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g = $o°1A
SR R

Direct cash costs 185.34 7114
Preharvest cultural cost
Harvest costs
Drain and open levees 326 3.26
Custom harvest, haul, and dry
1.81 $-1001bs 134.24 79.82
Postharvest cost
Mow levees, clean around boxes 2.01 2.01
Burning rice straw 2.45 0
Rolling rice straw or chisel 0 15.00
Total direct cash costs 327.30 171.23
Revenue during crop year
Conventional rice :
74 1bs at $7.901bs 584 -
Lundberg experimental rice :
44 lbs at $1175/1bs 517.00
Net return over cash costs 257.30 345.77
Fallow year costs
Triplane(including move crawler) 5.49 -
Rota spike : 3 times at $10.007acre 0 30.00
Lndplane(including move crawler) 0 2048
Flush —irrigate : 3times at $3.50acre 0 10.50
Laser ievel(custom hire) 60.00 60.00
Plant purple vetch 0 14.00
Total, fallow year vost 65.49 134.98
Net return over cash costacre/year 149.70 105.40
Cash cost.“1bs rice 4.86 6.96

Z}& : National Research Council(1989) : ALTE-
RNATIVE AGRICULTURE, Committee of the
Role of Alternative Farming methods in Modern
Production Agriculture, National Academy
Press, Washington,D.C.
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ABSTRACT

The definitions of organic farming method has rather philosophical meaning than application of agri-
cultural practices. The meaning of organic farming method has certainly basic differences in comparison
with the conventional farming methods. The main definitions of organic farming method have certainly
to reduce or not to apply any kinds of farm inputs materials by increasing quality of agricultural prod-
ucts. However, the quality of produced food by organic farming method should be improved in compari-
son with convethional farming method. By applying organic farming method, the qualith of food, envir-
onment as well as spiritual attitude of human being should be improved in future.

Actually, there are very wide fields of research on organic farming methods such as production tech-
niques, soil and water conservation, plant and animal production, marketing, labelling and consumers
behavior on organic products.

In this article the present situation of organic farming methods in the United States of Americal is
investigated in comparison with conventional rice production. The production cost of rice per acre in
the United States of America mde 58 788 Won in 1986, while it was 121, 699 Won in Korea having
about 107 percent higher in Korea than the USA There is a larger rice farm cost analysis between
conventional and organic rice farm in California The cash cost pre 1 lbs of conventional rice made
486 § while the organic rice was 6.96 $ showing about 43.2%higher level of cost in organic products
(1 1bs =0.45359 kg )

At present, there is less economic advantage of organic rice production in California because of lower
vields as well as price levels, Therefore, the total net return over cash cost peracer.year was a little
lower in organic rice production than conventional rice prouction.



