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Ehan on the Clyde socils {table 1}, The aversge
for 21l solls was 71.8 scres.

"®he aversge investment per farm in isnd snd
buildings on the Dunkirk sells was 73 per cent
hlgher then on the $lyde soils (teble 2.) The
average value of lsnd end bulldings per sove

was L230 on the Dunkirk solls snd 2148 on the
Clyde soils. About B8 per cent of the total L8 Yy
itel invested in these farms wes in land and
buildings.”

"sfter subbracting all ferm gxpenses, except
Interest, from farm recelipts there wes lefi §re47
per ferm on the Dunkirk sell and (BBE on the
Clyde moll., This is vorags return on the
caplitel invested and for the fermerfs own lsbop,
Efter subtracting Interest st & per cent on Lhe
Bverape cepltal Invested, thers wss lefi, on

the sversge, (488 per yesr {or the favmeris own

Py
g
R ATE

‘time on the Dunkirk gravelly sandy leswm seil

s

and {6 per year on the Clyds fine sandy loswm.
Desplte this differsnce in earning nower, the
farma on the Clyde =cil were valued at sbout
ona-half ss much zs those of the geme zlze on

the Lunkirk soll. The poor fruit lend wss velusa
&t high prices becsuue 1t wes sssoclated with
good fruit lsng.”

Fega B7 Table 78. iversuse value per scre of apple ope-
chards set before 1900, 1926 so 1928,
Punkirk gravelly szsandy loawm ) _
and Dunklrk loam solls &8
Dunklrk and Clyde fine )
gendy ioam solls 2571
Clyde loaw snd Clyde clay
- loam solils 88
AL solils, sversge F3BS
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guslity {3139} to the iwm

that

value of

The averais the landg uh Lraess in
old and young epple orchards wos $13% per ners

lus of ths
not incliuds

in IEE

pare lend

his La zﬁ@ 5
g Goo

# {table 84).
in the orchards

the value of bulldings on the fnrm. Urochards

are seperally set on the beat soll on Lhe Tapm,”
eor the above guoctebions we drawm the cone

the rotio of the valus of the bhars lapnd of vest

mproved value {(§358), which leeves

5216 for the trses, ls i.00 for land value to $1.55 for im-
provement valuve.

This does not include bulldings, Tencas,
?@%&S} drsins, and othayr leprovemenbs on other porvis o The
farm, where it is fsir to sssume th the vatic of the vsiue
of improvements to bare lsnd valuse is greater than for the
osreherds, since the report soys [page 58] Murctards sve gen~
erslly set on the best soil on the Isrm.”

in & letter from ¥r. T. H. La¥ont of the

Depsriment af sgricultural Heonomlos snd Fars ¥ansg

Cornsll,

Goetobesr 24,

%

ament a8t

2%, 1984, Mr. Lai

"in reply to your istter of Gotober 19# %ﬁ s

sending Teble B8 from in Economic ftud f oy
culture in Horthern Livingston .ounty, &_w YoTi,
Tebls o
Distribution of Hesl-Fsitate Investment

{442

soprli L1, 1%vB

fapms on which the dlstribution wss obtalned)

AvVerage Par cent

in?&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ of tutsl
Dwellings RGN A 4.5
- Other bulldings 3,519 265
Land &,6%72 4%.2
Tatal resl sstate S13,5384 100, 0
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"in this tabie, vou will note that in 1929, bulld-
iﬁg& rade up about one half of the value of the

e} estsate in uhat sres. Tns decline in real
m%t%ﬁ& velues since 1999 has meent that = higher
percentege of the velue of the fawsm is in talld-
ings. f% the present time, 1% is nof possibls
f&r farmers to divide the vaiua of thelyr forma

LDatween %u%iniﬂ< snd lsnd. In many cases, the
buiiaip sre worth more thsn the larm will BE Ll
For.

1 reve hed oceasion o mske Ingulry in
Goskland County, H.Y¥. (frult farms), in Orsnge County, H.7,
{doiry farms}, and in West Virginle {fyuit farms.}. Hy gen~
epni conclusion has bsen thet on &8N averais productive, weli-
improved, goling faﬁmf she vpliue of 211 improvemente, inoluding

uildings, Fences, dralns, orchards, ete,, Ls four or five

=1

times tre vaslue of the bare lsnd.

I swbmit bthe sbove not. 1In & eontroversial
spirit but becsuse I feel thst in the study of the ferm land
problem there ls rpemendous room for resesroh. The fsrm lend
problem in detsil will differ from the eity land oroblewm,
vut essentislly the fundementsl principle remeing the ssne,
that thﬁ\??ﬁg?%&&i?ﬁ, working owner who umkes luprovements
ig overchsrged in tazxes o8 ageinsi the owner of &ausﬁ% oy
poorly used isnd, %o the ertent of two or thres hwndred pse

ent .

i hop@'ﬁmm@&ﬁﬂyﬁ gowme ds¥, will t&y% o id

of the ferw lznd problem from this polnt of view.

Yours wvery truly.

1Y Vi danbiy Wi o

Talter Fairchild
WE. o8 7 Bgaretsry



