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Cattle slaughter this spring has beer much
above last year. Increases from Corn Belt feedlot drought that has sped marketings.

areas are large. On a percentage basis they are

the last few years, and in the Southwest the serious

Cattle slaughter during the rest of this year will

even greater from Southern areas, reflecting in the likely continue above last year but by a smaller

Southeast the rapid expansion in production there percentage than during the spring.
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THE LIVESTOCK AND MEAT SITUATION

Approved by the OQutlook end Situation Board, June 29; 1953
SUITIARY

Cattle have moved to slaughter in record volume since February.
Prices of slaughter cattle of top grades have been comparatively stable,
being supported by strong consumer demand for beefs Prices of lower
grades of cattle, influenced by big marketings from drought arees and by
weak demand for replacement cattle, have declined materially.

The large slaughter is cutting into the inventory of cattle cn
farms and is bringing the cyclical expansion in ecattle production close
to a halt. This offers promise that cattle prices will show more sto-
bility in the next few years than previously seemed likely, prowvided
‘demand for méat stays strong.

Approximately 37-40 percent more cattle were slaughtered by
commercial firms in April-June this year then in the same period of 1952,
For January-June, the increase averaged a little over 30 percent. Ierge
nunbers of fed steers and heifers end sizeable numbers of grass cattle
have been marketed. Slaughter of cows has been up relatively less thean
other classes, ' ‘ ~ : o

Heavy slaughter is lifting beef consumption per person far sbove
last year and for all of 1953 it may reach or slightly exceed the record
of 73 pounds set in 1909. Veal consumption also will be up from 1952,
but comsumers will have about 10 pounds less pork per person. Total
meat consumption per person for 1953 may exceed last ; Joar's 144 pounds
by 4 pounds. .

Slaughter of fed ocattle will teper off in the months just ahead
but sleughter of grass cattle will increase seasonally. Total cattle
slaughter will continue above last year though probably by less than in
the first 6 months. However, the size of slaughter in the second half
will depend on feed conditions. Under present conditions the slaughter
rate in prospect would allow a small further inoreast in inventories.

But if the drought in the Southern Plains should spread, slaughter might
be large enough in the current vear to end the cyclical increase in cattle
inventories that began in 1949.

Some seasonal increase in prices of fed cattle seems 1ikely in
months ahead as marketings for slauvghter decline.

" Prices of grass cattle--both for feeding and for slaughter--have
already declined considerably from their seasonal high in early spring.
Prices will remain comparatively low through the summer and fall marleting
season, They will probably be erratic as both sellers and buyers try to
eppraise the prospecta for the future following the serious price adjust~
ments of the past year. Any increase in fed cattle prices would have a
strengthening effect on prices of grass cattle,
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Emergency drought conditions were declared in Texas and Oklshoma
on June 29, Plans are under way for providing feed from CCC stocks and
other forms of assistance are under consideration.

Supplies of pork will remain small throughout this year end well
into next year. Hog producers out back their 19563 spring pig crop by 10
percent. Even though prices for hogs were higher this past winter end
spring, producers plan to have 5 percent fewer sows farrow fall pigs this
year than last. Producers in the Corn Belt expect to keep the same number
of sows as last fall but those in areas outside the Corn Belt are planning
a 17 percent reduction. :

Prices of slaughter lambs increased by ebout 14,00 per 100 pounds

since January but recently turned downward. A moderate seasonal decline
is in view for the next few months. :

REVIEY AND OUTLOOX

Cattle Slaughter Rate At
Record ngh

Cattle have been moving to sleughter at an inoreasing rate for
nearly a year. Commercial slaughter of cattle and calves in the Jenuary=-
Merch quarter was 23 percent above last year. In April-June it was
eround 37-40 percent larger. For January-June the average increase was
thus about 30 percent,

In each month beginning in'February the number slsughtered under
Federal inspection has been a new high for the month.

Fed steers and heifers have made up & large part of the slaughter
this spring. On April 1 about 12 to 14 percent more cattle than a year
earlier were on feed, and feedlots have since been emptied faster than
last year. Fed cattle have ‘been marketed at hlgh quality., liost fed
steers have graded Choioe or Prune. Few have been sold at half finishe

‘ While the run .of fed cattle has been ‘large, increased numbers of
cattle also have gone to slaughter from range areas of the Vest end
pasture areas of the South, Federally inspected slaughter in May-dJune
was up 41 percent from last year in the tidwest, where most of the cattle
marketed are fed cattle, but it was 74 percent above last year in the
Southeast, 66 percent in the Southwest, and 28 percent in the West.
(Teble 1,)

liore cows have been slaughtored this spring than last, but the
inorease has been less than in steers and heifers. Cows have been a
smaller percentege of all cattle slaughtered under Federal 1nspection to
dete this year than in any of the past 10 vears.
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Table li- Number of cattle slaughtered under Federal 1z}spection,
by major areas, liay-June 1952 and 1953 .

(Dota_for Cover Chart)
liay-June totals

-———

ELIM

" Percent change

K

Arees v E 1953 * 1952 ' from 1952

3 Fuuber TWumber ~Percent
Northeast : 139,301 _ 105,180 + 32
¥idwest : 1,197,390 848,986 + 41
Southeast : 120,572 69,387 + 74
Southwest 1/ : 421,609 253,552 + 66
jiountain end Pacifioc : 333,669 259,204 + 28
_Total s 2,212,541 1,537,009 » 44

1/ Includes Kensas Clhy, Tichite and Ste JOseph areas as well as Ckla-
homa end Texas.

COmpiled from Marke_’ll News, Ljivestook Branch, PlA.

Teble 2.~ Beef consumption per person, by quarters,
1947-1952, end foreocast for 1953

-

.3 Quarter :
Yeer ' Jan.- , April- . July- , Oct. .  Year
: llarch . June Septe . Dec. .
¢  Pounds Pounds = -~ Pounds  Pounds Pounds
¢ — — —————
1947 - 17.2 - 17.4 16.9 17.1 _ 68.6
1948 X! 16,0 1542 15.4 15.6 - 6242
1949 : 15.8 16,7 16.4 15.1 . 63,0
1950 : 15.4 15.4 16,0 15.6 6245
1952 : 1443 34,6 16.2 . 16,2 . 61¢3
1983 .. 4 17.5 1/19 - 2/73
t

1/ Prelininary indication. 2/ Forecast.

Note: Data for 1947-51 are revised sligh‘cly from those published in
this Situation for I' ‘ay-June 1952 dve to revisions in populetion esti-
mates.
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Slaughter Will Contiﬁue '
High

Cattle. slaughter will be large throughout 1953. The number of fed
cattle marketed can be expected to decrease and to drop closer to last
yearts level as the bi; marketing season for these caltle nears its end.
Until lately, cattle were moving into feedlots at a slower rate this vear
than last. It is likely that only moderately more cattle were on feed in
the United States July 1 than a year ago. (Deta on the number will be
reported July l4.) C

Slaughter of grass cattle, on the other hand, will increease season-
elly end will be considerably larger than last yeare. A large share of
the increased number of cattle marketed off grass will go directly to
slaughter because feeders will be reluctant to buy them for feedinug.
Having sustained serious financiel losses in cattle feeding this past
winter, feeders will be ocautious in their plens for feeding this coming
season. They may be especlally hesitant to buy early in the semson, and
slaughter of grass oattle at thet time might be particularly large come
pared with usual trends.

Slaughter of all cattle, fed and grass combined, is not likely to
be as much above last year in the second half of 1963 as it was in the
first half. Its size will be governed largely by feod conditions.
Pastures and ranges are vory dry in e broad aree extending from central
Kensas southward through the eastern half of New lisxico and western helf
of Texass Several other Southern areas have become dry recently.
Pastures in the entire northern part of the United States; however, have
been very good. - :

: If the drought does ‘not spread, total’ slaugnter of: oattle and
calves in 1953 will likely excecd last year by about one-fourth., Depend-
ing on the size of the yearts calf crop, this rate of slaughter probably
.-would be a little less than Lhe net natural increase, and: the number of
. cattle on farms at the eiad of the yeer would be a llttle largor than at
the beginning. )

But 1f the drought should becoms worse, slaughter for the year
might be high enough to end the cyclical expansion in cattle numbers that
began in 1949, .

The upswing in the rumber of cattle that began in 1949 was sharper
. than in past cavtle oycless With the increase trailing off this ysar, the
upswing also is likely to be shorter than usual, In fact, if numbers fail
to increase this year, the expansion phase of the current cattle cycle
will be the shortest on record. In past catile cyoles, the,period of ine
crease in nunbers has lasted firom 6 to 8 years,

Beef Supply Record High

Since cattle and calf slaughter has been approximately 30 percent
above last year in the first 6 months of 1953 and is likely to average
25 percent higher for the year as a whole, the oupput of beef will be far
above last year.
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Table 3‘- Cattle slaughtered under Federal inspection, by olasa.
' January'to May, 1951 19562 and 1953 1/

Number I
: Steers : Heifers - : Cows

Lonth 1 y955 ! 1952 ' 1951 | 1955 | 1952 | 1951 | 1953 | 1952, 1951
1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000

head lead head  head head head head " head head
Jen, : 709 600 583 179 130 141 390 = 334 401
Febs 692 586 476 1656 122 115 287 252 270
Hore BO2 545 572 153 117 107 308 239 261
Apr. 869 586 533 152 102 89 304 221 245
' 854 622 630 122 89 79 319 254 238

iay

.Peréent of Totel ocattle slaughtered

12.1 29.7 3045 34.6
13,0 24,5 25.6 30.4
" 1l.1 - 23,7 25.8 27.1
10,00 22.2  23.5  27.4
840 23.7. 2502 24,1

Jan., 64,0 54,7 5043 13,6 1l
‘Feb. B69.1 59,5 53.6 141 12
Mera i 61,7 58,8 59,3 11,8 12
‘ 10

8

.

01 B8 P 58 08 04 ¢ &P G0 °F 20 24 ae e

Aprc ) 6304 62.4 59.6‘ 11,1 .
CMay . : 65.5 61,6 63.9 9.1

.

® O O O

1/ Tumber of bulls end stagé not shown.

Compiled from Market News, Livestook Branch, FlA.

In January-llarch, consumption of beef per person was about 17.5
pounds compared with 14.3 pounds in the same quarter of 1952, 1In April-
June, consumptlon probably was something like 19 pounds. Last year the
Aprll-June rate was 14,6 pounds. (Teble 2. ) '

' For all of 1955. beef consumption per person will likely at 1easu
equal:the 1909 rate of 73 pounds, highest in this century,

Prices for Fed Cattle Relatively Steady
Through June; Demand Strong

- Prices for fed ocattle have been comparatively steady since April
after declining sherply from Januery to liarch. A small gain in May was
' erased under pressure of very large marketlngs and slauﬂhter in June.

In general, prices for fed oattle have been held down beceuse of
the-increased marketing, not because of any change in consumer demend for
meats Insofar as it can be estimated, demeand for meat does not appear to
be much different than at this time last year.

Supported by the active consumer demend, aided by a shorter supply
of pork, and encouraged by promotional efforts of privete agencies and the



IMAY-JUNE 19563 - 8 -

Departiment of Agriculture, the increased consumption of beef has taken

placs with about an equivalent decline in prices at retail, Ifost esti-
mates show retaill bseef prices this spring down a fourth, and the supply
up a third. Often in the past this much increase in sunply has caused

a grester decline in price, : , '

Consumers are spending ebout as much money for red meats this year as
laste Bxponditures for msat have not, however, gone up along with rising
consumer incomese A slightly smeller part of incomes is being spent for
meat than a year agoe The relationship of expeanditures for meat to in-
comes of consumers has tended to decline ever since reaching its infletion-
ary high in 1947-48.

Prices of slaughter catile are 35 to 40 percent below a year ago,
which is a biggor percentage decline than has been recorded for the retail
price of beef, This is e normal experience., Because the costs and re-
turns in marketing and distributing meat ‘tend to be nearly constant, they
. absorb a bigger nart of the retail price when prices are low than when
they are highe A snaller part of low than of high reteil prices there-
fore goes to the producer for the live animal.

Statistioal evidence, though not entirely conclusive, is that the
price spread or margin between the live enimal and becof at reteil is fully
as wide &8s lact year end may be a bit wider. This is cpposite to the
situaticn for pork, for which the wmarlketing margin hes been rather narrow
recently.

Higher Prices for Fed Cgttle in
Prospect; Decline Tfor Grass Cattle

A moderate seasonal increase in prices of top grade slaughter steers
seems in prospect as marketings decline in the months ahead.

Prices ‘of grass cattle will probably bhe much less firme Sinoce early
April prices of all kinds of cattle off grass have declined. The average
price for all sales of stocker and fecder steers at Kensas City, which
ranged from $19,00 ‘o 20.00 per 100 pounds in lay, was down to $13.77 the
week ending -June 27+ In late June last year it was about ($24.00,

Feeders will be unwilling to buy fecder cattle in large numbér this
summer and fall except at prices that appear low enough to allow them a
good chance of profit., They will plan carefully to avoid repeating the
financial losses they took last winter. Slaughterers, faced with a rather
limited outlet for beef of the middle grades, will likewise buy grass
cattle in volume only et relatively low prices. Both feeders and slaughter-
ers will alter their denmands from time to time as they reappraise the
prospects for the future. Prices of grass cattle will in all probability
remain seasonelly low and will continue erratic for several months.
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Table 4.- Number of . sows farrowing, pigs saved and:pigs saved per ‘litter, spring *
and fall pig orops, United States and by regions, 1547-1963 .

SPRING P1G CROP

"

North Central

S Nordh .- - - United

1 : [ ’ 3 Lt ]
R 1 :  Sowth ¢ South '+ 3 t
Year |  Atlantic 1 . T s Atlaatic i Central -3 TOBYOTR . ‘gtates
S R . t East : West 1 . R 1 Uy
" s  Thousands Thousands Thousands ~ Thousands Thousands ‘Thousands  Thousands
s . .
t Sows farrawinﬁ
1947 - 169 2,311 4,230 - 639 , 979 280 | 8,648
1948 1 153 . " 2,11 3,718 08 987 256 7,833
1949 ' 166 . 2,394 . 4,319 - - 63% 1,053 266 8,820
1950 ‘1 145 - - .. 2,554 . 4,568 . 631, . 1,048 228 . 9,174
1961 b 168 | 2,625 4,856 - , 683 1,026 249 9,691
1952 Ry 157 2,442 4,053 721 904 216 8,493
1953 1/ 2 136 2,282 . 3,679 U604 €03 145 - 7,449
3 ) ' . L P1§8 saved. - . : :
1947 3 1,028 .. 14,265 = 25,812 3,790 75,857 .7 . 1,446 62,199
1948 : 1,010 14,052 24,062 3,714 6,030 1,600 50,468
1849 cp o 1,107 16,909 . 27,835 - 8,909 6,570 1,639 56,969
1950 g - 920 , 16,177 28,905 3,971 6,534 1,428 57,936
1951 Y 1,016 17,238 31,463 4,273, 6,430 1,687 62,007
1952 g 1,072 ¢ © 16,421 27,075 - 4,601 6,846 1,342 56,357
1953 1/ 4 942, . 15,749 25,177 3,955° 3,947 o, 966 50,726
t . Plgs saved per lltter . . e
v Number Numbey Number Number “Humber Number Fumber
“ R . - . DR ¢+ iR El " .
1947 3 - 6.48 6.17 . 6.10 5498 5498 6027 6.11
1948 : 6.58 6.65 8.47 6.11 6.11 6.26 6.44
1949 N 1 6073 6‘85 . . 6044 . 6017 . . 6024 I . 6.39 : .- 6046‘
1950 3 6.36 6.33 6.33 6.29° " | 8.237 6.26 6.8}
1951 : 6.63 6457 6.48 6.26 627 6.38 6.47
1952 : 6.83 6.72 6.68 6.38 6047 6423 8.64
1963 1/ : 6.92 6450 6.84 8.54 6,55 6.59 6481
4 o .o ..
s FALL PIG CROP
3 . )
3 “Sows farrowin,
+ Thousands  Thousands  Thoussnds . Thousands  Thousangs , . [housands  ihousands
3
1947 + 12y 1,567 71,630 1. o801 T 174 T 4,866
1948 v 126 1,609 ... 1,680 ¢ - - §B1- 904 - 180 . - 5,070
1949 s 123 1,800 01,941 . . 566 951 - - . 188 .. 5,568
1950 e 1s 1,970 2,183 561 22 168 5,923
1951 1 126 2,015 2,269 611 - 879 T "189 6,032
1952 N 118 1,795 2,012 . 666 684 143 5,318
1983 2/ s 108 21,798 - 1,999, 497 . 534 .18 5,054
1 ) B ?iég saved }
3 - . o . A R . R ~ v v
1947 Yy 831 10,199.. . 9,782 . 3,684 5,627 1,117 - 31,080
1948 Wi 8 865 . 10,917 . . 11,184 . 3,452 5,137 1,223 - .. 33,358
1949 ) 831 11,925 12,694 3,631, 6,059 1,235 36,275
1950 I 8is 13,289 14,674 - . 3,652 5,998 1,076 '39,404
1951 : 872 13,508 14,899 3,975 5,704 1,224 39,804
1952 1 . 818 12,06¢ . 13,490 ., 3,623 . . 4,420 940 35,355
1953 ' . C o -, 2/33,500
A - ' " Pigs saved per 1itber " ' T
+ Rumber -, Number Tumber ~ . Number T Number . Wumbér . Rumber
1947 : 6.82 ‘ 6456 D .6.36 6.14 6425 6445 6439
1948 “ 3 " . 6.88 6.78 - 8.82 YT ' 6,27 6.32 ' 6.43 " 6,58
1949 ., 6JTT . . Be62 . . 8,54 .. 8426 X SR 6.55 - CBs2
1950 1 6483 674 . ... .BaT2. . Be83. . .. 8449 : 6.50. 6465
1961 1 6492 6.70 R - A - - 8449 - S 6.60
1962 - 3 U687 . B.T2 8470 T Ged0 T - T 6446 6.56 ' 6.85
1953 : A S 2/6.85
1
Prellminary

Number indicated to farrow from breeding intentions as of June 1, 1953; aversge number of pigs per
itter adjusted for trend used to calculate indicated mumber of pigs saved.
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Table 5.- Number of sows farrowing end percentage distribution
by months, spring season, United Stetes, 1947-53 =~ " '

Number of sows farrowing

Year : Dec. 3/ : Jane : Febe : Mars ; Lpr. : May :_iTotal
:+ Thouse Thouse Thouse Thous, Thousa Thous. Thous.
H
1947 3 293 381 200 2,452 3,035 1,487 8,648
1948 ! 204 350 746 2,122 2,838 1,523 7,833
1949 1 283 441 958 2,667 3,026 1,546 8,820
1950 : 249 416 1,089 2,808 3,084 1,833 9,174
1951 t 288 491 1,237 2,762 3,103 1,720 9,691
1952 : 267 480 1,201 2,390 2,689 1,566 8,493
19563 s 222 446 1,075 2,154 2,267 1,285 7,449
: Percent of total sows farrowing
. Porcent Percent porcent Percent bPercent  Percent Percent
H
1947 3 3e4 4,5 10.5 2847 3645 17,4 1000
1948 : 3.2 4,5 946 27.1 3642 19.5 100,0
1949 1 3.2 5.0 10,9 29,1 3443 17456 10040
1960 s 247 4.5 11,9 23046 3346 1647 100,0
1961 ) 3.0 6.1 12,9 28.7 3244 17.9 100,0
1952 H 3-1 507 14.2 28.1 3005 1804 10000
1953 1 3.0 6.0 14,4 28.9 30.4 17.3 100,0

3
1/ December of preceding year.

- —

Prospects for Longer Future
Brighter, Provided Demand 1s Strong

The big increese in cattle slaughter this year not only affects
ourrent beef supplies and prices but also has an importent bearing on the
future. The slaughter this year is bringing the end of the cyocle in
numbers closer., It is also bringing nearer the time when price adjuste
ments will be completed.

The supply of beef per person may be as high this year as in any
year of this cycles Consumption per person in the next 2 or 3 years is
expected to be at or a little above %0 pounds. This revises to a smell
oxtent the projeotions previously mede where a small further rise in beef
supply was foreseen. (See this Situation, l'arch~April 1953, pages 21-26.)

This outlook gives some promise for cattle prices to show more
stability in the next few years than previously seemed 1likely, While not
pointing to an uptrend, it does suggest that 1953 prices might prove to be
close to the lows in the present cattle cyoles This outlook is based on
the assumption that consumer demand for beef will continue strong and
supplies of other meats are not excessive., If demand for beef should
weeken, prices for beef end for ocattle would decline further. Any decrease
in prices for pork end lemb and mutton in years ahead would naturally have
some weakening effect on beef prices,
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Future Level 3£
Cattle Production

Evaluating the outlook for cattle always raises the question of the
level of cattle production that would conform to price and income pros-
pootses Since the prime controller of.cattle numbers and production is the
size of the breeding herd, the guestion becomes one of how many cows are
justified by the economic outloolk, '

As noted above, cow slaughter has not yet increased greatly, except
for the high rate of slaughter in the drought areas the last few weeks.
(see table 3,) RLelatively few cows are usually slaughtered in the spring.
Most of the year's cow slaughter comes in the fall, ‘e will not know for
several months whether producers have decided to reduce their cow herds or
maintain them. However, the likelihood is for no really big liquidation of
cows this year, unless there is extensive drought. Ordinarily, cows are
the last class to be solde Their sale in great number usually is forced by
conditions such as (1) a shortage of feed; or (2) lack of credit; or (3) ex-
treme pessimism ebout future prospects. None of these three is expected to
be acute the country over this year.

then cow selling starts it usually proceeds rapidly. In most cattle
cycles, numbers eventually have been reduced more than market prospects
Justified just as they have been over-expanded during the upward phases of
the cycles, Unless consumer demand should be curteiled by economic re-
cession, which is not now in prospect, the market for beef will continue
large. It does not call for eny radieal cut-back in beef production.
Fairly sharp culling of cow herds, so as to reduce costs of production,
would seem in order, but wholesale liquidation would not be,

TMarther Reduction in
il btuliiirbadiote Rodiot
Pig Crops

Last year producers reduced their pig crop 10 percent. AS a result,
hog slaughter in 1953 has been substantially below 1962 and it will continue
80. Pork consumption per person may average about 62 pounds, 10 pounds less
than the 72 pounds in 1952,

Hog growers are making a further cut in production this year. They
saved 10 percent fewer pigs this spring than last, and they plan a 5 per-
cent reduction this fall from last fall,

About 12 percent fewer sows farrowed this spring than last, but the
average size of litter was up to a new record of 6.8l pigss BEarly spring
litters wore reduced least, continuing the trend toward early dates of
farrowing. The Vestern Corn Belt had 7 percent fewer pigs than last spring
and the Eastern Corn Belt 4 percent fewer, whilo areas outside the Corn
Belt reduced their spring pigs by 24 percent.

Farmers intended on June 1 to have 5 percent fewer sows farrow this
fall than last. A% an average size of litter the crop would be 33,5
million pigs.
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In the Corn Belt about the same numbor of sows will farrow this' fall
as last, according to the June intentions. As in the spring, the orop this
fell will be reduced greatly outside Lhe corn Belt where a 17 peroent de-
oregse 1s planned.

last year ‘the number of sows farrow1ng was comparatlvely large in
the summer but smaller beginning in September. This year, the number
farrowing may take an opposite movement. Summer farrowings will doubtless
be considerably below last summer, but by late fall the number of sows
farrowing may ebout equal the number at thé same time last yeare

Hog producers have‘nbt responded the way they‘usually do to favorsble
prices for hogs. Sinoce February the nog-corn price ratio has been between
13.5 and 1545, whioh is much above average. A ratio this high has alnost
always been followed by an increese in production. There may be several
reasons for the reluctance of producers to expand this year. One is that
prices have not been up very longe They turned higher only about the first
of this year, whereas they had been depressed for much of the previous 18
mouths. Vesicular exanthema disease continues e menacs, though actual
losses from it are minor. Some of the small produscers outside the Corn
Belt are continuing to go out of hog production despite improving hog pricese
The large supply of catble may still be influencing hog producers. And
finally, the Govermment loan program tends Lo support the price of corn at
near the loan price but the priece of hogs is subject to the-uncertainties of
the. market, With corn prices--a coste-more assured but hog prices less
assured, hog producers are meking less response then normal this year to
prevailing hog-corn price relationships.

Hog slaughter will remain low through at least the first part of 19554,
Until then, the small supplies of pork will keep prices ralatively high.
Usual seasonal changes may be expecteds The 19563 high in prices may come
at late summer, and a seasonal decline will follow during.the fall,

Sheep Slaughter at .
Liquidation Rate ,

: Sheep production was reduced drastically during the 1940's and sheep
- and lamb slaughter has been at a very low level during the past 4 years.
About 17 percent more sheep and lambs were slaughtered commercially in.
January-June this year then laste. This increase, in light of the number
on farms Jenuery land the probable lamb crop, signels a reduction in the
number of shaep and lembs on farms during 1953, -

Most of the reductlon is probably occurring in the dry scuthern
Plains. Some decrease may be taking place in parts of the lMountain Vests
The eastern or "native" States have been increasing shesp produotion for 3
years, end it is likely that they are holding up best again this year. How-
ever, actual trends there are not yeot known.

Prices of slaughter lembs increased about 34,00 per 100 pounds from
January through I'ay, then deoreased seasonally in June, A general seasonal
decline may continue until fall. Lamb prices, which are generally affected
by prices for cattle, have held up much better than cattle prices in the
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past year. In June, Choice and Prire slaughter larbs at Chicago sold for
20 percent movre than Cpoice slaughter steers. A yvoar ago they were 11 per-
cent less than Choice steer prices. The present wmargin over Choice steers
is the grestest since April 1949,

Assistance‘ig Drought
Relief RBegun

Farmers and ranchers in 152 counties of Texas and Oklahome were made
eligible on June 29 for emergenoy federal disaster relief. Immediately
provided was feed from stocks of the Comnodity (redit.Corporation, which
was to be.priced in line with livestock prices in the area. Also under
consideration was supplying additional credit, as well as other messures of
essistance to droughbtestricken farmers,

Mexican Footeand-lMouth
Quthreak Closes Border

On liay 23 the United States closed its border to imports of livestock
and frosh or frozen meats from iiexico. The closing followed an outbreak of
foot-and-mouth disease in Vera Cruz. The border had been closed to such
imports for almout & yoaers prior to last September, during which time the
i'exican and United States governmentshad carried on a joint cempaign to
eradicate the disease in lexico. The recent outbreak wes located only e fow
wiles from where the last oubtbreak occurred in Auvugust 1951,

Some 256,000 cattle and aprroximstely 35 million pounds, product
weight, of beef and veal were imported from liexico during the 8 2/3 months
the border was officially opens None of the calttle were from the former
quarsntine area.

Fxperienced veterinary orews of both governments, mainteined for such
an emergency, have held the new infection within the boundaries of the
general area of quarantine, according to the joint Mexican~United States
Comission,

New Rggulatiggi on VE July.l

. . o am—————

, ‘Begimning July 1 the Departmnent of Agriculture put into effect certain
revisions to the federal reguletions on vesicular exantheme. The USDA will
no longer pay indemnities on losses frem hogs fed raw garbage. Hogs from a
quarantined area and all hogs fed raw garbage can be noved lnterstate only

to slaughter and the carcass must be specially processeds In areas not

under quarentine grein-fed hogs and hogs certified to have been fed cooked
garbage ocon move across Stets lines without restriction,

Vesicular exenthema has spread from California to the east coast dur-
ing the last 12 months. der the emergeunc; declared by the Sascretary of
Agriculture last August, the disease has beon eradiocated in most of the
States and with a fow exceptions now exists only in California and around
the large cities in the iorth Atlantiec States. Thirty-four States have en-
acted laws or regulations requiring the cooking of garbage and several other
Stetes are considering such control measures.
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‘ Changes_in‘Damand for Pork Products
by'Earl Bs Mi}ler

Daring the past 50 years the American conswner has' shown an increage
ing preference for lean cuts of pork over fat cuts and larde 1Tpis is |
evident from;widening price advantage of lean over fat cuts, Sinece the: re-
lative supply of the various cuts has changed only little, the higher

~prices for lean cutse dembnstra+e aﬁ increasing demand for. thems

‘Because prloes for lean cuts such a8 hams, loins, pionics and butts
have been rising relative to those’ for fat cuts and lard, an increasing
part of the value of the total hog carcass—-and therefore of the live hog--
has come from lean cuts, and a decreasing pert from fat cuts and 1ard.

Price trends for 3 cuts and for lard are shown in the top ohart on
pege 15 and those for several cuts and groups of cuts as well as live hog
prices are shown in teble 6. Loins, which are retailed largely as pork
chops, have been one of the cuts in greatest demend over the years and
- their prioces have trended gemerally upwards .Prices for hams and Boston-
butts have followed loins, although the price per pound usually has been a
little lower, Prices for the other cuts and lard show considerable veri-
ation compared with loins and have not made. nearly so much gein since early
years of the century. Prior to 1920, the position of lard and those fat
cuts readily oconverted to lard was held up by a strong export demand for lard
as well as by a comperatively stronger domestioc deviande: Those demends are
now weaker, Fet bdeks, plates and jowls, nearly slways the cheapest cuts,
are cheaper now than years ego relative Lo prices for lean outs.f

Bellies, which are primarily made into baocon, are the most important
cut grouped with the fat outs. Because bacon is still in strong demand by
the consumer, the price of bellies compared rather favorebly with. prices of
the leaner cuts wntil recent years. They are now in an intermediate posi-
tion, having increased in price less than lean cuts, but more than fat backs,
plates and jowlss

The price of lard, vhile fluctuating in lins :rith the general -level of
pork prices, has deelined relative to lean ocuts since about 1925, Early in
- the period, lard was worth more per pound then any other pork produoct;.today
it is the cheapest major pork productc The. price of lard hes been below the
composite carcass value per pound singe. 11925 and below the price of 1ive hogs
since 1947, It is now worth only sbout one~third .es much per pound as most
lean cutss . - a ' : v . :

The composite velus of all lean cubts per pound was in early years
about the same as the composite average price of all pork items, It is now
~almost one-helf higher than the all-pork average because of declinmng values
of fat cuts and lard. » .

As prioe relationships have changed, more and more of the totel
value returned for each hog hgs had to come f{rom the lean cuts, Table 7 end
the lower ohart on page 15 present detas In 1905-09 the 35,05 pounds of .
lean cuts produced from each 100 pounds of live hog comprised a little less
than half the total value of all productss The 17.25 pounds of fat outs and
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Teble 6 Yholesxle priece of pork ocuts (fresh basisg) and of live hogsy
per 10C pounds, Chicago, 18056-1952

Gomposite price 6/  iPrice ot
All '+ All : Total sbarrows

..

Priqq;Bf individuel cuts
+ Plates:

ce a»  ee

: s t :
Year H Loi;s : Hag; zBelE;ps. snd k Lg;d lean ¢ fat :carcass: and

: : ;= ajowls4/: . < iouts T/iouts 8/: 9/ :gilts 10/

:hollars Dollers Dollers Doliars Dollers Dollers Doilers Dollars Dollars.
1905 : 9.52 8,95 9,41 6.e44 8.84 8,20 8,59 8,03 5438
1908 :+ 10.68 10.41 11,79 7685 10,43 9.48 10465 9,49 €033
1907 : 11,01 10.50 12,01 8,20 11,419 9.70 10496 9,85 68425
1908 : 976 9+24 9.89 7+93 11,08 8.47 9,35 8.86 5.72
1909 : 12.39 10494 12:54 10.39 1261 10,66 11.95 10,91 Te4l
1910 : 14422 13,56 16.42 11.68 14,05 12.81 15616 13407 9,03
1911 : 12,07 11.47 12.39 8,08 10.36 10.50 11,20 10.19 8.85
1912 + 13.09 12,02 12,50 10.14 11445 11,40 11.85 11.03 7,64
1913 + 14,88 13,64 15,08 11leld 1196 12.91 13,99 12,40 8,80
1914 1 15.36 13.58 15,24 11,06 1155 13.25 14,09 12.58 843
1916 1 14,34 12,03 13,79 9,40 1047 11.76 12.58 11,18 7139
1916 s 16,23 15.73 15,87 12,59 14,63 14,58 14,92 14.03 9,49
1917 s+ 24,31 22423 27.75 21.83 23,32 21,66 26.12 22.19 15,70
1918 1 29.49 26,86 34.92 24,68 27,75 25.38 32410 26.29 17.89
1919 3 31le40 27,90 31449 26,07 31443 26.72 29.99 27.15 18.54
1820 s+ 31,07 25492 26.90 18,71 2222 24.86 24.64 23,06 14,53
1921 s 23.13 17.81 16465 11.04 13.21 17.02 15,10 14.94 8.84
1922 : 21.29 19.44 17.75 10,02 13.15 17435 15.63 15.24 9.67
1923 + 17,75 15,39 14.54 8,54 13,90 13.84 12,89 13,06 7+83
1924 ¢+ 18,56 14,93 14.24 9,67 16465 14,29 12,98 13,82 8.46
1925 s 24,24 20:80 24,04 14,92 19.90 19,75 21,53 19,30 12.23
1926 : 27.09 23.84 25,22 12,77 18.91 2237 21.79 20,48 12,94
1927 s 23,94 18,03 20,55 11,04 15466 18,03 17.93 1873 10,45
1928 t 22.01 17.73 17,09 10,80 15.30 17.31 15,36 15,69 9.70
1929 1 2402 19,70 17,53 10,45 14,62 18,99 15,58 16449 10,51
1930 : 22424 17,60 18.14 10,562 13.18 17.41 164,00 15.52 9,85
1931 + 16,44 11.97 12,90 691 9479 12.11 11.25 10,92 64685
1932 s 10.75 7.96 730 4,086 6.82 T«97 6,41 7,03 4.08
1933 s+ 9.76 8,92 8.12 4,59 7.05 7,98 715 7224 4,20
1934 : 13.71 13,37 13.78 7.86 D434 11,97 12,14 10.94 5,086
1955 1 22615 19,00 2177 14,45 15,58 18,91 19.756 17.65 9.78
1936 + 20630 19,18 19429 11.03 124,69 17.86 17.01 15.80 10,35
1937 ; 22440 18.27 19.23 12,76 12.94 18.47 17645 16,28 10,70
1938 : 19.01 18.79 15,44 8,51 9.47 16.05 13,53 13,39 8.63
1939 : 16.86 15.24¢ 11.35 6.87 7.66 14,27 10.12 11.26 7,08
1940 : 14.91 13.19 9,686 4,99 6438 1243 8438 9,60 68.,03
1941 s 204,24 20,25 16,22 7.07 10,02 18,71 13470 14,88 9.85
1942 1 26470 25.28 18,95 9,93 14.4% 25:11 16447 19.66 13,99
1943 ;1 26,08 22496 17.65 9.79 15.55 23.27 15,48 18,79 14.66

1944 24475 21450 16,72 9.42 16.556 21.89 14,71 17.88 14,14
1945 : 24,75 22411 17,36 10,11 150,55 22.36 15,36 18.29 14,76

1946  ; 34.00 29.05 24,97 14.56 23.76 29.10 22,10 25,03 17,97
1947 : 60,77 4B.58 47,81 19,89 25.84 44,28 40,12 37.41 26452
1948 1 53.73 48,93 42,59 17.72 24,28 46,00 35,74 37.02 26.61
1949 s 47,27 43,15 32,44 10.83 15,09 39.57 26,49 29,47 19.94
1950 ¢ 45,66 42,11 30,16 10,40 15,59 38.85 24,72 28,87 19,59

1961 46,55 45,46 31,33 13.68 20,34 41.85 26.47 31,95 21,46
1982 4740  44.15 28.76 1094 14,48 40,01 23.85 28,97 19.36
1953 llﬁ 48014 49,02 37.83 13,26 13,03 42,97 31,07 31l.74 21,40

e eranrin e

For‘?ootnotes 50 next pages
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Table 7.~ Wholesale value of pork products (fresh basis) in 100 pounds
of live hog, Chicago, 5 year sverage 1905-09 to 1945-49 end 1950-53

t 35405 8 17425 3 T5.54 1bss T Veiue o8 & percent of total value
Year  :1bs. of:lbs. ofil5 1bse: edible : Total : : 3 T Bdible
and, lean : fat : lard : by~ 1 value : 1988 , F8% , y1ppq sy pro-
BVOrage , outs : cuts : sproducte: . cubs ?EFi_L_;_”_ngpgﬁgﬁ_
T T e e YT Pe¥- | Pet-
iDollars Dollers Dellars Dollers Dollars’ ecent cent cent cont
!
Averages i
- 1905=09 ¢ 3,26 1.78 1.62 Al 6,87 4745 2559 23.6 340
1910-14 ¢ 4.27 2429 1.78 30 .64 49,4 2645 20.6 3.5
1915-19 ¢+ 7,02 3.99 3423 +45 14,69 47,8 27.1 22,0 3el
1920-24 ; 6.12 2480 237 37 11.66 52:5 24.0 203 3e2
1925-29 § 6.76 3418 2,53 o 44 12.91 5204 24.6 19.6 3.4
1930=34 ¢ 4,03 1.83 1.39 28 7453 53.5 24,3 1845 3.7
1935-39 ¢ 6400 2469 1e75 +40 10.84 85,4 24.8 1641 3.7
1940-44 ; 7.11 2.37 1.86 43 11.77 6004 20,1 15.8 3.7
1945-49 ¢« 12,71 4,82 3413 o717 21443 58.3 2245 14.6 LN
:
19561 s 14.67 4,57 Z.056 «98 23.27 €3.1 19.86 1341 4,2
1952 t 14.02 44,12 2,17 79 21.10 6645 19.5 10.3 3.7
1953 1/' : 15,006 .36 1.85 75 23.12 65.1 23,2 8.4 323

17 Janvary-iiey averages -
Computed from date provided by l.arket News Division, Livesbtock Branch, PlA.

15 pounds of lard were each worth about one-half as much as the lean cuts
and were tlogether equal %o half the tobal carcess velue. Rdible by-products
made up the last 3 percent.

By contrast, the fat cuts have recently been worth only 30 percent as
much as the lean cuts, and lard only 1§ to 20 percent as much. Their com=-
bined value has been only around S0 percent of the tobal retura for ths hoge

These values are totals for individual pork products classified into
4 groups: lean cubs, fat cuts, lard and edible by-products. Representative
vields used for the various cuts tobal 72.84 pounds of all products per 100
pounds live weight of hoge. Constaent yields were used for the entire period

Footnotes Ffor teble 6s 17 8-10 1b. aversge. 2/'12-14'1b. aversage.

3/ Clear bellies 8-12 1b. average. 4/ Regular, DeS. 1905-1951, D.S. Jowl
butt 1952-53. 5/ Tierce or carton. ~ 6/ Combined in proportion to their re-
spective yields from live hog. 7/ 35.05 1bs. loins, hams, Eoston butts,
picnies, spareribs and lean trimbings. 8/‘17.25 ibs. bellies, plates and
Jjowls, 9/f72=84 1bs. Includes 16 lbs, lard end 5.54 lb, minor pork products.
}9/ Choite 200-220 1lbs, 11/ Jan.-liey average.

Compiled from Egﬁggf.ggﬂf;—Livestock Branch, PMNA.



MAY-JUNE 1953 - 18 =

oovereds In this regard, probably the only mejor changes in yields over
the years las been in the trimming of fat from the lean cuts and in the
rendering of excessively fatby cuts into lard. The yields used allow for
converting all fat backs into lards Prices for the tahles and charts are
Chicago wholesale prices for pork products, fresh basis, for all except
plates and jowls which are dry salted. ~

So far, producers have modified only slightly their methods of
reising and marketing hogs in response to the increasing consumer demand
for lean pork., Hogs are marketed at heavier weights now than yesrs ago--
a trend that of itself would increase the proportionate supply of fat
pork, Weights of hogs slaughtered under RFederal inspection averaged 225
pounds in 1921-25; but wore up to 247 pounds in 1948-52. There doubtless
has been a trend away .from the very chunkiest, fattest hog type that was
popular several decades ago, and new meat-type bresds and leener strains
have been developed. But these changes in type of hog scarcely'more than
offset the heavier weights at which hogs are sold.

There are‘two leading ways of adjusting to the changed relative
demand for lean versus fat pork. 7The first is to increase the market for
pork fats--sither domestic or forelgn. And the second is to produce more
lean and less fat in the hog carcass. Neither of these holds a certain
enswer to this problem unless some striking changes are made.

Both private agencies and the Departient of Agriculture have ex-
tensive research programs attempting to extend the profitable use of
enimal fats. Some are designed to recapture old marksts that heve been
lost to.other sources. Projects to improve the quality, flavor and keep=-
ing qualities of lard are of this nature. Some research is pointed toward
developing new uses such as the addition of fabs to animael feeds or their
use in plasticse How much potential there is for new or expanded outlets
is partly a technological question the answer to which cannot be foreseen.

Producing more lean and less fat in the hog carcess is a definite
possibility, as has been demonstrated repeatedly. Retarding such a
change are (1) the big supply of corn, basically a fat-producing feed;
(2) custom and habit in hog breeders; and (3) the absence of a price -
differential for meat type hogs.

Studies have been under way for a number of years to determine a
wey of marketing hogs on a quality-differentiel bassis. Hogs are usually
priced and rated by weight groups rather than degree of finish er cub-out
value. That is, all 200-220 pound hogs will usually sell at a given
market on a given day for about the samg price. Por the bulk of hogs
market °~ weight and finish are closely interreleated, but a number of in-
dividual hogs in a given weight group will produce excessively. fat
carcassos and others will produce leesner ones. Iederal grades for live
hogs have been set up to provide a babter method for determining the
value more accurately but they are not yet generally in use., Apparently
most packers feel that the cost of sorting and grading hogs more thean
offsets any advaentages and thet total returns to farmers are in -line with
the value of the products produced. Such & procedure, while it may
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"everage out" for hog raisers as & group, fails to reimburse the producer
of meat type hogs in line with their superior wvalue as meat. It does

not reward him for going to the trouble to raise and market a meat type.
hog.

Another marketing method designed to give the producer the en-
couragement he needs to raiso leaner type hogs is carcass grading,
whereby the producer is paid on the basis of the weight and grade of the
carcasses when his hogs are slaughtered. Such & system involves changes
in established procedures and customs in marketing and causes some delay
in finel payment to the producer. This method is being offered by some
packerse

Farmers are not likely to shift to producing meatier hogs in
any substantial numbers, however, unless they receive a commensurate
price incentive at the market place. Closely allied to this problem is
the cost of production for meat type versus lard type hogs. Higher ocosts
for meatier hogs would inhibit the changeover, lower costs would favor
ite

By producing lesner hogs the hog ferer would be meeting consumerst
wishes. Resources would be utilized to produce the most desirable pro-
duct, It is & function of the pricing system to direct the efforts of
producers in the direotion of utility or ussefulness of their productse.
Unless it is allowed to do that it is not carrying out its proper function.

Under a system of paying a differential price for meat type hogs,
those producers who raise and market hogs of that type would receive an
enhanced inocome, If the change to meaty hogs were more nearly universal,
some economic gein would accrue to the entire industry from replacing
lowepriced fat with higher-priced lean, However, as more lean and less
fat were produced the wide price differentiasl between the two would be
narrowed somewhat. The lower price for lean would at least partially
offset the bigger quantity to be sold. Dollar income to the industry as
a whole would not be inoreased enough to be the sole or mein reason for
changing the kind of hog produceds The justification is rather in the
factors already named, fitting production to the expressed preferences of
consuners, rewarding the producer who does so, and thereby making best
use of the corn from 30 to 35 million crop acres that annually is fed to
hogs.e

NEW OR REVISED SERIES

Meat Production
and Consumption

Table 8 presents complete summary data on meat production and
consumption since 1899, Data for consumption per person have been re-
vised slightly for all years since 1909 because of a change in tho
population seriese The new estimates of population include adjusuments
to compensate for underenumeration of all the population. Previously,
only the underenumeration of children wnder 5 had been corrected fors

(Concluded on page 25.)



Table 8.- Meat production and consumption from total United States slaughter, 1899 to date 1/

T Beei’ eral Lamb nn nmtton 1 Tork (excluding luﬁf T ALl meats B Tard T Popu-
Year 1 s Cons cansm tion tlon Pro- | Consmlm Pro- ® Consumption pro- | Consmuon 2/ 1 lation
H 3 Fer Per H Per er 1 Per er ¢ Julyl
‘duct.ion ‘ : capita :duction Total ® : capita ‘duction Tot.l : capita xduct.ion Total ° ; capita : ! duction : Total ° : capita .duction Total ' 1 capita : 3}'
T HLL,Ib. Hil T6.  Lb. MiL.Ib, MiL.1b,  Lb.  MAI,Ib. MAL,Ib, . Lb. MAil.Ib. MII.Tb. ..n. WII.I6. WEI.I6. L6, MIL.16. WII.J6. Db Ril.
. - —_— —_— - —
1899 : 5,522 5,029 £7.2 387 387 5.2 ‘487 486 6.5 6,310 5,371 7.8 12,706 11,273 150.7 1,679 95k 12.8 0.8
1900 3 5,628 5,104  67.1 397 397 5.2 493 u92 6.5 6,329 S,k76 71,9 12,847 11,k69 150.7 1,653 1,002  13.2 76.1
1901 1 5,80k 5,266 67.9 k22 k22 S Shk8: - 5L8 7.0 6,357 5,493 70,8 13,141 11,729 151l.1 1,650 997  12.8 77.6
1902 1. 5,6k9 5,1k8  65.0 176 176 6.0 = S64- S60. 7.1 5,936 5,288 6.7 12,625 11,472 1L4.8  1,L93 956  12.1 7902
1903 i 6,240 5,713 70.9 - bse - b2 - .6 . 563 . 560 . 6.9 .- 6,067 5,98  68.2 13,362 12,261 1521 1,529 952 11.8 80.6
1904 3 6,176 5,719  69.6 Lor T 491 - 6.0 538 : 537 6.5 6,387 -5,803 70.6 13,592 12,550 152.7 1,638 1,031  12.5 82.2
1905 1 6,504 5,973  71.3 556 556 6.6 530. 529 6.3 . 6,629 5,945  7i.0 14,219 13,003 155.2 1,742 991  11.8 - 83.8
1906 : 6,537 6,087 TL.3 598 598" - 7.0 Sk3.  ShZ 6.3 . 6,793 6,065  T1.0  U,h7l 13,292 155.6 1,735 1,002 11.7 85.4
1907 :- 6,54k 6,141 70.6 626 626 .7.2 . 553 .:551 6.3 - 7,059 &,l43  7hd  1h,782 13,761 158.2 1,790 1,lk6  13.2 87.0
1908 1 6,662 6,393 72,1 . 637 637 T42- 559  -557. 6,3 7,535 6,898  77.7 -15,393 1k,L85 163.3 1,911 1,277  1h.k 88.7
1909 @ 6,915 6,713 73.1 660 660 7.2 608 - 606 6.6 6,557 6,065 66.1 1,750 14,04k 153.0 1,628 1,127 12.3 91.8
1910 1 6,647 6,508  69.5 667 667 7.1 97 59 6.5 6,087 5,756  6l.h. 13,998 13,527 1kl 1,553 1,156 12.3 93.7
1911 1 6,549 6,h26  67.5 665 666 7.0 693" 690 7.2 6,961 6,482  68.1  1h,869 1h,264 119.8 1,747 1,138 12.0 95.2
1912 @ 6,234 6,153 63.6 662 662. 6.9 735 729 | 7.6 6,822 6,357 65,7 14,453 13,901  1L3.8 1,658 1,102 1.4 96,7
1913 © ¢ 6,182 6,157  62.5 608 - 609 6.2 706 701 7.1 . 6,979 6,500  65.9  1L4,k75 13,968 1.7 1,683 1,073 10,9 . 98.6
91 s 6,007 6,14 6L.1 569 572 5.7 693 708 7.1 6,824 6,453  6h.2 14,103 13,877 138.,1 1,554 1,090 10.8  100.5
1915 1 6,075 5,668  55.6 590 591 5.8 605 612 . 6.0 7,616 6,690 65.6 - 14,886 13,561 133.0 1,689 1,198 117 102.0
¢ 71916 3 6,60 6,003  5B.1 T655 656 - 6.3 - 585 595 5.7 8,207 7,037 68.1 15,907 1h,291 138.2 1,706 1,228 11.9 103.h
S1917 ¢ 7,239 6,687  63.7 .7kl o WS 7.1 463~ L63 hoy . 7,055 6,093 58,17 15,501 13,988 133,3 . 1,451 . 1,091  10.4  10L.9
1918 : 7,726 17,167 .. 6758 760 761 7.2 506 -L99 L7 3,3k 6,38k  60.2  17,3u1° 14,811 1.7 1,899 1,291  12.2 - 106.0
1919 1 6,756 6,h62 S 60,7 819 824 7.8 590 598 5.6 - 8,477 6,712  63.0 16,642 14,596 137.1 1,920 - 1,17h 11,0  106.5
1920 3 6, 6,293 58,3 82 852 " 7.9 . 538 5718 5y 7 7,648 6,766  62.6° 15,334 - 1,489 13L.2 1,958 1,319  1l2.2  108.0
1921 6,022 6,02h - Sk.7 820 82 7.5 639 662 6,0 - 7,697 7,029 63.9 15,178 1L,539 132,1 2,108 1,217 1l.1 110.1
1922 1. 6,588 6,503 - 58.3 852 858 7.7 553 565 5.1 8,145 7,236  6L.B 16,138 15,162 135.9 2,302 1,503 13.5 1l.6
1923 . : 6,721 6,671 ' 58.8 916 919 8.1. 588 592 s.2 9,183 8,310 73.2 17,708 16,492 14S.3 2,718 1,643 145 - 113.5
~192h ¢ 6,877 6,786 SB.7 972 977 8.4 597 596 - 5.2 9,149 8,k 73.0 17,595 16,810 1L5.3 2,660 1,663 1h.  115.7
1925. 3 6,878 6,888 58.6 989 993 8.5 - 603 605 . .5.1- 8,128 7,734 65.8 16,598 16,220 138.0 2,153 1,453 2.k 117.5
1926 :. 7,089 7,07k 59.4 955 959 8.0 . 639 637 S 7,966 7,529  63.3 16, 16,199 136.1 . 2,206 1,465 12.3° 119.0
1927 '+ 6,395 6,b84  53.7 867 875 763 . 629 631 5.2 8,430 .8,058 66.8. 16,321 15,048 133.0 2,263 . 12.8  120.7
1928 5. 5,771 5,872 k8.1 773 781 bul - 663 662  5.; 9,0hr 8,545 69.9 16,248 15,860 129,87 2,h58 1,626  13.3  122.2
‘1929 . 1~ 5,871 6,048  L9.0 761 766~ 6.2 682° 686 5.5 - 8;833 '8,48L  6B.7. 16,17 15,984 129.L° '2,L61 1,598  12.9  123.5
19307 3. 5,917 6,021 L8.2 e 61 825 82l 6.6 -7 8;482 8,26  66.1- 16,016 15,885 127.3° 2,227 1,584 12,7 12h.8
1931, - 5 6,009 6,025 . L7.9 823 82l 6.6 . 885. .B886 . 7.0 . 8,739 B,h77  67.4 16,4867 16,212 128.9 . 2,307 © 1,706  13.6 - 125.8
1932 :- 5,789 5,830 . L6.0 822 822 6.5 ... 8L - - 882 7.0 8,923 8,825  69.7 . 16,18 16,359 129.2 2,380 1,814 1h.3 - 126.6
1933 b/ - 6,440 6,469  50.8 891 7.0 i 852, ~8L9 ..6.7 - 9,23k 8,885  69.8 . 17,l17 17,09k 13h.3. R,L75 - 1,772 13.97 . 1223
19 v3 8,345 8,066 = 63.0 1,2k6 -1,1B2- -9.2- .7 851 - 798 - 6.2 - 8,397 8,141  63.67 "18;839. 18,187 2.0~ 2,091 " 1, 12,9 - 128.1
1935 &/ 6, 6,770 ‘52,5 1,023 1,087 B . 8777 :923 © 7.2 . 5,919 16,155  L7.7.° 14,427 14,935 1158 1,276 - 1,226 9.5  129.0
1936 T/s- 7,358 7,742 - 59,7 1,075 1,075, 8.3 ° B5L BLg 6.5 - T,h7h 7,0 Sholit 16,71 15,727 128.9.. 1,679 1,49 11.2  129.8
1937~ : 6,798 7,107  Shlelh 1,208 1,108: 8.5 852 - -857. ..6.6 6,951 -7,185  55.07. 15,709 16,257 1245  L,L31 "1,36L 10,4 :130.6
- 1938~ 3 6,908 7,058  53.6 ~9%k 994 7.6, - 897  89Lk - 6.8 7,680 7,554  S57.h° 16,479 16,500 125.L: :1, 1,440 10.9 . 131.6
: 1939 7,011 7,159  53.9 991 91 7.5. 8727 - 869 6.5 - 8;660 B,hh  63.9 . 17,53h 17,L93 131.8.0 2,037 1,671 126 - 132.7
U0 s 7,175 7,257  Sk.2 981 981 7.3 ¢ 876 873 6.5 10,0l 9,701 72" 19,076 18,612 k0.4 2,288 1,92 b 13k
191 8,082 8,021 60,0 1,036 1,005 --7.5 923 901 6.7 ~ 9,528 9,007  67.h 19,569 - 18,93k 1l1.6- 2,228 ' 11,879 W - 133.7
942 : 8,843 8,049 60,4 1,151 1, 8.1 1,0h2- 950 7.1 . 10,876 -8, 62,8 21,912 18,51 138.h, 2,L0L "1, 13.2 1333
1943 - 3. 8,571 6, . 52.5 1,167 1,059 - 8.1 1,104 830 . 6. - 13,640 10,172  77.9  2h,h82- 18,921 1hh.9.7 -2,865 1,819  13.9 . 130.6
194k & 9,112 . 7,146  She9 1,738 1,59k - 12.2 1,02k . v 857 - 6.6 13,304 10,230 78,5 25,178 19,827 152.2 3,054  1,82h  1hed -130.3
1945 110,276 T,665  58.6 1,66k “71,536 -11.7 1,05k 93, 7.2 . 10,697 -8, 65.7 23,697 18,742 113.2 . 2,066 1,622 124 ‘13049
19k6 2 9,373 8,533 60.8  1,hu3 1, 9.8. 968 923 6.6 *-11,150 10,506  7h.9 22,934 21,3hh 1.1 2,136 1,667 11,9 14043
“1947  : 10,432 9,916 68,6 1, 1,545 .- 10.7, 799 762 - 5,2 10,502 9,939 68,6 23,338 22,1h2 153.1° ‘2,402 1,90k  13.2° -1Lli6
- 948 - 1 9,075 9,153 62,2 1,k23 1,384 ° »,9')‘ = W7 733 5.0 ~ 10,055 9,840 66.8 . .21,300 21,110 W3k 02,321 - 1,972 13.4 7.2
1349 s 9,439 . 9,420 63.0 1,33, 1,311 8.8 - 603 - 606 k.0 20,286 9,993 66.8 21,662 21,330 1h2.6 2,53 1,82 12.6 1h9.6
1950 " : 9,538 . 9,517 62.5 1,230 1,206 7.9. 597 596 3.9 10,71Lh 10,361 68,1 22,679 < 21,680 = 1h2.h 2,631 2,097 13.8  152.3
1951 " ; 8,843 8,h62 55.2 1, 1, 6.6 521 517 3.k 11,183 10,88  70.6° 21,908 20,802 135.8 ° 2, 2,10 13,7  153.2
1952 1 9,667 9,508  6l.2 1,173 1,103 7.1 6L8 440 B 011,57 11,132 76 23,035 22,393 .0 2,886 2,083 13.4 155,
1 . . u

o edib].e ot‘fale. . ! : o . P
i -2/’ Computed from unrfounded numbers. Includes lard entering into manufactured products. Fxcludes military use.

%/ Beginning 1909, adjusted for underenumeration. . .
T/ Includes production and consumption from Government emergency programs, data for which can be found in The Livestock and Meat Situation for Febrvary, 19L9, page 23.

TRevises slightly teble 9 of Jan.-Feb. 1953 Livestock and Meat Situation.
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Table ge.- Price per 1CO pounds received by farmers for meeat aninals by eclasses, index
numbers of prices received for meet animals, ané hog-corn price ratio,
Tnited States, by months 1952-53

——

Cormodity : s : : T . - : : stfeighted
end year Jan. , Febe , Mar. . Apr. , ¥ay , June , July , Auge. , Sept., Oct., Nov. . Dec. , average
: Dols Dol Dol. Dole Dols Dole Dol. Dole Dole Dol. Dol. Dole Dol
Beef cattle : v
1952 : 27,20 27.50 27.50 27.70 27,80 26,20 25.60 24,60 23,20 21.40 20,30 19.00 24,30
1953 ¢ 1870 18.80 17.80 17.30 17.80 16.00
Veal calves : .
1952 : 30,90 31,50 30.70 30,70 30.50 29.80 27.80 26.20 24,30 21,80 21.50 20.50 25,80
1953 : 23,40 23420 20,60 19.60 15,80 17.00
Hogs :
1952 : 17,30 17.10 16460 16,40 12.20 19,40 19.70 20.60 19.00 18.50 1€.60 16.10 17.80
1953 : 17.80 19.30 20,20 20470 23.10 22,70
Sheep : -
1952 s 13,40 13.30 13420 13,50 12,80 11,30 9,79 2.42 8,83 7,60 7.16 7.36 10.10
1953 + 8,40 8,556 8.69 8.50 8,18 5,48
Lambs . .
1952 : 28.30 26480 25,60 28460 28.10. 25.60 25.60 25.50 24,00 22,10 20.80 19.50 24,30
1953 : 20630 20,40 20.30 20.80 22.40 22,00
Index numbers of prices received for meat animals Jane. 1910 - Decs 1514 = 100
s Pct. Pct. Pct, Pcte. Feto Pcte . Pcte Pcto Pct. Pct. Pete Pcte Pct.
1962 : 376 377 372 372 294 380 376 372 349 328 310 221 2/358
1953 : 303 305 301 299 317 259 -
Hog-Corn Ratio : ;
United Stetes 1/: .
1952 T ¢ 10.3 10.4 . 10.1 9.8 11.3 1le.2 11,4 11.9 1l.1 12.1. 11.4 10.7 2/11.0
1953 : 12,0 13.5. 13,8 14,2 15,5 15,5 ' -
Chicego :
1952 : 943 9e¢6 . 9.1 9.3 11.0 11,2 12 12.1 11,5 11,9 10,8 10.4 2/10.7
1953 : 1.4 12.7 13.3 1442  13.2 -

I/ United States;

based on prices received by farmers for all hogs., 2/ Unwelgnted average.

Revises and brings to date table A-19 of this Situation for Jan=-FeBa 1953,

99-8W1
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Teble X~ Edible offals: Supply and distribution, United States, by calendar years, 1934 to dete

: T T Supply T i e Distribufion

: :Beginning : " t L .. iCommeroial: Domestic disappearance. -
Year : To%®l © . iormercial: : Totel : BRdIDE . oymorts s : : Civilian

- jproduetion.  gpooks ; DMPOTES | gypply . SYOCKS  ang ship- : Idlitary ; Civilian :  per

. }_/ . ‘ 2/ N . s : 3./ : ments 3/ : . s -. : capita 4/

: 1dl, 1be Jile 1be [il. 1be Iiils 1be Mii. 1b, Mil. 1bes Mil. 1be Mil. 1b Lbe
1954 : 1,268° 65 5/ 1,363 126 28 - 1,209 9.4
1935 994 126 T 1,121 74 17. - 1,030 840
1936 1,152 . 74 5/ 1,226 132 18 .- 1,076 83
1937 ¢ 1,083° 132 T 1,216 67 - 14 .—— 1,135 U8l
1938 : 1,130 67 5/ 1,197 72 . 19 . - 1,106 8.4
1939 ¢ 1,200 o2 T 1,273 95 19 - 1,159 8.7
1940 : 1,303 95 2 1,400 102 1 -e- 1,287 9.6 ”‘?
1941 : 1,338 102 4 T 1,444 105 . 8 ——= 1,231 10,0
1942 . 1,498 = 105 2 © 1,605 86 11 -5/ - 1,508 1163
1943 s 1,669 86 5/ 1,755 137 - 22 Zz 1,504, 12.2 ,
1944 : 1,740  6/97 5/ 1,837 +.37 68 2 1,730 13,3 .
1945 . 1,637° T 37" v/ . 1,674 . A 3 - 1,627 12.4 - %
1946 ¢ 1,579 a1 5/ 1,620 56 1 5/ 1,563 11.1 %
1947 . 1,615 56 - 5/ °1,671- ! 9 5/ 1,591 11.0 :
1948 : 1,472 .0 T1° 5 1,548 .- 58 1 5/ 1,489 - 10.1
1949 - :- '1,495" 58 10 1,563 62 2 5/ 1,499 10.0 ¥
1950 ¢+ 1,519° -:°. 62 - 9 1,590 " 59 3 5/ - 1,528 - - 10.0
1951 ; 1,502 59 8 1,569 64 6 5/ 1,499 9.8 &
1952 : 1,580 ' 64 9 1,653 69 - 5 74 1,579 1103 &

ot

1/ Production of offals as percent of dressed weight of meat production, imoluding farm: Beel 6.7, veal
1047, lemb and mutton 5.1, pork excluding lard 6.7+ 2/ Trimmings included prior to July 1, 1944; excluded .
beginning that date. 3/ Bxports only for 1952, as sh’i'pment data not reported. 4/ Calculated from number

of persons eating out. of civilian supplies July 1 adjusted for. underenumeeations 5/ Less than 500,000

pounds, E_/ Adjusted.by 40 million pounds as estimated allowance for trimmings,  which were reported in
stocks prior to July 1, 1944, - 4 : X

8G6T UNNL-AV1
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Selacted Prioce Statistios for Meat Animals y
3 1_jan.-Mey &ve ¢ s 1958
3 3 3 s 1982 )
Ttem : % 1962 : 1955 : May s Apre 3 May : June
3 3 ) 1 3 3
1 1
Cattle and calves 3 3
Beef steers, slaughter 2/ 1Dollars per:
Chicago, Prime sccessevevssnscscsaceanvessese:l00 pounds 1 $8.97 26.68 3620 25.58 25.61
Chol0® seeesccsnsstensossancsoenssesscscnnnet do. t 84,57 23.87 34,17 21.99 22.36
GOOA cevsvessesvsosnssscssnsscroncesossonsnsnl do. H 31.74 21.83 31.62 20,37 20.96
Commercial sescssssvcccsvosccnssensnasracest do. 1 28,74 19.52 28.64 18,68 19.07
Utility WvesssesesssCsVeIsIOINSSIOREIOIOROIROIOSITES do. b 25.15 17.21 26.30 16.52 17006
All sl‘adoﬂ 9sesensovnseereenrrrsareseenne do. 3 33.62 22.95 33.29 21.50 21.83
Omaha, 81l Eredes seaecisecssescessessesrnsoed do. 32,10 21.33 31,79 20.35 20,98
Sioux City, all Zrades .ccesesverassvensescans? do. t 3l.92 21.27 32.01 20423 20.94
Cows, Chicago 3/ ] H
Commoroial ceeessoesecnscssssscaressssvesnsnnt do. 1 24.62 15.48 26.42 15,34 16.12
Ub1110Y sveeevossnevascvoscnenssesvercseosenst do. 3 22.29 14,28 23.17 14,11 13.57
Canner and CGuttor sssseessescscsasansvssscesnet do. 1 19.40 12,62 20.18 12,39 11.44
Vealers, Choloce and Prm‘, Chio:;gu eow sonsesenel do. H 37.38 29,03 37.24 26.28 268,26
Stooker and feeder sveers, Kansas City veseessst do. 1 3l.72 20.71 32.08 19.91 19,80
Price received by farmers 3 s
Beef oattle ¢se0sssRsaPIRRIsesesnssvossvesnrel do. 1 27.54 18.22 27.80 17.30 17.50 16,00
Veal calves vosee0sesentsssssbssbeveroneenrved do. - 30.86 20093 30.50 19.60 19.80 17.00
s s
Hogs H ]
Barrows and gilts s ]
Chioego t H
160=180 pounds “sversevssesrencsecnsvrensenant do, H 17.59 20.43 20.28 21.08 22.23
180=200 pOUNAB sseseesevsecvosavsscsescscost do. t 1839 21.34 21.06 22.18 24.46
200-220 pounds coeeseccossosssronsvssconsoast do. 1 18,46 21,40 21.21 22,32 24.58
220-240 pounds seeescsveceravsssvernscescnst do. 3 18,238 21.31 20.96 22.32 24,58
240-2T70 pounds seevessesoscssorarvonsorsanst do, :+ 17.78 21,10 20,42 22.28 24.48
270-300 pounds cevesscssesseanscrassrsconset do. : 17.30 20,72 19.81  21.97 24.15
All wolghts cecnsvesrenvoncnsnnsrscsanvast do. 1 17.79  21.08 20621  22.29 24.32
Blght markets 3/ sveresssessscirceceraneenacesr  do. 1 17.61 20,82  20.21 22.]1  24.01
Sows, ChiGBgO seseserccsrrsessesceorsessoesonset do. : 15.687 18,72 17.78 20.24 21.68
Price received by £Armers .evececssssscesvnsecet do, 1 17.32 20,22 19,20 20.70 23,10 22,70
Hog~cora price ratio 2/ s 3
Chloago, barrows and gilts sececesesvenvecet do. 1 9.7 13.4 11.0 14.2 15.2
Price received by farmers, #1) hogs eveceeet do. 1 10.4 138.8 11,3 14.2 165 15.5
t s
Sheep and lambs : H
Sheep t :
Slaughter ewes, Good and Choioce, Chicago ....t do. 1 14.20 8.96 12.78 9.72 6.60
Price received by farmers seeeceesovoccsrecsss do. 3 13.24 8.4¢6 12.80 8.50 8.18 6.48
Lambs ] 3
Slaughter, Choice and Prime, Chicago ee,.....t do. ;3 28.80 23.57 30.72 24.12 26.856
Feoding, Good and Choice, CmahS eveovsecosonst do, s 26.66 - 26.30 - -
Prics received by fArmMOI's ceeeccecsrocsoescest do. : 26,668 20.84 26,10  20.80 22.40 22.00
: t
Al)l meat animels s s
Index number price receilved by fermers H H
(1910=149100) «sasenssasrsocasocacssossnonasst : 378 306 394 299 517 299
3
Heat : :
Wholesals, Chiocago :Dollars per:
Steer beel carsass, Choisce, 500-600 pounds 2/1100 pounds s 55.18 39.12 54.88 356.46 57.58
Lamb oarcsss, Choloe, 30-40 pounds eeceesesset  dos 1 56498 44.90  59.60 45,36 49,48
Composite hog produots, inoluding lerd : 1
72,84 pounds fres8h seeccecesssesssssrssssess Dollars 3 19,77 22.851 21,54 23.03 24.91
Avorage per 100 pPOUNAE ceessseccesssnccnet do, t 27.14 30.62 28.57 3l.6 34.19
71.32 pounds fresh 8nd oured sescssscsesase? do. :  23.08 25.71 24.87 26.49 28,39
Average per 100 POUNAS seeesseovsocoaccnet do. 1 52.856 36.04 54.87 37.1¢ 39.80
: s
Index number meat prioces (BLS) 1
Wholesale (1947-49=2100) 1 112,9 93.5 114.3 88.2 92.7
H
H
H
3

3
? Annual date for most series published in Statlistioal Appe;

Chicago, St, louis N. 8. Y., Kansas City, Omaha, Sioux City, 8. St. Joseph, 8. S¢. Paul,

? Grade names as used beginning January 1961,

Rumber bushels of corn equivalent in value to 100 pounds of live hogs.

ndix to this Situation, February 1951,

and Indianapolis.
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Selected marketing, slaughter and stocks statistics for meat animals end meats l/

3 T Jan.-May : : 1963
: . s : : 1962 s :
Ttem » Ut 0 1962 : 1963 : May : April : May  : June
: s : : H : 3
Meat enimal marketings H :
Index number (1.935-392100) sevsrsees ¢ . 160 146 1356 145 134
Stocker and feeder shipments to : :
9 Corn Belt States :1,000 .
Cattle and cBlveS vevevssessesesessthead 798 723 190 161 160
Sheep and 1lambs ceeeececevosassnesst dOs 680 600 149 99 131
t .
Slaughter under Federal inspection :
Number slaughtered : :
Cattle ceevrveccscsnssessensasscsnst A0, : 4,966 6,499 1,009 1,371 1,346
CBLlVOB ceveesscscsesssscsvsnsescnsessi Q0e : 1,916 2,454 388 541 604
Sheep and lambs seeesecvcsnssecsseest dO. s 4.884 5,681 939 1'100 1'015
HOEZS ceveosasnsesscsscnvessasnsceest do, : 28,168 23,746 4,482 4,326 3,643
Percentage 80WS csscecasesseasessiPercent; 6 8 9 8 8
Average live weight per head : .
Cattle ccveevccsancessecascesssssessPounds ;. 1,009 99% 1,003 988 984
CBlVES erseevsonsccnccovoosonsnnsnst doe. . 189 203 202 197 229
Sheep and lambs ceescvererocceseesss do. : 103 101 100 100 96
HOBS seveevesesstosssscansssosncseest do ) 242 237 242 283 244
Average production t .
Beef, por 1ie8d sceeesescrscsscsvecs: do, : 664 568 663 560 6568
Veal, por head seeesesessssconvssest GO, : 108 114 117 112 129
Lamb and mutton, per head .ecaeseess do. : 49 48 48 48 46
Pork, per head 2/ .seesveccesccsssest do. ' 133 134 133 132 138
Pork, per 100 pounds live weight E/: do. s 56 58 66 - 87 67
Lard, per head secesesocscesccssess: dos : 37 35 37 34 35
Lard, per 100 pounds live weight ..: do. 15 15 16 14 14
Total production Milllon,
BOEGL cevevtcansosccsscsnsesonssosans pounds s 2’779 3'615 5656 766 748
VBl ceeeevssccesenesssnsassasennast QO : 205 278 45 60 85
Lamb and mutton ceesevecescsescsssst do, : 239 272 46 62 47
Pork 2/ ceveessnscnnnctesarianceneet doo ;3,740 5,166 594 670 502
18rd seevcesccvcnsencsorannsosncnas do, s 1,040 881 166 146 128
Total commercial slaughter 3/ : :
Number slaughtered 1,000
Cattle sseessascsesgscrccrnccssecese thoad H .794 8’738 1'378 1.852 1,808
{:alves ese0es sevssveenesvsEr R IO S do. 3 3 353 ‘.166 656 918 849
Sheep and 18mbs seceseveccccecccese? do. : 5,294 6,243 1,027 1,228 1,136
HOES eossesssscssassssssncscsscansel do, t 34,904 29,840 5,618 5,454 4,562
Totel production tMillion:
Baef .........---...-........-.....=pounds H 8.661 4.665 742 991 963
Veal sieeevescncccensscensssnsasesss! do. : 359 471 77 102 107
Lemb and mutton eseseavsesonecanseen? do, 256 297 49 58 52
Pork 2/ ceevievecionincisionaneseaai do. 1 4 674 3,934 7%6 714 621
Lard seevesssecnessnssssasessenssesss dO, : 1‘210 979 195 174 151
$ :
Cold storage stocks first of month : :
BOOf tvevnsassccvesesascrcnsvacnnnanst do. H 241 2856 218 154
VOBl «ivevavesonssscssonscasossasssent do. ¢ 12 21 17 16
Lemb and rmtton ceeeseessscssssnsenast dos ¢ 13 20 17 16
POrK sevevesoeosancrssossoscasssonseat do. ! 824 569 538 460
Total meat and meet products 4/ v..e.: 1,231 990 929 817

4

E/ Apnuel date for most series puBIished’in Sf&%istical Appendix to this Situation, February 1950.
.J/ Excludes lard.

%/ Federally inspected, and other wholesale and retail.

Includes stocks of seusage and sausage room products, canned meats and oanned meet products, end edible
offals, in addition to the four meats listed,
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Edible (Offels

Deta on mest production do not include the quantities of liver,
heart, head meat and other edible offals that are piroduced each ysar,
Teble 9 brings forward estimates of production and distribution of these

products, An explanaltion of the neture and sources of the date may be
found in this Situation for lay 1949,

Revisions in prices received by farmers for meat animals im 1952
end related datae are contained in teble 10,

-

Revisions in estimates of commercial
meat production by months end of distri-
bution by quartcers for 1952 ere omitted
because of leck of space. Date will be
supplied on request to the editor of this
Situation.
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