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This study provides an easy to understand methodological approach for estimating 
the labor supply elasticities of subgroups of agricultural laborers in the United States. 
Hill provides an objective narrative that starts off by presenting the reader with summary 
statistics describing the composition of the legal status of agricultural workers, the recent 
evolution of the agricultural workforce, and welfare program participation which helps 
set the stage for the empirical work that follows. By breaking the data into groups of 
workers based on legal status and welfare participation, Hill is able to paint a picture 
that describes how different groups of workers respond to changes in wages. The paper 
culminates with the thought provoking notion that changes in the composition of the 
workforce translate to an agricultural workforce that is becoming less responsive to wage 
changes. 

After presenting the reader with essential information about the agricultural labor 
force, Hill provides results from different empirical specifications which helps the reader 
walk with her down the path of exploration towards her final empirical model. These 
models evaluate progressively smaller groups of workers starting with the entire work
force, then focusing on groups of workers with different legal statuses, and finally on 
welfare program participation. This is useful for demonstrating the presence of endo
geneity in the wage variable used in the analysis and how the outcomes depend on the 
level of data aggregation. It also helps convince the reader of the need for the use of 
an instrumental variable model. Although the instrument in the final specification is 
likely relevant and valid, the reader is left to make this conclusion on his own. A section 
that includes some discussion about the strength of the instrument would help bolster 
her analysis. In addition, the final specification includes a non-farm wage variable, but 
there is no discussion about why this variable should be in the model. Having access 
to the point estimates/standard error as well as an explanation about why this vari
able is included in the model would have helped alleviate unnecessary concern about her 
methodology. 

Nevertheless, this article is informative and tells an objective story about the recent 
evolution of agricultural labor force. The final model is easy to interpret, and the results 
are consistent with what we would reasonably expect due to the recent changes in the 
structure of the workforce. The paper concludes by explaining how the change in the 
workforce is tied to changes in the elasticities which helps convince the reader about 
the veracity of her results. Although the study does not delve into the implications of 
her findings, she explains that wages are becoming a less viable option for farmers to 
address labor shortages. These findings could spell trouble for agricultural producers 
since it means that it will take larger wage increases to deal with agricultural labor 
shortages. In addition, this may potentially foreshadow a shift away from the use of 
labor in agricultural production activities. 
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