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have produced different results, some of which would be 
negative. Generally, however, we can conclude that rearing 
cattle or buffalo for draught work and sale looks 
reasonably profitable. 

What the examples do not show - and what is far 
more important - is the relative profitability of rearing 
cattle and buffalo on Indonesian farms. It is this relative 
profitability that largely determines whether farmers will 
choose to keep these animals . For example, how do these 
profits compare with growing rice or cassava, keeping 
sheep or goats, having a fish pond or planting fruit trees? 
Some Indonesian farms keep cattle or buffalo but more 
choose not to so do. It is likely that these decisions have an 
economic basis. Rearing cattle and buffalo may well be 
profitable and our budgets will show this. But they are 
likely to be chosen only if they are as profitable, or more 
profitable, than other alternatives in a particular place. 
Discussions with farmers in your area would be a great 
help . Get them to rank this enterprise against others or 
discuss the strong and weak points of managing large 
ruminants . All answers will help increase total under­
standing. 

Our budgets are appropriate for one type of system. 
To help you develop budgets for conditions in your area a 
blank copy of the basic budget is provided (Table 3.13) . 
Sensible assumptions and this outline budget will get you a 
long way in helping you make your own economic 
assessment. 

Table 3.11 Selected physical and economic characteristics 
of female Ongole cattle 

1990 levels 

Liveweight 
Age Girth Weight price Total value 

(months) (cm) (kg) (Rp/kg) (Rp x 103) 

1 58-64 16-18 4800 74-83 
3 82-90 47-52 3675 173-191 
6 100-110 86-95 2850 245-271 
9 111-123 118-130 2300 271-299 

12 118-131 145-161 2150 312-346 
18 129-143 189-209 2025 383-423 
24 136-150 220-244 2000 440-488 
36 144-159 258-286 1950 503-558 
48 147-163 278-308 1950 542-601 
72 149-165 292-323 1925 562-622 
96 150-166 297-329 1925 571-633 

120 150-166 298-330 1900 566-627 

Table 3.12 Selected physical and economic characteristics 
of female Bali cattle 

1990 levels 

Liveweight 
Age Girth Weight price T otal value 

(months) (cm) (kg) (Rp/kg) (Rp x 103) 

1 53-59 12-13 6500 78-87 
3 75-83 34-38 4150 143-158 
6 92-108 64-71 3150 201-223 
9 103-114 89-99 2650 236-261 

12 110-123 111-122 2400 266-294 
18 121-133 145-160 2250 326-360 
24 127-141 170-188 2200 374-413 
36 135-149 201-223 2150 433-479 
48 138-153 218-241 2150 469-519 
72 141-159 232-256 2150 499-551 
96 142-157 236-261 2150 507-562 

120 142-157 2)7-262 2140 507-561 
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Table 3.13 The basic budget: all inputs and outputs valued 

Rupiah x 1000 

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5 Year 6 Year 7 Year 8 

Benefits a. Cash earned 

• Draught rental 

• Cow sales 

• Calf sales 

Costs I b. Cashed saved 

I ' • DAP used on own land I I I I I I I 
(1) Total cash earned or saved [a+b] I I I I I I I I 
Costs c. Capital Items 

• Housing 

• Equipment 

d. Cash costs 

• Purchase cows 

• Hired labour 
• cut-and-carry feeding 

• supervised grazing 

• Purchase feed 

• Repair housing 

e. Family labour costs (shadow wages) 

• DAP work 
• Cut-and-carry (for cows) 

• Supervised grazing 

• Additional cut-and-carry (for calves) 

(2) Total cash and farnily labour costs [c+d+e] I I I I I. I I I 
I (3) Net annual benefits or costs [1-2] 




