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SINCE 1927, THE PERCENTAGE CNA .. E '10M A YEA. EARLIER IN THE 
NUMBER OF LAYERS IN JANUARY USUALLY HAS BEEN ABOUT HALF AS LARGE A8 
THE PERCENTAGE CHANGE FROM. YEAR EARLIER .N THE NUMBER OF YOUNG 
STOCK IN FARM FLOCKS THE PRECEDING JUNE I. BECAUSE OF THE MORE 
FAVORABLE FEED-EGG RATIO IN PROSPECT FOR THE REMAINDER OF THIS YEAR, 
HOWEVER, IT IS EXPECTED THAT FROM 5 TO 10 PERCENT MORE LAYERS WILL 
BE ON FARMS NEXT JANUARY FOLLOWING THE 8 PERCENT INCREASE IN THE 
NuMBER OF YOUNG STOCK ON JUNE I. 1941 OVER JUNE I. 1940. As A RE­
SULT EGG PRODUCTION NEXT FALL AND WINTER MAY BE THE LARGEST ON AE­
CORD FOR THE PERIOD. 
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THE P 0 U L TRY AND S ~ G SIT U A T J 0 M 

The nwnber of layers on farms ih Janue.ry 1942 is expected to be from 

5 to 10 percent larger than in ,January of this yea.r. 

On June 1 about 8 percent' more young chickens were in flocks of crop 

reporters than a year earlier. Since :1927 ti1e change from a ~Tear earlier 

in the number of layers on fe.rms each January has: av~rafed at-out half as 

• large as the change from a year earlier in munber of young chic1(ens reported 

in farm flocks the previous June 1. Individual instanc8s, however, have 

de...nated considerably from this usual relationshiu. Pecause of the much 

more favorable feed-efl? ratio in prospect for the rest of 1941 as com-oared 

with a year earlier, the increase in the ntlJlber of layers by ndxt January 

is expected to approx:iIr.ate the increas3 in nuob')r of YOU'.'lf: c:-:ic;-ans report-

cd in ,Jun~. An increasG in lavinr £'loc'(s of clo1:G to 10 lJe!'C8nt is ne:;ded 

propram. 

Total egr: production now is E.bout t~e S&f.'e as a Yd3.r 8 ::'0. "l,Cf pro-

duction for the first 5 ;,.lonti1s of this voar 'NeB a little OV8r 3 p0rcunt 

larger than a Y2.ar earlier, but SUl'lf:ler m'ojaction in 1941 is ~xp3ctGd to be 

about the: sal;]'Z as in 1940. TZ1e larrer nur:lb3r of l)u1.1Jts rai5(;i tl1is year 

will begin to show up in laying f10c%s aft'3Y' the S0aSOn3.~. lo':- 00int in nwn-

ber of 1aY8rs in, August. Total Gf'f. o\'ltn'lt next fe,ll and -,"inter, th~rGfo',~e, 

uay be th3 largGst on record for that ?Griod. 

''lJho10sa13 egg ')ri':!as adVB,l";ced about 2 cel~ts from mid-~,lE,Y to Hid-June 

and are no':; 8 to 9 cents (50-60 percGnt) high)r than a Y'3ar EtFo. EU; prices 

in general are eXt:)3cted to continu3 well above th~S0 of a Y3ar earlier 
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during the rest of 1941. However, the increase from June to the fall peak 

may be· soaller this year than last, priL1arily because of the prospective 

large fall production. 

Thi-s year's large chick output is beginninf, to increase supplies of 

poultry meat materially. Prices of youne stock have declined a little in 

recent we·3ks while fowl prices advanced slightly. Prices of yount: stock 

now are the lowest relative to fowl prices since 1936. This dis~arity 

probably wi.ll continue for several months as a result of r .. ~stricted market­

ings of fowl and large supplies of young stock to be ~rketed. But prices ~ 

recoived by farmers for chickens are eXD8cted to continue higher than a year 

earlier during thG reme.indcr of the yCA.r. Tur:"ey production tl-lis year is 

expected to be about as larve as in 1940. 

-- June 20, 1941 

.rEED SIT~rA TIOn 

Growing conditions so far this year have b3en favorable throuehout 
practically the entire Corn Belt. Recent rains have improved the condition 
of forage and faed grain crops in thG Corn Belt and in the northeast section 
of the country. S:lpplies of corn in 1941 Iaay be even larger than in 1940. 
Domestic supplieS of oats and barley cO.lbined !'lay be a little larger this 
year than last, ?na sup?lies of whoat may be the largest on r3cord. Currente 
production and consumption of high-protein feeds is thc largest on record. 
Exports of such feeds have been unusuall;.,: SI:12,11, and imports have been the 
largest in rec0nt years. 

Feed prices in ferwral advanced slightly during the 1)8.st month. On 
the basis of Chicago 1Nholcsale prices, nowev3r, corn gluten feed, wheat 
middlings, and soybean m'3al hayc continued rclatively cheaucr than cotton­
seed meal and corn. 

In recent wC3ks about 2 dozen fewer eggs were requir0d to purch::.tse 
100 pounds of poultry ration at C~ic~r-o than a Y3ar earli3r. The lnargin 
~elow the 10-year average is nearly 1-1/2 dozens. The feed-egg ratio is 
Gxpected to continue Iuore favore.blc to ~)rod'..1cars than a YJP.r ce.rlier for 
th3 next few mont~s but perhuDs by ~ deClining margin. 
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Feed-egg ratio at Chicago 

(Dozens of eggs required to buy 100 pounds of poultry ration) 

"Teek endin~....£f 1941 
Year :~: Apr.: 

: 22 : 26 
Haz Jllne : JulZ :~:-1Jov. 

17 2fL: 31 7 14 : 21 28 5 :20 29 
:Doz. Doz. Doz. Doz. Doz. Doz. ~ Doz~ Doz. Doz. Doz. D:)Z • 

Average: 
1930-39: 6.06 6.71 6.79 6.97 7.11 6.91 

1939 6.21 6.65 7.14 7.21 7.45 7.14 
1940 6.23 8.21 7.79 7.92 7.82 7.82 
1941 7.48 6.07 6.03 5.90 5.83 5.66 

HA TCHHrr-s 

Commercial hatchings continu~ t~ 
exceed previous records 

6.77 6.75 6.86 6.90 6.07 

6.90 6.78 6.71 6.61 6.13 
7.78 7.74 7.57 7.31. 6.78 
5.62 

Production of chicks by commercial hatcheries in the first 5 months 

4.23 

5.68 
4.53 

of this year was about one-fifth larger than in the correspondinG period a 
year earlier. Production of chicks by cornmercial hatcheries in l\~ay was about 
one-fourth larger than in i.iay 1940 and about one-tenth larger than the pre­
vious record hieh for lelaY in 1939. The number of eg~s set in =,Iay was about 
40 percent larger than a year earlier, and the nunber of chicks on advance 
order on June 1 was about tvvice as large as on Ju."1e 1, 1940. In. the 3 im­
portant months of hatching for flock rCmlaC3D.ent (l,Iarch to i,Iay) total hatchery 
output "'Jas about 14 percent laY'f,'er than in the corresDondinS- mrmtl1s of 1940. 
In recent years close to '10 percent of tIle ar..~:;18,l hatchery out?ut of chicks 
has been produced in theSe 3 flionths. 

Des"0ite the record hatchery out !Jut to ds.te this year, the average 
number of chicks and young c!1ickens in floc1-cs of crOD r::;porters on June 1 
was only about 8 percent larger than a y;ar earlier. The increase over a 
year earlier rr~y be lareer for hatchery output than for indicated nmnbers of 
young stock on hand for t-l.\TO reasons. First, broiler production apnears to 
be by far th~ larg0st on record and, second, fa:;:'f:lers probably hor:":'J-hatched a 
sr:"k'lller proportion of th3:.1..r chicks this Y2:ar than last. The A.v~rrife ryrice 
paid by f3.rmers in th3 United Stat:::s per 100 chicles this year, 2.S r890rted 
by the Agricultural ilarketing S .;rvicG, vTas only 4 ncrcent (31 cants) hiFher 
than in 1940, but total cash farm income to dat~ this ye~r has been well 
above a y'3ar earli::;r and incone fror'l '3fgs hris b()en partic:'llarly favorable. 

Number of lay:.,rs expected to 
increase 2 to 10 p3rcent 

EGG SIT'TA TIm: 

Th3 y3'lr-to-year c~anfes in tb," average n1.l.rnbc;r of :JO:lng stock in 
flocks of crop report:3rs on S.]L::ct2d dates and 1:,;13 cl1ar;f"0S from Y'32r to 
ycar in nmnbers of laY:.lrs in January ar3 pr;sc;1t8d in the followin£ t&.b18: 
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Number of layers in January and chicks and yOW1g chickens in farm 
flocks on selected dates, United States, 1928-41 

(Percentage of preceding .year) 

Layers 
Average nur:lber of chicks and young chickens 

Year in 
in flocks of crop reporters 

January ADril 1 May 1 June 1 July 1 

Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent 

1928 103.0 90.5 90.5 
1929 93.6 106.2 10S.7 
1930 104.3 l42.8 122.5 105.4 99.5 
1931 95.6 87.8 78.7 "87.4 89:8 
1932 96.0 104.4 98.6 102.6 106.3 
1933 101.5 85.1 107.2 106.2 102.9 
1934 98.2 80.3 8,.5 89.7 89.8 
1935 91.4 115.3 109.9 99.4 102.6 
1936 103.3 97.3 1()5.0 Hl.7 110.8 
1937 105.4 111.3 93.2 85.4 81.3 
1938 91.9 127.9 1l4.7 l11.8 112.9 
1939 104.9 104.1 105.4 102.7 102.6 
1940 103.1 74.2 81.7 88.4 91.8 
1941 Y 97.6 124.0 110.0 108.4 

11 Preliminary. 

Since 1927, the p3~centafe chane'G COHlo8r.:::d. to a y:;ar (:!arli::;r in t,hG 
numbGr of layers on farms Gach Jan:lary has aV<3r3.g0Q about half as larCG as 

-

the percentage chanGe in the nurab.:;r of younC chickens rCl)orted in farm flocks 
the previous June: 1. In S0I:10 YGars, ilovrevGr, the C?ctual change was consider­
ably different from thJ.s aV'JrF.£0 relation2hip. In 1939-40, for exam')b, thG 
increase in layers was slightly hr[er than th0 incrcasG in nUl:lb0r of young 
chickens. B8ca~s0 of the much more f~vorablG f8ed-e~g ratio in DrOSD8ct fo~ 
the remainder of this year compared to a year c;arlier, the number of laYGrs 
on farms in January 1942 is GX~3cttOd to bc:: from 5 to 10 DerC0I'it lorg3r than 
in January 1941. An incr8asd of about 10 DGrCent is nzcessary to attain the 
Dep2rtment of Agriculture's goal for c;xpension of l,q,yinr: flocks under the 
food-for-def,mse prograrr.. The lc.rt>st provious increase in t.he nurabcr of 
L~yers 0ccurred in 1936-37 when the nurr0~r in January 1937 was 5.4 p~rcent 
larger than in January 1936. 

Thr; increllses, oy reg-ions, 1n the aVer2.f,0 number of young chiclons in 
flocks of cr0~ reporters on June 1 "'3ro as follows: ~rorth Atl"'ntic, 4 per­
cent; En.st North CBntral, 5 Percent; "''3st North Cantral, 11 percent; SO:.lth 
Atl:-.:.ntic, 3 'JGrcent; South Central, 10 p3rcent; and ""~st(;rn, 20 p::rcont. 

IJumber of layers declining ~ than usuc:tl 

Th::; decline in the average number of 1a'ters p3r flock during the first 
four months of this ye&r '!TaS ?bout the S?J'1e C;.s a yo",r Jar1ier. Sinc,:, j:.:ay 1, 
however, the 3ffects on thes,..o numbers of the higher eer 'Jrices and Gov~rnment 
encouragement te> restrict fowl lLlf.rketings have bJcome notiC.3able. Tho decline 
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in the average. number of layers per flock fro!n :.'a:r l,to JUhl3 1 this year 
was le,ss tha,n either the 1940 or"lO-year ave;raee deciine foI' that period. 

" "hloreover, receipts of live- fowl at mid-west8J.~n,'p:t;'ir:"!.&r:r ;(!8.rk~ts in r8cent 
weeks 'have been as' much 'as 45 ?8rc;:~nt sma.J:br than a :Y()8.I' es.rlier. The de­
cline in numbers of layers for' June and ,July is 2x,08-cted to be much less 
than in the corresponding nonths of 1940 and the ir.cre3;sG from S8~tember to 
January may b'3 the sha.rpest on record as a 'result of rastricted marketings 
of fowls and the increased number of chickens raised on farlllS this y·.:::ar. , . . 

The monthly output· of eggs per layer in 1iay was "2 ':)8rcont higher 
than a year ')arli<3r, but total 'egg out put for the' IJ10nth was 1 p(;rcent sJ:Ialler 
than a y"ar earlier because of th,3 3 percent fewer la~Ters. Tho monthly out­
put per layer for the first 5 months of this year D.vcragod 6 p:;rcent higher 
than in the corresponding period of 1940. Total (leg -;-.roduction, ther'Jfore, 
in the period January-Liay of this year was a little OV8r 3 percent 12.rg3r 
than a year earlier despite the 2 to 3 DE;)rCent i'G'/vcr layers on fr::,rms per 
month. Total egg production this sumr:tcr is expected to bc; about the sane as 
that of l::::"st summer. T'\'ith a 5- to 10-percent increase: in lay';)rs 2,nd normal 
weather, however, total ogg nroduction nGxt faJ_l and wint;~r probably will be 
largor than the r3cord output, in tha fall and wint0r of 1940-41. 

Number of 1a:'2rs on farms, United St2:tCS 

. · . . . . · . . . 
Year :Jan. :Fcb. ',' " A. ::' :2.y ; June 'Julv :Aur. :SeDt. ~Oct. 'n :D'3C. :l,la.rcn:. pro .. ,·,ov. . . ~ · , 

:Hil. i,~il. ~,~il. 1:il. 1 ~il. 11il. Lil. 1:11. i:il. r~il. = ~il. Eil. 
Average: 
1930-39 : 332 325 315 301 284 267 253 246 256 278 300 322 

1938 307 301 292 278 262 248 236 234 245 269 293 314 
1939 322 316 306 292 276 260 '?!+6 ?42 253 279 305 326 
1940 332 327 318 304 289 270 252 21,7 ?57 279 303 320 
1941, 324 318 308 295 280 

Avera[o nunber of 8;..->r-"Q 
Lt'J'-" ryroduc'3d ry·:r 1c:.y:;r, United. State:s 

· . . · . . . 
Year :Jan. )'eb. : ~ 2..rch :Apr. f,:a~r : June : July :Au.g. : S,3pt . : Oct. :Nov. :Dec. . · . · . 

No. No. IJo. Ho. No. ~~o • iJo. :Jo. l~o. ~ro. No. No. 
'Average: 
1930-39: 6.6 8.9 14.3 16.7 16.8 14.2 12.7 Il.2 8.9 6.$ 5.,0 5.2 

1938 7.9 9.9 15.4 17.5 17.3 14.9 13.6 11.8 9.4 7.5 5.9 6.4 
1939 8.0 9.7 14.9 17.0 17.0 14.6 13.2 11.7 9.3 7.4 6.0 6.8 
1940 7.2 9.0 14.4 16.5 17.0 14.8 13.4 11.8 9.7. 7.9: 6.2 6.8 
,1941 ' 8.7 10.3 15.0 '16.9 17.Lc 
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Total farm production of eggs, 

. . . . . . 
Year .. Jan.; Feb.; I.:ar.; Apr.; May ; June; . -Hi1. !~i1. Mil. Mil. Mil. Mil. 

:cases cases cases cases cases cases 
Average: 
1930-39: 6.0 8.0 12.5 13.9 13.2 10.5 

1938 6.7 8.3 12.5 13.5 12.6 10.3 
1939 7.2 8.5 12.6 13.8 13.0 10.6 
1940 6.7 8.2 12.7 14.0 13.7 11.1 
1941 7.9 9.1 12.8 13.9 13.5 

Current stocks of shell eggs smaller than a 
year ear~er but, fr<?zenstocks larger··-

United states 

. . . . 
July; Aug. ;Sept.; Oct. ; NOv.; Dec. 

Mil. Mil. Mil. Mil. MiL. Mil. 
cases cases cases cases cases cases 

8.9 7.6 6.4 5.2 4.1 4.7 

8.9 7.6 6.4 5.6 4.8 5.5 
9.1 7.8 6.5 5.7 5.1 6.1 
9.4 8.1 7.0 6.1 5.2 6.0 

• The weekly net into-storage movement of shell eggs since the season 
began has averaged smaller than in 1940. Total United States stocks on June 1 
were 10 percent smaller than a year earlier, while privately owned stocks were 
12 percent smaller. The Department of Agriculture held 415,000 cases this year 
on the first of June compared with 318,000 on June 1, 1940. 

The weekly net into-storage movement for frozen eggs this season has 
averaged heavier than a year earlier. On June 1, stocks were 15 percent 
larger than a year earlier and the largest on record for that date. June 1 
stocks of all shell eggs and shell-egg equivalent of frozen eggs were only 1 
percent smaller than a year ear 1ier • 

Year 

1939 
1940 
1941 

Frozen: 
Average 
1930-39 

Eggs: Storage stocks in the United States and storage 
movement at 26 markets 

uniteCi- Sfates -- Into-storage movement, week ending as 
stocks May June 

Eay 1 June 1 31 7 14 21 28 
1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,'000 1,000 1,000 
cases cases cases cases cases cases cases --

4,131 6,868 354 291 234 179 130· 

. ~,357 5,880 338 279 249 156 86 
:1/ 3,316 ~ 5,662 323 377 341 257 180 
:!/ 2,,816 1:. 2/4,,962 169 263 185 
: 

2,277 2,995 

of 194ii' 
Jtrl 

5 
1,000 
cases --

89 

56 
99 

I 
1939 2,539 3,369 102 112 117 109 71 52 
1940 2,270 3,537 157 181 136 141 105 93 
1941 2,844 51 4,060 170 148 199 

11 Excludes Surplus -Marketing Administrati-o-n-h-o-1-di-·-n-g-s-a-s-f-o-1-1o-ws: May 1, 1940, 
25,000 cases; June 1, 1940, 318,000 cases; May 1, 1941, 215,000 cases; and 
June 1, 1941, 415,000 cases. ~I Preliminary. 
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Liquid egg production in the first 4 months of this year was about 27 
percent larger--:chan a year earlier. Dried egg production probably was pro­
portionately larger~ since the percentage of liquid egg output dried each 
month was about the same as in early 1940. Primarily because of the heavy 
demands for drying purposes ~ total production of liquid eggs in 1941 probably 
vdll be much larger than the previous record high output in 1937. 

Eggs .purchased by the Department 
of Agriculture--

In the middle of l~ay the Department of Agriculture began purchasing 
dried and frozen egg products in addition to shell eggs. The quantities of 
eggs and egg products purchased since the first of l~y are shown in the fol­
lowing table vdth comparable figures for direct purchases of shell eggs for 
the corresponding 'V'Jeeks in 1940 • 

PUrchases of eggs by the Department of Agriculture 

Week ending 
as of 1941 . 

May 3 
10 
17 
24 
31 

June 7 
14 
21 
28 

Shell 

1940 

Cases 

34,099 
55,852 
80,591 

254,296 
260~475 

263,265 
233,560 
199,261 
161,895 

. F:pozen . 
1941 1941 

Cases 1~000 pounds 

~4l~75p 
137,606 ---
103,233 12,642 
42~000 1,247 
35~600 1,638 
25,201 1,379· 
10,400 1,776 

Dried 

1941 

1~000 po~mds 

618 
100 
157 
145 
350 

.----
Total direct purchases of eggs in May this year (shell eggs plus ap­

proximate shell-erg equivalent of egg products} vrere about half again as 
large as total direct purchases in !~y 1940. The rate of purchase of all 
products combined in early June, however, vvas lower than a year earlier. In 
June 1940~ a total of 870,000 cases of eggs were purchased 'b'\J the Department 
of Agriculture. (Data on direct and Blue stagp purchases of eggs by months 
from January 1940 to date were presented in the Pay issue of this report.) 

Egg price-increase ~umed 

Wholesale egg prices advanced about 2 cents from mid-Hay to mid-June 
after remaining about steady .from early Apri1- to mid-May. They are now 8 to 
9 cents higher than a year ago. Egg prices generally. remain aoout the same 
or decline slightly :f,'rom mid-May to mid-June. The margin of this 'year fS farm 
price over that of a year earlier widened from less than 1 cent in mid-March 
to about 5 cents in mid-May. Factors contributing to the marked contra­
seasonal advan~e during the past 3 or 4 months are: (1) A sharply rising 
consumer demand in this country, (2) large. purchases by the Department of 
Agricu~ture for domestic purposes and for ~xport,.{3) a record strong demand 

....... 
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for eggs froD} hatcheries~ and (4) cape.city operations in the,e-gg-breaking and 
, . 

egg-drying industries. 

Consumer incomes ·are expected to continue to expand during the re­
mainder of th:hs year, but further advances in egg prices w:i',ll tend to be 
restricted to some extent as production increases later in the year as com­
pared with a year earlier and as a larger proportion of current production of 
eggs becomes available for current human consumption •. Requirements of eggs 
for both hatching and for egg-breaking operations are greatest in the spring 
months. The egr-drying' industry this year will operate longer than usual in 
order to fulfill requirements under the food-for-defense prograrp.. 

Price per dozen received by farme,rs for eggs, United states 

--------~----~~-~~--~----~----~----~~--~--~-------'--------------Year : Jan.: Feb.: l/far.: Apr.: May: June: Ju1y:.Aug.:Sept.: Oct.: Nov.: Dec. 
15: 15 : 15: 15 : 15: 15: 15: 15: 15: 15 : 15: 15 

-----.,.... -:_-=c-en;;;'t;;"s~C:::-e-n-;t-s-cent.!. Cents Cents cents. £e:l~s -Cent~ Cents Cen~.s. Cents Ce. 
Average: 
1930-39: 22.8 18.8 16.1 16.0 15.9 15.7 .. 17.0 18.7 21.9 24.7' 28.2 26.3 

1938 21.6 16 .• 4 16.2 15.0 17.6 'la~2 
1939 18.8 16.7 16.0 15.5 15.2 14.9 
1940 18.3 20.2 15.4 15.0 15.1 14.4 
1941 19.7 16.8 16.4 19.7 20.1 . . . 

POULTRY SITUATION 

Large hatch beginning to increase 
meat supplies_ materially 

19.9 2:)..0 24.9 27.1 29.0 27.9 
16.5 17.5 20.6 22.9 25.8 20.5 
16.4 17.2 21.0 23.7 26.2 26.8 

Farm marketings of total poultry at central vrestern primary markets in 
recent 1I'Jeeks have been 10 to 20 percent smaller than a yeax: earlier. Jl'Jarket­
ings of young stock at these markets have been nearly twice those .. in the cor-_ 
responding period of 1940, but fowl. marketings have been as mueh as 45 pe:r- . 1 

cent smaller. The number of fowls on farms has been a little smaller than a 
year earlier, and the rate of culling in recent weeks has been 'restricted by 
the much hibher ebg prices. This prob~bly was fairly general for the entire 
country. 

Receipts of dressed poultry at four markets 

(New York, Chicago, Philadelphia, Boston) 
Week ending as of 1941 

Aug-;:' Oct:-Year Apr. May June July: 
26 24 31 7 14 21 28 5 30 :-zg-

1,000 1~000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,600 1,000 1,000 T,-ooO 
:pounds Founds'pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds pounds 

Average 
1930-39 3,793 4,501 4,615 4,967 5,150 5,274 5,428 4,682 5,308 7,641 ":-. 

1939 3,640 5,749 5,668 6,823. 6,436- .. :6,515 6,139 5,357 6 ,081' 8 ,438 
1940 4,623 6,671 5,522 6,609 6,726 6,584 6,653 6,044 7,547 9,796 
1941 4,348 6,344 6,380 6,959 6,620 . 
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THE POULTRY StTUATION AT A GLANCE 

RECEIPTS OF POULTRY 
AT FOUR MARKETS 
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The movement of young stock off farms dur ing the remainder of this year 
will be heavy. reflecting the larger number of chickens raised on farms. Dur­
ing the next several months marketings of chickens from the general farming 
areas will tend to lessen the volume of commercial broilers needed to supply 
market requirements of live young chickens. 

storage stocks of all poultry now 
a bout the same as ~ ~ ago. 

With the exception of turkeys. stoc~ of all classes of poultry on 
June 1 were larger than a year earlier. The margin of total stocks over a 
year ear lier. however., was narrower on June I than it has been for several 
months. Stocks of fowls declined more during Eay this year than a year 
earlier. reflectinr, the higher prices and restricted sales of fowls by farm­
ers. The net decline in storage stocks of turkeys also was larger than a 
year earlier. reflecting the continued strong demand for turkey meat. stor. 
holdings of young stock declined less than usual during Hay apparently as a 
result of the increased chicken production. 

" Stocks of turkeys on June 1 were 24 percent smaller than the record 
June 1 holdings in 1940. Holdings of other classes were above a year earlier 
as follm~: Broilers. 19 percent; fryers. 95 percent; roasters. 126 percent; 
fowls. 26 percent; alld ducks. 60 percent. 

Year 

Poultry: Storage stocks in the United States and 
storage movement at 26 markets 

United States Storage movement. week ending as of 1941 
stocks May June : July 

May 1 : June 1: 31 : 7 14 21 28 --tr--
-------.l,-.-=O,.."O"=O;:--...:.-..l:;-.-O'OOCr- --r;~ 1.000 1.600'- 1.000 1.000 1;000 

: pounds pounds pounds pound!. pounds pounds pounds pounds 

~ Average 
1930-39 61.170 51.,065 

1939 70.568 66.796 
1940 86.226 76.,904 
1941 101.129 1/87.,427 

-1.,222 

+ 327 
272 
994 

-795 

+668 
+356 

2 

-385 

- 42 
+2.048 

-450 

62 -323 

-783 
+817 

-430 
- 27 

y Pre liminary. ------ ----------_.---------

Fowl prices stren0then but prices of 
young stock dec)ilie- some1..~at-- -

Prices of fowls at wholesale markets have continued about steady since 
early April. reflecting the strong consumer demand and restricted culling of 
farm flocks. Usually the fowl price starts declining in late :May or early 
June as the heavy movement off farms gets under way. Wholesale prices of 
fowl at Chicago in early June were 5 to 7 cents higher than a year earlier. 
Prices of young stock in mid-June. on the other hand., averaged about the same 
as a year ear lier. Fowl prices now are the highest in relation to young stock 
since the unusually heavy marketings of young chickens in 1936. 
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The average price received by farmers for chickens in mid-1~y was 
nearly 3 cents higher than a year earlier and the highest for that date since 
1936. Despite the expected larger marketing;s of chickens in the next several 
months 6 prices received by farmers for chickens during the remainder of 1941 
probably will be above those of a year earlier. The prospective smaller sup­
ply of pork is a strengthening factor to chicken prices. Moreover 6 a given 
increase in consumer incomes appears to result in a greater increase in demand 
for chickens than for eggs. 

Price per pound received by farmers for chickens. 
United States 

Year 
: Jan.: Fe-b:: Far-.: Apr.: :r,~y : June: July: Au-g:-:Sept.--;-Oci~fov.: Dec. 
: 15: 15 : 15: 15: 15: 15: 15: 15 : 15: 15 : 15: 15 

--------:C~e-n~ts Cents Cents Cents Cents Cents centi-cents Cents Cents-GentS--Cents" ------ --- -_.- --- --- ---- -_.- -- --"- ----Average: 
1930-39: 14.0 14.2 14.4 15.0 14.7 14.4 14.1 14.0 14.3 13.7 13.3 12.9 

1938 16.7 16.0 15.9 16.2 16.1 15.7 15.[, 14.2 14.3 13.6 13.6 13.6 
1939 14.0 14.2 14.3 14.4 13.9 13.4 13.7 13.0 13.6 12.7 12.4 1l.7 
1940 12.0 12.2 12.8 12.9 13.6 13.3 13.6 13.4 13.7 13.3 13.1 13.0 
1941 13.7. 14.0 14.4 15.7 16.3 

~.---,----- ---"-- ._-- --.-- -
DONESTIC DEEAND 

Industrial production rose to a record high level in ]~y, is rlslng 
further in June, and is expected to continue to follow a general upward course 
dur ing the remainder of the year. Inco::nes of consumers already are sub­
stantially above the average rate for 1940. With more industrial plants com­
ing into operation and wage rates increasing generally $ c Ol1sumer incomes 'trill 
continue to expand. Despi te increased taxes and continued heavy purchases of 
Government securities by the public. the total amount of money left for ex­
penditures for consumer boods in the fiscal year 1942 vd1l approach the record 
established in 1929. The per capita peak of a decade ago probably vdll not be 
reached. however $ since tl>.e total population now is about 7 percent larger 
than in 1929. 

Underlying economic conditions remain definitely favorable to further 
advances in the general price level. The extent and rate of further gains will 
continue to be modified by the vigor with \\!hich Goverm:tent controls are applied. 

Index numbers of nonagricultm~a1 income 

(1924-29 = 100, adjuste_~or season~1_Y3riation) 
: : : . : : . . . . 

Year Jan. Feb. 1m-. Apr. ; J~y June July; Aug.; sept.; oct~ Nov. Dec. : : : . . . . 
Average: ------
1930-39: 83.4 83.1 83.4 82.9 82.4 83.6 82.7 82.5 82.1 82.3 82.3 82.7 

1939 90.6 90.9 91.3 90.0 90.8 92.1 91.8 93.3 93.3 95.0 95.9 97.1 
1940 96.9 96.2 95.9 95.3 96.4: 97.4 97.8 99.1 99.9 100.3 101.7 104.1 
1941 :104.7 105.6 106.4 :1/106.4 

Y Pre liminary. -------- _.---- ---- ----
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WHOLESALE PRICES OF LIVE FOWLS AND CHICKENS 
.AT CHICAGO, 1930-31 TO 1940-41 

The accompanying chart and tables show monthly price quotations for 
specified breeds and market classes of live fowls and chickens at Chicago 
from 1930 to date. In presenting these data an attempt has been made to 
eliminate some of the confusion which has resulted from variations from 
year to year and season to season in the marketing terms used. Because 
of the variations in terms employed it has been difficult here.to.fore to 
compile continuous quotations on a single class of poultry over a period 
of years. To add to the confusion, the market terminology in a numboT of 
cases has been quite different from that used by the general public. 

The term chicken, as used in the market, applies to all birds under 
a year old, and includes the market classes: broilers, fryers, and ro'asters. 
It is so used in the accompanying t,~bles •. • - The term fowl, as used in the market, refers to, mature hens'. In the 
case of live birds, the terms hens, fowl, ?Ud fowls are used- interchongeably; 
in the case of dressed birds, only the terms fowl and fowls are custoID8xily 
used. This terminology also is followed in the accompanying tables. 

The term spring chicken, as used in the market, generally applies to 
two classes of roasting chickens: light-weight roasters and heavy roasters. 
To avoid confusion, those more specific terms are used in the accoupnnying 
tables and discucsion vrhen the broader term miGht be misleading. 

Source and availability of data 

Two principal sources of historical data on wholesale prices of 
farm products at Chicngo are available, and both have been used in preparing 
the accompanying tables. The older· of the two, the (Chicago) Daily Trade 
Bulletin (produce section), was first published in 1867. The second source,~ 
the Chicago Price Current, was first published in 1931. Similar duto.. were .­
carried in both publications from 1931 to 1937 but since July of the latter 
year the Price Current alone has been published. 

Continuous price quotati0ns on live broilers have been available 
since January 21, 1936. Prior to that time Drices were quoted only in the 
important marketing months. For example, in 1920 quotations were given 
from May 9 until late gummer. The length of the period during which these 
prices were quoted in anyone year gradually lengthened until, in 1930, 
quotations were carried from January 8 to Septenber 2. Each year there­
after prices wore quoted later in the fall, and ih.1936 the quotations were 
continued through the Christmas holiday season and into the next year. 

Since 1930, prices of live roasters (spring chickens) have been 
ouoted during about 10 months of the y~ar. Continuous qaotations ho..ve 
been available since 'January 24, )938., Live fryer-prices have been quoted 
in from 3 to 8 months out of the year. 
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Compiling the data 

The daily prices used in. preparing the tables were compiled fi'om 
the (Chicago) Daily Trade Bulletin or the Chicago Price Current for all 
types and breeds of live broilers, fryers and roasters (spring chickens) 
except the lowest grades,' i.e., number 2's and barcbacks. In all years, 
except 1930, separate prices were listed in these trade publications for 
Whi te (Plymouth) Rock, (:Barred) Plymouth Rock and Colored breeds during 
most of the period in which prices were quotccl. Prices of Leghorn broilers 
and Leghorn chickens wore listed during at least part of each year, and all 
available quotations were compiled. Prices of h3a~J Dnd medium-heavy live 
hens also were compiled. 

Prices on these classes were given in the trade publications for a 
'variety of weights varying from-year to year and season to season. However, 
by observing when one price se:ries left off and another began and by ob­
serving the relative prices at the beginning and end of each period, many 
discontinuous series vrere combined in the tables into C'. relatively fow con­
tinuous sories • 

.A marketing season beginning on April 1 was adoptod. The farm 
hatching season is roughly March, April, and May. Prices for the season 
beginning April 1 therefore would be for chickons from only one farm hatch­
ing season • 

. Major series of prices .2.!! the heavy breeds 
of live chickens 

In general, at aJJ.y one time, the heav-j' -br30ds of live broilers 'N\3rO 
listed in the trade publications under a single weight classification. The 
weights varied from time to time but the last price quotation under one 
weight was usually xpproximately equal to tho first price quotation under 
the new weight. Thus the various quotations coulcl be combined into a single 
series. The maxir..lUl:l '.,eight in any yea.r for the se birds was 2-1/2 pounds 
and the most COntll0n quotntion was for "up to CUld il1cluc~ing 2 pounds". Since 
1936 live broiler prices have been quoted continuously. 

Quotations for the heavy breeds of fr.lers \7ere likewise generally 
.listed under a singlc-'Hoight classification. The nost comnon quotation 
for this class wes "over 2 pounds nnd ihclud.ing 3 pounds". The ntllJ.ber of 
months in any one yo~r in which fryor prices arc quoted vnries greatly fron 

. year to year but no significa..l1t trends in the nunbcr of Months are apparent. 
Tho aver~e nunber of f.'lonths in which fryer prices were quoted was 5.8. 
Qp.otations begnn in the period February to Mey ~d. ended in the period July 
to September. 

Quotations for the heavy breeds of roasters (spring chickens) '\7ere 
. generally listed. under two weight classifications. Qp.oto.tions for tho 
lighter weights nore given during 9 to 12 mOl1ths out of the year'whereas 
quotations for the heavier weights generally rrerc given in those months 
when quotations on fryers were not given. Weights for light roasters have 
usually included "over 3 pounds and under 4 pouncls" but r.tave occasionally 
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included "under 5 pounds". The weight~ for heavy roasters have been "4 
p'ounds and over ll or 115 pounds and over". del)ending on the weight classi­
fication for light roasters. 

By combining similar discontinuous series, it was possible to ob­
tain four se~ies of prices on the heavy breeds of live chickens; two of 
which were approximately continuous throughout the year 'and the other two 
of which together were Quoted continuously although the two parts rrere for 
quite different weights. The series are as follo~s: (1) broilers, gener­
ally including birds up to 2 pounds, (2) fryers, including birds weighing 
over 2 and up to 3 pounds, generally quoted from April to September, 
(3) light roasters, generally including bird~ over 3 and under 4 pounds, 
(4) heavy roasters, including birds weighing over 4 pounds, quoted in those 
months when fryer prices are not 'quoted. In 1940, however, quotations nere 
not given for fryers, but both the heavy and light-weight roaster quotations 
were carried throughout the year. Since 1931, separate quotations on each 
of those classes have boen available for (Barred) Plymouth Rock, White ~ 
(Plymouth) Rock, and Colored breeds. Monthly average quotations for these 
breeds and classes are given in tables 1, 2, and 3. 

The heavy breeds generally include (Barred) Plymouth Rocks, White 
(Plymouth) Rocks, and Colored. The first two classifications include birds 
of other broeds having approximately the SaJnG quality as the two tY-ges of 
Rocks. The Colored breeds include Rhode Island Reds and birds of sone 
other breeds not meeting the general standards of the first two classes. 
Separate quotations are given in the trade publications for the Leghorn 
and Black breeds .. 

Major series of prices for Ii ve leghorn chickens 

~otations on heavy and light-weight Leghorn broilers generally ~7ere 
available in the trade publications during about the same period as vlere 
fryer prices. Light-weight Leghorn broilers wore variously listed as lIunde~ 
1-1/2 pounds tl , lfur~cLer 2 pounlis", "2 pounds and under'", and during short • 
periods in. ::'939 ~md 1940 as 112-1/2 pounds and unc1.er". Heavy Leghorn 
broilers included 0.11 the heavier young birds with no maximum weight 
specified. Sometime bet\-;een September and JOlluary in each year, except 
1940-41, the quotation for heavy Leghorn broilers uo.s dropped and n quo­
tation for Leghorn chickens was added at about the san~ price. This quo­
tation gdnerally was continued until March or Anril. Monthly prices for 
these clo.sses are given in table 4. -

The quotations on hea~T broilers Dnd Leghorn chickens were sometimes 
listed in the tro.de publications under "broilers ll end sometimes uncler 
"spring chickens". HOYlOver, the weights for the heavy broilers were nore 
noarly equal to those for broilers in the heavy breeds then to those for 
roasters; hence the term "heavY broilers lf has been n.dopted in the tc.bles. 
However, during the tiBe of year that quotations on Leghorn chickens nrc 
given, the birds ore not of sufficient quality to 1Tcarrant placing them in 
ci ther a bro iler or a roaster class. Hence the term "Leghorn chi Ckel1. s II 
ho.s been retained. At any given tine, prices on this class were the 
lowest of any compiled. 
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FOWLS AND CHICKENS. LIVE: AVERAGE WHOLESALE PRICES OF SELECTED 
BREEDS AND MARKET CLASSES. CHICAGO. APRIL 1939-MARCH ,940 
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CENTSPERr----,--~r----r----_,----._----._--_.----._----_r----,_--_,--__, 
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Prices of ~ heavy breeds of hens 

~otations on live fowls or hens have been compiled for two weight 
classifications, heavy and medium heavy. Since 1932, the quotations given 
in the trade publications have been for !lover 5 pounds!! and "5 pounds end 
under", respectively, from January to July or August, and 114-1/2 pounds 
and over" and "under 4-1/2 pounds", respectively, for the remainder of the 
year. In 1940, however, the 115 -pound and under" and "over 5 pounds!" quo­
tations were carried for most of the year. .A single quotation in each 
weight class includes all of the heavy breeds. Montply averages of these 
prices are given in table 5. 

No quotations have been compiled for Leghorn hens. 

Figure 3 shows how weekly averages of the seventeen serios of nrices 
given in tho tables varied in 1939-40. The price relationships and seasonal 
movements in this your are fairly typical of recent years. ~ 

R. J. mOTE 

• 
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Table 1.- Chickens, live: .. Wlio1es?-le price of (Barred) Plymd.~th Rock, 

by classes, Chicago, 1931 to date 

. . . . . . . . . . . .. 
; Jan.; Feb.: Mar.: Apr.: May:June :July : Au,g. :Sept.: Oct.: Nov.: Dec. 

------~-----------.----.- . . . . . . . --"-----
YelilX 

: Ct. Ct. Ct: Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct~ Ct~ Ct. Ct. Ct. 

1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 
1936 
1937 
1938 
1939 
1940 

____________________ ~Broilers-
----2~4-.=7~2~0~~8~1~9~!=3--·-----------

19~4 
19~6 
23.1 
21~6 
24.9 
23 :8 
21!0 
18,5 
22.9 
19.7 

16~1 15:4 13.7 
16~3 13,8 11.9 
20.9 19~1 15;6 
19:6 16~8 18;2 
23,5 18!'5 16!1 
19 • 5 21.2 23 .3 
18,6 17,2 16~6 
18.5 17.0 15.1 
18.4 17.3 17.6 

.941 

21;8 
25,-8 
21.3 
20:6 

: 16:5 
16:,4 

: 18.0 

16~0 
23,0 
23.1 
24~1 
23.8 
20!3 
17,1 
17.'9 
18.9 

19.7 21;7 
26~2,' 24~3 
24:4 24:1 
24:1 25~4 
26:0 24:7 
21~9 23~4 
19.2 19,2 
19.1 21.1 
21.0 21.7 

_________________________ F~r.yers 
1931 : 25.8 
1932 23.3 23,622,'519.216:6 
1933 22,0 18~6 15;8 
1934 24:8 25.1 22.9 20,3 
1935 22.6 24:4 24:8 23 ~6 20~'8 18;3 
1936 24:8 26:'2 25.'9 25;1 21,'0 
1937 26~8 25:6 26:.0 21;2 22.1 
1938: 22.0 23.8 24~7 22.5 18:8 18:4 
1939: 18.921.120.819.9 19.7 18~2 
1940 1/: 

22!8 
13.8 
12~6 
17,3 
18,9 
17 .. 2 
24;4 

15~9 

12!2 
17 ;3 
19;6 
16:0 
24:5 
17,1 
17.7 
17.3 

18.9 
14:2 
12:4 
16:1 
18,6 

23.9 

20;0 
16:0 
25:8 
17 :9 
18.0 
18;0 

16:7 16:9 
26:0 24:2 
18 ~ 7 16:3 
17.5 16:1 
18.7 17.9 

1941 1/ : ___________ --,-_=:_ 

_________________ R---'o~a=st_"_er s • 1j_~~,;"_h t--:T.---:::---::--::--:::---::-?""-=:---::r--=-'-::'-=:--::::--
28,4 24,7 19,3 16,3 16,8 15.8 1931 

1932 20,2 19.0 16.0 13,9 11.5 10.8 10,8 
• ..-t933 

_934 

16,0 

: 13 :'8 
: 18~4 
: 23 .. 0 
: 18~2 
: 23.2 
: 17:6 
: 16:7 

14~6 
16~1 
20,0 
25,0 
20!5 
23.:5 
19:'8 
11(2 

15~6 
19,-0 
20.0 
25!3 

24:8 
22!'6 
27 .. 1 
23 :6 
20~4 
22.7 
19.6 

18:3 14:0 12~2 10.5 '9:8 11.,1 
22:7 19:1 17~4 14;7 14~4 15,0 
20:1 20.6 18.5 19.0 19.5 20.9 
23:8 18:9 16:'8 14~9 ~4~5 14;2 
22:824:423:421.521.923.2 
19.3 16:6 16~'o 15~4 1,5~4 16:2 
19~5 15.6 15;9 15:1 15.0 16:2 
17.6 17.3 16.4 15.'8 ~6.1 1].6 

1935 
1936 
·1937 
'1938 
,1939 
·1940 
1941 19.5 20.1 

24;5 
22;7 
20.;2 
22.1 

22.9 

27.-5 
26:'3 
26:'8 
22;-4 
21 .. 9 
22.2 

25.9 
24.8 
27.7 
27:4 
24~5 
22.2 
24~0 
19.5 

Roaste~ ;:;;:h.::..;ea;:.:.;vy:..!L-______ -::-:,...--=:--:~~, 
1931 16,3 16.8 15.8 
1932 16~0 . 14,0 12!1 to:s 10.8 
1933 12.-1 14.6 11.0 tO~O 11.7 
1934 : 17!5 15.1 15.0 16:7 
1935 18:4 20.0 19,7 19:4 21:6 
1936 22,2 17,9 15,3 15~0 14:7 
1937 21.5 21.1 22.1 
1938 23!9 17:4 16.0 14~9 14~6 16:6 
1939 : 15:8 16:2 13.'9 13.2 13:8 
1940 : 16:9 19.'7 22.;1 23:8 26:6 24.;0 19;7 18.-5 16.6 15.4 15.4 17.6 

_1941 : 19.8 21.8 23.6 .;..;.230<,...;."""9 __ 2_1-=._6 __________ --:::-:--__ -=-:--_::--__ .....,-

AVernges c'omputed from compilations of daily prices from the Chicago Price Current. 
1/ Not quoted. 
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Table 2.- Chick;ens, live: ~1hale.sa1e",pri,ce, bf !WhHi'e .(Flyniou.th) Rock'- , 
bY"classes, Chicago, 19-31 -to"date 

Year 

1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 
1936 
1937 
1939 
1939 
1940 
1941 

1931 

: Ct.- Ct.' 
• · . ----

· • 21~0 
20:6 22.2 

: 24:6 '23:6 
: '20~6 '22:6 
: -20: 6 . '20: 0 
:16;l'16!7 
: 16.4 17.S 
: lS.0 ls.6 

21.S 

'24~2 
'23:S 
'24~1 
25!3 
21.9 
19:4 
19:4 
20.5 

23:S 
24:9 
25.S 
23.S 
20.4 

.. -~ 
Ct. ,Ct. ,Ct •. Q~. 

Broiler-s -

, ,'. /"' 
, , 10.1 
'20:6 .. '18:S 'i6.0 
, 23 ~ 0 '21 .9 'l'8 : 7 
24:3 '21: 7 'l~(O 
'25:5 '24:7 '23:5 
24:6 23 ~8 19:5 
23~9 '21~S ~8~1 
19.3 18.4 ;1.8.4 
21:0 23:0 ;1.8.9 
20.9 i9.5 

24.7 20~S 19!3 
,15:4 13! 7 
_1):4 .11!0 ,11.4 
,16:9 14.6 '16~2 
.16:0 .17:2 19!0 
16.9' .16:0 15.9 
21:2" .23.4 '24~1 
17:4 J..E:5 17!0 
16:4 '15::1 :I. 7.S 
16.9 17.4 17.5 

, . 
'20.0 " 
'16:0 1.6: i. 
25!S '26:0: 
17.9 IS: 7: 
l,S:O 17 :4: 
lS.l ls.6: 

16:2 ' 
24:2 
16;2,' . 
15.7 
17 •• 

Fryer~s~~~~ __ ~~ ________ ~ ____ _ 
25!6 21t1 lS,7 

lS.7 16,6 13!S 

23~S 
25.1 
26:4 
25.2 
25.5 
20.1 

21:9 
24:7 
23.9 
26:1 
2~6.0 
22.9 
19.4 

ls~6 15.2 11.3 11:4 
~2,2 17.9 15;6 15.5 
19,3 17~5 18,1 
~5.2 20.1 17.0 
2;1.7 22.3 2;3.2 
1.S.'5 ~S.3 
20.1 17.9 

1932 
1933 
1$34 
1935 
1936 
1937 
1935 
1939 : 
1940 y.: 
1941 y: _________ _ 

• · : 16.0 
14.6 

Roasters, ~t~ ___ ---:-...,.--__ ---.;~ __ 
2~23.1 19.2 16.317.0.15.9 
19.0 15.S 13.9 11.5 11.2 :10.9 

1331 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 ' 
1936 
1937 . 
1935, 
1939 ' 
1940 ' 
1941 ' 

: 13· S 
: 18.3 
: 23·0 
: 17·S 
,: ~2.9 
: 16'.7 
: 16.2 
: lS'.9 

15.S 17.0 2i.6 
lS.l 13.5 12.0 10.1 9.7 :11.~ • 

25.7 24.s 22.0 18.0 16.6 14.3 14.6 :14.~ 
25.0 23.0 20.3 20.0 17.S 1s.6 19.7 :21.1 

1931 : 
1932 : 16~o 
1933 
1934 : 
1935 : 18.4 
1936 : 22.1 
1937 : 

25.0 25.3 21.4 
20·5 
23.5 21L5 2~.9 
19.1 22.3 21.7 
18.2 19.7 21.5 
19'.4 21'.2 21.2 

28.0 23.0 24.2 18.8 16.4 14.5 14.5 :14.4 
26.8 25.0 23.5 2}.5 22.7 21.5 22.3 :23.3' 
25.2 20.7 19.8 16.4 15.S 15.5 15.8 :16.1 
22.0 2}.S 19.8 15.6 15.9 14.5 15.0 ,16.0 
24.4 20,.0,17-.817,.616.315.815.8,17.7 
19.2 

Roasters, he,.!::avy~ ____ --::-:.,....-:=----::----::---~--=-_ 
16.3 17.0 15.9 
12.2 11.2 10.9 
10.9 10.5 12.0 
15.6 16.0 17.3 
19.6 19.5 22.2 
15.7 15.4 15.1 

1938 : 24.1 17.3 15.8 
21. 5 21.4 22.6 
15.1 15.2 17.0 
1lj..0 13.5 13.6 
15.-7 16.0 18.0 

1939 : 18.9 16.0 
1940 : 16.7 19.'5 22:0, 23.'8 27 •. 0, 24 .. 6 20 .. 4 18 .. 5 16.6 
1941 : 19.6 21.'2' 23:2 23:6 21.5 ----....:..--------:---c---:;:----;--

Averages computed fro~ compilations of daily prices from 'the Chicago Price Current. 
If Not quoted. ' 
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Table 3.- Chickens, 1iv~: Wholesale price of Colored, by classes, 
Chicago, 1931. to date 

Year : Jan .. : Feb.: Mar.: Apr.: May : June: July: Aug.: S~pt! Oct.: Ho.v.: ~ec. · ... . . . .'~ . . . . 

1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 
1936 
1937 
1935 
1939 

&940 
~41 

: Ct. 

• · .. · 
· · : 20.6 
: 24.3 
:-19.9 
: 20.6 
: 15.3 
: 14.1 

. : 17.2 

20.1 
22.2 
23.3 
22.0 
20.0 
16.2 
15.l 
17·S 

Ct. 

24.2 
23.6 
23.4 
25.0 
21.2 
17.9 
16.4 
lS.9 

Ct •. 

20 •. 6 
23·0 
23·3 
24.7 
23·.S 
22.S 
lS.3 
IS •. S 
20 .. 2 

Ct •. Ct.. Ct. 
"""Broilers 

lS.1 14 •. 4 
17.5 14.7 
21...8 ls.6 
21.1 17 • .9 
24.1 22 •. 6 
22.S 19.0 
20.7 17.0 
17.1 17·5 
21.2 17.0 

22.6 
14.2 
12.1 
16.1 
15.2 
16.9 
19 • .8 
15 •. 6 
15.4 
15.9 

~~---:~--

Ct. Ct. 

19.7 16.6 
12.S 
10.7 10.7 
14.2,16.1 
16.9 19.0 
15.5 14.9 
21 • .8 22.2 
14.7 15.5 
13.2 15.4 
16.1 15.5 

Ct •. 

20.0 
15.0 
23.8 
16.7 
15·5 
16.2 

Ct .. · Ct. 

15.7 1:5.S 
24.0 25.1 
17.7 1:5.2 
15.2 14.6 
16.3 16.6 

1931 
1932 : 
1933 
1934 
1935 
1936 
1937 
1935 
1939 : 
1940 y: 

Fryers. 
2~4~.1--20~.~2--1-~6-.5--------~-------

22.0 

21.4 22.0 

23.6 
23.S 
25.4 
22.2 
18.7 

23.S 
23.9 
24.9 
23·.8 
23·2 
lS.5 

21.3 
20.3 
23·7 
22.5 
24.6 
24.2 
21.3 
17.9 

17.3 14.6 12.6 13.1 
16.6 13.1 10.S 10.1 
20.5 16.4 14.5 14.7 
1s.4 16.0 16.9 16.7 
23.5 lS.~ 15.5 
19.7 19.9 21. 7 
17.1 16.1 
18.1 15.7 13.3 

20.1 

1941 II: ---:::,.--- ___ . ____ . 
______________________ R_o~ster~ l~=·g~ht~ __ 

1931 
1932 

A933 
~934 

1935 

: ~7 21.9 17·2 
: 16.0 20.1 22.0 ls.4 17.4 14.2 12.5 
.­.. 13.7 13.9 16.4 12.0 10.5 
: 13.1 15.1 17.0 21.6 24.4 23.2 20.1 16.5 15.0 
: lS.0 19.5 20.0 23.5 20.4 17.9 13.2 16.5 
: 22.1 24.0 24.2 25,6 26.1 25.S 21.0 17.0 14.3 
: 16.3 lS.5 24.0 25.3 22.0 20.S 21.S 20.1 
: 22.3 22.J 22.8 24.6 23.0 13.5 17.3 14.7 14.1 
: 16.1 17.6 19.7 20.0 20.0 20.5 17.7 13.7 13.9 

15:jlb.o 
10.S 10.4 
9.4 8.S 

13.5 13.4. 
17.4. ls.6 
12.9 12.6 
20.0 20.8 
13.2 13.8 
13.0 13.0 
13.9 14.~ 

15.4 
10.1 
10.2 
14.0 
20.1 
1~.2 
22.0 
14.9 
14.4 
16.1 

1936 
1937 
1935 
1939 
1940 
1941 

.: 14.~ 15.6 16.4 18.3 22.3 18.1 16.2 15.9 14.5 
. : .J.]. .'-'-6----"1"-S--"-.4_..;;.;.19~. 3'----'2=-0.....:.."-.3 __ 1_8-,,-.1-=--. __ 

Roasters: heavy : 
1931 :----------~=~~ 15.~ 16.0 1!5.4 
1932 : 16.0 16.8 11.1 10.4 10.1 
193) : 11.2 13.7 9.9 9.5 11.1 
1934 : 15.S 13.S 14.6 16.3 
1935 : 17.S 17.S 17.9 ls.6 21.2 
1936 21.4 15.7 14.1 14.3 14.4 
1937 : 20.0 19.7 20.6 
1935 : 22.2 15.4 14.3 13.5 13.S 15.8 
1939 : 13.7 14.2 12.4 12.3 12.5 
1940 : 14.2 16.1 16.4 lS.9 23.2 22.1 17.S 17.1 14.7 14.2 14.s 16.5 
1941 : 18.1 19.5 20.6 22.4 20.4 ___ __ _ 

Averages computed from compilations of daily prices from the Chicago Price Current. 
!J Not quoted. 
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Table 4.- Chickens, live: Wholesale price of Leghorns, by classes, 
C~ic,ago, 1930 to date 

Year : Jan.: Feb,.: Mar .. : Apr.: May- : June: July: Aug.: Sept! Oct.: Nov.: Dec. · . . . . . . . . .. . . 
! Ct. Ct. Ct'. Ct' •. Ct., Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. 

-Broilers. 1i~t -----1930 • 21.7 18.2 18.2 18.9 · 1931 : 20.6 18·5 18.4 17.6 15·3 
1932 15·0 12.6 13.2 12.4 12.3 
1933 · 13.2 11.6 11.0 10.1 · 1934 ' . 17.8 14.8 1~.1 14.4 · 1935 ' - 17.6 14.4 1 .1 17·1 16.5 
1936 • 22.0 22.4 22.2 17.2 15.6 15.1 • 
1937 : 21.8 19·6 16.4 18.4 21.0 
1938 • 18.4 15.6 15.2 14.8 · 1939 • ~ 17·0 15.2 14.7 13·5 14.8 ll~.2 • · 1940 , ,- 19.(f 20.0 17·9 15·3 15·0 13.5 ~--~ 
1941 : ·.,).2.0 12_2'\ 19.0 18·3 ' # 

-, Broi1ers l heaq · 19}0 • 25.8 27.0 32.3 30.0 28.6 22.1 20.9 20.4-• 
1931 31.2 31.1 25.7 20.8. 20.2 1B.1 
1932 19.9 17.2 13.4, 13.3 12.2 .5 
1933 17·8, 17.2 16.0 13·2 11.6 10.2 
1934 ~ 21.6 20.4 17.0 13.8 13.8 · 1935 21.0 20.8 21.4 19.4 15.3' 14.8 16.4 15.2 
1936 23.3 19.9 16.5 ~ 
1937 21.8 18.5 18.4 ' 1.0 
1938 21.5 20.1 16.4 15.3 13.5 
1939 :- 16.8 17.8 16.7 14.9 12.4 
1940 y: ' . 

" \ 

1941 :' 19.8 18'2 
: Chicken-s ----

1930 :'17.3 19.1 21.8 18. 1 .9 13.9 e 1931 :'15.7'17.5 ' 12.8 11.9 
1932 :' 12.0 ~ 12.9 8.6 
1933 • · 1934 • . 9·3 : 11.2 12.3 1].2 • 
1935 : ',13.7 14.4 14.5 1Q.1 16.1 15.8 16.4 
1936 • '13.8 12.~ '11.5 11.4 • 
1937 : 12.1 13.0 /. 19.8 18. 17.4 15.9 
1938 : 16.7 16.0 16.0 12.8 11.9 11.8 

',1939 : '13.0 :13.0\ 
"\' " 

9.6 
'1940 :' 9.8 10.0 
1941 1fi:t . 

t 

Averages computed from compilations of daily prices from the Chicago Price CUrrent. 
!I Not quoted. , . ' 

" 
.. 



?ES-54 - 23 -

Table 5.- Hens, live: Wno1esale price at Chicago, 1930 to date 

. . . . . . . . . . . . 
!~ Year; Jan.; Feb.; Mar.; Apr.; May ; June; July; Aug.;Sept.; Oct.; Nov.; Dec. 

I 

,',j 

1930 
1931 
1932 
1933 
1934 
1935 
1936 
1937 

•
193 B 
939 

1940 
1941 

: Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. Ct. 
~~_~~~~~~~~~_Me~~~'~um, hea~vy~ __ __ 

: 25.2 26.2 27.S 27i1· ·23.3· 21.2 .. 
: 19.2 20.0 22.3 23.2 20.1 13.8 13.4 
: 16.5 17.6 16.s 16.4 14.7 12.6 13.7 14.7 
: 12.4 12.7 13.0 12.4 12.5 10.0 11.3 10.1 
: 11.9 13.S 15.0 15.3 13.9- 12~4 ,12.1 12.9 
: 16.2 lS.2 20.2 20.3 19.1 17.6 15.5 17.6 
: 21.3 23.1 22.9 22.1, '19.9 19.3 17.7 16.9 

, : 13.3 17.7 19.7 19.7 18.0 16.9 13.5 20.0 
: 22.4 21.0 22.6 21.S 20.2 lS.5 17.4 16.3 
: 17.6 13.3 13.3 17.5 15.5 - 14.7. 14.8 14.5 
: 14.9 17.0 16.5 16.6 16.3 13.7 15.3 15.0 

16.9 
14.1 
9·7 

llj·.1 
lS.3 
15.8 
19.1 
16.3 
;I.~ .• 7 

'16.0 

Ct. 

15.6 
14.8 
ILl 
s.6 

12.3 
17.3 
14.4 
18.3 
14.5 
12,·5 
13.1 

Ct. 

14.7 
13·5 
10.4 

7.S 
11.7 
16.7 
12.9 
16.9 
13.4 
11.2 
12.6 

Ct. 

14.7 
13.0 
10.5 
9.1 

11.6 
13.5_. 
12.6 
17·8 
14.0 
11.3 
13.5 

: 18c.:,.. 0-=--..:::;1.::..8,:....4----'2=0:...:: • .-<.5--=2=1-"-.6'-----'20 • 3 --_. ------: Heavy 
1930 : 26 .4 ~.1 25 .0 25.3 20 .5 19 .7 20-.2-----20"....--8--2-2 ...... 4.,-' -2-.0-.-:-1-1-::-3 -. 5-1-8-:-. 6"'---
1931 : 20.5 17.9 20.3 20.2 17.9 17.7 18.3 20.4 20.3 19.1 17.3 16.2 
1932 : 17.4 15.5 15.3 1'5.·2 12.9 12.3, ~3-.,8. . ~4.& 3,5, •. 7. .1.4.3 13'.1 12.8 
1933 : 12.9 12.1 11.7 11.9 11.9 10.6 11.6 11.4 11.8 11.9 10.1 10.8 
1934 : 11.9 12.5 14.4 14.2 13.3 12.3 12.6 14.5 17.1 14.3 13.3 14.2 
1935 : 16.8 17.4 1B.2 20.1 20.4 17.4 16.2 17.9 20.7 20.3 19.4 20.4 
1936 : 21.6 21.2 21.0 20.S 18.7 18.3 18.2 18.7 19.2 17.8 16.6 15.9 
1937 : 13.0 16.9 18.8' 18.3 17.3 17.4 18.8 21.5 22.5 22.0 20.7 20.3 
1938 : 21.5',19.4 18.9 19.5 18.5 17.8 17.8 17.6 18.5 17.5 16.7 17.2 
1939 : 17.6 ',17.1 17.3 16.5 15.0 14.0 14.4 14.7 16.6 15.0 14.2 13.9 
1940 : 15.1 15.0 15.0 15.9 14.9 14.0 14.5 15.0 16.0 15.1 14.9 15.5 
1941 : 16.9 16.7 17.4 19~:J.8.7, .. '_' __ 

~rages computed from compi1a~~~~~,~~.~~~~.~~ices from the Chicago Price Current. 
, '/ 
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