid Riaz , Raymond F. Hop
kins.

Lehman B. Fletcher is professor of eco
nomics at Iowa State University-Ames.

Apr. 1992 ; 368 pages (tables , figures ,
notes , biblio , appendixes );
0-8133-8049-9 , $44.00 , £29.95 , sc;
Rights : world

Contents: International Stocks Management
in Unregulated Markets-Robert D. Rein
sel. Cereal Stocks and Production Variability
in a Liberalized World Trade Environment
Alexander H. Sarris . Implications of Grain
Trade Liberalization for LDC Food Security
Peter Hazell . Australia's Experience with Its
Wool Buffer Stock Scheme- H . Don B.H.
Gunasekera and Brian S. Fisher. Canadian
Experience with , and Reliance on , Income Se
curity and Stabilization Measures- D .
McClatchy, B. Gilmour, J. Gellner, and B.
Huff. Stabilizing Imported Food Prices for
Small Developing Countries : Any Role for
Commodity Futures?-Takamas Akiyama
and Pravin K. Trivedi . Government Grain
Storage : Food Security and Price Stability
R. D. Reinsel.

Robert D. Reinsel is senior economist
at the Agriculture and Trade Analysis
Division of the Economic Research Serv
ice , United States Department of Agri
culture .

Dec. 1992 ; 115 pages
(tables , figures , notes , biblio ) ;

0-8133-1704-5 , $32.00 , £21.50 , sc ;
Rights : world
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The World Grain Trade
Grain Marketing , Institutions,
and Policies
edited by
Michael J. McGarry
and Andrew Schmitz

nternational trade outcomes are a mat
ter of record , but for most nations little is

known about the institutional and policy
frameworks that shape performance in the
international marketplace . This compara
tive study ofArgentina , Brazil, Australia,
Canada, and the United States analyzes
the institutions and policies supporting the
international grain trade with emphasis
upon macro policy, marketing, the role of
the public sector, and the legal and regula
tory contexts.

Contributors : Julian M. Alston , Colin Car
ter, Brian Fisher , W. H. Furtan , Thomas C.
Glaessner, Lowell D. Hill , Richard L.J.
Lacroix , Michael J. McGarry, Matthew A.
McMahon , Roley Piggott , Joseph C. Reid , An
drew Schmitz.

Michael J. McGarry is division chief,
Agriculture Division , the World Bank.
Andrew Schmitz is Robinson Chair
Professor, Department of Agricultural
and Resource Economics , University of
California-Berkeley.

Feb. 1992 ; 511 pages
(maps , tables , figures , notes , biblio ) ;
0-8133-8336-6 , $69.95 , hc ;

Rights : w/uk-eur

Japanese and American
Agriculture
Tradition and Progress
in Conflict

edited by Luther Tweeten ,

Cynthia L. Dishon , Wen S.
Chern, Naraomi Imamura,

and Masaru Morishima

This book reveals that the tensions sur
rounding U.S. and Japanese agricul

tural trade lie less between the two nations
than in an internal clash between tradi
tional systems and economic growth . Con
tributors propose a policy compromise that
respects Japan's concern for rice security
and traditional foodstyles and America's
concern for access to markets abroad- a
proposal that would break a trade impasse
detrimental to both Japan and the United
States.

Contributors : Luther Tweeten , Junko Goto,
Naraomi Imamura , Ryohei Kada , Nobuhiro
Tsuboi , Tokumi Odagiri , Arne Hallam , Selahat
tin Dibooglu , Bernard F. Stanton , Masaru
Morishima , Yoshihisa Aita , Mitsuhiro Naka
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gawa, Natsuki Fujita , Benjamin Senauer,
Elaine Asp , Jean Kinsey, Dorothy Z. Price,
Stephen J. Hiemstra , Vicki A. McCracken,
Michio Kanai , Yutaka Sawada , Manabu
Sawada , Rueben C. Buse, David Eastwood,
Thomas I. Wahl , Wen S. Chern , Kuo S.
Huang, Hwang-Jaw Lee , Yuko Arayama , Rich
ard E. Just , Susumu Yamaji , Shoichi Ito ,
Kenji Ozawa, Eric J. Wailes , Kenneth B.
Young , Gail L. Cramer, Keiji Oga , Dermot J.
Hayes , Roland R. Robinson, John A. Naegele,
Paul L. Farris , Tim Mount.

Luther Tweeten is Anderson Professor
ofAgricultural Marketing , Policy, and
Trade in the Department of Agricul
tural Economics and Rural Sociology at
The Ohio State University , where Cyn
thia L. Dishon is research assistant
for Anderson Professor , and Wen S.
Chern is professor of agricultural eco
nomics . Naraomi Imamura and
Masaru Morishima are professors of
agricultural economics at the Univer
sity of Tokyo.

Dec. 1992 ; 453 pages
(tables , figures , biblio);

0-8133-8700-0 , $64.00 , £42.95 , sc ;
Rights : world

Agriculture and Trade
in the Pacific
Toward the Twenty-First
Century
edited by William T. Coyle,
Dermot Hayes , and
Hiroshi Yamauchi

This is acomprehensive, up-to-date, and
forward-looking volume on the eco

nomic and political forces shaping agricul
ture and trade in the Pacific region . In this
book , leading scholars provide new informa
tion about policy reform in Japan , the
meaning ofeconomic deregulation for New
Zealand agriculture and trade , the poten
tial role of the Soviet Union and China in
the Pacific, and the prospects for agricul
ture in the Southeast Asian nations.

Contributors : William T. Coyle , Lawrence R.
Klein , Kym Anderson , John W. Mellor, Yutaka
Yoshioka, Fumio Egaitsu , Alan J. Webb, Allan
Rae , Liborio Cabanilla , Tan Siew Hoey, Faisal
Kasryno, Suthad Setboonsarng , Ammar Siam
walla, Direk Patamasiriwat , Francis C. Tuan ,
Shi Ru , Sergei B. Iliukhin , Kenneth Gray, Ron
A. Sandrey, David Harris , Ian Shaw, Julian M.
Alston , Colin A. Carter, Marilyn D. Whitney,
Thomas Wahl , Dermot Hayes , Andrew
Schmitz , Hiroshi Yamauchi.

William T. Coyle is chief of the Devel
oped Market Economies Branch of the
United States Department of Agricul
ture . Dermot Hayes is assistant profes
sor of agricultural economics at Iowa
State University . Hiroshi Yamauchi

is professor of agricultural economics at
the University of Hawaii .

Apr. 1992 ; 344 pages
(tables , figures , notes , biblio, index);
0-8133-8277-7 , $55.00 , hc;
Rights : w/brit

Costs and Returns
for Agricultural
Commodities
Advances in Concepts and
Measurement
edited by Mary C. Ahearn
and Utpal Vasavada

farmers, the ofagribusiness , and others look to agricul
tural economists for accurate estimates of
the costs and returns of individual agricul
tural commodities . But there is great diver
sity ofopinion and disagreement about the
best method for such analysis among prac
titioners . The contributors to this volume
work at the cutting edge of estimation
scholarship , and here they explore how dif
ferent uses of estimates determine differ
ent methods of estimation , as well as evalu
ate the preferred methods for similar uses.

Contributors : John E. Lee , Jr. , B. H. Robin
son , Gayle S. Willett , Glenn A. Helmers,
Myles J. Watts , David H. Harrington , Vernon
R. Eidman , Robert H. Hornbaker, Steven T.
Sonka, Bruce L. Dixon , Carol C. House, Odell
L. Walker, Eldon Ball , Richard A. Schoney,
Mitchell Morehart , James D. Johnson , Hosein
Shapouri , Leo J. Guedry, Karen Klonsky,
DeeVon Bailey, John E. Ikerd , B. F. Stanton ,
Otto Doering , Patrick Westhoff, Lindon J. Ro
bison, Steven R. Koenig , Charles H. Barnard,
Michael Salassi , Allen M. Featherstone, Mi
chael Duffy, Oscar R. Burt , Cole R. Gustafson,
Peter J. Barry, Mir B. Ali , Utpal Vasavada,
Gregory M. Perry, Daniel A. Sumner, Wallace
E. Huffman , Carlyle Ross , M. C. Hallberg ,
Thomas A. Miller, Arne Hallam , R. J.
Hildreth, Lawrence A. Lippke , Jerry Crews,
James C. Wade.

Mary C. Ahearn is a section leader in
the Economic Research Service of the
United States Department of Agricul
ture. Previously , she was responsible
for the production of the department's
cost of production estimates . Utpal
Vasavada is visiting associate profes
sor of agricultural economics at Texas
A& M University.
Feb. 1992 ; 395 pages
(tables, figures , references , appendix);
0-8133-0369-9 , $47.00 , £31.50 , sc;
Rights : world
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