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Hog production has turned down after an up
trend of several years. The 1951 faU pig crop was 
only 2 percent larger than the 1950 fall crop, and 
the increase was probably confined to the first half 
of the season. Farmers' intentions on December 1 
indicated a 1952 spring pig crop 9 percent smaller 
than the crop a year earlier. Because of this prob
able reduction in pigs saved, prospects are for hog 
slaughter beginning in early fall to drop consider-

ably below the large slaughter of this past fall. The 
1952 total hog slaughter will be moderately less 
than 1951 slaughter, and a greater decrease may 
occur in 1953. 

Output of beef is expected to increase at least 
as much in 1952 as. output of pork decreases, and 
output of all meat for the year may be somewhat 
larger than in 1951. 
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SUl/JviARY 

Neat production is expected to continue a:s large· or· a little 
larger than a,.year earlier i:t:l the .next 2 or ),months although total 
output will. decline f:!easonally;as ·hog shughtez:' 'is reduced from its 
December peC~-ko ·By next spring., mea,t productioQ riJ.ay be considerably 
above the small ot;tput ,of last spring., . · · · 

. Commercial meat product~on during pcto~~r-~cember was probably 
slightly larger than a year earlier after running 2"percent less in the 
previous two quarters. Poi:"k has .continued to be the only meat in larger 
supply than in the. prev~ous yearS). Hoi.rever1 the ·output of" beef ha.s. im• 
proved relatively. and in th~ October~ December ·qUC\:i:ter wa~ .. «;:lose to that . 
of a year earlier. In months ahead pork will cont:rloute ··less and ·less 
of the gain in meat supplies over last year and beef, veal and lamb ·,vill 
make up a larger share~ By late 19521 pork production will be consid
erably smaller than at the same time in 19511 and beef production may 
be considerably larger. 

The shift from pork .to .beef will reflect both the sharp expe.n
sion in cattle numbers in 1950 and 1951 and the present downtrend in 
size of pig cropsw The 1951 fall pig crop1 from \v~ich marketings ~11 
begin in late winter and early spring, was. only 2 percent larger than 
the 1950 fall crapo And farmers' intentions are for a 9 percent smalier 
spring pig crop thi~ year than last~ Th~ reduction will affect hog 
slaughter and pork production beginning in ·the fall of 1952o 

Prospects are that consumption of all meat per person in 1952 
will be somewhat above the 140· pounds estimated for 1951., 

(' . . . . 

Prices of hogs are expected to rise seasonally until late February 
or sometime in March. Their total decline during the fall was ~-.-~ttle less 
than nonual tor-the s~ason,.and priceo have.alJout equalled last year"' Prices 
of cattle. declined moderately late· in.l951.,. Prospective su,pplies of 
cattle do not point to a material weakness 'in cattle prices.. Price 
str~ngth is more likely for cows than for other classes, while a further 
seasonal decline may occur in prices of top grades of steers • 

• • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • 
• . . 
• This.is~ue b for two months, November and December. • 
• ' • 
• Host issues in the future will be bi~monthly .. • 

• 
•••••••••••o•••o .. ••c,••o••••••• 



NOV .-DE~. 1?51 - 4-

REVIEW AND OUTLOOK 

') . 

Hog production is turning down ]atter increasing for 5 successive 
years. The 1951 fall pig crop wa§ p~lY 2 percent larger than the 1950 
fall crop o And farmers: ird:.err~;I;P.f.IS o~ peoe1nber 1 were .f-or 8 percent 
fewer sows to farrow in the spPing of 1952 than of 195lo If the size 
of litter is average, a~ju~ted for tren~, ~h~ 1952 spring pig crop would 
be 9 percent less than the erop a year earlier (table 1) Cl . . . 

The 1951 fall pig crop of 40.,2 million head compares with the 
3'o4 million saved in the fall of 1950. The increase, though small1 was 
the fifth in su.::cessionJ and the crop was the third largest fall crop 
on record., 

The average o.f 6,60 pigs saved per litter was the second largest 
on record, second only to the 6o65 saved in the fall of 1950~ . · 

The monthly distribution of farrowings shows a higher percentage· 
of the· total in the first. 3 months for' this fall than last (table 2). 
In September3 .0ctober1 and November the number of sows farrowing was less 
than a year beforeo The progi:'essive reduction in farrowings .·thr~o·ughout·,'J;i. 
the :.s-saeonreflected the dimming prospe<Jts for a big corn cropo 

In all ·regions. except the South Central States more pigs were 
saved this fall than in the fall of 1950~ In both the East an~ WeGt 
North Central regions the increase was the same as the United States 
average of 2 pe~cento 

The 1951 total pig crop~ spring and fall combined, was 102 million 
headQ It W?S less than the record 1943 crop ~nd almost equal to the 
second-ranking 1942 crop, 

. . . 
The 56o5 million pigs ·in prospect for next ~pring would be the 

smallest crop since 1948 but larger than any previous crop except 1942 
and 1943,.. 

Farmers' intentions on sows farrowing indicate a reduction of 4 per• 
cent in the East North Central States and of.ll percent in the West North 
Central States~ All other regions combined show a probable reduction of 
6 percent1 ·although increases are planned in the North Atla:nti.c an~ South 
Atlantic States" 

Smaller Supply, H1.gher ~ E.f .~ 
Y~in Factor in Reduced Ho~ Procr~ction 

The 1951 crop of 21 941 million bushels of corn was 116 million 
smaller than the 1950 crop, and of poorer qualityo With the carry-over 
of corn also less than last year, the total supply is down 233 million 
bushels or 6 percento Meanwhile, production of almost all kinds of live
stock has increased in the past year, so that competition for the corn 
supply is greatero As a consequence, the price of corn has been about 
25 cents per bushel higher this fall than lasto 
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Table 1.- Save tarrciwed, piss saTe~ md pise·liaTed per litter, epr1ns.md fall pis crops, 
1ln1ted Btatea, b7 resione, &Tere.sa 1937-411 b7 years 1~5 to data · .. 

r . 
Year ll'orth 

Atlllllt1c 
itorth Central : South 

. : .west Atllllltic 
Thou8111lds · fhoueanla Thouii8il4s Thouii8il4e 

1937-~1 aT.: 
19~5 
1946 

~~ 
1~9 
1950 
19511/. 
1952 !/ 
1937~1 &To, 
1945 
1946 
l947 
1~ 
1~9 
1950 
19511/ 
1952 !/ 

1937-~1 &To l 
1945 : 
1946 ° 
1947 
1~ 
191!.9 
1950 
1951 !/ 

1937~1 aT·•: 
1~5 : 
1946 • 
1947 
).91.8 
1949 
1950 
1951 !/ 

: 
193'7-~1 &To: 
1945 • 
1946 • 
1947 
1948 
1949 
1950 

140 
158 
1~8 
159 
153 
165 
145 
153 
162 

. 886 
1;027 

998 
1,029 
1,010 
1,107 

920 
1.,032 

TJlou118114e 

127 
1~2 
121 
121 
126 
123 
119 
126 

IUI&r 
6.63 
6.57 
6.72 
6.82 

• 6.88 
6o77 
6o83 

llniaed Deceaber 1, 1951. 

2,016 
2,129 
2,169 

. 2,311 
. 2:,lll 

2,394 
. 2,551!. 
2',625 
2,5o8 

Sows farrowed 

Piss eaYed 

PiS! B&Ted per litter 

~ ~ 
6o30 5.82 
6o26 5o87 
6o53 5·92 
6ol0 5·93 
6.47 6.11 
6.44 6.17 
6o33 6.29 
6.1!.8 6o26 

Thouii8il4e 
1,1!.8o 
1,848 
1,447 
1,530 
'1,690 
1,941 
2,183 
2,269 

:rau Pis Crop 
Sova tarroved 

South 
Centra:j. 

Thou81111¢e 

1,o69 
1,021!. 
1,017 

979 
987 

1,053 
1,01!.8 
1,029 
. 903 

6,157 
6,003 
6,073 
5,S,7 
6,030 
6,570 
6,534 
6,446 

~ 
5.76 
5.86 
5·97 
5o98 
6.11 
6.24 
6o23 
6.26 

Thouiailiide 

963 
976 
877 
901 
901!. 
951 
924 
879 

We stem united. 
States 

Thousands Thousands 

312 
260 
252 
230 
256 . 
256 
228 
21!.9. 
228 . 

1,948 
1,619 . 
1,603 . 
1446 I . 
1,600 
1,639 
1,428 
1,587 

Number 
6o24 
6o22. 
6.35. 

·6o27' 
6.26. 
6.39 
.6.26 
6.38· 

ThouaMde 

254 
200 
~9. 
174 
190 
188 
166 
189 

7,534 
8,302 
8,077 
8 ,51!.8 
7,833 
8,820 
9,174 
9,581 
8,794 

46,801 
52,216 
52,191 
52,199 
50,468 
56,969 
57,935 
61,957 
56.500 

ll'umber 
'"6.22 
6.29 
6o~6 
6~11 
6.44 
6o46 
6;31 
6.47 
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Table 2.- Number of sows farrowing and percentage distribution by months, 
spping and fall season1 United States, average 1937-41 

and by years 1945 to date 
___ Numbe,L_ spring seas?.n -·--- _ 

- . ~ h . . . . 
Dec~ 1/ : Jan~ ~ FebQ Mar. Apr. May Total . . 

0 0 ·--
1~!. 'T'' ~§..£. Thous. Thous, Thousa Thous .. Theus .. 

1937•41 3.Vw 290 409 791 1,999 2,605 1,440 7,534 
1945 311 378 700 2,024 3,004 1,885 8Ji302 
1946 293 354 701 2,128 2,952 1,649 8,077 
1947 293 381 900 2,452 l;l43$ 1,487 8,548 
1948 254 350 746 2,122 2,838 1,523 7,833 
1949 283 441 958 2,567 3,026 1,545 8,820 
1950 249 416 1)089 2,803 3,084 1,533 e~174 
1951 288 493 1,237 2.748 3,098 1,717 9,581 
1952 y I 8.:Z2~ 

_ . .J:er.9§.ntage. sRrin_g ~son 
Percent Pe~u.t Per~ fercent Pe~nt Percent Percent 

1937-41 av~ 3--9 5<>4 10,.5 26.5 34~6 19 .. 1 100.0 
1945 3o7 4~6 8.,4 2J.~,.'i4 36.2 22 .. 7 ' 100.0 
1946 3~6 4·4 8c7 26.3 36 .. 6 20.4. 100 .. 0 
1947 3.4 4o5 10.5 28 ... 7 35n5 17.4 100.0 
1948 3 .. 2 4·5 9.5 27.1 36 .. 2 19.5 100.0 
1949 3c2 5~0 10.9 q29.1 34$3 17.5 100.0 

.1950 2.7 4~5 1lo9 30e6 33~6 16c7 100.0 
1951 '3.,0 5:2 12~Q 28 • .7 ~2.3 17.2 lOO.,.Q_ 

Number~tall season 

June July . Aug .. Sept • Oct. Nov. Total . 
-t Thous. Theus. ,1hous1 Thous~ Thous. Thous. Thous .. 

1937-hl av. 546 510 879 1,483 939 445 4,802 
1945 778 598 1~024 1,662 974 393 5,429 
1946 667 522 871 1,449 820 375 4, 704· 
1947 640 552 1,000 1,501 833 340 4,866 
1948 727 570 985 1,525 871 392 5,070 
1949 731 618 1,172 1,?60 901 386 5,568 
1950 710 610 1,295 1,891 111004 423 5,923 
1951 82/: 680 -1..224 1&42 226 380 ~®... 

: ____ Perc~ntage. fa11.~@!L-
: P~nt Perce~:!:, Perc~ Percent Percent Percent Percent 
? 

1937-41 av,. 11.4 10.,6 18,.3 30Q9 :.19 .. 5 9.3 100.0 
1945 14.3 1lo0 18"9 30.6 18,0 7o2 100CO 
1946 14.2 llo1 18.5 30~8 l:ll7 ~4 8.0 100.0 
1947 13,.2 11.3 20~6 30 .. 8 17.,1 7o0 100.0 
1948 14.3 11.3 19 .. 4 30.,1 17.2 7.7 100o0 
1949 13.1 11c1 21f'1 3L6 16o2 66.9 100o0 
1950 12.,0 10"3 21 .. 7 31.9 171>0 7.1 100.0 

~a__ : 13,5 - - 1},;,2 22.-4 30.;? 16,,~ 6!2 100.0 
ecember of preceding year. 

~ Spring farrowings indic$ted from breeding intentions report,. 

Revised December 11 1951. 
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On .the C!~her q~4,,J .. ~.~aPf~Oe. ~~· hQgs during the· last several . 
monthS·"has been ·abou~ .~n:e ·s.~~··a~.a .;year earlier, and the hog-corn price 
ratto:·has beeri lower tfl.ah ).e;~:t. ,yea~·-- .In :th~ 3 months October-December 
the ·United ·states· ratio aVe~_~eC( -11:~3. .A year before it was 13.1, and 
the 40-year average :ror.· t~ose. 'mon~h~ is 12.3. . 

i .... j ' • 

' ' ' . , ' I • • J 

· !ill ~ Production . . : · · ;· : · ., , 
!;2 ~ ! Little .§!!!..]£ ~ 1951; 
Reduction !!:, Last Half 2£,Year .: .. 

. . . . . 
. ·, '. . . . ' ~ ' 

. · F.rom September throUgh N:ov:ember.·. commer.cial hog slaughter was 

.approximately 10 percent larger :t.tian a year _previously. The increase 
was somewhat· less than 10 percent in Federally· .inspected plants"and some-

. what more in' ·o'the'r commercial 1.)lents, .as· a· higher })ercentage of hog slaughter 
than a y~ar ea~lier, as well as of cattle slaughter, has been in the non
inspected plants. Since the .195,1 spring pig. cr9p was U.!! only 7 percent, 
the substantial early fall incree:se in slaughter reflected early farrow-
ing dates and feeding out faster· for market. Slaughter in December, the 
peak month of the year, was only.a little larger than last December. 

• ' ' • • I • • 

• J 

The largE," quantities _.C?f:·~oft co:r_n in the Western Corn Belt eOJn.-
. bined with a· rather small price. disc.ount fqr heavy ·hogs may hav~ caused· see 

producers to delay marketings until after the first of 1952. D~ta on . 
farrowings by months indfcate ~hat more pigs were born last May-July 
than a year before. Hence, slaughter of hogs in early months of 1952 may 
be a little greater than a year earlier. The-increase will probably be 
less than in the season to date. · 

Pr.o~pec·t!J are that by next summer slaughter of hogs ·and production 
of pork will.drop below the same periods of 1951. ·Barrow and gilt ~aughter 
at that.\•13-e.&son .may be ·up slightly because of the 2 percent larger fall pig 
crop, b;~t the ·number of sows slaughtered will be down from last year be
cause .of the fewer farrowing during the spring. 

'Beginning about late summer or early fall, production of pork will 
be considerably below the corresponding 1951 level because.of the smaller 
l952 S!Jring pig. cro!.~. · · 

Ti10 reduction in }'Orl\ sul--'ply late in 195:2 compared with 1951 will 
1-'robably more than •'lffset the small gain during the earlier months. Tne 
year's pork production will probably total a little ·smaller than 1951 
production. D· --~pite an increase in im. orts that mai amount to i pound 
.or more pet> lfe.rson, •. ork conswn,.tion may be down ~o-'70· pounds or less per 
person from the 73 now estimated for 1951.' 

Production 2£. Beef ~ Insr..-,.se 

The prospective trend in .. slaughte~ of cattle. and producti<>n of 
beef for,l9S.~-is about opposite to-that for pork. S+aughter of grain 
fed cattle ,h~s .. be.en fairly c16se· to last year. Since, as many or more 
cattle ·are on {eed this winter ·than· last the number slaughtered in the 
next few mortths will probablt average. at least as la:rge as a year before. 
Cattle slaugh~r may be up considerably next summer from the v~ry small 
s~aughter last summer and 'Will- probably continue higmr the rest of the 
year. · · ·_ .... 
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The larger cattle· slaughter in prb.~pect for 1952 will result from 
the increase in numbers of cattle on fa~s. which are now a record. How
ever, the shorter supply'and higherprlt~ of cqrn may tend to restrict 
the number of cattle going on feed in months ahead.. Thus, a smaller per
centage of the total slaughter· in'1952 may be 'of the top grades of grain 
fed cattle than in 1951. Average weights for 'all cattle sl~ughtered are 
likely to be somewhat lighter than in 1951. , · · 

; . 
Moreover, it now appears that cattle numbers have not risen quite 

so much as. had:ebeen l!eported. i~ o.f'fi.c~al estimates. Data from the Census 
of 1~60 indicate that repo~~ed _cattle numbe:rs for that year were. over-. 
stated by 2 to 2~ percent. · This dqwnward rey~~ion, which will be in~ 
corporated in the report of numbers to be made in Febru~r,y, lowers. some
what the prospective size of. the increase'~ cattle slaughter •. . . ' . . . . 

. . . 
Cattle sl~ughter mar rise enough in ~952 to ppo~de 2 to 4 PQunds. 

more beef _per' person than the approxim~tely se po~~s co~sumed in 1951. 

·Production of lamb and mutton :i.e also'~·expected to increase in 1952. 
Slaughter of lambs, like that of cattle, was. reduced in 1951 as numbers 
on farms were expanded~ ·Most of. the increase ~n slaughter l~ely in 1952 

·'Will come in the· latter part of ,the year. In early ~onths, sheep and 
lamb slaughter will about equal that of a year ,before, as 111mb feeding 
this winter is apJ)arently up only moderately from last winter. 

. . ' . ' . . ·.. . . . . 

12,8 Total Meat fr2.duction 12 ~ 
Moderatell larger ~ ~ 

'Indications. are that total meat production in 1952 may be .enough 
larger th~n ·in 195i ~~ allow ccmsumption per person to rise somewhat from 
the 140. poUnds .estimated lor' 19.51. However,,: the chances are less promising 
than fo.rmerly for the 1948-50 l~:vel of 144.wunds per person to be regained. 

. q~ns~ppion.of ~eat per person in,the first quartez~ay be little 
if any larger .than the 35.6 pounds consumed in the same quarter of 1951. 
Consumption in the·second and third quarters may be·as mub.h as 1 to 2 
pounds per person larger than in the same 1951 quarters. (table 3) 

. . . l 

Beef and veal will probably provide an incneasingly larger part of 
the total. meat supply in 1952 compared with l951. This shift in composi
tion of the meat supply will probably continue beyond 1952. It will result 
in a more 'normal ratio amon6 meats.. In 1951, pork was a larger percentage 
of the total supply than it had been in 7 years. 

Hog Prices ,!:2 Rise Seasonally; 
Marketing Margins Wider 

Pricesn of hogs mov~d to a lo~ in December after a. seasonal, re
duction that began earlier than usual but was a little less than the ~· 
average percentage declmne. Prices are expected to rise seasonally until 
la~e February or early March. After that a moderate seasonal decline may 
occur. The total seaecn~l advance this winter may be a little less than 
last winter, when it was greater .th~ usual. However, prices this spring 
may be fully as high or a little higher than last spring. 
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TablEr 3. · - Meat oons\.unption per person by years, 1940-48 and by 
quarter·years, 1949 to date 

-------------------
Period . , . · B'eef · : V 1 : La.mb and Pork' 1/: · · ·Total -· ~ --:::.--. ___ :_· ~a .--:~ton -..-...· _ _ __ 

:Pounds· Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds 

1940 
1941 
1942 
1943 
1944 
1945 
1946 
1947 
1948 

1949 
Jan.-Mar. 
Apr.-J.une 
July-Sept. 
Oct.-Dec.· 

Year 

1950 
Jan.-Mar. 
Apr.-June 
July-Sept. 
Oct.-Dec. 

Year 

1951 
Jan.-Mar. 
Apr.-June 
July-Sept. 
Oct.-Dec. 2/ 

Year 27 

': . ; 54.7 

.. 
• 

.. . 

:60.5 
60.8. 
52.9 
55.3 
59.0 
61.3 
69.1 
62.6 

:· 16 .a 
16.0 
16.4 

:' 15.1 
63.5 

15.6 
15.7 

·; 15.9 
15.8 
6,3.0 

. 

7.4 
.. 7.6 
8~2 
8.2 

12.4 
11.8 
9.9 

10.7 
9.4 

·2.0 
2.0 
2.4 
2 • .3 
8.7 

1.6 
1.5 
1.8 

17 Excluging l~rd. -z; Preliminary. 

.. 6.6 
6 .• 8. 
7.2 
6.4 
6.6 
7.3 
6.6 
5.4 
5.0 

1:2'. 
. 0.8 .. 
1.0 
1.1 
4.1· 

1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
4.0 

0.9. 
0.8 
0.8 
---

'73.0 .... 
67.9 .. : 
63 • .3' . 
78.5 
79.2 
66 • .3 
75.6 
69.8 
68.4 

17.9 
16.1 
14.8 
18;.8 
67.6 

18.5 
16.6 
15.0 
18.7 
68.8 

18~5· .. 
17 • .3 
16.4 

141.7 
.142.8. 
139.5 
146.0 
15.3. 5 
144..4 
15.3.4 
155~0 
145.4 

J?.l' 
"' 34· 9 

.34.6 

.37~3 
14.3·9 

.37 .o .· 

.35.2 

.34.0 

.37.5 
143.·.7. 

35.6 
32.9: 
.33.3 
38 

140· 

A factor···in hog· prices in recent moriths has been a somewhat Wider marketing 
margin for pork than a year before. This margin is ·the difference, in dollars and 
cents, between the price of live hogs ... nci. the average: price 6t the derived pork 
products. Although, data on the margta· are not entirelY satisfactory,· three· 
standard series all show increased margins thjs past fall.(table 4)~ 

' . ' • • • ' ~ I .' • • 

There is evidence that margins were natrowed somewhat at midsummer when hog 
1 marketings were seasonally small, and then increased more than they.usually do as 

marketings expanded. 

. Just after the wa~, marketing margins on pork were unusuallY' low compared 
~th retail prices. They have increased slowly since that time and the increase 
7n 1951 continued the upward trend. The ratio of margins to retail prices of pork 
18 still less than the long-time average. It is characteristic of margins that 
they change slowly and that the changes have no close relationship to variations in 
retail prices of pork or prices of live hogs. 
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Ta.ble 4. - .se;:t.eoted s~r~~s on marketing margins for pork, 
July to~ Qecember, ~950 and 1951 

------- _._._ -
· · . . : -rrVe':-tMetail; margin 

Mo:q.th 
Uve to wholesale ma.rg1n,- · :Market News data, , : BAE~d":"'a""':'t-a, 21 ~ 
Market News da~a, Chic·a.go, :New York, per 100 lbs•, :United States, pel;' 
pe..:_ 100 lbs. live hog Y_il~o&....1.L _ _:__:.l~rk at r~ 

-- ___ : _ _125L-·.....L- 195Q_ 1951 --L 12!20_-=-...t 12!21 --L.l9..._50.....__ 
Dollars Dollars Dollars i) ·ID01lars Dollars Do],lars ~ 

July 
August 
September 
October 
November 
December . . 

0.79 0.09 
1.66 0.27 
1.80 1.22 
1.29 0.48 
1.44 1.26 

li/1.53 2.03 

7.83 7.66 16.5 14.6 
8.88 8.20 16.2 15.8 

10.35 9.89 18.2 17.0 
10.42 9.15 lo/.3 16.1 
10.54 9.97 16.5 

16.9 

i/ Price of 72.74 lbs. pork prOdUCts, fresh basis, at wholesale compare~h price 
per 100 lb•. of 200-220 lb; . barrows and gilts. No credit given for value of by
products. 
2/ Price of 60.37 lbs. of pork products at retail compared with price per 100 lbs. 
of 220-240 lb;· . barrows and gilts. No credit gi.ven for value of byproducts. 
l/ Price of 1 lb. of pork products at retail compared with price for 1.41 lbs. 
live hog (basis U.S. average price for all hogs, including sows). 
~/ Average for first 2 weeks. 

Cattle Prices Like\Y 
1£ Change Little 

Prices of the better grades of slaughter steers and heifers have 
dropped $1.00 to $2.50 per 100 pounds to just below their level of last 
summer. Special compliance rel~ef by the Office of Price Stabilization 
for low-volume slaughterers and other ra·otor.s had resulted in some rise 
during early fall. Prices of cows also declined moderately late in 1951. 

The supplies of cattle in prospect do not point ·to any general 
weakness in cattle prices. However, it seems fairly certain that prices 
will not repeat the marked mid-Winter rise that took place a year ago. 
Price strength is more likely for cows and lower-grade steers and heifers 
than for the better.grades of fed cattle. Some further seasonal decline 
in pri~es of the top grades may occur. 

Prices of stocke~ and feeder steers at Kansas City have declined 
$2.00 to $3.00 per 100 pounds since early fall, and prices of stocker 
and feeder steer calves have fallen about $3.00. A seasonally larger 
supply partly explains the lower prices but less optimism on long-term 
feeding prospects may also have been involved. 
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Lamb Prices ~; 
MSl Ris~ ~nal~ 

Prices of lambs in December w·er~ lo·west of. the-- ·year~ 
per hundree\ pounds below the level th~Y .held hi late su.mrru3;r 
Prices are now about the same as at thi.s time l;;tst ·winter,; 

about $1~00 
and early fall. 

') •, 

Some advance in prices of l~bs may· occur:,, due largely to th . .:'greater 
value of the heav"ier pelt~ But prJces are not· expected to reach their peaks 
of last March" 

Beef S(,,t .. ~ for Milit~ 

Ou November 30 the Office of Price Stabilization issued two r~gulations, 
Dis.tribution Regulation 3 and Supplement thereto~ requiring Federally inspected 
slaughterOl'S to make deliveries of beef pursuant to military orders in certain 
circu.mstances. This is the first mandatory set-aside under present controls. 
For each accounting period beginning after October 27, slaughterers a.re re
quired 'to fiil military ordet·s for the 3 top grades of beef to the extent that 
their slaughter of all beef the preceding month exceeded by 25,000 pounds or 
more a specified percentage-"'"' first set at 100 percent -- of their kill in 
the same month of 195,J. This beef set aside .·for military purchases must be 
offered at no premium above ceiling priceso It may be in the form of carcasser 
hindquarters, or boneless beef. 

Early in Decemberp dollars-and-cents ceilings were announced for 
wholesale s.ales of veaL The regulation, Ceiling Price Regulation 1011 

follows the same gs:o.eral pattern as previous regulations on other meats in 
that it sets up ceiling yrices for carcasses and cuts by geographic.zone 
together with specified allow~<ces for certain servicesQ 

With the issuance of this regulation on veal all major meat items 
have specific dollars-and-cents ceilings for sales at wholesaleo Specific 
retail ceilings have been established for beef.. Retail prices for most pork, 
veal, lamb, and mutton are lind ted by restrictions on mark-ups· fro:m ·'ll(hd.1.~le 
ceilings. The Office of Price Stabilization has indicated that it •~ould soon 
issue dollars-and-cents ceilings for sale of· these meats at retail. Ceiling 
prices for canned and processed meats continue to bg based on the prices in 
effect Decemb;.:.r· 19, 1950 to .~anuary 25, 1951 plus certain increases in c~sts. 

~ Q.~~ Er.2.120seg fo:r: ~~ !ius! illJ.t.§. 

New grade standards for slaughter barrows a."ld gilts anQ. for thei'l" · 
carcasses have been proposed by the Production and Marketing Administration 
of USDA. The n0w grades are intend0d to provide a more accurate way of 
determining the market value for hogs~ The proposed grades are Choice No. i, 
Choice No. 2~ Choice No. 3g Medium and Cull. These grados are based on the 
quality of pork and on the relative proportion of lean cuts to fat All 
choice grade hogs and carcasses would yield high quality pork cuts: Choice 
No. 1 would have a relatively high ratio of lean to fat. Choice No. 2 and 
3 would carry more fat. Mediu.m and cull would be subject to discount for 
poor quality because of underfinish. 
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The grade standards were set u:p after several years of .. s,tudy on 
ca~cass values and on correlations between characteristics of llve hogs and 
the quality of carcass produced. Tentative grades for slaughter hogs were 
developod by USDA and have been in use for svme years., It is felt that 
neiths:' these grades nor the practice of selling primarily by weight groups 
adequ~:~ely raoogniz.es the extent to which finish d~termines the yiold or the 
quality of pork produced. Moreover, the proportion of lean meat in a carcass 
has been of increasing :i.mfortano~ as consumers hav~ shown an increasing prefer· 
ence for lean ever fat pork. · · 

Table 5o• Number of pigs saved and hogs slaughtered, 1930 .... 51 
and forecast fo:i: 1952 

(rata for cover -~-9he.rt l · 
Num~er pigs saved 

I 

: Number hogs Year - - ... ·----- slaughtered g) Spring 1./ Fall Yaar 

~.l)OOO .head 1,090 head kQQ.9. head lrOOO head ----
1930 49,332 24,803 74,135 67,272 
1931 53,984 29,192 83,176 69,233 
1932 51,031 31,494 82,525 71,425 
1933 53,460 30,740 8Lf ,200 2.1 79,681' 
1934 39,698 17,068 56,766 68,760 
1935 32,884 23,260 56,144 46,011 
1936 41,422 24,303 65,725 58,730 
1937 38,525 23,994 62,519 !S-3' '715 
1938 43,289 28,566 71,855 58,927 
1939 53,238 33,714 86,952' 66,561 
1940 49,584 '30 ,282 79,866 77,610 
1941 49,368 35,584 84,952 71,397 
1942 61,093 43,810 104,903 7$p!\14,?: 
1943 74,223 47,584 121,807 95,226 
1944 55,754 30,90) 86,659 98,068 
1945 52,216 34,611 86,827 71,891 
1946 52,191 30,503 82,694 76,244 
1947 52,199 31,090 83,289 74,710 
1948 50,468 33;358 83,826 71,936 
1949 56,969 36,275 93,244 75,293 
1950 57,935 39,404 97;339 79,488 
1951 ~/ 61,957 40,182 102,139 86,000 
1952 y 56,500 84,000 

. 
1/ Begins December of preceding year. 
gj Total slaughter, including farm. B Preliminary. . · 
_/ Spring pig crop based on intentions, Slaughter forecast. 
~Includes slaughter for Government account in drought programs. 
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CATTLE SLAUGli'TER IN :RElATION TO NUMBERS ON FARMS 

By Harold F. Breimyer 

In 1941, when 81 million cattle were reported on farms January 1, 
36 million head were slaughtered. In 1951 the number on farms was up to 
84 million 'but slaughter was only 26~· million !/. Over a long period of 
time the nuinber of cattle slaughtered is closely related to the level of 
numbers on far:.us., but in the short run it corresponds more to the changes 
taking place in numbers during each year. 

Variations in cattle slaughter and numbers on farms and the re
lationships between thozn are examined briefly' here. In an accounting 
sense and for a particular year the relationship is simple: cattle 
slaughtered are a deduction from numbers on farms, and cattle withheld 
from slaughter are an addition to numbers. In this sense the net de
duction ~~ addition to numbers on farms may be said to result from the 
size of slaughter. In a longer-run and an economic point of view, 
however, the relationship is more complex, involving both longtime and 
cyclical trends in slaughter and in numbers. Furthermore, insofar as 
producers maka deliberate decisions to expand or reduce their herds, the 
number of cattle slaughtered stands as.a result of those decisions. 

This dlscussion follows ·two other special analyses presented in 
this Situation. In the September 1951 issue, cattle numbers on farms by 
regions-were-noted and charted, and in October annual numbers and slaughter 
were projected to 1955 on the basis of past ~xperience. 

Big changes in the number of cattle and calves slaughtred are not 
new. In 1921 and again at the end of the 1920's, reductions in slaughter 
were particularly large. Over spans of 2 to 4 years beginning with 1916, 
1922, 1933 and 1944, increases in slaughter were substantial. 

As may be observed from the upper chart on page llp cattle slaughter 
.and. numberS~ on' farms. have t.Pended gradually-upward in the last 50-yea.t"s~-
Both trends are marked by a good deal of short-run cyclical variation. 
Cycles :l.n slaughter are not so smooth and well defined as those in numbers. 
Nevertheless, th~re is much correspondence between the two. Annual slaugh
ter is usually small when numbers on farms are beginning their upswing and 
for 2 or 3 years thereafter. Typically, slaughter reaches a peak in the 
year when.numbers first turn do~1 from their high point, and hits a second 
peak at the time of fastest liquidation of numbers. This was t~u~ in 1918 
and 1924-25; 1934 and 1936-37; and 1945 and 1947. 

IJ In the Annua.lsumm-ary of Acreage, Yield and Production of Principal Crops 
of December 17, 1951, it was indicated that cattle numbers for 1950 were over
stated by 2 to 2t percent. The estimate of 84 million for 1951 will probably 
therefore be revised downward when ne·w d..ata on January numbers are released 
in February. 
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The cyclical relaticiriships between slaughter and''numbers are seen 
best when the numbers are converted into the changes taking place from one Jan
uary to the next. That the net additions or reductions:in number vary a great 
deal from yea.r to year is shown by the top line of the lower chart on 
page 14. Variations are much more irregular than would be suggested by the 
smoothly flowing cyclical trends in nuni.bers on fai'IIl.s, During the continuous 
rise in numbers from 1937 to 1945, for instance, the actual addition in 
individual years was only 900 thousand head in 1937, was 4 million in 1942, 
and was a mere 200 thousand in 1944. 

In general, a period of substantial increases in numbers on farms 
is associated with a period of slaughter less than its trend line; and 
successive reductions in numbers coincide with a large slaughter. How
ever, near the end of a prolonged period of increase in numbers slaughter 
rises to or above its trend value because of the ef':f.ect of the larger 
breeding herds and calf crops, And near the end of a prolonged decrease 
in numbers slaughter falls back to its trend line, 

The trends in slaughter shown in the lower chart are fitted by 
free hand. They illustrate the faster growth in slaughter since the 
mid-30's than before, 

Another way of indicating the factor~ associated with annual cattle 
and calf slaughter is by multiple correlation analysis. The number of 
cattle and calves slaughtered annually (xl) was correlated with (1) the num
ber on farms January 1 of each year ~x2), and (2) the changes in number on 
farms during each year, (x3), both for 1907-50 and for the shorter 1924-50 
period. · 

. 2 8 In the 1907·50 analysis a multiple R of • 3 was obtained, showing 
that of the original variation in cattle·and ·calf slaughter from its 
44-year average, 83 percent can be eXplairted·by the level of cattle numbers 
at the beginning of each year and by changes in numbers during each year. 

Numbers on farms alone eXplained 76 percent of the variation in 
slaughter. Of the variation remaining unexplained by numbers alone 1 

29 p·ercent was accounted for by changes in numbers each year, The level 
of January numbers predominates in·such a 44-year analysis because of the 
strong uptrend in both numbers and slaughter. 

In the analysis for the shorter 1924-50 period the following re
gression equation was obtained: 

x1 * -.44 + .42X2 - .95X3 + .98x4 

X4 is the annual calf crop as a percent of cattle and calf numbers 
on farms January 1. 



NOV,-:UEC • 1951 .. 16 -

In this 27-year analysis changes .in numbers on farms became much 
more important than they were in the longer analysis--they explained 71"· per
cent of the··variation in slaughter not account~d for b~ the level of numbers 
alone. 

The shorter tha period analy2'.ed, the greater is :the r@lative importance 
of changes in. cattle numbers in explaining cattle slaughter. 

For a strictly short-run analysis, a correlation can be applied to 
the data for the lower chart on page 1 ~. When deviations of slaughter from 
its trand line are correlated with yearly changes in cattle numbers on farms, 
a regression is obtained with a b coefficient of -.76. The r2 is .63. This 
shows that 63 percent of the short-run variation in cattle and calf slaughter 
from its tr~md is associated with changes in numbers on farins. That is, the 
relationship seen visually in the chart is 63 percent of a,perfect relationship 

These statistical measures give emphasis to the importance of changes 
in cattle numbers on farms in explaining short-run fluctuations in slaughter. 
They show how slaughter in 1951 could be at a 10 year low, one-fourth less 
than 4 years earlier, even though numbers on farms at the beginning of the 
year were close to record high. 

In explaining long~~~ trends in slaughter, where trends in numbers on 
farms are most significatn, th<:! size of the calf crop can be included as a 
separate indepepdent variable •. The general tendency is for the calf crop to 
movG up and down ~long with cattle numbers, and it is partly for this reason 
that t1·ends in numbers bear a close relation to trends in slaughter. But 
OVE::lr several decades the calf crop has increased in relation to numbers of all 
cattle and calves on farms as breeding cows have made up a rising proportion of 
all cattle On farms and the percentage calf crop (the number saved per 100 cows; 
has improved. The result is that slaughter has trended upward faster than 
num·oers on fa.rms. The av~l·age yearly increaso in slaughter during the 1907-50 
period was 1.1 percent. The yearly 1ncreasa in numbers on farms was 2/3 of 
ons pt:~rcent. 

. ' 
In the 1924-50.analysis,81 percent of.the variation in slaughter not 

associated with cattle numbers on farms a~d ch~ges in numbers was accounted 
for by the siz~ of the calf crop, as el~readed as a ra~io to numbers. 
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Table 60 - Number of cattle and calves on ·farms Jarl.. 1 and annual 
slaughter 1907-1951 

(Data for _charts on page 14) 
. t ; 

Nmnber"cattle :Chari'fiGTn··n.u:m:::--'Nlimber s1aueJ~tered during year g 
: and calves on : bers during :-- C ttl • · Cal Tfutt1-·d C.nl -
:farms January 1: year : a e : ves : e an ves 

-----=l,....,=ooQ 'head :- ~g~ro-·!!cad-~ !L_Ooo· head !zOOO hoaa 7 ·1,000 ~!lad 
: . . . . 

1907 = 63,754 : -1,765 ; 13,886 ; 6,395 ; 20,-281 
1908 .61·, 9 89 -1, 215 13,569 6, 5l.f6 20,115 
1909 60,77h -1,781 :. 14,135 6,864 20,999 
1910 58,993 -1,768 : 14,140 : 6,917 21,057 
1911 57,225 -1,550 .: 13,817 6,855 20,672 
1912 55,675 .. 917 13,386 6,828 .: 20,214 
1913 56,592 . 2,869 12,939 6,30$ I ,19,244 
19lh 59~461 4,388 12,676 '5,927 . : 18,603 
1915 63,049 3,589 12,901 6,054 :' ·: 18,955 
1916 67')438 3,541 13,793 6,628 : " 20,421 
1917 70,979 2,061 15,7~.1 7,372• :'. 23,113 
1918 73,040 - 946 : 17,093 7,485 . : ' 24,578 
1919. 72;09l.~ --1,694 . 15,027 8,201 .. :' :23,228 
192o 70,hoo -1,686 13,470 8,l.~81 ·: 21,951 
1921 . 68,71h .· ·81 . 12,428 8,391+. 20,822 
1922 68,795 -1,249 13,706 8,832 22,538 
1923 67,546 -1,550 14,283 9,327 23,610 
1924 65,996 -2,623 : 1L~,750 9,8o4 2J.t,S5h .. 
1925 63,373 -2,797 1Lf,70Lf 9,936 2lf,640 
1926 60,576 -2,398 14,766 9,369 21+,135 
1927 5'8,178 : . - 856 : 13,1.~13 8,478 21,891 
1928 57,322 1,555 12,028 7,651 19,679 
1929 58,877 2,126 12,d38 7,406 19,444 
1930 61,003 2,027 :: . 12,056 7' 761 19,817 
1931 63,030 2, 771 12,096 8,057 20,153 
1932 65, SOl l.f,479 11,980 . 7,970 : 19,950 
1933 70,~80 4,089 : J.3 ,107 : 8 ,56h : 2],,671 
l9J)f 74,369 -5,523 :5/ 19,509 :51_ 11,759 :51 31,268 . 
1935 68,8h6 - 999 ::5/ 14,805 :Zf 9,632 :)/ 2lt,437 
1936 67,847 -1,749 :2( 15,901 : 10,008 :~ 2~,909 
1937 66,098 - 849 : 15,254 10,304 . 25,558 
1938 65 ,2h9 780 14,822 9,306 21f,128 
1939 66,029 2~280 14,621 : 9,191 23,812 . 
1940 68,309 : · ),446 : 1l.f,958 9,089 2lt,Oh7 
l9Li.l 71, 755· 1+,270 16,h19 : 9,252 2s:,671 
11?94L,j 76 025 5 179 18 033 : 9 7~8 27 7~l 
~ . : 81~204' 4:130 17~845 9!940 27:7~5 

l9h 85,33h 239 19,84h 1l.f,2h2 34,086 
19l.L) 85,5?3 : -3,139 21,691 13,645 35,336 
1946 82,434 -1,227 19,82h 12,168 31,992 
1947 . 81,207 -3,081 22,393 13,695 36,088 
19M 78,126 172 19,186 12,328 31,514 
l9h9 : 78,298 1,754 18,789 1l,JL~5 .. : .30,134 
19~0- :4/ 80,052 : 4,127 : 18,64i 10,435 29,077 
i~551 2/:4/ 8b,179 6,000 ; 17,300 8,900 26,200 
) 2 ~ :gl 90,000 : --- : ---

rrro:r-a:r., inc1udingTarm:--~:rpro1iminary es.,..t.,...ima_t_e_. --
y ~orecast. .!:!/ Estimates of numbers for 1950 to date and perhaps uarlier vJil1 be 
~e·nsed downward in the February numbers report •. 
2J Includes slaughter for Gov·ernment account in droueht pror,rams. 

,J, ., -

-~, I_ ' • 

1-/} l! 
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Digest of OPS and NPA Regulations Affecting Meat and 
· Meat Animals 

This list of regulations supplements those appearing in earlier 
issues of the Livestock and Meat Situation. These lists are 
compiled for the reference-valUe they may have now and as· a 
historical source in the future. · Questions rege.rding the specific 
application of the regulations should be referred to the Agency 
administering them. 

Regulations issued by the Office of Price Stabilization, 
Economic Stabilization Agency 

Regulation 

Distribution Regulation 1 
Amendment 8 

~~---------~P~~incipal provision~~---

Issued November 271 1951 
Effective November 23, .1951 

Distrib~tion Regulation 2 
Amendment 4 
Issued September 27, 1951 
Effective October 11 1951 

Distribution Regulation 3 
Issued November 301 1951 
Effective December 5, 1951 

Distribution Regulation 3 
Supplement 1 
Issued November 301 1951 
Effective December 5, 1951 

General Ceiling Price Regulation 
Amendment 20 . 
Issued October 10, 1951 
Effective October 15, 1951 

General Ceiling Price Regulation 
Supplementary Regulation 34 
Revised 
Issued November 21, 1951 
Effective November 26, 1951 

. . 

Establiahes;cut-off date for 
slaughterer registrations,·revises re
porting requirements, and makes other 
minor changes. · 

Permits the k~eping and handling 
of ungraded and unmarked beef which has 
been certified for home consumption by 
resident farm operators or livestock 
raisers. See CPR 26 Rev., Amdt. 1. 

Requires Federally inspected 
slaughterers to make beef available for 
m111 tary oJ:•ders to the ext-ent that their 
slaughter of cattie in an accounting per
iod exceeds a specified percentage of the 
corresponding 1950 kill. 

Sets the priority percentage re
ferred to in DR 3 at 100 percent. 

Extends the parity pass-through 
provisions to agricultural commodities 
produced in the u.s. territories and pos
sessions. See CPR 22, Amdt. 31. 

Revises ceiling price~ for manu
facturers of fresh and semi-dry sausages 
contaj.ning beef and/or stuffed in sheep 
casings to reflect recent increases in 
wholesale beef ceilings and/or higher 

: casin~ coats. 

--- --- --- --- --- - - -- -~ --:--=- -=--- -Continued 
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------------------------------·-· R_e...~e ... u;;..l_a_t~i~o.;....n ______ : ____ !!J:!!!?1Pal....E!:ovieione .. 

Geheral Ceil~ng Price Regula~ion sets up e:·rormula for adjusting 
Supplementary Regulation 79. retail ceiling prices for· veal, lamb 
Is·eued Nove.nl'ber 8, 1951 and mutton in line with dollare-and-
Effecti ve November 131 1951 : cents wholesale' ceilings. 

1 • ;• •• • • • •• { •• 

Ceiling Price Regulation 9 
Amen~nt 4 · · · 
·:Issued October 25 1 l95;L 
Effective October 30, 1951 

Ceil:l.ng Price Regulation 14 
Amendment 9 · 
Issued October 15, 1951 
Effective October 201 1951 

Ceiling Price Regulation 22 
Amendment 31 
Issued Ootober 101 1951 
Effective October 15, 1951 

Ce{Hng Price Regulation 22 
Amendment 33 
Issued November 9, 1951 
Effective November 91 1951 

C~iling Price Regulation 22 
Amendment 35 
Issued December 5, 1951 
Effective December 101 1951 

Ceiling Price Regulation 22 
Amendment 36 
Issued December 13, 1951 
Effective December 181 1951 

Ceiling Price Regulation 22 
Supplementary Regulation 2 
Revision l 
Issued November 211 1951 
Effective November 26, 1951 

Ceiling Price Regulation 22 
Supplementary Regulation 2 
Revision 1, Amendment 1 
Issued December 5, 1951 
Effective December 51 195~ 

Provides an ad.di tional method for 
ee 11ere in ·t:J. S; .: t:erri torie e end ·poe sea
siena for computing a 81-r..gle ceiling price 
for different cost i:t1ventoriee. 

·::.·: 

Allows wholesalers who sell to in
ati tutions to use·· alteznati ve business 
years in qualifying for special markups. 

Makes the parity pass-through pro-
: visions of CPR 22 applicable to agricul-
·: tural oommodi ties produced in the terri

tortes and posseeslone. See GCPR, Amdt:.· . 
20. 

. . . 

• . 

Seta the mandatory effective date 
for CPR 22 at December 191 1951. 

Eliminates the 15 day waiting period 
provid.ed for in CPR 22 before putting new 
ceilings into effect. 

Changes the regulations under which 
manufacturers (of canned meat and d.ry 
sausage) may obtain adjustments in ceil
ing prices • 

Provides an alternative method for 
making ceiling price adjustments by using 

: GCPR prices as a basis instead of base 
period prices required under CPR 22, SR 
17. 

• .. 

Provides a ei.mplified method for 
making the ad'juetoonte allowed in CPR 
221 SR 2, Rev~ l. 

·- - - -- -- -- -- -- _.;..._. --,:,-- "!""-"--::" --Continued 
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___ .....;.;R;..;;e."~E{Ul ___ a_t_i_o;..;;n;;...._ ---L- ____ P..;;.r.-in.2ijil provi ... sl.-.· o....,n_,s _____ _ 

Ceiling Price Regulation 22: Change~ the mandatory .filing date for manu
Supplementary Regulation 15: facturers of· sterile canned meat and dry 
Amendment 2 : · sausage fr<;»m November:~ l to December: :).5. 
Issued November 1, 1951 : 
Eft-active ·November 1;:51951 : · 

Ceiling Price Regulation 22::Provides for.optional adjustments under 
Supplementary Regulation 17:'Section 402 (d)(4) of.t.he Defense Production 
Issued November 9, 1951 :Act Amendments of 195l •. (Gapehart Amendment). 
Effective November 91 1951 : . • 
Ceiling Price Regulation 22: Provides a simplified method tor certain small 
Supplementary Regulation 18: manufact~ers to useiin making Capehart ad
Issued November 2$,1951 :_justment~ intheir ceilings. 
Effective November 2$, 1951:·: 

Ceiling Price Regulation 2a:·Extends the exemption.from compliance set 
Amendne nt 4 · ·::forth in Amdt., 2 until Novell).bl!r 4, and 
Issued September 28, 1951 :.tightens compliance requirements of multiple 
Effective September 28, 195l:plant operations. · 

Ceiling Price Regul~tion 24:.Makes· miscel~aneous changes,~~cluding whole-
Amendment 7 . :~sale ceiling price adjustme~ts among various 
Issued December 6,1951 : beef cuts. 
Effective December 11,19~1 :' . . 
Ceiling Price R~gulatj.on 25:: Revises ceiling price;; of beef items sold at 
Revised . retail. 

g 

Issued September 27, 1951 : 
Ef£ective October 1, 1951 . . . 
Ceili~g Price Regulation 25::changes lQ Idaho counties from beef retail 
Revised ::pricing zone 2 to zone 1 ~ 
Amendment 1 ·: : · 
Issued Octobef 23, 1961 
Effective October 23, 1951 

: 
Ceiling Price Regulation 25: 
Revised 
Amendment~ 
Issued November 6, 1951 
Effective November 6, 1951 : 

t 

Revised ceiling prices for boneless beef 
brisket. 

Ceiling Price Regulation 26: Permits the keeping of ungraded beef which 
Revised : has been certified for home consumption by 
Amendment 1 : resident farm operators or livestock raisers. 
Issued September 27, 1951 : See DR 2, Amdt. 4• · 
Effective October 1, 1951 

Ceiling Price Regulation 51: Fixes the ceiling price for sales of live 
Amendment 1 cattle and establishes aollars-and~cents 
Issued September 2$,+951 : beef ceiling prices at whol~sale and retail 
Effective September 26, 1951 in Puerto Rico. 

------------------- ---~---- ~------- -----~~ --~----------- Continued 
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------~R~e~ulatio~ ---"----- _______ _.PriPCipel ]revisions 

Ceiling Price Regulat:l.on 69 Establishes dollars-am-cents wholesale 
Revision 1 and retail ceiling prices !or carcasses 
Issued November 16, 1951 ·' and cuts of "isiand11 prJrk in Hawaii. 
Effective November 21, 1951 

Ceiling Price Regulation 73 
Amendment 1 
Issued October 18, 1951 
Effective October 23, 1951 

Ceiling Price Regulation 74 
Amendment 1 
Issued November 19, 1951 
Effective November 24, 1951 

Ceiling Price Regulation 92· . 
Issued November 8, 1951 . 
Effective Novembe1' 13, 1951 

Ceiling Price Regulation 101 
Issued December 4, 1951 
Effective December 12, 1951 

General Overriding Reguaation 16 
Amendment 1 
Isaued October 4, 1951 
Effective October 4, 1951 

General Overriding Regulation 20 
Issued November 28, 1951 
Effective November 29, 1951 

General Overriding Regulatic·n 21 
Issued December 5, 1951 
Effective December 10, 1951 

a • 

. • 

. . 

Amends and corrects CPR 73. Adjusts the 
ceiling price ·for the sale of goats in 
Sto Croix, Virgin Islands. 

Makes miscellaneous Amendments in CPR 74, 
mainly on dried pork and specialty pork 
productse- · 

Set~ up .. dolJa rs-and-qents wh~fesale qeil
ing prd:ces for l~h, yearling and mutton 
carcasses and cut.s. · · 

Sets up dol:l:rs-.and.:..cents whole sale ceil
ing prices for veal, including calf, 
carcassesa and cutso 

Exempted Kansas City packers from live 
cattle ceiling compliance on September 5 
and () due to raii embargo o · 

Provides a simplified method for certain 
small manufact~rers to use in making ad
justments under Section 402 (d) (4). of. 
the Defense Production Act Amendments 
of 1951 • 

Provides a method to u~e in making.Capehart 
adjustments in ceiling prices. Does.not 
apply if the ceiling price is governed by a 
regulation which has an adjustment procedure 
already in effect. ·· 

Regulation issued by the Nationa~ Production AuthoriJy,· 
Department of Comnerce 

M-18, as amended October 8 
Issued October 8, 1951 
Effective October 8, 1951 

M-29, Revocation 
issued October 1, 1951 
Effective October 1, 1951 
M-62, as amended October 1 
~ssued October 1, 1951 
Effective October 1, 1951 

Makes certain changes in the restrictions 
on the use of hog bristles in the manufac
ture of brushes. 

Revokes H-29 (deerskinsf) and makes deerskins 
subject to the provisions of M-62. 

Amends }'1-62 to include sheepskin parts and 
: deerskins. 

----- ----- ----- ----- ----- ----- -----
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Selected features, ~Livestock~ Meat 1Situation 1951 with ·issue dates 

Cattle and calves: 
Cash Receipts· Feb.;;Apr. 
Deaths· Feb. 
Farm slaughter- Feb., May 
Federal grade standards- Jan", Feb •. 
Feeding- Jan., Feb., Aug. 
Grades- Jan., Feb. 
Imports- Jan., Mar., Aug. 
Liveweight of slaughter·- Feb. 1 June 
Marketing- Fsb. 
Market receipts by regions- June 
Number Jan. 1- Feb., Sept., O.ct. 
Outlook- Oct. 
Price.ceilings· May, June, Aug. 
Prie.e margins in feeding cattle-. Jan., Aug., Oct. 
Ratio of beef steer.-prices to lamb and hogs- Oct. 
Regional variation in number of cattle and calves on farms- Sept. 
Slaughter by classes,- Apr·., May, June, Aug., Oct. 
Silaughter by regions- June· · 
Slaughter dn relation to numbers on farms- Dec, 
Slaughter quotas- Feb., Apr., June, Aug •. 
World numbers· Apr. 

Feed: 
Balance sheet- Feb., July, Oct. 
Outlook- Oct. 
Planting intentions• Mar. 

Hog and hog products: 
Cash receipts- Feb., Apr. 
Deaths- Feb. 
Grades· Dec. 
Hog-corn ratio- Feb., Mar., July, Sept. 
Hog numbers Jan. 1 and June 1. • Feb., June 
Hog prices by weights- Feb. 
Lard consumption- Feb., May 
Lard Production· Feb. . May 
Liveweight of production- Feb., Apr. 
Marketing margin; Jan., Dec. 
Marketings· .Feb., Apr. 
Market receipts by regions· June 
Outlook· Oct. 
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Hog and Hog production: Continued 
Pig crop ~:.t·F~b., r June, Dec • 
Prices - Feb,., May 1 Aug~ 
Price ceilings - Aug$ · 
Slaughter -· Feb,, Har" ? May: June 11 July~ Dec. 
Slaughter by regions - June 
Slaughter quotas - AugQ 
Sows farrowing - Febo, Mar, 1 June, Aug~, Sept. 11 Dec. 
World numbers - April 

HRrses and mules: 
Nwnbers Jan,. 1 - Feb, 
Outlook - Oct., 

" 
Livestock, gaae~al: 

Llveweight of slaughter- Feb", June 
Number Jan, 1 - Feb. 
Prices meat animals - Febop May, Augo 
Rank of states in livestock numbers and production -May. 
Slaughter ·• Feb .. , May, June 
Slaughter qu.:>te.s - Feb-.., April~ June; Aug. 

Meats: 
Canned meat, supply and distrlbti.tion- April 
Cold storage - Feb. 
Consumption - Feb.,, May, June, Sept., Oct.~ Dec. 
Edible offals,~ supply and distribution - May 
Federal meat grading -· May 
Foreign trade - Febo, Mar .. , Sept. 
Marketing margins - Jan. 
Outlook - Oct, 
Price - Feb, 
Retail value - Jan., Feb. 
World meat production - Sept .. 

Sheep and Lambs& 
Cash receipts - Feb, April 
Deaths - Feb~ 
Feeding - Jan, Feb. 
Grades - Feb~;April 
Liverwe::.gh"l:; of production - Feb.:.~ April 
Marketings - Feb., April 
Market receipts by regions - June 
Numbers Jan~ 1 - Febo 
O{ttlook - Octo 
Price live animals - Feb,. 9 May1 Agg., 
Price marg~ns from feeding - April 
·Productior, :a.nd prices of mohair - Mar~ 
Production and prices of wool •v Mar.,, Aug. 
Slaughter - Feb~, Mar$, May~ June 
Slaughter by regions - June 
Slaughter of breeding stock - July 
Slaughter quotas - Aug. 
World numbers - April 

IHd~xes of other years may be found in Dec~ber issues beginning 1945. 
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Seleoted Prioe Statistios for Meat Animals l( 

Jan.-Nov. * 1 1 1951 
1 ,. I r r9'58 f }' '.· , 

Item Unit 1950 ,, 1951• ·:·"' Nov:~: .. i· Sept. 1 Oct. 

'· Cattle and oalvee .: .. ·:.· '•' '• a:,'·' 
Beef eteere, slaug~ter !/ tDollars pers 

Chicago, Prime ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••1lOO pounds 
Choice • , •••.•.• , , • , •• , ••••• , , • , , • , , •••• , , • s do. 

32.49 
29.28 

Good ••••••••• , ••••• , , ••••••••• , •.• ·,,. , ~ •.t• '-"'~· ·t ':· 
CoDIXrtero ial •• , • , • , , , , , , , , , • , , , , , , , , , , • , , , , , a 

Utility • I •••••••••••••••• I •••••••••••••• I. I 

~oe rr :' 
'do. 
do, 
do, 
do. 
do. 

I '26~(;7 

All gradea ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••' 
Omaha, all grades ••••••••••••••••·~~•••••••••* 
Sioux City, all grades ••••••••••••••••••••••' 

Cowa, Chioago !/ 1 

Commercial ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••' 
Utility . , , , •. , , , , . , • , • , .. , .•• , , , •.. , , , • , .. , , r 
Canner and Cutter . , , , , , , , • , . , , , , , , , •.•• , •• , , 1 

23.15 
28.80 
27.53 
27.74 

21.43 
18.86 
16.31 
30.93 Vealers, Choice and Prime •••••••••••••••••••••t 

Stocker and feeder steers, Kansas City ••••••••• 
Price reoeived by farmers 1 

do, 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do, I . 26.32 

Beet oattle •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••' 
Veal calves • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • l 

Hogs .a· •. 
Barrows and gilts 

Chicago 
160-180 pounds ••••••••• , ••••••••• , ••• ,·, • .-, t l 

lSD-200 pounds •••••••••• , •••••••• , , , ••• , • , a 
2D0-220 pounds ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••' 
220.240 pol,lnda I. I I I I I I I I I I I I. I I I I I I I I. 1 I I I J 

2 40 .. 2 70 pounds •••••.••.••••••• 1 ••••••••• , • • 

270.300 pounds ••••••••••••••• , ••••• , •••• , • 1 

All weights •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••I 
Seven markets y .... , .. 1 ••• 1 • , .•• , , ••••• , •• , , • 1 

Sows, Chioago ••• , .••••••••••••••••••••• , • , , • , • 1 

Prioe reoeived by farmers •••••••••••••••••••••• 
Hog-corn price ratio !( 1 

Chioago, ba~rows and gilts ••••••••••••••••• 
Price received by farmers, all hogs •••••••' 

Sheep and lambs 
Sheep 

Slaughter, Choice and Prime, Chioaso •••••••• 1 

Prioe received by farmers •••••••••••••••••••• 
lAmbs 1 

Slaughter, Good and Choioe, Chioago •••••••••' 
Feeding, Good and Choioe, Omaha •••••••••••••I 
Prioe reoeived by farmers • , .• , , • , , • , •••• , • , , I 1 

All uat animall 
Index number prioe received by tarmer1 

(1910-14-100) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

lleat 

do, 
do • 

do, 
do, 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do, 
do. 
do. 

do. 
do. 

do, 
do, 

do. 
do. 
do, 

Wholesale, Chioago sDollar.s · perr 
steer beef carcass, Choice, 500-600 pounds !/1100 pounds 1 

Lamb oaroaee, Choice, 30-40 pounds •••••••••• 1 do. 
Composite hog products, including lard 

72.8f pounds fresh ••••••••••••••••••••••••I Dollarl 
Average per 100 pounds ••••••••••••••••••' 

71.32 pounds fresh and oured ••••••••••••••I 
Average per 100 pounda ••••••••••••••••••• 

Retail, United States average 1 

Beef, Choice grade •••••••••••••••••••••t••••• 
IAmb ••••••••••••••••• • 1 • •••••••••• , , •••• , •• , r 
Pork, including lard ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Index llUlllber meat prioes (BLS) 1 

Wholesale (1926•100) ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Retail 19S6-S9:loo ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

do, 
do. 

. do, 
Cent•' · ·1' 

per pound 1 

do,, .. , r 
c!.o. , 

.. I 

18.S9 
19.47 
19.62 
19.55 
19.27 
18.85 
19.17 
19.13 
16.71 
18.25 

13.1 
13.8 

12.37 
11.19 

338 

20.46 
28.09 
23.75 
33.;30 

I ·I 

:.·. 

27.99 
24.65 
21.05 
37.30 
33.08 

29.05 
32.75 

20~89 
21.58 
21.71 
21.63 
21.41 
20.96 
21.36 
21.05 
18.63' 
20.48 

12.0 
12.6 

17.84 
16.19 

56.43 
57·21 

23.16 
31.80 
26.20 
36·74. 

:2So15' 
2:3.90 
31.41 
30.06 
30.47 

22.67 
20.46 
17.82 
32.30 
~8.46 

24·60 
27'.60, 

18.23· 
18.47 
18.42 
18.33 
1~.23 
18.16 
18.21. 
18.05 
17.08 
17.80 

u.s 
'13•0 

15.47 
13·?0 

29.41 
29.22 
26.80 

19.6« 
27.02 
23.18 
32.50 

28 .• 9'J 
24·63 
20.98 

' 3(>.25 
3h90 

29.50 
32.80 

·. 20.02 
20.69 
20.94 
20.99 
20.97 
20.52 
20.84 

. 20.59 .. 
17.8~ 
19~70 

31.44 
32.64. 

.. 29.80 

S6~90 
58.00. 

. 22.74 
31.22 
26.1t6 
3'7.66 

a a a or mo1t series pu 1 e n a s ica ppend 
'f/ Grade 11&11181 ae used beginning January 1961. ·. · ,. '• 
1/ Chioaso, St. Louil N. B. Y., Kanea1 City, Omaha, Sioux City', s. St, Joseph, an6 S, .. St. Paui: .. 
l/ :lumber bu1heh or oorn equivalent in value to 100 pound• ot liTe hog1, .· · · '· 
'1J Average ot pricee tor J&llU&l"T, February, March, August, Sept.cber, October, and. Nov1111ber. 
Y Ave'"'lge ot prleee tor J&llU&l"T, A\I!!Wit, Sept.1111ber, October, Novllllber. 
1./ !Ddex of retail -eat prices, new lfllligllte.- , . .. . 

28.36 
'24.3'1 
20.~0 
37.16 
31.4}7 

. 29.00 
32.70 

20.16 
20~57 
20.67 
20.68 
20.68 
20•46 
20.59 
20.32 
18.58" 
20.30 

·u.s 
12.4 

31.29 
32.00 
29.80 

410 

57.50 
58~00 

21.96 
30.15 
26-45 
37.09 

.88.6 
'78~'6 
45·5 

283~5 
281.0 

t 

1 Nov. 

38.17 
J6.09 
33.03 
30.18 

'26.90 
36.29 

·34·45 
34.12 

27.22 
22.<}6 
18.63 
35·90 
31~63 

28.10 
31.;60 

18,43 
18.72 
18.72 
18..70. 
],8.64 

'18.43 
18.69 
18.38 
16.61 
18.00 

10.2 
11.1 

]3.67 
J.4.10 

30.80 
31.31 
29.00 

387 

57.25 
60.35 

20.16 
27.68 
2,3.$3 
32.99 
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Selected marketing, slaughter and stocks statistics for meat animals and meats l/ 
Jan.-Nov. 

1950 1951 
Item Unit 1950 195'1 Nov. Sept. Oct. Nov. I I 

Meat animal marketings 
146 149 184 162 203 190 Index number (1935-39=100) I I I I I I I I I : \ 

Stocker and feeder shipments to I 

8 Corn Belt States :1,000 
3,156 485 Cattle and calves • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • • • • : head 2,891 515 893 460 

Sheep and lambs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' do • 2,663 3,390 238 70.3 822 .30$ 

Slaughter under Federal inspection 
Number slaughtered 

10,881 1,151 956 1,140 Cattle . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . : do • ll,99.3 1,122 
Calves . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . : do • 5,404 4,641 505 .374 500 457 
Sheep and lambs •••••••••••••••••••: do. 10,821 9,246 969 827 1,084 922 
Hogs •••• , •• , ••••••••• , •• , •••• , ••• , : do. : 50,187 55,142 6,144 4,398 5,651 6,5.31 

Percentage sows •••••••••••••••••:Percent: 16 9 14 8 1 
Average live weight per head 

986 998 Cattle •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• :Pounds 991 910 913 990 
Calves I I I I I, I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I : do. 206 210 214 247 246 231 
Sheep and lambs •••••••••••••••••••: do. 96 98 95 95 96 100 
Hogs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . do • 244 246 237 236 231 236 

Average production 
Beef, per head ••••• , •••••••• , , , , • , : do. 549 544 5.34 S28 513 S28 
vw, per head ••••••••••••••••••••: do. us ll8 ll7 138 136 126 
Lamb and mutton~er head ••••••••• : do. 46 46 45 45 44 47 
Pork, per head 2 •••••••••••••••••= do. 136 136 134 132 127 131 
Pork, per 100 pounds live weight tj: do. 56 55 56 56 55 55 
Lard, per head • C! •••••••••••••••••• : do • 35 36 33 34 33 .34 
Lard, per 100 pounds live weight . . : do • 14 15 14 14 14 14 

Total production :Million1 
6,448 Beef •• , , , ~ ••• ,., •••••••••• ,,, ••• ,. :pounds I 5,885 6ll 502 $81 588 

Veal •••o••••••••••••••••••••••••••: do. 618 544 58 51 68 57 
Lamb and mutton •••••••••••••••••••: do. 492 427 43 37 47 43 
Pork ?:./ , , •.••• , • ,. ••••••••••••••••• : do. 6,864 7,501 821 519 719 851 
Lard ••• ., •••••• • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • : do. 1,767 1,978 201 150 185 221 

Total oonnneroial slaughter y 
Number slaughtered 11,000 

Cattle ••• , • , ••••• ~~~, •••••••••• • •••• =head 16,420 1,556 1,375 1,602 
Calves • ., •••• , , • , , , • , ••• , •• , • , , , • , • : do, 9,228 844 666 836 
Sheep a.nd lambs •••o•••••••••••••••= doe ll,862 1,058 938 1,203 
Hogs •••••••••• , ••••••••••••••••••• : do. I .60,542 7,249 5,368 6,824 

Total production :Million: 
Beef •• , ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• :pounds 8,475 794 698 790 
Veal , , , , • , • , ••• , , ... , ••• , • , , , •••• , , : do. 1,055 98 87 106 
Lamb e.nd mutton ••• , •••••• , •••• , ••• : do. 536 47 41 52 
Pork ?:./ ••••••••••• , , ••••• , •• , ••••• : do. 8,189 966 701 870 
Lard , , • , o , • , , • , ... , • , , •••••••• , , •• , : do. 2,024 227 174 212 

Cold storage stocks first of mnth I 

Beef , 9 , • , ••• , •• , • , •• , ••••••••••••••• : do. 125 
Veal •• 0 ....... ,. •• , , •• , • , ••••••••• , ••••• : do. ll 
lamb and mutton •••• , , , • , • , , , •••••••• : do. 10 
Pork • • • • 0 • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • s do. 276 
Total meat and meat products 4 ••••• :do. 499 nua a a or rr.os 

V. Excludes lard. 
~ Federally inspected, and other wholesale and retail. 

Includes stocks of sausage and sausage room products oan:iled meats and oanned meat products, a.nd edible Offals, in addition to the four meats listed. ' 
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