
notUMd in this table that the average revenue per animal unit, with the exception
of two groups is very nearly constant. Further that the increased labour income
obtained in some of the groups of the various groups of farms studied is not explained
by getting a proportional increased revenue from cash crop sources, but by having
a larger number of animal units for a given number of acres, making possible an
average gross per cent revenue exceeding the average total expenses. The wider the
margin the greater becomes the labour income.

Widiout wing into the details of revenue or expenses, which are plainly set out
in the tables, the information obtained through this survey would go to show first
that certain sised farms are to be preferred to others; secondly, that there is a ^ter
percePtage of high labour income obtained on the larger farms; and thirdly that
fair to high labour incomes are possible on the smaller farms where good managerial
ability is applied.

TABLE II-LABOUR INCOME BY DISTRICT

District

Number nt iarma
Average »im
Ayerace tilled am
Ayeraca orop acres
Aveiace total capital
AveraBe capital in real estate..
Averate per cent capital in real

estate
Average capital in buildings
Average per uent capital in build-

iivs
Average capital in machinery.
Average per cent oapitij

machinery
Average capital in live stock.

.

Average per cent capital in live
stock

Average crop acres per man . .

.

Average crop acres per horse.

.

Average animal unit
Average live stoc k index
Avenge crop inde X
Average revenue from cash crop

sold
Average revenue from live stock

old
Average revenue trom butter,

milk, or cheese sold
Average revenue from swine sold.
Average revenue from sheep or

WDoIsoU
Average revenue from poultry or

No.
Ac.
Ac.
Ac.
I
I

Anbny
(Chateau-
guay Co.)

%
Ac.
Ac.
A.U.
No.
No.

Average total revenue
Average cost of labour
Average amomt of feed bought.

.

Avenge current expenses
Avenge depreciation on build'

iagi, live stock and mach-
inery

Average interest on capital in-
vested

Average total expenses
.4venigc labour income

t2
lao
113
Its

13,841
10.374

S70
2,473

171>
1.413

10-3

2,054

14-8

040
2«S
I9-7
831
104-2

746

92S
170

IS

39
2,133

381
13«
178

Laohute
(Argen-

teuil Co.)

831
1,887

-f345

SO
165
118
146

1S,7SS
11,718

67-7
2,594

16-4

1,404

89
2,673

169
730
31-8
258

105
803

381

348

1,708
155

40
2,660
445
366
199

404

950
2,364
+296

L'As-

soroption

136
115
131

16,575
12,561

58-0
2,956

17-8

1,652

10-0

2,360

14-2
54-8
33-0
23-2
ioe-4
149-2

1.530

327

1,232
283

35

63
3,469
642
238
198

439

993
3.489

-t-980

Mont'
Stan-
bridge
East

magny (Missis-
qooiCo)

SI
118
100
107

14,036
11,010

3,603

185
1,130

8-5

135
56-5
34-8

186
105-5
97-1

290

941
335

58

37
2,289
438
89
147

339

843
1,843
+446

49
162
85
133

17,480
12,792

67-5
2,733

15-7
1,298

7-4
3,390

19-4
67-2
24-7
27-6
90-2
76-6

428

504

1,871
287

46

- 30
3,166
512
633
202

1,049
3.831
+335

St.
Oedeon
(lAke St.
John Co)

48
160
135
149

35,173
30,219

76-3

3,414

9-7
1,576

4-5
3,378

9-6
663
35-8
339
880
081

778

501

141

36
3,303
675
13

334

494

3,111
3,636
-324


