
20 

1 0 

0 
10 

0 

!>L ·__, 

THE 
fOR RELEASE 
- SEPT. 2. A. M. 

SITUATION 

~· 1'/r· -

MARKET PRICES A~~EDING 
MARGIN FOR CATTLE 

100 LBS. MONTHLY 
PRICES 

I 
Stocker and 

feeder steerso 

FEEDING 

1940 1945 1950 
*CHOICE GRADE AT CHICAGO 0 AVERAGE OF ALL GRADES AT KANSAS CITY 

ADIFFERENCE BETWEEN PRICES OF SLAUGHTER STEERS AND PRICES 
OF STOCKERS AND FEEDERS 7 MONTHS EARLIER 

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NEG. 47333-XX BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL ECONOMICS 

Price margins in cattle feeding have been smal­
ler in the last 12 months than at any time in the 
previous two years. Price margins are defined as 
the difference between the prices received for fed 
cattle sold for slaughter and the prices originally 
paid for feeders. They are shown here for a 7-months 

feeding period which is representative of the various 
feeding programs. 

Prices of feeder cattle have declined sharply 
this summer. Even though the moderate decline ex­
pected in prices of slaughter cattle should occur, 
margins are likely to be wider, and profits about average. 
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THE L I V E S T O.C K AND ME A T S·I T·U AT I 0 N 

---------------- ~.~ 
Approved by the Outlook.and Situation Board, Augu~t 19, 1952 

SUMMARY 

An increase in cattle marketings over last year following a rapid 
rise in production,.and a decrease in hog marketings because of' smaller pig 
crops are the chief developments in meat ani:l1als this fall. · These develop­
ments are being intensified to some der,ree by drought in some States and 
embargoes on hog marketings in various areas. due. to disease. 

Drought prevailed in June, July and early August in many southern 
States, much of' New England, the Southern Plains, and scattered areas else­
where. · With rain occurring. in some sections and •vi th disaster loans for 
farmers authorized, there was little selling of' cattle breeding herds. How­
ever, young stock were sold eatlier, at lighter weight, and in greater num­
bers than they otherwise would have been. Receipts o~ all .cattle and calves 
at 12 public stockyards ~he 4 weeks ended August 16 were· 14 perc.ent larger 
than in the ·same weeks last year. · r.~uch of' the increase· resulted from the. 
greater numbers being raised, but a part was due to drought, 

Cattle slaughter in the la·st month or so has been above last year but 
not greatly so, ~any of the oa·btle marketed frorn ranges and pastures have 
moved as feeders to· the Corn Belt, where the bj.gg;es·b corn crop in 4 years is 
in prospect. The volume of ce.ttle feeding this vrinter may be the largest on 
record, 

Appearance of the hog disease, vesicular exanthema, led the Federal 
Government and several State Governments to embargo shipments of hogs and 
pork in some areas. l~arketings of' hogs were temporarily reduced in soute 
Western Corn Belt markets. Restrictions have now been e·a.sed end will likely 
not have much further effect on .(J.arketings. However, .with a big corn crop in 
prospect, there seems to be a tendency to hold hogs for feeding on new corn 
where the supply of ol~ corn is small. Total hog marketings and slaughter 
this fall and winter vdll be down from a year earlier because the 1952 spr~ng 
pig crop was 9 percent smaller than the 1~51 crop. 

cattle prices have trended lower this sunnner. Bigge~t decline has 
been in feeder ca·ttle, which have been around ;~7 .oo per 100 pounds be'! ow last 
year, The least change has occurred in well finished slaughter cattleft 
Lower prices for feeder cattle were due chiefly to the sharply expanded 
supply. But in addition, demand from buyers was weaker because of the de­
cline in price of slaughter.cattle and the below-average ret~rns e~r~ed by 
feeders last season, .Some firming is possible in prices of feeder cattle but 
no appreciable increase is expected until after the main marketing season is 
over, 

Beoause of the lower prices for feeder cattle, p~ofits from·f'eeding 
this winter may be higher than last winter:. This is possible_ despite the 
prospects for another reduction in priQe ·of. slaughter cattle next year and 
for prices of feed as high or higher than last year •. Lower prices q~ slaugh· 
ter cattle in months ahead are likely because of ~ncreae;es b.oth in slaughter 
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of fed cattle and total cattle slaughter·. On July 1, 13 percent more cattle 
were on feed in the Corn Belt than a year earlier. }'~uch of the increase will 
be sold this fall, probably preventing fed cattle prices from showing their 
usual seasonal strengtho Later i.n the fall or winter, a delayed seasonal 
advance miGht occur. A record volume of cattle feeding this winter would be 
followed by an increased slaughter of fed cattle and probabl:r by lower prices 
next year. 

Tota.l oattle slaughter is rislng as e. result of 3 years of expansion 
in production, and will continue to increase gradually. 

Prices of hogs· e.t Chicago in mid-August were a little below the 
prices of last August., Prices this fall may decline no more than usual for 
the season. The average price for the season may be about as high or a 
little higher than last fall~ 

The 1952 lamb crop was 2 percen·c larger than the 1951 crop. A re­
i::luction of 2 percent in the Western States was more. than offset by an in· 
orease of 10 percent in the Native (Easte~) States. This year's crop is 
still small compared with earlier years~ Sheep and lamb slaughter in the 
first half of 1952 was considerably above the previous year, but slaughter 
this fall is not likely to dif'i'er greatly from e. year earlier. 

If the Mexican border is opened for imports of cattle this fall, 
prospects are that a few hundred thousand head of steers will enter during 
the first year. The biggest percentage would go to ranges rather than 
directly to slaughter. 

Seasonal Rise in Livestock 
· sia.ughter71fo"recattleout' 
Fewer Hogs than Las·b "Year--------·-

REVIEW AND OU'rLOOK 

Seasonal ·increases are now underway in slaughter of eaoh class of 
meat animals. As usual, the year's largest slaughter of cattle and sheep is 
due in early to mid-fall and of hogs in late· ran. 

Compared with last yee.r, slaughter of oattle will be considerably 
larger and of hogs mnaller. Slaughter of sheep and lrunbs will show little 
or no change. 

Commeroit'l.l sle.ughter of cattle in the first half of ·this Jrear was 4 
percent above the same period l::tst year. Weekly data. on c~]A.ugh-1.:~\" under 

· Federd inspection indicate increases of 10 to 2C pt:·:r.~~mt i·'"- Jt..\1y and early 
August. Cattle slaughter will continue appreciably abave 1 :;..st year,. Hog 
slaughter has been less than last year since l-.,ay and will continue less" 

Droufht in South, Northeast, 
and Partof Wes:e 

Expanding production and numbers of cattle is the major oause for 
the increase in cattle slaughter over last'year, In the 3 years beginning 
January 1949, the·number of cattle on·farms rose 11 million head. 'l'he 
number this past January was a record 88 million. 
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Dry weather in many areas this sununer has contributed slightly to 
the increase in slaughter. Drought has been severe in the South, Northeast, 
the SouthEZrll Plains, end scattered areas elsewhere. On Au~ust 1, the average 
pasture condition f'or the United States as a whole vtas the same as 1939 and 
the lowest since the great droughts of the middle 1930's. During July and 
early Aug,.lst, ,emergency drongh·b areas were proclaimed in ~ number of Southern 
and Hew England States u.nd in parts of Missou~i, Illinois and Indiana. 

w.~th' disaster loa~s available in the emergency areas for buying feed 
and with .Augus·b rains oocurring over much of the South, there has been 
little selling of hreoding s·cock, However, some young stock have been sold 
off pas·tut•e earlier~ at lighter weight and poorer quality, and in greater 
ri.umbE.Jr than they otherwise would have been. , 

One reason the dry wee.ther has baen ·a. serious problem to cattle pro­
ducers is that the number o:t' Ct.:':btle on farms has increased so f!l.st the last 

· fev1 years--probably· a good deal faster than the feed supply., This is es­
pecially tr·ue j,n the Southeast, where the number is by far .the highest on 
record, 

Cattle marketjngs have increased more than ·slaughter.·. While 14 per-
. cent more cattle and calves were received at 12 lnajor public stockyards in 
the ·4 we0ks ended August 16 than a. year earlier, I•'ederally insp.ected slaugh­
ter of cattle and oal v-es cornbined. was ·Up 10 percent. The larger. gain in re­
ceipts than in slaughter reflects greater movement as stockers and feederso 

Large Corn Cro-P 
Ind-fc'a ted in Corn Belt 

One reason more oa.ttle and calv:es are moving as feeders is the large 
corn cr:op in. prospect~> The United States oorn crop of 3,136 million bushels 
irt prospect W.OU1d 'be ·'t peroell'~ a.bOYe last year 1 but only. 4 percent above the 
average o·f the last 10 yearso T.lw carryover of corn at the .beginning of the 
feeding year 1.vill be 'considerably smallei' than a year earlier·, :and th~ pro­
spective supply of corn is about the salT!e as in 1951-52•· The Gorn Belt has 
had a good growing season, particularly for ·corn. · . The crop indicated on 
August 1 for the North Central· StE~.tes would be 16 ·percent above last year and 
the largest since 1948,.. The crop outside the Corn Belt is belovr average. 

If these favorable prospects for corn are realiz.ed, th~ volume of 
cattle feeding this vrinter pro'bably·will be a record~ 

Lower Prices for Feeder Cattle 
Ma.-;-i 'Penli tAverag'etfe:ti'i'rnii-£rrm 
~f.~ - __,.~ --·-·~ -----· 

Prices of' stocker and feoder cattle are much lovver this fall than 
last. Prices dropped several dollars per 100 pounds in June, recovered only 
a 1i ttle, and in mid-Aug;ust were substantially below a year earlier fl .. ·• 

Lower prices are due chiefly to the larger supply of feeder. cattle. 
Howev·er, other fa.c·tors are the declining prices for slaughter cattle--always 
an influence in the feeder market--and the reluctance of feeders to pay high 
prices in viev1 of their below-average returns from feeding during the pas·t 
season, Though some firming is possible, no appreciable increase in feeder 
prices is likely until the fall r.1a.rketing season is over. 



July-August 1952 - 6 .. 

Feeder prices have declined more than prices of' slaughter cattle, and 
the price spread between the t-wo is wider this fall than last. This is shown 
by the price comparisons for August of' each of' the last 3 years given. in 
table 1. Feeder steer prices at Kansas City the first 2 weeks this August 
were $7.33 per 100 potmds less than last August. Prices of' choice slaughter 
stee'rs at Chicago were ~~2 .99 dollars lower. The difference between the two 
prices increased from ~3.26 last August to $7.60 this year. This offers more 
promise of profits for the cattle feeder than did the narrower spread of last . . . 
year. 

The increase in cattle slaughter and the decrease in priceG next year 
seem likely to be moderate. The most reasonable prospect is for a further re­
duction, but no extre1:1e break, in prices of fed cattle next year. However, 
1~--~~-!!J:()r' difficult .t.o rea,lizt:) goodprot'its. Y.fh~n. ~.E!::t.~~~_slaughter is O!l the 
upswin~ .Ph~-~_ELof its ... o.yc.lct,. a!') it is _now., .. than .. when it.itJ deorEJ.~Si~g. This 
rs·-true because an increase in slE~.u..ghter i~ us1.1~J~Y_Ilooompanied by a corre­
sponding decline in prices bet""Ween the time cattle are bo.ught a§ feeders and 
sold for slaughter. 

'This .longer-range priee outlook assumes that consumer demand for meat 
will continue essentially unchanged. It envisages neither a severe price in­
flation, which would assure proi'i ts to virtually all feeders, nor a deflation, 
which would result in general losses. Though this is the asswnption as to 
the future, it is true that trends in business conditions and consumers' in· 
comes in past years have had as much or more influence on profits from cattle 
feeding than have trends in numbers fed and in slaughter. 

Table 1.- Comparisons between prices of selected grades of slaughter 
and feeder steers, month of .Augus·t, 1948-52 

August 
of' 

1948 
1949 
1950 
1951 

Prioe-,..~-:Prloe of' ·sraughter-iteers-ata-Prioecompari sons;per-
s of stooker s Ch,icago, per 100 j>,OUnds 100 po~<!!._-=---
: and feeder : : a Choice a Prime 
:· steers at : :Average o£ 1 slaughter rminus Good-
sKe.nsas City,: Prime Choioe : Good and 1 steers Ininus;Carnmercial 
cper 100 lbs, s ;Cowmeroial s stocker and: slaughter 
s 1/ 1 s :feeder steers: steers 

DOfi'ars Dollars Dollars·-· Dollars Doliara oOJ.Tars-___ 
27.40 39e48 36.02 29.15 8.62 10,33 
20.06 28,01 26.50 23.06 6.44 4.95 
26.90 31.37 29.97 28.02 3o07 3.35 

• 32,59 37.92 35,85 31.59 3.26 6,33 
1952 .Y• 25.26 34.26 32.86 28.35 7.60 • 5,91 

---
1/ Average of all weights and grades. 
!/Average for 2 weeks ending August 14. 

Compiled from data from i".arket News, Livestock Branoh, F11A. 



um-61 

Large Marketings of 
Fed ca.t't'le~sFifl 

.. 1-

Through Jldd-fall substantially more fed cattle apparently will be 
marketed than a year previously. 

On July 1, 13 percent more cattle vrere on feed in the Corn Belt than 
on the same date last year·. I·,uch oi' the increase was :i.n long-fed cattle in .. 
tended for market in early fall, A little later, however, marketings promise 
to be only a little larger than a year before, unless more short-fed cattle 
should be me.rketed the.n are now expected. A delayed seasonal rise in prices 
of top gre.des of cattle might appear at that time. If so, it probably would 
be followed by a seasom\l decline next sp1·ing and summer. 

Feed Prices Higher in 
if61a·tion-to 'Cattl.-e Prices 

The larger corn crop in prospect will likely result in slightly lower 
prices of corn in the Corn Belt, although the loan program would prevent a 
large decline. Prices of hay ~nd of protein supplements are less likely to 
decrease and could average higher in the coming year. The 1952 hay crop is 
about 8 percent smaller than the crop of last year, though generally of 
better quality. Prices of corn end other feed will probably be higher in re­
lation to prices of fed cattle than in the last several years, though not 
higher than a long-time average relationship. Price comparisons for a 
standard Corn Belt feed program, for instance, indicate that for the first 
tiPe in a number of years, fed oattle in e~oh of the last 3 seasons sold for 
more per pound than the cost of' putting on the gain. Profits thus were 
realized both from the price margin per pound on the fed steer over the cost 
of ·che feeder, and from the margin realized over cost of gain. It is quite 
possible that in the ooxning season ·bhe cost of gain will be as high as the 
selling price of the fed animal per pound, so that all returns vnll ono~ 
again be derived from the price margin between foe<ler and fed steers • .!/ 

In view of these factors the prospect is that profits from feeding 
cattle this winter could be better than le.~t winter, provided the reduction 
expected in prices of slau.~hter cattle is only moderate. Profits are fairly 
certain to be below the high returns of 1949-50 and 1950-51, on the whole, 
prices of feeder stock appear to be dovm enough that an efficient feeder can 
feed and sell on a slowly declining fed cattle market and still make an 
average return .. 

The following illustrates possible comparisons for the feeding pro­
gram referred to above. Feeder steers are considered as bought at Kansas 
City for ~~2~.00 per 100 pounds., Feed oosts are assumed to be the same as 
last year. On this basis, a profit per s·teer the same as the 10-year average 
would be realized if the steers sold as Choice grade at Chioago next spring 
for ~~30 .. 00 ·to ~:31 .. 00 per 100 pounds. Higher slaughter prices would give 
above-average profits; lower prices, below-average profits. 

~These comparisons differ, of course, for various types of feeding 
programs. 
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Year­
and 

month 

1943 
Jan, 
Feb, 
Mar. 
Apr. 
May 
June 
July 
Aug, 
Sept. 
Oct. 
Nov. 
IJeo, 

1944 
Jan, 
Feb. 
Mo.r. 
Apr. 
May 
June 
Jl,lly 
Aug, 
Sept. 
Oot, 
Nov, 
Deo. 

1945 
Jan, 
Feb, 
l!ar, 
Apr. 
Llay 
June 
July 
Aug, 
Sept. 
Oct. 
Nov, 
Ilea. 

1946 
Jan. 
Feb, 
~r. 
Apr. 
l!ay 
June 
July 
Aug, 
Sept. 
Oat, 
Nov. 
Dec. 

1947 
JL"'o 
Feb. 
Mar. 
Apr. 
l!ay 
June 
July 
Aug. 
Sept. 
Oct. 
Nov. 
Ilea. 

Table 2,- Price of Choioe grade slaughter steers at Chicago and of etooker and feede~ st0~rs 
at Kansas City, and 7 monthe lagged margin., by months, 1943 to date 

'---J:!Joe ...12.er lOO pounds 
I 

(~ata fer cover page) 
ldar.:;in _1 , ___ lj'ioe per lOO .P.ounds ---' 

between, · 1 1 1 1 

Margin 
bet-Haem 

ala,lghter 
steers, ~nd 

1 stookeora and 
feeders 

Choioe 
,;rade 
s~ughter 

steers, 
Chica~o 

Stookor and slaaghter Year 1 Choioo Stocker and 
f"llder 1 Ot9ars 1 and grade feeder 
et<~ors, 1 atockor~ and : and slaughter st<>ors, 
Kansas , feeders 1 month a steere, 1 Ko.nso.s 
City Y 1 7 montho 1 1 Chioago I City Y 

------~1'.':.8.':.!2:~'!.1l.-!..-____ !_ ____ -----__ ..!_ ___ ----· 
oOllare --'----;:D<>-:-.lla':!!. ~ 1 1 ~ ~ 

t194B 
15.05 
15,1\~ 

15.02 
15.91 
15,59 
15.00 
15.05 
16.29 
16,27 
14.92 
14.9S 
14.39 

16.00 
16.12 
15.23 
16,33 
16,73 
16.23 
16,36 
18.42 
16.28 
1S.66 
16.27 
16.1!2 

16.36 
15.42 
16.81 
16.11 
16.18 
16.16 
16.17 
16,98 
16.15 
16.46 
18.fi8 
16.45 

16.61 
16.36 
16.37 
16.48 
16.65 
16.98 
19.36 
20.73 
19.58 
24.97 
25,63 
25.28 

23,93 
23.79 
24,05 
23.46 
24.22 
26.72 
27.64 
28.27 
29,43 
29,56 
29.12 
29,62 

12.67 
13.48 
14.49 
14.68 
14.50 
14.38 
12.49 
12.17 
11.91 
11.36 
10.~17 
ll.29 

11,60 
12.96 
13.06 
12.76 
12.84 
ll.66 
10.9~ 
11.60 
11.34 
11.60 
11.98 
11.49 

12.!10 
13.00 
13.60 
13.30 
14.::3 
13.73 
13.54 
13.08 
12.26 
12.62 
13.19 
13.41 

13.68 
14.71. 
15.22 
1·6,86 
16.032 
15.72 
16,63 
16,51 
15,99 
16.42 
16.30 
17.63 

17.68 
18.96 
20.13 
19.91 
21.33 
21.11 
21.01 
21.22 
21.85 
20.96 
21.32 
23,59 

3.?.2 
4.44 
3.87 
4.27 
3.76 
2.88 
2.~2 
2.62 
1.79 
0.43 
0.40 
0.29 

0.62 
2.64 
3.06 
3,52 
4.37 
5.2'3 
s.os 
4.92 
3.31 
3.60 
3.51 
2.78 

3.70 
4.49 
4.'51 
4.77 
4.66 
4.20 
4.118 
3.58 
3.16 
2.85 
2.66 
2.?.2 

2.78 
2.82 
3.29 
4.21 
3.93 
3.79 
6.45 
7.17 
4,97 
9.75 
9.77 
9.46 

8.21 
8.26 
8.64 
7.46 
7.80 
9.42 

10.01 
10.69 
10.47 

9.42 
9.21 
8.20 

I 

Jan. 1 

Feb, 1 

Mar. a 
Apr. 
May 
June 1 

July a 
Aug, 1 

Sopt.a 
Dot, 
Nov, 
IJeo, 

a1949 
Jan. 1 
Fob, 1 

Mar. 1 
Apr, 1 

May 
June 
July 
Aug. 1 

Sept.a 
Oat, 1 

Nov. 1 

Deo. 
I 

tl960 
Jan. 
Feb. 
Mar. 1 
Apr, 1 

May 
June 
July 
Aug, a 
Sept., 
Dot. 1 

Nov, 1 

Dec, 1 

I 

11951 
Jan. 
Feb, 
liar, 1 

Apr. 1 

May 
June 
July a 
Aug, 1 

Sept. I 
Oot. 1 

Nov. 
Deo, 

I 

tl962 
Jan, 
Feb, 
U:a.r. 
Apr. 
Ma:y 
Juno 1 

July t 
Aug~a 
Sept'. a 
Dot. 1 

Nov, 
c Deo. 
I ' I 

30,36 
27.10 
26.92 
28,17 
30.91 
34.65 
36.44 
36.02 
34.19 
32,24 
30,68 
27.92 

24.72 
22.99 
24.19 
24.37 
24.92 
26.37 
26.96 
26.60 
26.22 
29.63 
29.36 
29.91 

26.14 
27.19 
27.33 
27.86 
2-9.1~ 
29.99 
30.62 
29.97 
30.32 
30.42 
31.24 
32.98 

34.77 
36.98 
36.67 
36.93 
36.52 
35.66 
35.47 
35.S5 
36.68 
36.31 
36.09 
34.78 

34.68 
34.57 
34.69 
34.76 
34.17 
32.91 
33.03 
33.05 

26.31 
24.15 
25.57 
26.62 
27.80 
26.~~ 
28.26 
27.40 
25.42 
24.U 
24.52 
23.26 

22.15 
21.26 
24.~7 

23.116 
24.02 
22.53 
20.6:! 
20.08 
19.74 
20,Ii7 
21.46 
21.44. 

22,94 
24.13 
25.32 
25.79 
27.19 
27.14 
27.46 
26.90 
26.:)0· 
26.92 
28.48 
29.46 

31.88 
34.42 
S5,12 
36.64 
34.29 
32.83 
31.61 
32.59 
31.90 
31.97 
31.63 
30.45 

31.19 
32.06 
31.99. ' 
31.32 
32.06 
27.21 
26,24 
25.51 

7 months 
1 pr.,doui!.1L_. _ 

~~ 

9.26 
5.19 
6.70 
6.52 
9.95 

15,53 
12.86 

9.71 
10.34 
6.67 
4.08 
0.22 

-2.24 
-5.26 
-3.21 
-1.06 
o.5l 
1.85 
2.70 
4o35 
6,97 
5.26 
6.69 
5,99 

5.61 
6,57 
7.27 
7.32 
8,Gz 
8.64 
e.1e 
7,03 
·8.19 
6.10 
6.45 
5.79 

_7.33 
-8.so 
9.77 

10.03 
9.60 
7.22 
6.02 
3,97 
2.26 
1.19 
0.45 
0,49 

1.86 
2.96 
2.10 
2.8e 
2.20 
1.18 
2.68 
1,86 

0!7 Average for all weights and 
month shown and of atooker and 

gradea. 3( Margin between prioes of Choice grade 
feeder steel'S at KBllaas City 7 months previously. 

slaughter steers at Chioago for ourrenf 
y Average for firet 3 weeks. 

1937-42 data available in August 1949 issue of this publication, 
Market prioe data compiled fran ~ ~· Livestock Branoh, PMA. 
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Small Current Premium 
for Pri.me Gre.de-

- 9 .. 

' The price comparisons in table 1 show that the premium .for Prime 
over Choice steers has recently been narrow •. In mid·August the premhnn at 
Chicago was only ~~1.51 per 100 pounds. This is not .especially encouraging 
for .f'eed1.ng past' tJie qhoioe ·grade. 

Premiums over lower grades, on the ·other hend, are moderately wide. 
The spread between Prime ruid the Good-Commercial .average (the old'Hedium 
grad~) has been nearly as wide as last year and wider than in the two pre­
vious yea;rs.· This spread offel·s promise of about average_ returns from short­
feeding medium-weight·, medium-quality cattle to a higher grade •. 

Ho~ Slaughter B.! sing ~~-~.:!.}Y E_~ 
SmalYer than Last Year; Vesicular 
Exiiiithein'fiDfsease a"Factor ---·-

Hog slaughter has been mnaller than last year each month since May 
after exceeding a year earlier in the 4 preceding months. Slaughter is now 

· fncreasing seasonally 'but will continue mnaller than a, year ago. The 1952 
·spring pig crop, from which hogs are marketed from early fall to mid-winter, 
was 9 percent smalle~ than the 1951 crop. 

Even though the average date of' farrowings w~s slightly earlier last 
spring than in the previous sp~ing, marketings did not.rise faster in August 
this year than last. Holding hogs for fe.ttening on new crop corn in some 
areas where old oorn.is short has had a delaying effect. Embargoes in a 
number of States and areas for control of the disease, vesicular ~xanthema, 
slowed marketings temporarily in western Corn Belt states in late July-early 
August. · · 

On August 1~ the Secretary of Agriculture proclaimed a state of emer­
gency in regard to v·esioular exanthema. A number of areas where the disease 
was known to exist were placed under quarantineo No hogs originating in a 
quarantine area can be moved from one State to another except under permit 
to an· approved establishment for inur1ediate slaughter- Animals or oaroasses 
found to be unfit for food are to be processed for tankage. Carcasses 
passed as sui table for fooq. .are to be processed to destroy any virus pre­
sent, so it cannot find its way in·bo garbage which inay be fed to hogs. Hogs 
from areas not under quarantine can move into or through stockyards where 
Bureau of' Animal Industry insp~ction is mai~tained. 

Vesicular exanthema has existed in California, primarily in garbage­
fed hogs, for 20 years, but ·during the past month or so it has spread to 15 
more States. The disease apparently does not affect other .f'arin animals, or 
humans. r~ortality among diseased hogs is usually low. 

In addition to the Federe:l ·embargoes, several States rest·rioted 
movement of hogs in an effort to av.oid spreading the disease or, in some 
oases, to avoid introducing the infection. By late August, some of the 
various restrictions had been modified or lifted. · · 

Quarantined areas that are surplus producers ha~e been affected 
most severely. Receipts of hogs at Sioux City, Kansas City and Omaha 
markets, among others, were reduced sharply in late July and early August. 
They increased later. 
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Seasonal Price 
D'iCTinTLlkeiy 

- 10 -

Prices of hogs at mos·t markets at mid-August were only a little be­
low the same time last year. They are e~Jeoted to decline seasonally until 
about early December. The reduction will likely be no larger than usual, 
and prices seem likely to average equal· to or lit·tle above last falle .Any 
increase over last year will be less than the 9 percent change in numbers 

· raised. Demand for· products of pork, under pressure of a larger beef 
supply and a weaker market for fat·s, is not as strong as last year. 

Hog production and slaughter are expected to continue at a reduced 
level until at least the summer of 1953, as a 9 percent smaller fall pig 
orop was indicated by far.mers' intentions on June lo 

Sheep and Lamb Slaughter to be 
Close toL~Year; Lamb crop 
~! Perceii! ~ ---

Commercial slaughter of sheep and lambs in the first· 6 months of 
19·52 was ·25 percent above the same period· of 1951. · In July and August, how­
ever, slaughter has been about the same as a year earlier.. Slaughter this 
fall is likely to remain close t.o last fall. The 1952 lamb crop of 
18,401,000 is only 2 percent larger than the 1951 crop and only 3 percent 
ab"ove the 1950 low. Although the crop in the rJative States was 10 percent 
larger than in 1951, the crop of the Hestern sheep States declined 2 per­
·cent and was the mnallest on record. A 10· percent reduction in·1ambs in 
Texas, the leading sheep State, more than offset increases in several other 
Western Statesc 

The larger lamb crop for the United States and for the Nat~ve States 
was brought about by a larger number of breeding ewes and an increase in the 
average number o'f 1wnbs saved per 100 eweso However,. in the Western sheep 
States the percentage lrumb crop was less than in 195le 

UoS-.-l'·exican Border Due to. 
D"e Reopened for Cattle----- -- ......__.. ......... 

The United States-Mexican border was due to be reopened on S()ptember 
1 for shipments of cattle into this country. Entry of' cattle from 1·iexioo 
has been banned for .nearly 6 years, while the joint U.S.-Hexioan program 
for control and eradi'cation of foot-and-mouth disease in I:exico has been 
carried on. No new outbreak of' the malady has occurred for several months. 

According to a report by a special Department of' Agriculture 
mission,· a few hundred thousand head of cattle are expected to be exported 
to the United states in the 'f:lrst 12 months after September 1. Before the 
border Yras closed annual average exports were normally 400 to 500 ·thousand 
head. The cattle now available for export include a much larger proportion 
of 2 to 4 year old steers and fewer calves than in previous yearso After 
the first year of renewed movement, however, f'ewer·cattle will be avail• 
able and the proportion of younger sto~k will increase. 

Most of the steers to come in beginning in Septem~er will be in 
poor flesh and will movo to grazi!lg or feeding area·s before being slaugh• 
teredo 
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Since Ja,rtuary 1, 1951 the United Sta'tes h~.s I•Grmitted cured e.nd 
pickled beef to ·enter this country from rexi'co. During 1951, imports 
totaled approximately 43 million pounds. The United States will probably 
continue to receive pj.ylcled and cured end canned beef but at a rate below 
the 1951 level. After September 1, imports of fresh and frozen m~ats also 
will be permitted~ However,· the bulk of Hexicnn ca·ttle are not finished 
sufficiently to produce carcass beef of the gre.des normally sold in the 
United S·bates as fresh or frozen. It appears likely that fut1ire imports of 
meat from Mexico will include only smo.ll quanti ties of fresh or frozen beef. 

Total Heat Production 
Rurn1ingxbo'Ve ·1~51 -- -
, Commercial production of meat in the first half of 1952 was 5 per-
cent larger than a year earliero (Table 3<) Production of pork v1as up 5 
percent, of beef 5 percent, and of lamb and mutton 26 percent~ Heat pro-
. duction in the second half of t.he year is· continuing above u. year earlier 
but the increase is made up almost entirely of beefo Produc-tion of p.ork 
wi:l) .be smaller than in the. second half.of last year, and production of 
lai"li.'l) e.nd mutton will be at mos·l::; only a little larger. 

- P-roduction is up slightly more than. the population o.nd consumption 
per person is a little larger· than l.a.st year. Consumption in. the first 
half of the year was 2 pounds or 5 percent above the some hnlf of 1951. 
(Table 4.) Consum.pHon of· all meat for 1952 as a whole is expected to ex• 
ceed last year's 138 pounds·by around 2 pbunds. 

Retail Prices of Beef 
Below LaS't-rea.r-

A rise -in production of meat has b~ought some decline in retail 
p.rice.L?, and a. l~rger de_crease in prices .of live _animals at the farm. At 
New York in July, the wholesale price of steer beef was 7 percent less and 
the retail price was 5 percent less than year earlier. Prices of :pork for 
each month of 1952 to date have been lower than·a year beftlre. However, 
with the supply reqently sh_rinking, retail prices have crept up to very 
nearly their corresponding 1951 'level. The price of i'rurtb is·~ iittle above 
last. year., : 

.. 
Prices of beef seem likely to decline in months ahead and to stay 

below 1951 prices, No great change is indicated for prices of lambs. 
Prices or pork will proba.bly'decrease seasonally this fall, and,ave~age 
a little higher than in corresponding periods last yeero 

.. 
A major reason for the greater qecline in prices of live animals 

from last year than in pri~E;ls of meat· ~t retail is the lo'Ner value· for by­
products such as hides, pelts and lard., Another reason is the tendency of 
marketing charges and margins to increase. Within short time periods, 
marketing margins normally narrow when 1~eat is scarce and prices .high# par­
ticularly ii' controls are l~miting ret~il prices, They: tend to widen. when 
meat_- is more plentiful and· prices are declining. r:argi:ns in the last 2 
ye~rs have behaved in this_I)lanner. j·:a:rg;ins for beef and lamb are nov1 wider 
tn~n last year, I1argins for pork were wide last winter. but have narrowed 
more recently as hog slaughter has decreased and prices:of some pork outs 
have moved up to ceilings. 
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Table 3.- Commercial meat produotton, United S~.atee, 
by quarter-year, 1950 to fi~ct lialf 1952 

All me'e.t. 
October- -:------ -----

: December : Year Year 
Millfon Mil~l:-:oi-on_;. 

4,793 
4,692 

pounds P.ounds 

5,682 . 
5,647 

20,363 
20,219 

1950 
1951 
19:22 

5,115 
5,181 
5.586 

4,773 
4,699 
4-&~23 

------------------------·-------B~ee~t__-
----·-···--·--- .:.· 

·····-··--~-

1950 21 231 21221 21 ~:15 2 ;.3al 91248 
195.1 :. 2,188 1 .. 965 '2;140. 2 .. ;?56 8,549 

_..;;.;1 ..... 95 .... 2...._ ......... _ _.200011 • ...,2.-17"--_ _g ...... l;;,..;l~_..4 __ ------- ,__.....,... ___ ---
. Veal ___ ;;..__ ___ ----~__,.;.........,. --""·--·- ------ -~---

• . 263 I , , 277 
220 216' 

312 
271 

285 
265 

1,137 
•, 972. 

1950 
1951 
1952 211 ...... ...-2-32.,.__~--:- .....-.-_. ___ ___... _.__ __ ----

---------- ------- .. Lamb and m'U~tc::n . .' ·• -----·~· 
l •. 

1950 150 139 11~9 143 .. 581 
1951 131 109 .. ~ 1~71 , . 141 ·;o8 

--=1""25.:..::2:..-.-:.-- ---=1""-57'---- 145 - - ---·---- ---
------- ------- fQ!:tJ!.~91J!tins. ;l.:;;;;a;;:;.r ..... d __________ __ 

• • 
1950 2,471 2,136 
1951 . :·., 2,642 . 2,409 

1,917 
. ·2,1511 

2,8'73 
~,985 

9,397' 
1Q,~90 

_..::::12""5=2;.;... __;;s_. .. · 3, OOl.:_:_ ~ · .2 ,J02 
>! ··-----·--- --------

~ , .. 

. . 
Table 4.- Meat coneumpti~n ·per pe~a~n, by quarter·year,.l950 to date 

. '. --------
Period :· Beef· :· Vee.1 · · · ; :r,amb fl.nd Pork "JJ __ ._. _________________ ._ ______ l__m_u~t-to~n~~-.----

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

Year 

1951 
Jan. •Mar. · 
Apr. ~June 
July .Sept. 
oct. -ne·c: 

Year·., 
. . \ . ·~ 

.. . . . . . ' • 

. : 
.. • 

l 

• • 

Pounda Pounds ~~ Pounds 

15 .. 6 .. 1.9 
15.5 2.0 
16.2 2.1 
15• 7':• .. 2.0 
'63.0 8.0 

14.5 1.6 
13.2 1.5 
14.6 . 1.8 
13.8· 1.7 
56.1 6.6 

1.5 

1.0 
1.0 
1.0 
0.9 
3.9· 

0,9 
,.8 

. ··: .8 
·9 

. •J,4" 

1.0 
1.0 

. .·18~.4 . 
.:.16~4., 

14.9 
' ·18.9. 
. 68 •. 6 

18.2··· 
1'7 ,1 r ·•· 

16,4·: .: . 
19.8' : 
71.5·· .. 

19.5 
16.8 

:·· .. Total . . ...... _. __ 
Pogpde 

36.9 
34.9 
34.2 

:.' 37.5 
; . .. 143.5 

35.2 
32·.6 
3l·6· 
36.2 

·137 .6 

.. 



LMB-61 

Seasonal Increase in Price 
... ce_i_.l_i_n~g_s ~ ~ - -

13 -· 

Somewhat hi.gher prices fo,r por~ nave been permitted since July 29 
by a temporary increase in ceilings for certain outs. ~ seasonal price 
increase was granted by OPS for ceilings ori various pork outs during the 
1nonths through October. Ceiling increases range from about 1 cent per 
pound for -pork shoulder at retail to 8. oents on chops, loins and spareribs. 

Under Amendment 7 to Ceiling Price Regulation 101, wholesale ceil­
ings of veal hindsaddles vre1•e increased and veal forese.ddles lowered to 
widen the spread between these primal outs. Retail ceilingS;: on suoh outs 
as veal steaks and outlets were raised, and those on rib ohop·s, shoulder 
outs and breast of veal were reduced in line with changes in wholesale 
ceilings, 

Price and Wage Controls 
Extendealo l.10'n'€hs • -

The controls that apply to meat animals e.nd.meat were.C?ontinued 
essentially uncl~nged by the Defense Production Aot Amendments of 1952. 
Price and wage conbrols v1ere extended to ~;a.y 1, 1953 but other sections 
of the Aot, inchtding the provisions on registration of livestock· slaugh-

.,terers, were extended to July 1, 1953• The .Am~ndments in general cail for 
removal of certain restrictions and requirements, and set as an aim the 
further relaxation of controls. · ·· ' 

· . Under the current provisions of the Aot no restriction is to be 
plaoed upon the "species, type or grade of livestock killed by any sle.ugh­
terer". For example, slaughterers who were f~r."ln~l.'ly r~gistered by the 
Office of Price Stabilization ae. hO,g; ··lf,l$.'\;t_gAt~t•tts, .oan b,mdle slaughter 
oattle and sheep and ·~~:b~ as ~l.t.~ 'the amendment providing for thi ~ . 
ah~f> ~~;$.9.~; (.~~'b:t4;~;- ~~1c)~a~$on of meat .. or.- p1eat. pr9ducts unless the Seore­
t.ar~ O:f' .t:oul ture oertifise that ··~.'.Q.11fer.':"al~ supply of meat is inade­
quate to meet oi vilian or mfli~ary n~ieds,..: ,):~ is not .. now so certified. 

• ' .... ~.... '~ ,. • • ol ' 

Price reporting requirements· w&'r~:· fu~th~rt·il~.~s~ed 'by an amend-
, ment stating that under certain condit.i.ozis 1 ".n9 pe~·s~n shall be requested 

to furnish any report or other informa;~io~·wi~h-.r~.~:psotto ~ales of· 
~aterials or services at prices which· are pelow .. oei1lngs". Required 
.filings to establish or revise ceilings and reports:·.other th~it .. pricea 
are pre s~ably not changed. by this. fllTlenchri.ent ~ ' · · .. .• · 

Few Chan~es in 
rrt"ce CeJ.lings 

:, ~ • ' I 

Few actual changes .in price ceilings were required· by the ~en~ 
ments. Some relatively sma'!l changes may be made ,by the provision per­
mitting higher oeil1ng prices for distributors affiliated with packing 

.:.,houses. The Capehart and Herlong amendments were. made .specifically 
· applicable to 'agricultural products, but inoree.ses permitted under either 

of these amendments have to a large degree already been ,incorporated into 
p:M.ee oeilings. · . , 

, .. ~ . ' 
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School Lunch Program 
to Receive Pork - -

- 14-

During the rest of this year the school luncJ;l program and other 
eligible outlets will receive about 26.5 million po~ds of smoked pork 
products purchased by USDA this spring when hog prices were at their low­
est point in nearly two years. The purchases, whic~. include smoked skinned 
ham, smoked regular ·pic:Bios ·and smoked bacon, were 'made for the purpose or 
diverting temporary burdensome' supplies of pork at tha>t; .. time. Total pur ... 
chase$ under the program. which was suspended l~ay 20,. amounted to about 
13.5 million dollars. .. . .. ·· · 

Wool Cr~_ Up 
rF'er'Oeiii' -

Production of anorn wool in 1952 is estimated at 229,750,000 
·pounds, 2 percent more t~ last year but except for 'the previous 3 crops 
the smallest since 1922. The increase over last ~ear is entirely in the 
Native States. · 

Drought ~ Australia 

Drought in Northern Australia this year was extremely severe • AO• 
cording to a report issued by the Office of Foreign Agricult\U"Al Relations, 
this year's calf crop was a complete loss in much of ~he,_,,prt,M~ri ,fr,;rri­
tory and losses ·of breeding cows have been heavy. Lack ():f'"' rail transport 
in some areas and drYing up of stock routes have prevented movement of 
cattle out of the a~ea. Slaughter for domestic oonsumption.and for export 
has. been markedl:y "re'duce·d. The effect of the drought _wUl. be f!el t ... ove-r 
the riext 5 years. · · ·· · · .. · , ·:· 1 

New Zealand Sh~fS Beef' 
and Lamb to u •• -
~- ...... ---..-. 

...... ,,' ... 

New Ze(l.land exports of meat began arriving in tl:le United States in 
. volume during August • The shipments were . primarily beer·· diverted .to. the 
United States under an·agr.eement between canada., New Zealand and the U~ited 
Kingdom whereby Canada would supply an equivalent amount of me~t to the 
United Kingdom. This arrangement was agreed upon after entry o(.catt~~. 
sheep and hogs and fresh or frozen meats tram Canada in~o the United S~ates 
was prohibited following an outbreak of foot-and-mouth disease in canada 
in February. In this way canadian beet which in other years would be sent 
to the United states will go to Britain, and New Zealand beef' otherwise 
destined for Britain will come to the United States. Approximately 60 
million potmds of beef were expected to enter the United states t'rom New 
Zealand during August and September. The shipments were to be largely 
frozen steer oaroasses, with same cow oarcasses and boneless meat included. 
Since most of these carcasses had already been cut, the Otfioe of Price 
Stabili~tion amended its regulation (Amdts. 16 and 17 to CPR 24) to per• 
mit the sale of non-standard beef' cuts from New Zealand~ 

Shipments of approximately 8 million pounds of lambs were made dur­
ing August trozn New Zealand to the United states but were reshtl>,-d to the 
United KingdoJl. Under 1. separate authorization by the Uni.tedi .U.ng&:Bn }J11n­
istry of' Food, approximately 11.2 million pounds of' lamb and mutton are . 
authorized for export to North America. Similar authorization was made in 
1951 in an attempt to lay a foundation fo-r pennanent m•at trade with the UJited 
states and Canada. However 1 only token shipments of lamb were made to 
these countries in 1951. 
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The shipping of New Zealand meat to t~e United S~tes in any vol­
ume· is a striking departure from. normal trading practic~. . The extant of 

· t;'a.ding with l'lew Zealand ~n the future will depend largely upon the avail­
ability of beef or lamb fo~·export in:~ountries competing·for the Uhited 
States market, and the acceptability .to United States coneu,merf!, 'When 
the United States-Canadian bo~der is a~in opene.d, for~igr:l· 'Jjrade in meat 
is ~xpected to resume i te normal pattern. On August 19. the Oanad.ian 
.Minister of Agriculture arln.~unced that. ;root-a~-mouth .. di.eeaee had 'J?oen 
eradicated in Canada a~d lif·~ed all bane on .interprovi~~i~l moverqents 
of meat and meat animals.. No official ,armounce~ent had,. been mad,e by the 
USDA as to a P9BS1ble date for l'esumptioD; of imports to .the United States. 

New ·Market Grades Adopted 
for :Barrows and Gilts - __ _,__, 

E~fective· September i~· ~~w ~ederal grade standards will be 
adopted for slaughter barrows and ~lte and for barrow and gilt carcas­
ses. The new gr~des,. ~hich were proposed. October 6,. +95.1 are intended 
to provide a more accurate, way of determ,ining the .. market. value :for hogs. 
The proposed grades are Qhoice No. 11 Choice No. 2 1 Choic~ No. J, Medium 
and 9u11. . Al;L Choice ~ade h~)gs and carcasses would yield· high quality 
pork cuts. Choice No. 1 has a relatively hi.gh ·ratio of lean to fat. 
Choice No. 2 an~ 3 have lower .ratios •. Medium and Cull grades are under­
finished •.. (See Livestock~ M~ Situation, Nov.-Dec. 1951)· 

\ ' 

. :·.: 

REPORTS OF CATrLE ON FEED 
. ' ' 

By Arnold V. · Nordquist 

Head, Division of Livestock and· Poultry st.e.tis.tios 

,. I • 

. : ··~ ' 

: The Agricultural Estimates Branch of ·BAE· ··: 
• issues quarterly reports of numbers of : 

cattle on feed in major areas and, in more: 
detail, on numbers on feed in·!llinois,· .. : 
Iowa, and Ne'braeka ~ In November it issues: 
a special report· on ~1e· cattle feeding· ·: 
situation. · · 

. Cattle feeding in .the United States is a varial;lle enterprise. 
Feeding programs. vary by regions and areas 'Qeoau.se of different feed 
.resources and different kinds of cattle and calves available for feed­
ing. Moreover, feeding programs change oyer longer periods of time be-

. cause. .of: -r~:r:iations in Bl:\PP;ties of. feed, supplies of feeder cattle and 
·calves, p~ices of feed and cattle, an4 alt~rnative ~pportuqitiea of 
producing livestock or selling feed grains and concentrates. 
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Even more diversity appears in individual o~erations in cattle 
feeding. They ·range from a few head as a aide line operation to large· 
feed lots operating on a year round be. sis, handling thousands of oat"tile 
and equipped with mechanical devices that permit; mass production on an 
' 1assembly line" basis. These "beef factoriesn have lately beeri receiving 
more than usual publicity. They have been expanding in recent years, es­
pecially in the western half of the country. Neverthel~ss, the bulk of 
the cattle and calves fattened for ma:rket today in the Untte.d States·come 
from the farms and feedlots of operators that each handle about a carload 
of cattle during the season. Available information indicates that there are 
in the neighborhood of 300,000 cattle feeders in the country. The average 
number of cattle and calves placed on feed for market during a feeding 
season is currently somewhat less than 30 head per cattle feeder. 

" The levelof the country's feeciing QPe!'ations is not tied very 
closely 'to t:Z.encis in cattle r·aising. In other words, inventories of cattle 
on feed do not necessarily rise and fall with the cyclical movements in 

f cattle numbers. Holding back cattle and calves for building beef herds 
redu ed the current supply available for feeding purposes, but increases the 
supply of potential fee~er cattle. ~~9-_.~es, Cl.~!!l:J..~t.:r of the corn crop, 
prospective prices for slaugh.ter cattle, price spreacl.s between 'feeder and fat 
cattle _and the profitability of feedlng in the previous season all help to 
dete:rmine the demand for :fe_E;l_g._~r cattle and help dictate the trends in .cattle 
feeding. Depetiding oii "these influences-the number of cattle' on feed will 
vary from year to ;}rear. A rev-iew of the January 1 inventory numbers of 
cattle on feed shows that the number has ranged from a low of 2.2 million 
head following the 1934 drought to a high of 5.1 million head in 1952. 
January 1 numbers on feed during the 1945-50 period ranged between 4.2 and 
4.6 million head except for 1948 when the inventory dropped to 3.8 million 
head. 

No official estimates of the number of cattle fed during a season 
are available for the U. s. as a whole. However, indications are that the 
number fed duri~g the feeding year has been increasing. This increase has 
not been entirely reflected by the number on feed January 1 since the . 
January 1 number is a much smaller proportion of the total number of cattle 
fed for market now than it was ten years ago. Year-around feeding is be­
coming more common, especially with the larger operators. 

Nevertheless, there are marked seasonal changes in numbers put on 
feed during the year. Feed lots are· ·'always filled at: a heavy :i:"ate duripg 
the October-December period. Placements during this quarter are more than 
double those of any other quarter. The number of cattle going into feed 
lots declines sharply after January 1 reaching a low po.int during the April­
June period when they are far below the October-December peak. 

Following the seasonally large number moving into feed lots during 
October-December, the January 1 inventory is about the peak for the year. 
Marketings in the first quarter of the year are somewhat larger than the 
rate of replacements so that April 1 inventories of cattle on feed are 
slightly lower than on January 1. Marketings exceed replaceme~ts by a sub­
stantial margin in April to June_and the July inventory drops considerably, 
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Even with a marked seasone.l p1ck·up in placements du:ring July te September, 
marketings usually still exqeed the number put on feed, resulting in a 
seasonal low for inventories on October 1. 

These seasonal changes are especially typical of the Corn Belt. 
IBta on the seasonality in feeding are revealed in the new series of statis­
tics available on cattle feeding for the three leading Corn Belt States-­
Iowa, Illino:!.s and Nebraska (Fig, l). Quarterly reports on cattle on feed 
for these 3 States have been available for the last 4 feeding seasons, 
They reflect to a large extent the trends in the 11 Corn Belt States·' since 
these States carry on nea.rly 60 percent of the feeding done in tha Corn Belt .. 
These special reports for each quarter also show statistics on the length of 
time cattle have been on feed, numbers on feed classified by weight groups 
and kinds of cattle on feed···steers, heifers, calves, etc. They also show 
the numbers moving into feedlots, the number marketed each quarter and the 
intentions of farmers as to the time they plan to market t.hese cattle. 

The detailed information available in the 3-State report makes it . 
possible to appraise prospective market supplies of the higher grade cattle 
that come from feedlots. A feeder has a basis for a better understanding of 
his competitive position when specific infor.mation is available on total 
supplies of the kind of cattle he has in his own feed lot, An operator with 
1,200 :pound steel'S tha.t have been on feed over six months is more concer-aed 
with the total inventories on feed over 6 months and the number on hand 
weighing over 1,100 pounds than he is ~~1 th the number on feed under 3 months 
or the changes in the number of calves on feed. Total inventories of all 
kinds of cattle and calves on feed are important in evaluatlng the longer 
term outlook, ~uarterl;y figures on inventories make it possible to watch 
developments far more closely than is the case where only January 1 inven· 
tories are known. The detailed statistics available in the quarter reports 
provide information that is most useful in appraising the immediate and 
short term outlook. Econonusts and market analysts are paying special 
attention to the changes shown in cattle on feed over 3 months, to changes 
in numbers in the different weight groups and to classes of cattle on feed. 

Before these speCial reports on cattle ~eeding were started th~~ 
January 1 inventory was the only estimate of the number of cattle on fe&d. 
This gave information on numbers on feed at the height of the feeding season 
but did not provide a clue as to the changes occuring during the,season 
or on the total number fed during the season. In the 3 States the number on 
feed January 1 has been only 57 to 61 percent of the total number placed 
during the season. How well the January 1 inventory reflected the volume 
for the feeding season is shown by comparing trends for the 3 States in the 
3 past feeding seasons, In 1950 the January 1 inventory was 2 percent larger 
than on January 11 1949, but the number put on feed from October 1949 to 
September 1950 was 7 percent larger than the previous season. In 1951 the 
number on feed January l was 2 percent over 1950, but the volume fed in 
1950-51 was actually dom1 5 :percent from the previous season. On January 1, 
1952, inventories in the 3 States were 7 percent above a year earlier. 
However, placements du:ing the first nin~months of the current season were 
only 4. percent ahead of the same period last season ... 

The ~g,y~:m:\iQti_~s of cattle on feed as of certain dates also _depend on ) 
the rate uf replacements and the rate of marketings. As the ehart (Figure 2 
shows there has been no fixed pattern that marketings seem to tolloweach 
season. 



. M~rketings, '!..2-.mt change -.much.1ro~.er...t.o .. suart.~~:. This 
evenness offsets variations in placements and levels out the supply of 
beef durin~·~;--Possi'ETyllle-Tast-:f"feeding .. _aea.'sons de not 
reflect the usual seasonal movements. 'rhe Korean situa.tionr; priCie. in""- .. 
'fl.ation and price' control have had considerable effect on the marketing 
-pattern. Tho sott corn situation last fall and winter resulted i~ h~avy 
shipments o.f stocker and feeder cattle into. the Corn Bel~ to utilize 

·damaged com, . This is still a factor in the outlook for marketing fed 
cattle in the months ahead. Records by lii.onths of beef steers for· 
slaughter at 3 markets (Chicago, Omaha and Sioux City}, :indioat.e a 
s.easonal peak for l'etter grade cattle oocuring during May and ·a seasonal 
low in December. If a. "normal" is to be selected, perhaps marketings 
of fed cattle by quarters would most nearly follow the 1948-94 season. 
It may be of little value to adopt a. concept of ttnorma.l" in view of the 
impact of various inf~uences on marketings over the past 4 ·seasons, ·and· 
the different conditions and new combinations of factors that will 
affect the feeding business in the future. · 

The July 1, 1S'52 report for the 3 States showed total cattle on 
feed to be 16 percent above the .number on feed a year earlier. On 
April 1, 1952 numbers ~ere 4 percent above the corresponding date ·a year 
earlier. The relative gain in inventories this season resulted from 
heavy placements between April 1 and June .30, since marketings_ of fed 
cattle were about the same as a year ago.- The July 1 inventory showed 
a rather interesting make-up·in the length of time cattle were on feed. 
Reflecting the large placements during the April-June period, the 
n\nnher on feed less than three months was up 43 percento The number on 
feed 3 to 6 months was down about 2 percent. The number on feed o~er 
6 months was 28 percent above the number on JuJ.y 1, 1951. Most. of' these 
cattle were put on feed during the October-December period of 1951. 
However, plac.ements in October-December of the current' season' were: only 
2'percent larger 7.han in the corresponding months of the preceding· 
season. The relatively low number of long-fed cattle on feed· July 1, 
1951~ resulted from heavy marketings in advance of a scheduled roll­
back in cattle prices. 

These statistics on July 1, 1952, inventories J'Ointed to a re­
latively large increase in marketings of fed cattle during July an4 
August; some tapering off in September and October with marketings_not 
greatly different than for the s~e months in 1951. Some increases 
over last year could come later, depending on the volume of short fe~d­
ing. More indications for the late months will be available in the 
October 1 report. . , 

The ~verage weight of cattle on feed July l indicates the ~e­
diate supply of better quality cattle on feed. The number on feed . 
Weighing over 1,;1.,90 pounds was up 26 perc-ent -from- a- yea-r earlier. ·The 
longer feeding season this year again shows·up in the .36 percent increase 
in numbers on feed weighing 900-1,100 pounds. That there were fewer 
calves fed this season than last shows up in the inventories of lighter 
weight cattle and in the kinds of cattle on feed. 
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Table . 5 .- ·ca'ttle on feed in Il],inois, Iowa, N.ebraska: Inventory, placements 
· · and inarketings, by quarters, October 1948 to date . 

~ . . . . . . ' 
·.'· .. 

. . . . . ·~ . 

------~~~·~,--~.~.· ------·------·------------------------·------------. : · o~ ,feed a'tt beginning of quarter : Movement during· : 
'·:.,..... _______ .,_......_ , ______ ........,_: quarter 

~uarter· .. ·~Length of time. previously fed: Total . :-=P':"'la_c_e-:d-o_n_: __ 

: • r).:.3 · : · 3~6 :mor.e than.; n~ber : .feed : Marketed 

. ·: On feed 
at end 

of 
quarter 

. : months ~ months 6 months 
· · ·.: j~10oo 1·,coo 1.,oqo 
· .·. : h~ad· · heaq b.§.~ , 

1948 ' : . 
0ct • ..:oee.: .. . 

1949 
Jan.-l\1arch 
Apr.-'Jun:e: 
July-·Sept: 
Oct~-Dec.: 

1950 . 
Jan.-March 
Apr.-June: 
July-Sept: 
Oct "'""Dec.: 

1951 . - . : 
Jan.-March 
Apr .-June: · 
July-Sept: 
Oct .-Dec.:· 

. . : : . 

1952 
Jan.-March 
Apr.-June: 
July<1ept :· · 

: 
1949-51 

1,3'74 
. 527 

214 
626 

1,541 
667 
289 
496 

1, 555: 
578 
245 

' 493 

1,602 
'565'' 

·3-51' 

Average . : '· 
Jan.-Harch ··1;490 
Apr.-June: 591 
July-Sept: 249 
Oct.-Decj:· 538 . . . . 

166. ,136· 

.397 55 
1,040 . ?7 

409 383 
133 '1.36 

' 290 '33 
994. 66 

'614. .485 
240 344 

. " 

2·a6 . 53 
. I ' ' 

1,119 49 
644 395 
~62 .347 

3l~6 . 81 
1,180 :. ·:I · .... 7S. 
. 634 505 

., ; . : 

. ·; .;. ' 

324 
1,051 

556 
212'\ 

. , .. J 

.. ,\ . 

47 
64 

421 
276 . 

.·:· : · . 

. . 
1,000: . ··. 1,000 ~1,000 1,000 

head ~ . . ·: ::·~ .beag ~ --
949 

1,826 
1, 6/ ... 4 
1,006 

895 

. 1,864 
1,727 
1~388 
1,,0$0 

' 
i,894 
1,746 
1,284 
1,102 . 

2,029 
:~,823 
1,490 

1,483 

583 
286 
698 

1;635 

744' 
347 
536. 

1,641 

648 
289 

·.522 
. '1,668 

604 
407 

'•l I ·, ... 

606 1,826 

765 1,644 
923 1,006 
809 895 
666-:. . 1,864 

., ... ·. 

·881 
686 . 
844 
827 

1,727 
. 1;388 
:1;~080 
·1~894 

.. ·'" 

810' 1,823 
.. "740 ,.; .... : 1,:490 ... 

: . '· . ~ \ 

~ ~ . ·~ ' \ ·. . ' 

: ... · 

lj86i_ 6;8 . : ·: ·. · .. 814 . ; ;: 1'~706 
1,226 

1/1,026 
- ~~·929 

1,706 307 787 
l-,~26 ': . 585 . 779 
.l,Q26 .. ; .. ':1,,648: .· 745 

1/ Does n~t. bal~1ce because ·o.r mj.rtor ·revisions to b.e ~a.d~ .in, q~ta. 
• ' • • •• j 

I , . .. . ~ : . . 
J ,.' . ~ .. 

. .' ~ . . . . 

-
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. NEW OR REVISED SERIES 

Tables 6 to 10 present revisions of tables carried in the. ·sta­
ti~tioal appendixes to thi.s Situation published in February 1951 b~ 1952. . . ' ~ . . : 

..... 
. .. 
. 'i·, 

Table 6 .• Retail value of meat consumed compared with dispo-sable 
. pers.onal .income, . by years, 1940 to date ·: 

: Average : Retail value of meat : Disposable personal L ·Retail 
: retail :. consumed per person 2/: income per person 3L·t.~alue of 

Year : price of·· : .: : : :meat ·as per~ 
: meat per ·.: Value :Index 'number, : Value :Index number, :centage of 

pound . : 1935-39=100 1935-39=100 r¢isposab1e 
-1/ · ; . inco:llle 

·--.;..._,;-.. ~Ce....;n~t-s-·~:no~':"':l;;;;;;l~a-t__..S--..._·~. P~e-r-c-en~t-~_~Do~l~l-a-rs ......... _P"""'e_r_o_en_t _ __,..) ..... p..-e"""r-.ce..,.n~.t----

1940 

1941 

1942 !!/ 
1943 '.!./ 

. . . 

. 1944 !!/ 
1945 !:./ : . 
1946 !±/ 
1947 

1948 

1949 

1950 
. .. 

22.9 

.26.8 

31.4 

31.9 

30.2 

30.3 

38.3 

56.1 

62.5 

56.8 

59.3 

28.40 

33.30 

37.90 

40,80 

. 40.70' 

37.45 

51.13' 

74.86 

78.29 

70.69 

.. 73.73 

97.6 

114.4 

136.2 

140.2 

139.9 

128.7 

175.7 

251.3 

269.0 

242.9 

. 25~·~· 

569 

686 

860 

963 

1,055 

1,073 

1,117 

1,169 

1,~77 

1,248 

1,347 

111.6 

134.5 

168,6 

188.8 

206.9 

210.4 . 

· · 2i9.o 

i' 229.2 

250.4-

24.4.7 

264.1 

5.0 

4.9 

4.4 

4.2 

3.8 . 

3~5 

6.4· 

6.1 

5~7 

5~5 

1951 65.9 78·.89. 271.'1 1,450 284.3 5.4. 
:, 

!/ Weight~d average of retail prices for all. important. cuts. Note ~hat this 
Weights the price for .each meat in. each year by the quantity consumed in that 
year, and that lard ls excluded. . . . . . .. 
Y Computed from estimated retail weight of ·each meat consumed per civilian 
consumer.. .. . . " .. ' . .. . . . : . . .. 
3/ Comp~ted. from income date of u. s. De~rtment of Commerce,; 1929-51. 
Y Data. affected by wartime oontrols. , . j . 
See.l'!!.:Livestqck and~ Situation; February. 1950 for earlier data. 



Table 7 .- Number of cattle and calves on farms~ calf crop and disposition, and 
~ live weight of farm production, United Sta~es,_ 1930 to date 1f ..... 

· --:-· i~ar'liet"ings ·37 :Farm slaughter: • : Live 
..., 

. :-Oil hand".; -.fc~nuary 1:---Calves born : Dea=filis 
~ . . All ·:Percentage: : Inship-: . . 

' 
. . :weight O't:.l . . . . . . 

Year : All : of cows ments • • • • • • ·of farm s:: . cows 
:}lumber : 

to . 
" 2; ; cattle ;calves ;aa-ttt~;c~lves ;cattle ;calves ; pro- t+ :. cattle :2 years : 2 years 

:and over: and over : - :duction ..... . . . . . . : (() . . . . . . . 
lliOOO 1,000 1~000 1,000 1~000 1,000. 1~000 : 1,000. 1,000 1,000 Million 0'1 

N 

head head Percent . head ·head head . head hea9. ·.head head head potmds 
-~ -

1930 : . 61,003 32,194 78 25,087 5,145 15,232 8,562 487 677 1,203 1,944 13,263 
1931 : 63,030 33,629 77 26,056 4,729 15,021 8,475 52(). 755 1,328 1,915 13,386 
1932 . 65,801 35,335 78 27,568 4,499 14,569 8,170 717 792 1ll349 1,991 14,232 . 
1933 : 70,280. 37,282 78 28,935 4,978 15,928 8,852 790 ·.842 1,372 2,04o 15,405 
19344/: 74~369: 39,609 ·76 30,240 4,419 23,325 11,450 828 985 1,437 2,157 14,538 
1935'4/: 68~846 37,233 74 27,473 5,259 19,041 9~363 . 632 866 1,561 2,268 13,651 
1936- . 67,847 36,244 78 28,201 4,990 19,991 10,029 . 613 888 1,349 2,070 14,438 . 
1937 . 66,098 35,331 79 28,033 5,111 18,854 10,298 570 785 1,405 2,081 13,746 N . 
1938 . 65.249' 34,598 80 27,787 5,635 18,552 9,560 569 725 1,308 1,928 14,047 •N . 
1939 : 66,029 . 34,587 83 28,879 6_,416 18,380 10,076 571 755 1,298 1,935 15,177 
1940 . 68,309 ·, • 35,616 84 29,886 7,026 .18,413 10,365 571 728 1,397 1,992 15,702 . 
1941 : 71~755 36,819 87 31,868 7,185 18,948 11,001 571 684 1,461 2,118 17,029 
1942· . 76,025 38,891 88 34,388 8,514 20,740 11,787 646 641 1.560 2,349 18,568 . 
1943 : 81,204 41,118 85 34,797 7,442 21t310 11,177 108 620 1~734 2,560 19,159 
1944 : 8p,334 43,225 86 37,040- 7,233 23,627 14,323 854. 724 1,734 2,772 19,708 
1945 .. : 85,573 44,226 79 35,155 8,257 27,541 13,222 919 753 1,637 2,678 19,517 
1946 . 82,235 42,929 . ~n 34,643 8,774 26,267 '13,026 943 766 1,549 2,547 18,999 . 
;1.947 . _80,~54 42 9 330 82 34,703 8,302 26,981 13,893 871 713. 1,464 2,466 19,130 . 
194"8 . ·'77 ,171· 40,625 82 33,125 7,595 23,417 12,607 791 611 1,388 2,247 18,402 . 
1949 . 76,830 39,781 85 33,748 8,079 22,905 12,627 752 570 1.507 2,333· 19,274 . 
1950 . 77,993 40,596 86 34,846 8,869 22,684 11,975 : 723 "531 1,44:1 2,299 '20,488 . 
1951 . 82ll025 42,1;18 8.5 35,622 9,270 "22,518 11,250 724 495 1,535 2,333 21,692 . . 
1952 : 88.,062. 44,015 . . 
y Balance-she-et estimateS.-Total marketings;f'amsi'imgliter,· de"aths-~· ancf"dn"hand end of year equal~ total or 
~alf' crop, inshipments and on hand beginning of year. 27 Sum of the interstate shipments and imports of feed-
1ng.~~breeding animals. ~Excludes interfar.m sales iathin States.: 4/ Include~ Government purchases. 
~Q_r. da:t~. for 1~24-29 see The ~~.!.~!~::'2~c!:_ and~ ~ituatioll:, February 194"§', page 20;. 
"R.~V:L..se.s::and br1ngs to da:t~~o.le_A·!::i. of' .:tne February-11r5l issue. 



Table 8 .- Number of bogs on :farms# pig crops and disposition, and live weight of farm production, 
· · · United States, 1930 to date y 

: : · Pigssav-ed · -- · · ·=··- ·- : : . .. -...,.,...-:=:--·· .. 
--~ L1~ 

On hand 
: 1 • Year • January • 

--·-- ·-- : Ir.shipmenta : Marketings : Farm 
: 2/ : 3/ : slaughter : 

: . . . . Deaths-. 
= 
: 
: 
: 

1930 : 
1931 : 
1932 : 
1933.¥: 
1934 : 
1935 .: 
1936 ·: 
1937 = 
1938 ·= 
1939 : 
1940 : 
1941 : 
1942 : 
1943 : 
1944 : 
1945 : 
1946 : 
1947 : 
1948 - : 
1949 : 
1950 . : 
1951 : 
1952 I 

: 

1,000 
head -
55,705 
5'±.835 
59.301 
62,127 
58,821 
39,066 
42,975 
43.083 
44,525 
50.012 

. 61,165 
54,353 
60.607 
73,881 
83,741. 
59,373 
€1.306 
56,810 
54,590 
se,257 
58,852 
62,8~? 

63,903 

: 
Spring 

1.ooo 
head ---
49,332 
53#984 
51#031 
53,460 
39#698 
32,884. 
41#422 
38,525 
43,289 
53,238 
49,584 
49,368 
61#093 
74#223 
55,754 
52,216 
52,191 
52,199 
50,468 
56,969 
57#935 
62,007· 
·56,607 

. . 
: 

Fall 

i,ooo 
head 

24,803 
29,192 
31,494 
30,740 
17,068 
23,260 
24,303 
23,994 
28,666 
33,714 
30,282 
Z5,584 
43,810 
47,584 
30,905 
34,611 
30,503 
31,090 
33,358 
36,275 
39#404 
40,182 

_¥s6,5oo 

- -. . . . . .. . . 
---- · · 1;c-oc·- --- · • · · 1,coo-- · · · ·1-:-ooo-- I:Ooo-

head head head head __ ,. ........ ._.... ... ......:-....... .. ._.._....., 

477 
1,366 

477 
1,464 
1,237 

481 
639 
367 
516 
637 
607 
741 
600 
771 
658 
464 
464 
497 
459-
641 
580 
755 

~,796 
55,972 
5~,844 

. 65,661 
55.750 
32,749 
4,4~809 
40.;665 
46,089 
~2 .. 906 
64,262 
57,695 
&7,423 
85,187 
66.289 
61;035 
64,409 

.63,499 
61,790 

. 69;249 
7_1,969 

'79,361 

13,540 
14,338 
1S,580 
15,244 
15,110 
13,348 
14,295 
13,333 
13,325 
13,980 
14,155-
12,789 
12,533 
14,016 
13,55-1 
13,631 
13,721 
12,072 
11,200 
10,236 

9,720 
9,520 

8,146 
9,766 
8,752 
8#253 
6,698 
6',619 
7,152 
7,446 
7,470 
9,550 
8,868 
8,955 

12,273 
15,515 
11,845 
10,692 

9,544 
10,435 

9,628 
11,705 
12,230 
12,962 

: wei&ht. 
: of farm 
:produCtion 
- · -lifiiion 

pound~ 

15.175 
16,541 
15,368 
16.566 .,_ 
12.385 -
10.673 . 
12,976 . 
12,506. 
14.372 

. 17.079 
17,043 
17.489 
21.105 
25,375 
20,584 
18,843 
18,744 
18,159 
18,222 
19,457 
20,001 
21.349 

1/ Balance ·sheet estimates. Total of ~..arkat-ings_, f'a,rm slau&.}lter. de.aths. and on hand end of yeareqUa.1s 
·total o£ pig crap, inshipm~nts, and :on hand beginning of yearo 2/ Sum c!' the interstate shipment and im­
ports of feeding and breeding animals. 3/ Excludes· interfarm saTes v.i. thin s~tes. 4/ Include~ Governmf:Plt 
purchases. 5/ Indicated by far.mers' intentions on J~e 1 at average size of litters-as adjusted for trend~ 
Revises and brings to date table A-6 of the February 1951 issue. · 
For data for 1924-29 see The Li vestoc:?k and Meat Situation for February 1949, page 21. __.... .__..._..._,... .. . .. 

w= r 
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~able 9 ,.- Humber of sheep and lan.bs on farms, lamb crop and disposition, and 
live v:aight of farm production, United S~ates 1930 to date .1/ e: 

--r 
:____!::-unbs sa.vea n:_I_nsl\ipmem;s"2'/: Tarl~eting~:Farn slaugh~: D_~aths : Live ~ 

: .On hand : -:"Percen·c o£ : : : : : _ : . : : :weight of ~ 
:January 1:Num.ber :e1tl"es 1 year: Sheep : Lambs : Sheep : Lambs : Sheep : La.'!'.bs : Sheep : Lambs ifarm pro- ~ 

• : and over : : : : : : : . :- f duct ion 
Year 

---=~-· ---.. --" ___________ : ____________ .. ---------·--·-----------. ···-------.--- -----·- ...... 
~ :. 1~000. -:-T",OOO . . 1,000 1,000 lliOOO 1,000 1,000 l,OOO 1,090 1,000 Million ~ 
:: head. head .percent head head head head head ~ead head head pounds N --.. --- -- --.... ____ ___, ..... ~-- - -- . . . . . 

1930 :: 51,565 
1931 :. 53,233'. 
1932 :. 53)902 
1933 . :. 53,05'4 
1934 4/~. 53,503 
1935 - : 51,808 . 
1936 =: 51~13.6 : 
1937 :. 50,848. 
1938 :: 51,.093 . 
1939 :: 51.,.3~8-
1940. :~ 52.,10.7. ·: 
19~L :~ 53·, 920 .. 
19'42 .. -~-=- 56,2l3 
19.4_3·-: :; 55,lp0 
1944.- :; 50,782 
1945 . :; 4:6,5.20 
1946 :; 42,362 
1947 :. 3?,498 
1948 :: 34~337 
1949.. : 30,943 
1950 :. 29,826 
1951 '· :. 30,635 
1952 ;: 31,725 
.. . 

29!'467 
31,557 
29,986' 
29,768 
30,433 
27,813 
299?62. 
29 .170' 
30,420. 
29,913 
3l,08z' 
32,610 
32,312 
30,924 
28,64~ .. 
27,042 
24,489 
21,858 
19,594 -
H3,298 
17,905. 
17,989 
18,401 

85 
86 
81 
80 
82 
79 
84 
84 
88 
86 
87 
90 
86 
83 
84 
86 

.. 89 

88 
85 
87 
89 
88 
88 

925 
837 
517 
771 
887 

.1,018 
'666 
742 

. . 862 
.. ,1~,107 
,1,060 

:935 
828 
639 
576 
601 
737 
652 
627 
721 
728 
751 

5,886. 
7,546 
5~438 
6,184 
6,956 
6,452 
6,037 
6,564· .. 
6_,606 
6,839 
7,186 
7,4;40 
8,0~0 
7,624 
6,8,44 
6_,994 
6,718 
5,910 
5,486 
~.242 
5~916 
5,712 

3,212 
4,356 
2,943 
2.~~825 
7»013 
4~560 
4,627 
4,579 
4,565 
4,415 
4,384 
4,231 
6,064 
7,818 
7,362 
7,333 
6,758 
5,224 
4.9828 
3_,473 
2,627 
3;2~5 

24;1i):4 
26,892'. 
25,01.7 
25,178 
25.-;079:. 
23.79_6 
24,296' 
24.2~5-
25,7(}7 
25,4~9 
25.~~8~6 

26,5~0 
28,5~8 
27 ~595' 
2~,3.49. 
24,:9B3 
24.088-. 
20,937 
18,_947 
16,784 
16,446 
15,480 

222 
290 
338 
352 
354 
342 
305 
295 
295 
292 
272 
292 
291 
289 
-279 
274 
265 
229 
213 
177 
r77 
147 

252 
301 
'386 
414 
436 
338 
3'32 
303 
315 
305 
299 
290 
287 
·287 
283 
297 
289 
270 
261 
227 
215 
196 

4,i49 
4,~72-
5,~67 
5,106 
4,~26 
4»218 
4.~~373 
4,172 
3,-891 
s-,;951 
3,910 
4,l91 
4:,'029 
4,-550 
4,bs.s: 
3,-418 
3,'12'5 
2,845 
2,916 
2,898 
2,558 
2.~~514 

2,631 ·:1,965 
2,990 2,052 
2,6.38 1,829 
2,399 1,860 
2,663 1,911 
2,701 1,835 
2,910 1,852 
2,667. 1,932 
2, 770. ·: :z ,038 
2, &78' . 2,029 
2s804 ... 2,101 
3 ,178' . 2,251 
2,954 2,313 
3,30.6 .. · 2,108 
2,956' 1,938 
2,490 1,912 
2 _,283- 11762 
2,076 1,567 
1,936 1,383 
1,819 1,278 
1,717 1,331 
1,730 1,349 

~-- .. 
~/Balance sheet estimates. Total of-marketings, farill slaughter, deethi,--ana on hand end of year equals total 
of lamb crop, in~hipments, and on hand beginning of year. 2/ Sum. of the interstate shipments and imports of 
feeding and breeding animals. 3/ Excludes interfar.m sales ~thin States. 4/ Includes Government purchases. 
For data for 1924-29 see Livestock a..."'ld Meat Situation, February 1'949, page 22. 
Revises a..."'ld brings to date ~able A-~f~ February 1951 issue. 

-~ 



Table 10.- Live weight o£ marketings, cash receipts £ram marketings, and gross incame 
£ram meat animals~ by classes, 1930-51 

:Live weight of mktgs. 1/:Mea~ anliilal:Cash receipts from marketi!l._g~ 1{ 3/: Gross income 3/ 4/ _ ' 0) • Cattle : Sheep : :rrktgs., Index:. Cattle : Sheep : ·. : Al : Cattle : Sheep : : All ... Year • . · : and : · and : Hogs : no., 1935-: and : and : Hogs : meat : and : a.n.d : Hogs : meat 
: calves : lrurbs : : 39:100 2/ : calves : lambs : : animals : calves : lambs· : :a!'imals 
: :Million Hillion Million Million Hill ion Million Eillion tall ion Hillion Eillic:1 1hllion 

potm.ds pounds potm.ds Percent dollars dollars dollars dollars dollars dollars dollars dollars -- .~ --. . 
1930 : 14,653 2,206 12,221 --- 1,184 162 1,135 2,481 1,204 163 1,369 2,736 
1931 = 14,438 2,605 12,.801 --- 838 130 774 1,742 854 132 950 ·1,936 
1932 : 13,960 2,222 12,505 --- 621 93 445 1,159 635 95 557 1,287 
1933 : 15,165 2.226 13,282 --- 599 105 524 1,228 61'4 107 631 1,352 
1934 : 20,350 2,555 11,878 --· 813 132 520 1,465 828 134 646 1,608 
1935 : 17,037 2,316 7,330 89 1,062 152 682 1,896 1,084 155 890 2,129 
1936 : 18,318 2,314 9,973 103 1,114 166 991 2.271 1,134 168 1,234 2,536 
1937 : 17,051 2,321 9,146 . 96 1,239 186 925 2,350 1,261 188 1,161 2,610 
1938 : 17,057 2,460 10,638 102 1,162 157 870 2,189 1,184 159 1,065 2,408 •• 
1939 : 17,385 2,431 12,327 llO 1,290 172 810 2,272 1.312 174 981 · .. 2,467 N 

1940 : 17,529 2,448 14,837 120 1,376 180 836 2,392 1,400 182 984 2,566 en 

1941 : 18,628 2 .. 563 13,765 119 1,705 226 1,302 3,233 1,732 229 1,518 3,479 
1942 : 20,472 2,925 16,300 135 2,263 306 2,198 4,767 2,300 309 2,507 5,116 
1943 : 20,866 3,042 20,748 154 2,562 342 2,929 5,833 2,606 346 3,302 6.254 
1944 : 23,117 2,801 20,825 161 2,604 300 2,800 5,704 2,652 304 3,133 6,089 
1945 : 26,675 2,842 15,494 151 3,318 319 2,263 5,900 3,375 323 2,640 6,338 
1946 : 25,270 2,694 15,984 148 3,761 363 2,917 7,041 3,833 367 3,400' 7,600 
1947 : 26,099 2,278 15,722 149 4,967 402 3,926 9,295 5,054 406 4,523 9,983 
1948 : 23,105 2,083 15,280 137 5,285 409 3,660 9,354 5,381 414 4,202 ' 9,997 
1949 : 23,593 1,777 16,747 144 4,849 351 3,125 8,325 4,932 355 3.513 8,800 
1950 : 23,610 1..,683 17,230 147 5,677 386 3,184 9,247 5,773 391 3,539 9,703 
1951 : 23,399 1,.669 19,052 1·50 6,937 467 ,3,904 11,308 7,055 472 4,291 11,818 

: 
1/ Excludes interfa:rm sales. 2/ Index n~ers of ·physfcal volunie of farm marke-t":U:ig·s~-3/ Does not include~-
1rovermnent·payments. · 4/ Cash receipts plus value of home consumption. .. -
For data for 1924.-29 see The .Livestock and :Meat SituEl,tion, Febrnary 1949, page 29. 
Revises and brings to date table A-16 of the February 1951 issue. 
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Digest of OPA and NPA Regulations Affecting 
J.i:eat and Meat Animals 

This list· 8Upplam~s those appearinG in earlier issues of 
this Situation. These lists are compiled for their refer­
ence value now and in the future, Questions regarding the 
application of the regulations. should be referred to the 
Agency admini-stering. them. · 

Issued by the Office of Price Stabilization, Econ~n!o Stabilization Ai~~o~. 
Regulation· · · · . 1 , . · Principal p~ovieions ____ __.._:::-..._--:;~--------... .,..._--. -· ....... ·--

Delegation of Authority 11 . 
Revision 1 
Amendment 1 
Issued August 6,· 1952 
Effective A.ugu·st: 5, ·.1952 · 

Distribution Regulation 1 
Revision 1 
Amendment 2 . 
Issued June 23, 1952 
Effective June 23, 1952 

Distr~bution Regulation ·.1 
Revision 1 
Anendment 3 
Issued July 21, 1952 
Effective July 1, 1962 

Distribution Regulation 3 
Amendment 1 
Issue.d A.ugust 14, 1952 
Effective July 1¥ 1962 

Ceiling Price Regulation 24 
Arn.endrnent 13 
Issued July 8, 1952 
Effective ~uly 1, 1952 . . 

Ceilin~ Price Regulation 24 
Amendment 1~4 · 
Issued July a. 1952 . 
Effective July 1, 1952 

Ceiling Price Regulation 24. 
.Anendment 15 
Issued July 11, 1952 . 
Effective July 16, 1952 

-: Deiegates authority to OPS tie~d 
offices to pennit class 2 slaugh~erers 

1 ~n areas affected by vesicular exan-
. 1 thema.to have their hogs· slaughtered 

·: by· class 1· slaughterers. 
I 
: Permits registration of new class 2 

slaughterers slaughtering only tor 
1 farmers(~ 

. . 
1 Permfts all persons registered to 
~ slaughter, or have slaughtered,· one or 

more species of livestock to slaughter, 
1 or have slaughtered, e.ll species of 
: lives·tock~ 

: Limits the applicability of DR3 to 
: periods of inadequate over-all supply 
: of meats and meat products. 

. I 

: Provides identical beet ceiling prices 
fo1· packer-affiliatecl. or independent 
hotel supply houses• Sets up the s~e 

a ceiling price for packer-affiliated or 
independent ooJnbination distributors. 

Provides for identioul ceiling. prices 
for independ~nt wholesalers ~d packer• 
affiliated wholesalers whose affiliation 

: does not amount to an interest or equity 
of more than 50 percentr 

a Eases previous restrictions on wholesale 
sales of prefabricated out 8 of bee£, and 

: makes several other changes in the whole­
• sale bee£ regulation. 
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Regu1at_i_o_n_· __________ ---______ s_:------~P~r~i-n-.~~i-p~alr-~-r-o·-v~i-s~i-on_e ________ ___ 
I 

ceiling Price Regulation 24 
Amendment 16 
Issued August 4, 1952 
Effective Au~ust 4, 1952 

Ceiling Price Regulation 24 
knendment 17 
Issued August 21, 1952 
Effective August 21, 1952 

Ceiling Price Regulation 25 
Revision 1 
Interpretation 4 
Issued July 23, 1952 
Effective July 23, 1952 

Ceiling Price Regulation 25 
Revision 1 
Interpretation 5 • 
Issued July 23, 1952 
Effective July 23, 1952 

Ceiling Price Regulation 74 
Amendment 8 
Issued July 8, 1952 
Effective July 1, 1952 

Ceiling Price Regulation 74 
Atnendment 9 
Issued July 8, 1952 
Effective July 1, 1952 

Ceiling Price Regulation 74 
Amendment 10 
Issued July 18, 1952 
Effective July 18, 1952 

Ceiling Price Regulations 74 
Amendment 11 
Issued July 29, 1952 
Effective July 29, 1952 

Ceiling Price Regulation 92 
Amendment 7 
Issued July 8, 1952 
Effective July 1, 1952 

Permita the sal.e of non-standard beef 
hindquarters and forequarters imported 

t from New Zealand. Also permits the 
: sale of ungraded New Zealand boneless 

beef subject to certain conditions. 

s Permits the sale of non-standard whole­
' sale outs of beef imported from New 

zealand. 

Interprets pe~issable additions in 
, establishing a retail ceiling price ot 
1 primal beef outs. 

1 Restates that pricing requirements on 
non-graded or improperly out beef does 
not eliminate the requirements of 
grading and grademarking. 

Revises wholesale pork oeiling prices 
for packer-affiliated hotel supply 

1 houses and combination distributors. 
(See CPR 24, Arndt. 13.) 

' Revises wholesale pork ceilings for 
: certain packer-affiliated wholesalers. 
: (See CPR 24, Amdt. 14.) 

Hodifies the limitations on sales ot 
prefabricated outs, and makes several 

r other changes in the wholesale pork 
a ceilings. 

Authorizes higher seasonal ceiling 
a prices for some lean outs of pork, and 
: makes a number of technical changes in 
1 the regulation. 

Revises wholesale lamb, yearling and 
mutton ceiling prioes for packer­
affiliated hotel supply houses and com­
bination distributor&. (See CPR 24, 

: Arndt. 13,) 



July-August 1952 .. 28·-

Seleoted Prioe Statistics for Keat Animals l/ 

Unit 
· 1.-~J:=&n=•·::.J~u~l:!:oY'---

1 
Item 

Cattle and oalvaa 1 1 
Bear steers, elaug~ter !(, rDollars par1 

Chicago, Prime ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••=100 po~nde z 
Choice ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• do, a 
Good •••• ~ ••• , •• , ••• , •••••• , • , , , •••• , •••••• s do, a 
CoDDneroial • , , ••• , • , , , , • , ••• , , ••••• •., ••• •. a 
Utility •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

All grades ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••I 
Omaha, all grades ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••· 
Sioux City, all grades ••••••••••••••••••••••' 

Cows, Chioago !/ 1 

Commeroial ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••' 
Utility " ..................................... I 
Canner and Cutter •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

do, 
do, 
do. 
do, 
do, 

1961 

38.80 
36.00 
33.41 
31.06 
28.65 
36.38 
34.06 
34.16 

27.81 
24.99 
21.49 

Vealere, Choice and Prime, Chioago ••••••••••••• 
Stooker and feeder ataars, Kansas City ••••••••I 
Price raoeived by farmers 

do. 
do. 
do. 
do. 
do, 

I 37.76 
33.88 

Hogs 

Beer oattle •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Veal oalvea •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••' 

Barrows and gilts 
Chioago 

lSQ-180 pounds ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••' 
180.200 pounds ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
200.220 pounds ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
220.240 po.unda •• , , • , • , , •.•• , , • , • , • , , , • , , , , , 1 

240-270 pounds ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
270.300 pounds ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••' 

All weights , •• , • , •••••••• , , ••• , ••• , • , , , , 1 

~isht market• !/.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Sows, Chioago • , , , ••• ,-•• , , ••• , , •• ,·, ••••••• , •• , • 1 

Prioe reoei nd by farmer a • , • , ••.• , , , , •• , • , , , • •• r 
Hog-corn prioe ratio y 1 

Chioago, barrows and gilts .~••••••••••••••• 
Prioe reoeived by farmers, all hogs •••••••' 

Sheep and lambs 
Shhp 

Slaughter ewes • Good i.nd Choioe, Ohioago • , , , 1 
Prioe reoeived by farmer• •••••••••••••••••••~ 
~I . I 

Slaughter, Choice and Prime, Chioago ••••••••• 

Price received by fannera •••••••••••••••••••• 

.Ul meat an1111ala 
Index number prioe reoeived by tarmara 

(1"910-1 .. 100) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
I 

do. 
do, 

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

do. 
do, 

do. 
do, 

do. 

Keat I I 

29.21 
32.71 

21.38 
22.14 
22.26 
22.13 
21.83 
21.36 
21.80 
21.63 
18.98 
20.79 

12.4 
12.9 

19.7~ 
17.28 

38.56 

32.49 

618 

Wholesale, Chioago 1Dollara per• 
Steer beet·oaroasl, Ohoioe, 600.800 pound• ~tlOO pounds 68.08 
Lamb oaroa1a, Good, 30·40 pounda •••••••••••• do. 68.42 
Compoaite hog produot1, inoludiDC lard 

72.8' pound• fresh •••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Average per 100 pounds •••••••••••••••••• 

71.32 pound• trash and oured •••••••••••••• 
A~~rage per 100 pounda •••••••••••••••••• 

Retai1, United state• average 
Bett,·~hoioe &rade •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Dollar a 
do, 
do, 
do. 

Cent a 
per pound 

do, 
do, 

23.84 
32.46 
28.36 
158.93 

84.8 
76.0 
66ol 

1962 

36.29. 
34.1e 
31.41 
28.48 
26.69 
33.27 
31.76 
31.87 

24:1o 
21.83 
18.90 
36.38 
30.15 

27.26 
30.94 

18.62 
19.36 
19.42 ' 
19.17 
18.67 
18.11, 
18.76 
18.67 
16.28 
18.16 

10.2 
10.8 

12.68 
12.67 

28.915 

26.37 

378 

64.71 
68.86 

20.01. 
27.47 
23.2' 
152.69 

87.0 
78.'1 
40.'1 

1961 
July 

37.37 
35-.4~ 

33.05 
30.00 
27.23 
35.75 
34.16 
34.58 

28.50 
24.21 
21.04 
37.46 
31.81 

29.00 
32.20 

22.21 
23.03 
23.17 
22.90 
22.28 
21.158 .. 
22.60 
22.16 
18.85 
20.60 

12.8 
12.6 

u.a8 
15.70 

151.90 

30.20 

414 

68160 
58.00 

23.98 
32.89 
28.09 
158o68 

86.8 
'7'1.8 
46.4 

June 

34.63 
32.81 
30.74 
28.18 
26~68 
32.22 
30.48 
30.84 

24.01 
21.39 
18.67 
34.96 
27.21 

26.70 
30.70 

20.04 
20;,96 
20.96 
20.89 
20.11 
19.42 
20.41 
20.33 
17.3'1 
19.40 

11.2 
11.2 

9.21 
11.80 

29.26 

26.80 

380 

63.49 
6So46 

21.01 
28.84 
26.156 
34.14 

88.a 
78,8 
41.8 

a a a or mo1 aer e1 pu a e n a a 
T/ Grade name• a1 u1ecl beginniDC January 1961. 
f/ Chioago, St, Uluil J, S, Y., lanaaa City, Omaha, Sioux City, 8, St, Joaeph, and S, St. Paulo 
l/ lfumber bu1hela ot oorn equivalent in value to 100 poUDda ot lin hoc•• !i' Index ot retail meat prioe1, new nipta, 

1962 

July 1 August 

34.56 
33.03 
30.46 
27.61 
23.53 
32.53 
31.28 
31.26 

22.09 
19.95 
18.76 
32.68 
26.24 

28.00 
28.80 

21.83 
22.68 
22.83 
22.36 
21.88 
20.80 
21.91 
21.69 
18.13 
20.00 

12.1 
11.8 

7.8'1 
10.10 

29.2'1 

26.60 

15'18 

615.80 
69.82 

22.03 
150.24 
26.38 
36.69 

815.'1 
79.8 
4lo9 
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Selected marketing, slaughter and stocks statistics for meat animals and meats 1/ 

Jan. -July 1951 I95~ 

Item Unit 1951 1952 July June July 1 Ausuat 

Meat animal marketings 
Index number (1935-39•100) ......... 136 143 128 131 124 

stocker and feeder shipments to 
8 Corn Belt States I 11 000 

cattle and calves ••..• • •••••••.• • , : head 993 1,054 173 152 185 
Sheep and lambs ••• I ••••••••••••••• I do, 1,069 932 168 133 176 

I 
Slaughter under Federal inspection 

Number slaughtered 
Cattle ••• , .. , . , , .... , , •... , .. , •••• z do, 6,599 7,022 920 966 1,100 
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 t do. 2,889 2,737 408 392 430 
Sheep and lambs •••••••••••••••••••= do. 5,524 6,718 863 926 908 
Hogs •• , •• , • •.,., ••• , •• ,. •., •••••• , t do, 34,327 36,054 3,826 4,259 3,641 

Percentage sows •••••••••••••••••1Peroent 1 11 10 33 20 29 
Average live weight per head I 

Cattle ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••zPounds I 1,002 1,002 978 988 987 Calves ........................ " ... : do. 189 201 233 225 236 
Sheep and lambs •• , • , , , , , •••• , , , • , • :· do, 100 100 93 94 90 
Hogs • , , , •••• , , , , • , • , ••• , •• , ••••••• : do, 250 246 276 255 265 

Average production 
Beef, per head ••• , ••• , , , , • , •• , ••• , : do. 557 560 550 554 550 
Veal, per head ••••••••••••••••••••: do, 108 115 133 127 133 
Lamb and mutton~er head ••••• ,,,,1 do, 48 48 44 45 43 
Pork, per head 2 •••••••••••••••••I do, 139 136 151 142 145 
Pork, per 100 pounds live weight !(: do. 55 55 55 56 55 
Lard,- per head , , •• , • , • , , , , , • , • , • , • z do, 37 37 41 38 39 
Lard, per 100 pounds live weight , , : do, : 15 15 15 15 15 

Total production :Million1 
Beef , , , , , , , , , , , , , , • , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , zpounds 3,656 3,914 503 533 602 
Veal • , , , , ••• , , •, • • • • • • • •. • • • • • • • • • • : do. 309 312 54 50 57 
Lkmb and mutton •••••••••••••••••••: do. 261 319 38 41 39 
Pork y . , .. , , , ... , ...... •. • • • • • • • • : do. ~.737 4,867 577 601 526 
Lard , , , , , • , , , , • • •• , • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • : do, 1,264 1,342 157 160 142 

Total commercial slaughter y 
1,287 Number slaughtered 11,000 9,056 1,316 

Cattle • , •••• , ••• , • , ••• , , ••• , • • ••• • =head 4,835 665 650 
Calves , , , , , , , • , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , , : do, 6,019 951 1,032 
Sheep and lamb 1 ••• , • , •••••• , •• , • , , : do, 42,181 4,670 5,253 
·Hogs , •• , , , , , , , , •••••••••• , • ~ ••••• , : do. I 

Total production tMHlion: 
Beef •••• , ••• , ••••• , ••• ; •.••••.•••• :pounds 4,829 676 699 
Veal • , , , , , , , , , , , , , • , • , , , , , • , , , , • , , : do. 522 86 83 
Lamb and mutton • , , ••••• , • , .••• , , • , : do. 282 42 46 
Pork 5:J • , •• , , , , , , , , , • , , , • , •••••• , • : do. · '·P7 686 727 
Larq ~· ••• , • , , , • , , , .• •••••••••••••••• : do. 1, 57 179 185 

................................ : do, 162 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . : do • 10 
and :mutton ••••••••••••••••.•••• : do, 12 

do, 547 
856 

and retail, 
products, canned meats and canned meat products, and edible 
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Ceiling Price Regulation 92 
.Amendment 8 
Issued July a, 1952 
Effective July 1, 1952 

Ceiling Price Regulation 101 
.Amendment 5 
Issued July a, 1952 
Effective July 1, 1952 

Ceiling Price Rec;ulation 101 
Amendment 6 
Issued July a, 1952 
Effective July 1, 1952 

Ceiling Price Regulation 101 
Amendment .7 
Issued July 1a, 1952 
Effective July 23, 1952 

General Overriding Regulation 4 
Revision 1 
.Amendment 6 
Issued August 7, 1952 
Effective Au~ust 7, 1952 

t 
Revises wholesale lamb, yearling and 

: mutton ceilings for certain pe.oker .. 
affilioated wholesalers. (See CPR 24, 
Arndt. 14,) 

Revises wholesale veal ceiling prices 
for paoker-llfi'iliated hotel supply 
houses and combination di stributol"lh 
(See CPR 24, Arndt. l3o) 

Revises vmolesal~ veal ceiling prices 
for certain packer-affiliated whole­
salers. (See CPR 24, Am~t. 14.) 

1 Revises wholesale ceiling prices of 
r veal to inorease the spread between 
a ceilings on veal hindsaddles and fore• 
1 saddles, a.nd r11a.kes other technical 

ohanges. 

Removes sorap leathe1• from prioe oon .. 
trol • 

---- ....... - ·- .. -- . ··- •· -.. - . --- ............ ·'· .. ·• ... -............. -........ -... --· ..... _. __ -...... .......,._. ........ ... 
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