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ECONOMIC PROBLEMS AFFECI1NG 
POULTRY MARKETING IN CALIFORNIA'" 

d. M. TINLEY' Alfl) E. C. VOORHIES' 

INTRODUCTION 

IN 1935 various organizations requested the Division of Agricultural 
Economics, College of Agriculture, University of California, to investi­
gate poultry marketing in California, with a view to ascertaining the 
sources of supply of chickens marketed in the two major citie.s--San 
Francisco and Los Angeles--the trade channels for poultry, and factors 
influencing the supply, demand, and prices of different types and grades 
of poultry. The data on which this study is based were collected from 
the fall of 1935 through the spring and summer months of 1939. At the 
urgent request of turkey producers in southern California, the phase 
of this study dealing with turkey marketing was completed first and 
issued in bulletin form in August, 1937.' The part of the investigation 
reported in the present pUblication will be confined largely to the factors 
influencing chicken marketing. 

While California is an important chicken-producing state, the bulk 
of chickens raised is of the White Leghorn breed, noted as heavy layers. 
Comparatively small numbers of heavy meat or dual-purpose fmeat and 
eggs) chickens are raised in the state. Poultry-meat production is thus 
largely a by-product of the California egg-production industry. To 
meet the local demand for poultry meat, large quantities of chickens 
are shipped into California annually from states as far east as illinois 
and Indiana. California thus comes into direct competition with the 
large consuming centers on the Atlantic seaboard for supplies of the 
heavier types of chickens produced in the midwestern and southwestern 
states. An investigation of poultry-meat marketing in California, in 
order to he complete, hss to include an analysis of certain phases of the 
poultry industry in the United States as a whole. 

1 Reeei.ved for publication August 31.1939 . 
.. Paper No. 89. the Giannini Foundation of Agricultural Ee.on.omica. 
• ABIOciate Professor of Agricultural EeonomieBt A880ciate Agricultural Eeono-. 

mist in the Experiment Station, and Agricultural EeonomiBt on the Giannini Foun­
dation. 

.. Protoasor 01 Agricultural Economics, Agricultural Economist in the Experimmt 
St.atiOD, and Agricultural Economist on the GiBlll1ini Foundation. 

• Tinley, J. Y., and E. C. Voorhies. Eeonomie proble1nl!l affecting turkey market­
ing In California. Califo .... ia Agr. E><p. Bt&. BuL 612:1-78. 1987. 
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DEVELOPMENT OF OHIOEEN PRODUOTION IX 'I'D l1Nl'l'ED ITA-Til. 

lmportance.-The 1935 C ... nsIlK of Agriculture· Khow .. d 6,812,a50 farm. 
in the United States, of which 5,832,000. or 85.6 pl.'r ct'nt, reportt'<i bav. 
ing chickens. Probably no other form of farming activity ia so widp· 
spread as chicken raising. In many seetions farm flocks are very lUIIall, 
chickens being rai.ed mainly for home consumptioll, or to "lIpply a 
small cash ineome for the family. 

TABLE 1 
GB088 FnH IKCOll& ~ ALl. FA1UI PBODUCTR, LIVER'J'OMtJ CRIf"XD8, AKD Eooa 

BY GmoLlPHIC DIVISIONA, 1931 

On.; rarm ilKJOm8 ChiakfONl and .... 
... ~tapf1f 

OH«T&phle 
diviaion 

("ropfI and {"hi~kfln. 
('no .. 

UY.took Chiek.n. - and Li_ liveNock and_ U.-.kIcl& 

I .... I_ I_ ,- I .... per ... 
d.u... <k/hn ddhn ddJa" ~elJlW. .... .... 

North ALlantie ...... .. l.tm,S07 7Ot,fKt 17,_ ... .... J8I.1II IH •• EMt bOI"thCl80tral. , ... 1.962,214 l.m,VIa 87,811 146.181 ... .... .. 0 III 
W. north eentraJ ..... I,M.m 1.161 •• ...... lll,va m,ltl 10.' '" 800.th Atiultia ........ 1,UD,2M 441.441 .. .. ...... 112'.111 04 tas 
SOUtb........u .......... 1.071.112 811.840 ...... ...... leo.740 11 110 
Mountain ...... ,_ ..... .... 788 m.m '.m It .... ...... U 17 
P-~ .... < 

........... 1.00i.133 188.1106 111.167 ...... 10 .... '.0 ... 
-- --

Total Of' &ftI'IIp ..... 1,1181.180 &.748.317 MO,,," 151.":11 1,081._ lOt "' 
8ouroe or data: 

United Statal! Department. 01 Aa-rieultUN Bureau of Acricult.ural EeonomiaL Oro. farm ineome 
and aoqrnmenL paymen .... p. 1-21. June I, 1_. (ltimeo.) 

In 1937 the gross farm income from all types of agriculture for the 
United States was 9,983 million dollars, of which 5,748 million dollarA, 
or about 58 per cent. was from the production of livestoek, including 
chickens (tahle 1), The income from .chickens was about 380 million 
dollars and from eggs 651 million dollars, or 1,032 million dollal'll to­
gether. This was sbout 10.3 per cent of the gross farm income from all 
agricultural products, or 18.0 per cent of the grOM farm income from 
livestock production only. 

The relative importance of the chicken ind ustry varies considerably 
in different parts of the United States. In the north Atlantic .tates. 
chickens and eggs accounted for approximately 17.5 per cent of the 
gross fsrm income from all farm products, in L'OntraJOt to only 5.6 per 
cent in the mountain states and 8.0 per cent in the Pacific states. In the 
last named region over 20 per cent of the gross farm income for livestock 
only was from chickens and eggs. 

• United Statel Department of Commerr.e Bureau O'f the Ceo.u .. ~ua of Agri· 
eulture, 1935. vola. 1 and 2. 1936; voL 3, 1937. 
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Trend of Production.-According to the various censuses, numbers 
of chickens on farms increased from 258,871,000 in 1890 to 409,291,000 
in 1925 and have since declined to 371,603,000 in 1935 (table 2). These 
figures can be regarded only as a very rough measure of the trend of 
chlcken production, first, because the dates on which the various censuses 
were taken are not the same and, second, because in some censuses chick­
ens under 3 months old were not enumerated. Thus it is difficult to de-

TABLE! 
HUMAN POPULATION, CHIOKENS ON FARlIIS, CHICKENS RAISED, AND EGG 

PRODUCTION IN TB& UNITED STATES, 1890-1935· 

RaIauve numben (lSOO-lOO) 
Human Chiok®s Do ... 

c.n .... popula- on Chiekena .= ... , Pnckens tio' f.nna -, Human Don. 
.. !"'Ia- = ~uood "'n farm. -... -- --~ _ .... ... .... ....... 

1890 {June I} .... ........... 62,IN8 268,871 -I SIIJ, '123 lOG.O 100.0 100 .• 
1900 (June I), ...... ..... , .. 1&.995 ... .... - 1,103,819 120.7 .... 166.8 
1910 (April 151l. , ... , ...... 91,972 ·280.a.U 450 • .fl12 1,lii7t,m 146.1 lO ... 192.1 
1920 (January 1) ..... ....... 106,711 3&9,&37 '73.302 1.8M,MS 161.0 188.9 201.8 
1926 (January 1J . .... , ..... 112.786 409,201 1646.818 UUa.Wi 1'19.2 1M.] ..... 
1930 (April1)t ............. 122.776 878.818 613.0112 2.58Q,719 195.0 146.' .... 1 
UIS5 (January 1)1 .. ., ... ". li7,.521 371,603 _aS7 2,180,900 ..... 113.6 ... .. 

• Poultry on Farms ~re firat enumerated in the lBBQ Ceruru.s, which abowro unm,ooo barnY8J'd 
lowla, exoluding apriDI h.,u,mnp, and 456,9n ,000 dozen egp produced during 1870. Theae figuna have 
nolo been inolwiod. ill tba tablo becauaoof doubt as to their comparabili(.y. 

t Year preoediDJ; the 0EJ1l8U8. 
1: Daab_ indica.te data. not available. 
• EIel.udea ohiokena under a months old. 

8oUlOllll of data: 
United Statea Department of Commerve Bum&.U of theCensuL Censuact8 of IIUK!, 11100.1910. 1920. 

and 1930, and CenaU5M of AgricultUN of 1925 and 1935. Population dllta for !.be yean lUM and IlI35 
were taken from: United States Devartment of Commerce Bureau of Foreign and Domestio Com­
merce. StaLifiical Abttract for the Unit.ed Statal, 1!11: xvm + 1-861. 193&. 

termine just how much of the change from one census to the nen was 
due to an actual increase or decrease in chicken numbers on farms and 
how mncb was due to seasonal variations in chicken numbers or to exclu­
sion of young chickens. 

A more accurate indication of the trend of chicken production would 
be the number of chickens raised. Unfortunately, however, such data for 
the year preceding the census are available only in the 1910 and sub­
sequent censuses. This indicates that chickens raised increased from 
460,612,000 in 1909 to 673, 092, 000 in 1929, with a decline to 598,867,000 
in 1934. 

Production of eggs increased from 819,723,000 dozen in 1889 to 2,689,-
719,000 dozen in 1929, with a decline to 2,160,906,000 dozen in 1934. 

From 1890 to 1935 the human population of the United States just 
about doubled, whereas chicken numbers on farms increased by less than 
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half (43.5 per cent). Even if allowance ill made for the dellcienq of the 
eensna data on chickens on farms, above referred to, it ia evident that 
chicken production since 1890 has increased at a mnch 1_ rapid rate 
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Fig. t.-The number of ehIckeu. on farm&, United Stateo, Jan1l&J7 1, 1926-1940, 
and chickens raised and eggs produced, United Stateo, 1926-1939. 

Data for 1926-1924 hom: United State. Department. of Apieu)t.ttre. Oro,. aft' lIarleell &up' 
plemeuL p. «. February. 1926. Data for 192&-1988 from: truited 8ue. DlfpartmeH of 
AgricuIt.ure Bureau of Alrieultura1 Eeonomldl. Farm p1'OdOdioD and dlsposlthm, eb~. aDd 
egp. 1925-198'1# p. 5, 12. 80. 81. DeeembeT. 1938. (Mimeo.) Data fm 1931 'rom: United 
Stat:el Department of AFicultul'e Bureau of Acrlealt!ll'al BcouomlCf. Parm trrOdoetloo udo 
diaposltion., chicken. and ere-. 1938-1938. Chiekmu. 011 tanna J&OU"7 I, 188&-lP38. p. ' ... 
6. March 1939. (Mlmeo.) Data for 1938-1999 frODl! United Sta. DepartllN'Dt.of Ap"lealtuq 
Acri~tUJ'81 Ifarl:eting 8en-iee. hrm producUon aad 'aVCI chiclteaa aD' ..... Uu,a-Iffa •. 
p. 8, .. a. 1la7. 1940. (Kimeo.) 

than the human population. Egg production in 1934 was more than two 
and a half times as great as in 1889 which indicates a marked iner_ 
in output of eggs per hen. Part of this increased output of eggs per hen 
is probably due to improved breeding and feeding practices applied 



TABLES 
CmCKENS ON F.unu IN THE 'UNI'!'£}) S'l'A.'1"19 BY GEOO&APBIO DIVlSIONS, 1890-1985* 

Chickena on (Mini Peroontaae dwibution of chickena on fnrme 
~pbic:. 

diviaion 
1'90 1000 uno 1.20 1.2.1 193. 1,33 1.90 1900 1010 1920 192.1 lU30 Ig35 ---------------I-------------

/I"' ...... ......... ......... ......... ......... tAoutand. tAotUUIM. pvunl p~"," pnunt ~-. p~un' 1H'C'm' WC41llt 
Nt;trth At,1antio .• " .. '" " . . " . 11$,11. ~.tl62 31.289 33.266 00,961 88,3711 U.223 1O,\) 12.0 11.lI 9.' 10.6 10,1 11.4 
Eat north oenttal ........ ..... 88,930 68.103 69,471 84,617 89.623 11.684 80.188 lIU .... ".8 '83 21.9 20.3 21.11 
West north Il8Dtral, ...• , •..... 73.772 66.366 86, J92 IOS,af7 123.1.1 118.:161 98,771 ,. .. .... 30." ,g a 30.1 31.11 ,. .. 
South AtJanti\1, '" ,. , ....•.. 83.m 22,20( 26,8:»' 36.407 n,l20 83,423 88.761 13.0 9.S 9.1 10.1 10.0 8.8 10.4 
South eent.ra1 ...•...... ...... &1.110 ".300 63,811 ",on 78,805 71.871 76.786 "1 :t1.6 10.1 20.0 19.3 10,0 2D.8 
Mountain ............. ......... 1.710 8,116 6,468 9,520 12,300 12,372 11.007 0.' 1.8 '.0 3.' '.0 '.3 '.0 
Pae160,.,.",. " " .. ". .. " " Mil.! 8 •• 86 9.G13 16,.7. 21,876 26,888 22.988 0.1 '.8 8.4 U ••• 7.1 6.lI -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Unit..,d State.. .. " . ....... 268.871 233,560 28O.3U 369.537 409.291 378.878 371,603 100.0 tOO.O 100.0 100.0 100 .• 100,0 100.0 

• :Oata for J8UOand IUOO are for June 1; 1910fOJ' Aprillli; 1020, UI26, and 1035 for January 1; 1930 fot April 1. nata tor 1900, 1910, Ig80, and J035 ae1ude cbickena under 
8 mont.he old. 
SounICI of data: 

United State. Department 01 Commerce 13urtlau 01 t.he Ceillua. CelUll.\OO8. of 1890, 1000, 1910. 1920. and 1930, and t.he CeneuMt of Aaricult.ure of IOU and 1936. 
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to all types of chickens; part, however, is probably due to th .. ('nucentra. 
tion in certain &reas upon high egg-producing types such 811 White L<-If­
hOmB_ These are usually lighter in weight than the dual-purpOlle types. 
To the extent that the breeding of Lt-ghorna haa replaced the heavi .. r 
dual-purpose birds, poultry-meat production has inere8Hed somewhat 
less rapidly than the census data on chickens on farm" would indicate. 

Since 1920 tbe United States Department of Agriculture Bunoau of 
Agricultural Economies bas issued annually estimates of ehick .. na on 
farms, cbickens raised, and eggs produced (fig_I). These datil indi('ate 
tbat while cbicken numbers on farms and cbickens railK'd have varied 
from year to year, tbere has been no marked incnoase or decrelllle of 
production since 1923. In eontr .... t, egg production sbowed a distinet 
upward trend_ During the four years 1920-1923, egg produt'tion per 
cbicken raised averaged 40.9, whereas during the four years ]9:16-1939 
the average was 50.6. This would indicate that the emphaaia on bigh 
egg-producing types of chickens bas continued. 

RerfoJnal Trends of Production.-Aecording to tbe 1890 e"nSU8, 132,-
702,000 chickens on farms or just over halI (51.3 per cent) of all chickeM 
in the United States were in the east and west north central states (table 
3 and fig. 2). Tbe south central states had another 57,110.000, or 22.1 
per cent. The north and south Atlantic atates together had 61,884,000 
ehickens, or nearly 24.0 per cent. Tbe mountain and Pacific states to­
gether had only 7,175,000 chickens, or only 2.7 per cent of all ehickcM 
on farms. 

Since 1890, while the ehicken numbeMl on farms have increued by 
about half, some change has taken place in the relative importance of 
tbe different geographic divisions. In 1930 the north Atlantic, cast north 
central, south Atlantic, and BOutb central states had declined somewhat 
in relative importance. In 1890 these four divisions together had 68.8 
per cent of all chickens on farms; in 1930 only 58.4 per cent. The weal 
north central states had 31.2 per cent in 1930 as compsred with 28.5 per 
cent in 1890. The largest relative change occurred in the mountain and 
Pacifie states. In 1930 the mountain states had 3.3 per cent of all (ann 
chiekens as compared with only 0.6 per cent in 1890. In the Pacific states 
the percentage had increased from 2.1 in 1890 to 7.1 in 1930. 

In 1935 the position was somewhat different from that in 1930. The 
north Atlantic, east north central, south Atlantic, and south central 
states increased in relative importance. If comparisons are made be­
tween 1890 and 1935, only tbe north Atlantic, mountain, and Pacific 
divisions increased their percentages of chickens on farms. 

The percentages of chickens raised in different geographic divisions 
since 1909 (table 4 and fig. 2) show much the 88me general tendenci ... 
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nata from t&bletJ 8 And 4. 



TABLE 4 
NU"Dn AND Po CSN'I' 0. CBICKSNS R.uSSD IN 'I'BI UNI'I'ID 8'1'1._ BY OIOOO ....... BIO 

DmSION8,1909-1934 

Oeoarapbio 
Cbi,lmuoroiood Ptopottion of chick.n raiaIed 

divia~on 
11109 1m 1924 18211 .,.iI, 11109 1m 11124 11m 

....... .. - .. - ....... ....... J*'c",,' .... .... ........ ........ 1 

North Atlulio., ........ . . . . . . . , . . ... "' 44.1138 aUS7 63.118 .... 861 87.1011 .7 If 0.7 101 
Eut nortb oentral . 88.8001 to.'" 111.816 137.11M 12 .... 71 216 21.0 108 101 ...... ..... . ....... 
W .. bnl1h ooatral .. "" ... " " 118."" 1M. ,aa 1011.811 188.43' IliUM 1$.1 :1118 JIll JII.I 
South Allanij •... .. ... , ..... . 06.0$9 66.374 l1li.7" 70.848 7UllO 14.1 III 112 101 
South Ohtt.l ..... ',- .. ... 1I0.3M 108.400 111.101 132,788 117 •• 1010 II, 108 ,.7 
MOUhtai,a,. ",.,' .. . .. 8.481 lun 11.1138 21.001 17.104 II U JI U 
... lJIo ......... ........ It.OI4 1O.1I3t 18.1108 U,321 11.714 10 U U II 

U1\ittd St_ .... " .. ... . . . . . . . . . , . . . , "".112 47'1.1102 .... MS 113.on 1108.8<17 1000 100 0 1000 100 • 

10M . 

....... 
III 
107 
.1 
UI 
117 
II 
1.0 

10'" 

.... 
<:> 
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as are shown by the percentages of chickens on farms. There are, how­
ever, important differences in the relative level of these two groups of 
percentages. In the south Atlantic and south central states the level of 
the percentages of chickens raised is above the level of chickens on farms. 
In all other divisions the reverse is the case. 

A more detailed pictnre of the relative importance of chicken pro· 
duction in the various geographic divisions of the United States is af­
forded by an analysis of the estimates of chickens raised annually, made 
since 1920 by the United States Department of Agriculture Bureau of 
Agricultural Economics (table 5). These data. show clearly the pre­
dominant importance of the west north central division, with the east 
north central and south central divisions ranking nen. 

Chicken production increased in all divisions between 1920 and 19M. 
For the country as a whole there has been no marked upward or down­
ward trend since the latter year, although there have been wide fluctua­
tions in the year-to-year levels of production. While these data cover too 
short a period to permit of any very definite conclusions, production 
since 1924 appears to be of a cyclical nature, the cycles ranging from 
three to four years (table 5). This cycle bears a distinct relation to egg 
prices and through these to feed prices. (The value of poultry meat pro­
duced is relatively less important than that of eggs produced.) If feed 
prices are low as compared with egg prices farmers normally will in­
erease their flocks. In 1938 egg prices were relatively high in comparison 
with feed prices (fig. 25). Hog prices were declining through the year. 
The effect of this situation can be seen clearly by an examination of 
hatchery sales in the United States (table 17). 

While the volume of production in the east north central and west 
north central divisions has fluctuated considerably from year to year 
since'1924, the general level of production has not shown any pro­
nounced trend, the marked decline in 1934 and 1937 being due to the 
severe droughts of 1934 and 1936. In the south central division the 
tendency has been slightly downward over the past decade and a half. 
No definite upward or downward trend is discernible in the data for the 
south Atlantic division. From 1924 until 1930 the trend continued up­
wards in the chick;en deficit areas-north Atlantic and western (moun­
tsin and Pacific divisions combined). Since the latter year there has 
been no distinct upward or downward movement in the north Atlantic 
division; the western division showed a decline until 1938. 

Relative changes in the annual production levels of chickens in differ­
ent geographic divisions have an important bearing on the annual level 
of prices in various divisions. A decline in the production level in any 
one divison, relative to production in others, will tend to increase the 
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)pw) of ,·hiek .. n pric"", in that diviMinn. r .. lali,,1' to pri ...... in 01 h ...... , Th ...... 
r..lationR h<>tw .... n prodnclion and pri ...... in Ih .. "ariouR ""'0ll'r8phi. ,Ih·i· 
sinns will be analyzt'd more fnlly in a later 8f'etiun ("Uegional TrelUla in 
Farm Chicken Prices," p. 99-103). 
8"rplu~ and D~ficit Artas.-A comparison of th .. pf'r"f'nlal!\' or .. hi,'k. 

eM raisf'd in each gf'Ogl'aphic division with the perf,.,hllll!\' of the human 

TABLES 
CHICKENS B.&.tSD ANBUALLT BY GSOOBUUlC DIVISIONS, 1920-1939 

Nortb -. w_ 8nu,b ""',h Unit'" V .... AIlon ... nortb north AllanU., ... lnl W .... ---""' ....... --_ ..... -- .....;;.~ .......... ........... _ ..... 
1 .. '1.. ..... ............. 18.100 ...... 111.700 71.1SOO 107 •• lI.toO 47 •. 100 
1m ...... ..... ....... 66 .... n2,700 JlI •• ''''''' 111 .... .u'" ....100 
lB ... ........ " . ..... .. ..... lSI,tOO 1M •• .... 100 117 •• ".100 171,000 
1121 ... " . " .. ....... 66 .... .... 700 181 .• 1It.1OO 1".100 ...... ... ..... 
1m ... ... ..... .... ".100 141.800 100 •• ... 100 . .... ....... 171.100 .... ...... , ...... . .... 17,_ lG.4OIJ 188,000 77 ..... 117,_ II ..... "'1.100 
[921 ... , .. .............. 111 ..... 148,100 .... 100 ".100 181,_ eo .... 711._ 
1927 •... ....... 74.100 U ...... ........ BI.IOO leo,_ t7.toO 710." 
1928 ... .. .. . ... n.toO 141.100 ........ 71 ..... Ifl •• ....... lUO .... 
1911 ... .. ... 77 ..... ........ 111,_ 79.100 148,100 11 ..... Til •• 
I ... , ... ...... .. . .... Sl._ IM,BOO 230.100 II .• 112,_ 14,1OG m . ..., 
1031: ..... , ............. 76._ 1".700 .... 100 111 .... lM.1!IOO ...... ""' .... 
J932 ..................... 111 ..... IB.IOO '10-.100 ",,,," 141.00a ".700 111 ..... 
1m ...... .... ......... ...... leo.JOO .... 100 ..... 1411._ 17 ..... 110, I • 
11M ..•. ........ .... 74.100 138.'" 18a •• ....... 112 •• ....... ... ..... 
1ta1 .. >0 ...... ,. ....... ...... 152.400 J81. 'ItlD ...... 111._ ....... 100 ..... 
la ......... ........ lB.'" 1al.1OG 101,_ 10."" 148, I!IOO ....... 7M.JOI 
1m .. .. .... . ........ 81.000 W.1OO 182 •• BI."" 00 ..... .. ..., ... .... 1_ .......... .... ..... BI."'" 141.400 JII._ lB."" 10 •• ll.'" , ...• 
I •... , ...... .......... 10 .... iii ..... ....... 106 .... 166 ..... '1.700 m .... 

population (tables 4 and 6 and fig. 3) in each division will give a rongh 
approximation of the relative lJUrplu8 or deficit position of the vanoUll 
divisions (areas in which the lJUpply of chickens is in.eIeetIII of or below 
local consumption needs) of the United StateR, Such a comparison over 
a period will indicate the extent to which individual divisions are chang­
ing their relative deficit or surplus positions. 

In making lJUch a comparison certain 8I!8umptions are involved. The 
first is that the volume of poultry meat available for consumption in 
each geographic division is approximately equal to the nnmh<>r of chick. 
ens raised in each division; in other words, that the average weights of 



TABLE 6 
HUllAN POPULATION 01' THE UNITED STATES BY GEOGBA..PHIC DIVISIONS, 1910-1935 

Population Percentqe ot total lor United States 

~pbio 
diviAion 

1910 1920 "26 1030 103& Ull0 "20 1926 1930 1935 

, ......... .......... cMu.tIUtd.l' ......... IMu,ttJl1d. p.,. eml 'Ptr ctnt pllrMtI ....- .... WI' 
North Atlantic, •• , ••. '" .. " ... 26.868 29,662 32,219 32,.27 36,'140 :Ill.! 28.0 28.0 28 .• 28.' 
Eat north central ..... , .. ... , 18.301 21.47& :tI.626 26.297 26,522 19.8 20.6 20.5 20.6 20., 
WMt north eentraJ ... "." .. ", 11,638 12.5« 12,948 13.297 13.661 lJ,7 10.8 11,3 10.8 10,7 
South Atlantic .... " .... ,. , ., " 12.195 18.990 If. lUIS 15.794 17.3(\() 188 12,0 13.0 12' 13.6 
South central ..•....... , .... , .. 17,IH 19.1311 20.707 22.034 ".260 18. '1 18.' IS.O 18.' 18.2 
Mountain ••...... ... " ...... 2.63' 3,836 3,632 3.702 3,766 2,9 3.1 3,1 3,' U 
Pacific.", ..• , .. " .... ,", .. , •. 4,192 6.6&1 6.977 8.184 8.280 U 6,3 6,1 6,7 6.& --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

United $taUls .. ,.,."" •. , .. 91.1172 105,711 n4,867 122.775 127.621 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 

BoumMI of data: 
United StatM Department of Commm:e Bureau of the CerulU.I. CenaUM» of HIIO, t02O. and 1930. 
United Sta ... Department ot Comm8l'04!l Bureau of Foreiln and DODl.tic Commerce. Statiltioal A~tn.t:tIf tor the Unitod Statee, 1935 and 1035, 
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I PERCENT CHICK£N$ RAiSeD [] P'RCENT POPULATION 
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chickens raised throughout the Ynited States are about equal and that 
the percentage of chickens consumed is in direct proportion to the num­
ber of chickens raised. The second assumption is that per-capita con­
sumption of chickens is about the same in all parts of the United States. 
A third assumption is that the turnover is the same in all sections of the 
country. 

In several divisions of the United States where chickens are raised 
principally for egg production, the predominant breed is likely to be 
the wnite Leghorn. The average meat weight of chickens of this breed 
is about one·third less than that of other breeds such as the Plymouth 
Rock, Rhode Island Red, Wyandotte, and Orpington.' In addition, the 
mortality among Leghorns in large commercial flocks is usually much 
higher than is the case in smaller flocks where chickens are allowed 
greater freedom and activity. A much smaller proportion of Leghorns 
raised is thus likely ultimately to find its way into consumption as meat 
than is true for heavier chicken breeds, most of which are found in 
fairly small flocks. Moreover, the feeding of Leghorns is designed to 
promote the production of eggs and not of meat: Leghorn hens thus are 
likely to make an inferior quality of poultry meat. wnere chickens are 
kept for commercial egg production they are usually held fol' a shorter 
period than they are in smaller farm flocks .. 

Unfortunately, no accurate quantitative data are available on the 
relative importance of different breeds of chickens in the various geo­
graphic divisions of the United States. It is possible, however, to venture 
a few general observations based upon opinions of poultry specialists 
familiar with production conditions in different parts of the United 
States.' 

In the south Atlantic and south central states heavy breeds of chickens 
predominate. In the mountain and Pacific divisions (especially the lat­
ter), the predominant breed is the Leghorn. In the north Atlantic states 
probably more than half of all the chickens raised annually are of the 
heavier breeds, although in some states, particularly New Jersey and 
parts of New York, Leghorns predominate. Until within comparatively 
recent years the bulk of all chickens produced in the east north central 
and west north central states was of the heavier breeds. However, during 
the past few years, with the expansion of commercialized egg production 

"The average weight of LeghOl'D.S is 4th pounda for hens and 6 pounds for eacke. 
In eontraat Wyandotte!! and Rhode Island B-eds average 6% pounds for hens and 8¥,z 
for 006I>:S; Plymouth Rocks, 7% pounds for hens and 9~ pounds tor eoeks; Orping­
tons., 8 pounds for hene and 10 pounde for coeD. (See: Jull, M. A. Poultry husbandry. 
p. 32. McGraw Hill, New York. 1938.) 

• Based upon statements made by W. E. Newlon, Specialist in Agricultural Exten­
mon Service, University of California, and membera ot the Poultry Division, College 
of Agrieultur&, University of California. 
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in these two divisions, the proportion of Leghorns rai ... d haa inere884'd 
materially." 

The above information on the relative importance of Iillht and hpav)' 
breeds has bcpn partially substantiated by the .... por ... of baby chick. 
produced by hatcheries." By dividing the north Atlantic .tal ... into the 
New EnRland and middle Atlantic diviRions, baby-chick production in 
the New England division has run almost exclmively to thl' hl'a\')' brl'l'dR 
(1938-1940), whereas production in the middle Atlantic .tatcM h88 run 
slightly more to the light breeds. Outeide of the middle Atlantic 8tat"", 
the mountain and the Pacific stat.,.. are the only other divi.ions which 
have shown a tendency for production of light-breed baby chicks. 

The data shown in figure 3 indicate that the north A tJanUc clivi .. ion 
was the most important deficit area; in other words, local chicken pro­
duction provided only a small percentage. probably less than hal f. of 
the chickens consumed in that area. Since 1920, however, this division 
has tended to provide a somewhat larger percentage of its conRumption 
ncpds for chickens. The Pacific division is also a dellcit area although 
the deficit position is not nearly so marked as in the north Atlantic 
division. In the south Atlantic, east north central, and mountain .tate!!, 
the percentages of chickens raised and of popUlation were approxi­
mately equal; these divisiollB produced ahout as many chickens DB were 
consumed. More than half the chicken8 produced in the west north 
central division from 1909 to 1934 were surplns to local consumption 
nl'l'ds and therefore available for shipment to the deficit &reaR on the 
Atlantic and Pacific coasts. Small surplmes were alllO available in the 
south central division. 

On the basis of tbe broad generalizations mentioned under the a8-
sumptionslisted on pages 12-15. it is pOSllible to draw the conclusi<m that 
the north eentral states probably produce a somewhat larger percentage 
of the United States supply of poultry meat than the percentage!! of 
chickena raised shown in figure 3 would indicate. On the other hand, 
prohably the mountain and western states produce a considerably 
smaller proportion of the total United States supply of poultry meat 
than t1Ie percentages of all chickens raised in t1Iese two arcaa would 
indicate. The estimates of the per-capita prodnction (in pounds) of 
chickens tend to confirm the above conclnsiona (table 7). 

The north Atlantic and the western states stand out 8R deficit-chicken-
• Some turf,her light win be thrown em thie nbjeet in )aur 8eCtion.-PCbieken. 

Raioed and Eggo Prodoeed per farm in 1934" (p_ 2'-25) and "8i"" of Poultry 
Farms and FJoek." (p.25-31) • 

.. Mimeographed baubery report. i .... ed """,lbl,. by United Rtatel Depart""",! of 
Agrieulture Bureau of Agrieoltural Economies, Washington, D. C. Beginning in ]940 
reports. on batchery operation. were ineluded in "Poultry and Egg Produetiml" 
(mimeographed) iaoned b,. the Uaited Stateo Depart ...... t Agrieoltore MarketiD, 
Service OIl the 15th of eadl month. 
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production areas, whereas the west north central states are those of 
greatest surplus. The east north central and south central states prob­
ably have only a sligbt surplus--if any. The south Atlantic states pro­
duce a smaller total weight of chickens than is indicated hy the percent­
age of cbickens found in this area. This apparent discrepancy has come 
about largely as a result of the development of the commercial-broiler 

TABLE 7 
PEB.-CAl'l"l"A PRODUCTION OJ' CnICKENS IN 'l'RE UNI'l"ED STATES BY GEOGRAPHIC 

DIVISION, 1925-1939 

y .... North ""'" north W..tnorth South South Weet.ern United 
At.lantic _ual """"'" Atlantic _ual Sta ... 

....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ....... ,.,. .... 
If2S ...•.•..•.• 7.' ".1 113.7 16.3 .... 16JI ".7 
J928,., ........ 7.' .... ".1 17.1 .... 17.6 ".7 
1927 ..•.••.•. ". ,.> .... .... 18.4 ".7 18.' .. .. 
1928 .... ...... 7.' .... .... l6.S .... 17.1 .. .. 
1921i1 ••••••••••• •. > ".7 .... 16.5 .... 18.S ... 
1930 ........... ••• .. .. n.t 1B.7 . ... IIUJ .... 
113.1 ........... '.1 .... . ... 16.4 .... 16JI lU.! 
liS2 ........... U .... . ... 18.3 .... 13.S 23.7 
1_ ........... ••• .. .. ".1 IlLS .... 14,j .. .. 
1934 ........... 7 .• 21.9 .... 16.1 21.6 12.8 l~d} 

1935 .•••••....• S.7 .... .... 17.5 21.' 13.6 20' 
1936 ••.•••... __ 10.1 26.0 .... 20.1 .... 16.1 .... 
J937 ••• _ •.•... _ 8.7 21.2 .... 17.7 21 .• 13.ft il.l 
1998 ........... 10.0 ... .. .. 18.2 21.3 11.& 21.1 
19811.., _ ....... 10.3 .... .... 19.7 .. .. 14.9 ".7 

SoIll'(8 of data: 
1.25-1N8= United Stat. Department of Agriculture Bureau of AFicultural Eoonomias. Farm 

production and diAposition. chickens and eQ!. 1926-11137. p. 16. December. 1935. {14imBO.) 
1931: United Statee Departmtmt of Agrieultum Bureau of Agricultural Economica. ~ ~ 

duction and d~tion. chiekenB and ene. 1937-1938. p. 18. March. Wit (Mimeo.} 
1938-1~: United Statel Department of Agriculture Agricultural Marketing Senioe. Farm pro-. 

duction and inoome. chiakens and eap. li13S-1i3i1. p.3O. Hay. 19fO. (Himen.) 

industry in Maryland, Delaware, and Virginia (south Atlantic divi­
sion). It is higblyprohable that this area has a deficit as figure 3 and the 
above data wonld indicate. 

Data released by the United States Department of Agriculture, Agri­
cultural Marketing Service" indicate that the average weight of chickens 
sold in 1939 was 3.88 pounds. The average weights of hirds sold in the 
various geographic divisions iu 1939 were estimated to have been: 
Geocraphic dbialon Pounu per bird. 

East north eentral~ .••• ~ .. ~ ..... ~ ..• _ .... _ .....•......•...•.. 4.28 
Weatnol'th central .••...•.......•........... ' ................ 4.14: 
North Atlantic ............... : ................•....•..•.... 4.08 
South oentral ...•.......... , ............................. < .B.53 
South Atlantic ....•...•.....•. " ...............•......•..•. 3.23 
Western. ....••..•.•...•.... , ......•......................... 3.20 

11 Data from: United States Department ot Agriculture Agricultural Marketing 
Sen>iee. Farm production and ineome, e.hiekens and eggs] 1938-1939~ p. 20. May] 
1940. (Mimeo.) . 
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Table 7 brings out rather clearly that geographically the largetlt pro­
duction of poultry lies in the surplus-leed-producing divisions and this 
again emphasizes the relation between feed and the poultry Industry. 
There is a very great difference between the Middle West, the Paei80 
Coast, and the areas adjacent to the great cities of tbe Atlantic seahoard 
in the extent to which feed is bought or produced by the farmer raiaing 
chickens. The producer of chickens in the Pacific and north Atlantic 
coast divisions buys large quantities of feed for bia poultry. The farmer 
in the west north central states prohably buys very little feed for poul. 
try. Production of poultry in the latter division is a mechanism for the 
marketing of feed crops. as is beef and pork production. 

Climate is also involved. In almost all places where poultry is kept on 
any considerable scale, egg production and egg prices are important. 
Since eggs are customarily held by the farmer and ofteu also by the 
huckster for some days before they are delivered to the packing plant, 
the weather is important. In warm weather eggs deteriorata and, even if 
they do not go bad, they do not stand up well in storage. Lower prices are 
paid for eggs from the southern section of the country, and such eggs are 
not by choice put into storage. This gives the cooler parts of the country, 
the west north central and the east north central atates, a very great ad­
vantage in egg production. And this. together with the availability of 
corn and other feeds, ill one of the reasons responsible for the concentra­
tion of large numbers of fowl in these sections. 

Per-Capita Consumption of Chicke1l8.-The data on the relative levels 
of per-eapita consumption in the various geographic divisions of the 
United States are even more meager and unsatisfactory. There is ap­
parently Bome agreement on general trends in the United States. Be­
tween 1910 and 1919 there was probably a decline in the per-capita 
consumption of all poultry." With greater urban prORperity after the 
World War, cODSumption of all poultry probably increased. Between the 
late twenties and the late thirties there was probably a decline in per­
capita consumption of all poultry which probably was more pronounced 
in urban than in rural areas. Studies recently made indicate clearly that 
families with higher food budgets spend more for poultry than thO!le 
with lower food budgets. 

Data released by the United States Department of Agriculture Bu­
reau of Agricultural Economies'" support the above atatement relative 

.. Montgomery, E. G., and C. H. Kardell. Appa .... t per·aplta .",u .. unptlon at 
principal toodotnll'o in the United State.. U. S. Dept. Com. Bur. Foreign ... 4 »om. 
Com., Dom. Com. Ser. 38:38.1930. 

The National &osour_ Board. AgrieultnnU land requlnment. ana __ Be­
port on Land Plalllling. Part 8 :5. 1935. 

,. Slieheling, Haul K., and Bother F. Pbipard.. Diet. of tamiU .. of employed 
wage ..."era and el_rieal worUro in eili_ .. U. S. Dept. 111" Cir. 60'1:1-141. 1939. 
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to a shrinking of per-capita chicken oonsumption in the thirties (through 
1938)_ Chicken oonsumption in pounds per capita for the United States 
from 1925 through 1939 has been estimated as :" 

Poundl 
Year p$l'u,plta 

Pounds 
Year pur c&pica 

1925 ..................... 22.1 1933 ••..•••.•••••••.•..•. 23.2 
1926 ..................... 22.6 1934 ..................... 21.3 
1927 ..................... 24.0 1935 .................... ,20.6 
1928 ..................... 23.0 1936 ..................... 21.9 
1929 ..................... 22.6 1937 ....•••.••....••••.•• 21.2 
1930 .••..•.••..••.•.••••• 24.5 1938 ..................... 20.2 
1931 ..................... 22.l1 1939 ..................... 22.1 
1932 ..................... 22.5 

Additional light can be focused on regional chicken consumption by 
data obtained in a cost-of-living survey made in 1918-19 by the United 
States Department of Labor Bureau of Labor Statistics, in collaboration 
~th the National War Labor Board (table 8). This survey covered white 

TABLES 
A:vDAoi' ANNUAL PU-CAPITA CoNSUMPTION OJ' POULTRY IN INDUSTKIAL 

CoTus BY GEOGBAPIDC DIVI$IOllS, 1918-1919 

North Atlantic .••••...• _ .• _ •.•.•.••..• _, 
South Atlantic .......................••. 
North centraL •.•... > ................... . 

SOUl.heentraL .......... , •.. , ., ..... , •.•• 
w..tern ................................ . 

Uoited satae a'V1ltfl&t ............ , •••• _ •• 

Sou ... of da.ta. 

Ponnda per capita 

Chiokena Other poultry 

.... .... .... . ... . ... 
4.7& 

.... 
0.51 .... 
0." 
1. .. . ... 

Peroantora~ 
for Unitad Sf.&tQa. 

Chiekena Otherpoultl'y 

lOO .. 
'" .. 
" .. 
•• ,. .. '65 

100 I .. 

United Sta_ Dtpartment of Acriculture. Apioulture Yea.rbook 1_: 1lJO. 1925. 

families of wage earners or salaried workers in 92 cities or localities in 
42 states, the cities varying in size from New York to small country 
towns of a few thousand population. No attempt was made in this survey 
to collect data on consumption of farm families nor of Negro families in 
cities. 

"Data for 1925-1936 iTom: United States Department ot Agriculture Bureau of 
Agricultural Economiea. Farm production and dispo.sition, chickens and eggs, 1925-
1931. p. 16. December, 1938. (Mime •• ) 

Data for 1937-1938 from: United States Department of Agriculture Bureau of 
Agricultul'al EconomiC!. Farm production and disposition, ebickas and eggt, 1931-
1938. P. IS. March, 1939. (Mimeo.) 

Data for 1939 from: United Stat .. Department of Agrieulture Agricultural Mar­
keting Servioe. Farm production and income. chickens and eggs, 193~1939. p. 20. 
May, 1940. (Mime •• ) . 
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Because the level of per-eapita consnmption of chic'kt'1lII would vary 
annually aceording to changes in population and the total volume of 
chicken meat marketed, the relative rather than the absolute Ipvel. of 
cODliumption in the dill'erent divisions would have more aiJ{nifieance. 
The survey showed that the per-capita eonsumption in the western 
states was only about 85 per cent of the average for the United Stat .... 
as a whole, whereas that in the south Atlantic states was 22 per cpnt 
higher than the United States average. 

It is impossible to tell whether and to what extent the ab..,lute ami 
relative levels of per-capita eorummption of chicken meat in the varion. 
geographic divisions would have been modified if the KUrv"y had covered 
rural as well as urban families. Even if these data can be rt'gardt'd 88 a 
fairly accurate portrayal of the relative levels of per-capita collllump­
tion of both rural and urbau families in 1918-19, a still further difficulty 
arises. No data are available to indicate whether the same relative lev .. l. 
of per-capita consumption by divisions have been maintained or to what 
extent the relative per-capita consumption of chicken mpat in the dif­
ferent divisions has been changed. 

Poultry dealers and poultry specialists interviewed during the cont"lll! 
of this study stated that it was their belief that per-capita consumption 
of chickens is highest in the southern states and lowe>lt in the Pacific 
states. None of the persons interviewed, however, would venture an 
estimate as to just how large the dill'erences were. 

Assuming that the data eollected in the 1918-19 survey were fairly 
representative of the relative levels of rural and urban consumption in 
the different geographic divisions and that the relative levels have not 
been greatly modified since that time, the percentage of all chicken meat 
consumed in the south Atlantic states is a somewhat larger percentage 
of the total United States consumption of chickens than the percentages 
of population in figure 3 would indicate. On the other hand, the per_ 
centage of population in the western states would tend to overstate the 
percentage of all chicken meat consumed in this region. In spite of thill, 
however, the ratio between percentages of all chickens raiKed and of 
population probably underemphasizes the deficit position of the western 
states. In other words, the percentage of chickens raised overKtatea the 
proportion of all chicken meat produced more than the percentage of 
population overstates the proportion of all chicken meat consumed. 

A more recent survey of the diets of familit'S of employed wage earn­
ers and clerical workers in different cities offers additional information 
on poultry consumption in different division ... " The e>ltimated annual 

15 Stiebeling, Hazel K., and Esther F. Pbipard. Die ... of famine! of employed wage 
earner. and e1erical workers ill eitieo. U. 8. Dept. All'. Cir.Ii07:124. 111311. 
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per-capita poultry consumption reported for the above classe, of work­
ers by divisioll and ~-olor of family in 1934--1936 was: 

North Atlnntie eitie~ 843 white families~ 16.1 pounds 
East BOUth (lentral eitiea, 282 white families, 11.2 pounds 
Pacific citi.es, 441 white families, 10.4 pounds 
Soutllern cities, 222 Negro families, 12.6 pounds. 

These data partially confirm the data obtained in the 1918-19 survey 
of the Department of Labor. Poultry consumption apparently is high 
in the north Atlantic cities and relatively low in the cities of the Pacific 
Coast. The data from the southern states indicate that poultry consump­
tion in the cities of that division is higher than in the Pacific Coast cities. 
It is highly probable that in the rural areas of the southern states per­
capita consumption is higher than in rural areas of the West. The latter 
area with its more intensive speeialization has a smaller percentage Gf 
farms with chickens. 

Imports ana; Exports of Poultry and Eggs.-The foreign trade in 
poultry plays a minor rGle. Exports of both live and dressed pDultry 
from 1923 to 1929 never totaled 6 million pounds and since the latter 
year they have generally averaged less than half this amount. ImpGrts 
of poultry for consumption have likewise drGpped. Between 8 and 9 mil­
lion pounds were imported in 1926 and in most recent years the total 
has heen under a million pounds. 

Inasmuch as poultry meat is to a considerable extent a by-proouet of 
egg production, it should follow that anything which tends to lower the 
price of eggs, such as imports, might tend to raise the relative price of the 
by-product, meat. A few years prior to the beginning of the World War 
(1910-1913) imports of egg prooucts, for example dried or frozen eggs 
and yolks, began to appear on the American market. A peak in these 
imports was reached in the twenties. In the five years ending in 1929 
the equivalent of approximately 47,000,000 dozens of eggs were im­
pGrted annually into the United States. Higher tariffs, disturbances such 
as in the Far East, reduced the annual imports to less than the equiva­
lent of 19,000,000 dozen in the similar period ending in 1938. 

Domestic exports of egg products have never heen of any considerable 
RmGunt. Imports of shell eggs, while not equaling the total imports ·of 
all types of eggs (in fresh-egg equivalents) were almost half as large 
frGm 1925 through 1929. An annual average of not over 25,000,000 doz­
ens of eggs (in egg equivalents) in eXPGrts in the five years ending in 
1929 dropped to less thim 3,000,000 in the similar period ending in 1938. 

While the imports of egg prooucts have not been large in the few years 
ending in 1938, they were not inconsiderable in the decade of the twen­
ties. In·two of the years, 1920 and 1925, the imports (in egg equivalents) 
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were slightly less than half of the total egg production of California in 
1934. While theae eggs may not he (loming in now (1940) because of th .. 
disturbances in the Orient or became of tariJf barriPl·", tb.,,- hav .. rome 
in, in the past and may come in again in the future. 

LOCATION AND ClBABAOTElWITIOB O!'-oBIOlDlN PBODUOTION IX 'l'B:B 
lml'lED HATEB 

Number of Far_ Reporting Cltickens.-Aecording to the 1935 Cenaua 
of Agriculture 85.6 per cent of all farms in the United Statea reported 
having chickens on hand on January 1, 1935 (table 31). The proportion 

.. 

EACH DOT REPRESENTS 
~ CHICKEN' AAtSED 

Fig. 4.-Loeation of chlekeD product! ..... United 8tateo, 1934. 
Data tnna table 81~ 

of all fanna reporting chickens, however, varied considerably by ge0-

graphic divisiona and by statee. In the north central,BOuth Atlantic, and 
south central statea over 87.0 per cent of all farms are shown to have 
had chickens, in contrast with only 68.9 per cent of the farms in the 
Pacific division. In six states-Indians, Illinoia, Michigan, Iowa, Mia­
souri, and Nebraska (all in the north central division)-over 90.0 per 
cent of the farms reported having chickens. On the other hand, leaa than 
65.0 per cent of the farms in four statea, Massachusetts, Conneeticut, 
Arizona, and California, had ehickens on January 1, 1935. 

The number of farms in the United Statea reporting chickens on fanna 
amounted to 5,833,079 as compared with 5,212,762 farms reporting IIIJ 

having raised chickena in 1934 and 5,579,199 reporting as haiing pro-
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ducedeggs. These data indicate that large numbers of farms do not 
raise their own chickens, but purchase grown chickens. This is particu­
larly true of the Pacific states, whe>;e the number of farms reporting 
chickens raised in 1934 was only 72.1 per cent of the number reporting 
chickens on farms on January 1, 1935. The corresponding figure for the 
United States as a whole was 89.4 per cent. 

Location of Chicken ~roif:uctwn in tke United Sfates.-AB was stated 
previously (p. 8) the chicken industry of the United States is eon­
centrated largely in the east north central, west north central, and south 

TABLE 9 
TEN L&&DINa STA'l"ES IN CmCDNS RI..IsED AN» EGG PBoDUC'l'lON IN 1934 

s .. te 

Iowa............. . ... 
Illinois .. _ ............... . 
M_uri .... , ............ . 
Obio ..... -............... . 
Kan.aa ...... , .... ", ..... . 
.......................... 
India.oa. "'. .. . ........ . 
Nebraeka ...... ..... , ... .. 
MinDeeota ..... .......... . 

'Pennaylqnia . ... _ ... ,., . 

SoUI'08 of data: 
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fA.......", 
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".004 
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of United 
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MiaJouri ...... .......... , . 
Callfomia ....... _. _ .... . 
Petuuylvania ........... _ 
Illinois .......... ......... . 
Taxaa ... ................. . 
Minneeota ...... ......... . 
Newyork ............... . 
Waeonain ................ . 

Eu production 

n ..... 

......... 
141.m 
120,916 
113,_ 
t17.m 
lU,211 
log,ift 
108,786 
102,576 
97,161 
03,19& 

Percent 
01 United 
... teo 

... "'" ••• ••• 5.' ... 
••• 5.1 

••• '.7 ... 
••• 

United State. Department of CDmmeroe Bu,..u of the Census. Cenaua 'Of ~Ilultun,. l~. 
Vol. J: XXX-XXXlU. lila&. 

central divisions, which together accounted for about 68.6 per cent of all . 
chickens raised in 1934 (table 31 and fig. 4). These three divisions to­
gether, however, had only 49.1 per cent of the human population. The 
north Atlantic and south Atlantic divisions together, with 41.5 per cent 
of the population, raised ouly 23.5 per cent of the chickens. Similarly, 
the western states with 9.4 per cent of the population raised only 7.9 per 
cent of the chickens. 

The first ten states in order of importance as regards chickens raised 
and eggs produced in 1934 are shown in table 9. With the exception of 
Tox .... and Pennsylvania, all ten largest chicken-produeing states are in 
the north een tral division. These ten states together accounted for nearly 
50 per cent of all chickens raised in 1934. The order with regard to egg 
production was somewhat different. California, New York, and Wiseon­
ain, which did not figure among the ten largest chicken-producing states 
ranked four, nine, and ten respectively as regards egg production. The 



24 UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA-ExPERIMENT STATION 

t"n I~a.ling l'l1g·prodnt'ing .. tah ... aeronn!..,} fllr 52 Iwr l'{'nt. or "II 1'1!'!fM 

r1'O<In .. <'<I ill thp. IInitt'.1 Hlal .... in W:l-l. 
The nnmht'r ur chick .. nR rai .... " rur th .. I J lIih',) :-II aII'M aM R whull!' in I !J:l4 

averaged 4.7 per capita. The variation by geographic divisions is oon· 
siderable, ranging from 1.9 chickens per capita in the north Atlantic 
division to 12.4 in the west north central states. In the Pacillc diviAion 
the average was 3.6 chickens per capita, or abopt 25 pl'r cent below the 
average for the country as a whole. On a state basis the variation is even 

. LEGEND 

0 ·3 0 
3.1 .e !ZI 
e.1 •• e 
0.1 & OVER. III 

Fig. 5.-<Jhiekellll raiaeil per capita, United lltat .. , 1934. 
De ... from table 81. 

more marked, ranging from 0.9 chickens raiNed per carita in Rhode 
Island to 1B.l in Nebraska, and 24.4 in Delaware (fig. 5).ln California 
only 3.2 chickens per capita were raised. 

Ch.ickens Raised and Eggs Produced per Farm in 1934.-The average 
number of chickens raised per farm reporting chicken. in the United 
States in 1934 was 115, ranging from 65 in the south central and 79 in 
the south Atlantic divisions to 192 in the north Atlantie and 200 in the 
Pacific divisions (table 31 and fig. 6). In only seven states-New Hamp­
shire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New Jersey (in the 
north Atlantic division), Delaware (in the south Atlantic division) and 
California (in the Pacific division)-did the number raised per farm 
exceed 250. In three states in the south central division the number of 
chickens per farm averaged less than 50. 

For the United States as a whole the average number of egg!! produced 
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per farm in 1934 was 387 dozen, ranging from 173 dozen in the south 
central division to 1,045 dozen in the Pacific division (table 31). The 
smallest number of eggs produced per farm, 88 dozen, was in South Caro­
lina aud the largest number, 1,718 dozen, in New Jersey, California com­
ing second with 1,370 dozen (fig. 7). 

Size of POltltry Farms and Flocks.-Some further light on the charac­
teristics of poultry production in the United States is obteined from a 
study of census data on types of farms producing chickens and size of 

o ·15 
18· "0 
Ut~ 225 

Z2e--3CO 

301. OVER. 

Fig. 5.-Average number of ehiekens raised per farml United States, 1934. 
Data from tAble 81 

flocks. In the 1935 Census of Agriculture, data were obteined on the size 
of poultry flocks on farIns. Tables 10, 32, and 33 clearly point to the 
marked differences in poultry production in different sections of the 
United States. In 1935 there were only 11,172 farms with flocks of over 
1,000 chickens and 8,343 of these, or almost 75 per cent were in either 
the Pacific or north Atlantic divisions (table 32). Flocks in all of the 
other divisions were comparatively small. The larger flocks declined ill 
the Pacific division Between 1930 and 1935 while they increased ma­
terially in the north Atlantic division. 

Table 10 brings out even more clearly than table 32 the contrasts be­
tween the chicken industry of the Pacific Coast and other sections of the 
country. In the Untied States over 87 per cent of the chickens in 1935 
were in farm flocks of less than 400 birds (table 10). The corresponding 
percentages wer .. 94, 63, and 43 for the west north central, north At-
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lantic, and Pacific states, respectively. Flocks of over 1,000 chickens 
accounted for only 5 per cent of all the chickens on farms in the country 
as a whole. In the commercial sections--the Pacific and north Atlantic 
states-the percentages were 35 and 16, respectively, while in the west 
north central states the percentage was approximately 0.5. 

Apparently there is a greater specialization in egg than in chicken 
production. While ahout 5 per cent of the chickens raised in the Unlted 
States in 1934 come from fiocks of over 1,000 chickens (tahle 33) eggs 

Fig. 7.-Eggs produoed per farm (in do ..... ), United Stat.., 1934. 
Data from table 31~ 

produced from the large fiocb amount to almost 8 per cent of the total 
for the country (table 34). In tpe Pacific Coast states the larger fiocks 
accounted for almost 38 per cent of the egg production and ahout 34 
per cent of the chickens raised. 

The 1930 Census classified farms by types. Poultry farms were those 
on which over 40 per cent of the farm income was derived from chickens 
and eggs. Only 163,751 or about 3.0 per cent of the 5,372,597 farms re­
porting chickens on haud on April I, 1930, were classified as poultry 
farms (table 11). In the Pacific division, 14.6 per cent of all farms with 
chickens were classified as poultry farms; in the north Atlantic division, 
8.9 per cent, and in the south central division, only 0.8 per cent. The 
poultry farms, however, had 14.7 per cent of all chickens on farms in the 
United States; in the Pacific division, 67.1 per cent; in the north At-
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lalltic division, 33.7 per eent; and ill the south cent.ral division, only 
4.4 per cent. 

The average-sized poultry farm in the United States had 339 chickens 
on hand on April 1, 1930, the range being from 683 ehiekens in the Pa­
cific division to 0111y 214 and 218 chickens per farm in the west north 
central and east north central divisions, respectively. Average chicken 
numhers on hand on other than poultry farms for the United States as a 
Whole was 62, ranging from only 32 in the south Atlantic states to 112 
in the west north central states. The average for the mountain and Pa­
cific divisions was 57 each. 

The 1930 Census subdivided poultry farms on the basis of area (fig. 8). 
In the Pacific division 69 per cent of the poultry farms were less than 20 
acres in size, about 86.5 per cent less than 50 acres. In the mountain di­
vision nearly 53 per cent of the poultry farms were less than 20 acres 
and about 70 per cent less than 50 acres. In the other divisions the ma­
jority of poultry farms were in excess of 20 acres. In the north Atlantic 
states, 57.2 per cent of the poultry farms were between 20 and 174 acres 
and ouly ?8.8 per cent less than 20 acres. In the east north central di­
vision, 75.5 per cent of the poultry farms were over 20 acres in size; in 
the west north central division, 76.3 per cent; in the south Atlantic divi­
sion, 69.5 per cent; and in the south central division, 74.9 per cent. In 
all the divisions a small number of farms classified as poultry farms ex­
ceeded 175 acres in size. 

It is probable that the preponderance of the poultry farms of less than 
20 acres and a considerable number of the farms, 20 to 49 acres in size, 
were specialized farms, devoted primarily to commercial egg production. 
On such farms the Leghorn breed of chiekens would predominate. On the 
other hand, ponltry fanns in excess of 50 acres would very likely be more 
diversified; poultry raising, while the most important single activity, 
would provide only one of several sources of farm income. A considerable 
proportion of the chicken flocks on tbe larger farms would be composed 
of other than Leghorn breeds. On "otber" farms (farms on which less 
than 40 per cent of the income is from poultry) heavier breeds would 
tend to predominate and chicken production would largely be a side-line 
enterprise. While it is probable that a not inconsiderable proportion of 
"other" farms in the north Atlantic, mountain, and Pacific divisions 
would raise Leghorn chickens, it is just as likely that the large majority 
of flocks on "other" farms in the east north central, west nortb central, 
south Atlantic, and south central divisions (which together had about 
86 per cent of all cbiekens on "other" farms) are composed principallY 
of the heavier breeds of cbickens. 

These data 011 types of farms and size of farms thus indirectly throw 
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some light on the relative importance of LPghorns on'fartllll in the dif­
ferent geographic divisions. In the mountain and Pacific divisions, whel'l' 
most of the poultry farms are &m&lJ in size but with large flocks, the Leg­
horn is the predominant breed of chick .. n, In the nortb Atlantic diviBion, 
especially in some states where commercial egg production is important, 
a considerable proportion of the chickens is al80 of the Leghorn breed_ 
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In the other four divisions, however, Leghorns are very likely to compose 
only a small part of the chickens raised." 

Ckick .... Consumed on Farms or Sold.-Not all chickens raised each 
year are ccnsumed as meat the same year. A large proportion of the hens 
is carried over into subsequent years for egg production and replaces 
hens carried over from previous years. A certain proportion of the lat­
ter, however, dies before ready to be sold as meat. The United Stetes De­
partment of Agriculture Bureau of Agricultural Economics estimates 
the mortality of mature birds on f&rms at the beginning of each year to 

TABLE 12 
CmCUNB RAISED, CONSUMED ON F.6lUd:B, 0& SOLD IN 1938 
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and diapoaition, chicken and eua.19S'1-10a&.18 p. Much. 1939. (Himoo.) 

be at least 12 per cent. For recent years this figure should probably be 
somewhat higber-especially in the ccmmercial egg-producing sections 
of the country. The Bureau has prepared for aeveral years, in addition 
to its annual estimates of chickens on hand and chickens raised, an esti­
mate on chickens produced (table 12). The latter estimate is obtained 
by deducting from the estimate of chickens raised each year the esti­
mated death losses (12 per cent), of the mature chickens estimated to 
be on hand at the beginning of each year. 

A ccnsiderable proportion of chickens produced annually does not 
enter into commercial channels for poultry meat, but is ccnsumed on 
f&rms. According to estinJates of the Bureau of Agricultural Eccnomics, 
620,626,000 chickens were ccnsumed on farms or sold in 1938 (table 12). 
Of this number 240,128,000, or 38.7 per cent were consumed on farms. 
The proportion of chickens sold to all chickens varied considerably in 
the different geographic divisions. In the north Atlantic division over 

II TheN are indieationst however, that eommercialized egg productiou (from Leg­
horns) haa inerea.sed collSiderably since 1930 in the eaat north central and weat north 
~tral divisions. 
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8:l I' .. r prllt of the chi"k""8 (<'ollsum"d 00 furnis or sold) W"rI' 0 .. 1,1. III 
the 1'IIdfi"stul .. s the I"'r"<'nl,,1«' WllI! o.,."r 76. In ('"liforniath .. "" .. -rill. 
age w .... 82.7, approximating that fur the north Atlalltic divi.inn.In the 
east north central and Wellt north ceutraI divisions about 65 pt'r cent was 
sold; in the mountuin division, about 60 per cent. In the south Atlantic 
division approximately one half were consumed on farms and the other 
half sold. In the south central division larger numbers of chicken. were 
consumed on farms than were sold. Salea of chickeus amounted to only 
about 45 per cent (for the two divisions) of all chicken. consumed on 
farms or sold. A not inconsiderable proportion of the chicken. sold ia 
probably consumed in the states in which they are produced. 

These datu are significant in that they indicate that While considerahle 
numbers of chickens are produced in the tIOuthein atutes, only a amaH 
aggregate quantity is availahle for shipment to the large conKuming 
markets of the East and West. 

TREND AND LOCATION OF CmCEEN PRODtI'CTION Df CALIPORNIA 

Dsvelopment.-Between 1890 and 1930 chicken numbera on Californis 
farms increased nearly five times (table 13). In the earlier year Cali· 
fOl:Ilia had 3,504,000 chickens, or only about 1.4 per cent of all cbicken. 
on farms in the United Stutes; in 1930 about 4.6 per cent of the total 
and approximately two thirds (64.9 per cent) of those in the Paciflc 
division. In 1935, however, numbers on California faMIIJI bad declined 
to 14,043,000 as compared with 17,467,000 in 1930. The decline for the 
entire United States between 1930 and 1935 was 7,275,000,10 tbat nearly 
50 per cent of the United States decrease was accounted for by the de· 
cline in California. 

In 1890 the south coast, Sacramento Valley, San Joaquin Valley, and 
southern Califol:Ilis sections each had approximately one fifth (20 per 
cent) of the chickens in the state; jnst under 16 per cent were in the 
north coast section. In 1920, however, the north coast had about one 
third (33.6 per cent) and southern California about one fourth (25.8 
per cent). The other four sections had declined in relative importance, 
the decline being greatest in the northern and eastern mountain and 
Sacramento Valley sections. Since 1920 another important ahift has 
tuken place in the relative importanee of the sections. In 1935 aouthern 
California had 30.1 per cent of all chickens in the &tate 88 compared 
with only 25.8 per cent in 1920 ; the proportion in the nortb coast region 
had declined from one third (33.6 per cent) to one fourth (25.2 per cent)':" 
The south coast, Sacramento Valley, and San Joaquin Valley had in. 
creased in relative importance, while the nortbern and eastern mountain 
seetion retained the same relative position. 



If ..... btT of PtnllIry Farm.s.-The total Dumber of aU types of farms 
ill Califon,ia incl't'lIsed (rom 136.409 in 1!r25 to 150,:160 in 19:J.'i (table 
U). In 19"25, however, only 88,.61 farms, or 65.1 per ""01 of alI farms in 
the state reported chickeos 00 farms. While the Dumber of farms report.. 

• ing chickens bad increased to 9"...,774 in 1935, the pereeotage bad declined 

TABLE 13 
NnlBEa .L'IlD Pi:acE:NTAGE DlsTuB1i'TlO!I' or C'BJcxJtNs CJlIf F.tJDIS .&KD G~ 

DIs'r!mltmol<, C~ 11180-1935 
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iii 
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• • UI 
II.' 
I'.; 
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to 61.7. The avera" .... number of chickens per farm reporting chickens 
was 144 in 1925 and 201 in 1930. In 1935, ho ...... -er, the average per farm 
had declined aoout one fourth to 151. 

There are marl<ed variations in the percentage of farms with ehlekens 
and the number of chickeos per farm in the various seetions of the state, 
an indication of the extent of specialization in California agriculture. 
In 1935 only three seeUomt-llOrth coast, San Joaquin Valley, and 
northern and eastern mOIlDtain-had more thao 70 per <ent of the farms 
reporting chickens. Southern California showed only 4;.2 per ""nt of 
farms with chickens. In all the Sl'Ctioos except the San Joaquin Vall .. ,., 
whicb showed an increase, the proportion of farms reporting chickens 



ReciQIl of at.a ... 

Norlh oout.., ., ....... " ... 
8outb~t. •... ,.", ....... 
Sacnmqto v.ney .• , " .. 
San Ja.quin Vall.y ...•.... 
Sou\hetQ ColUIlitIUa., .••• ' 
Northern ud .. t..,. 

mountain ......... " . 

s .... IOtaI. """"".,, 

TABLE 14 
TOTAL FA.RKS, NUMaD.urn P:U:C&NTAO. or FARMS RJ;PORTING CRICK.HS, AND 

CUICKlINB PEB FAR", CALII'ORNlA, 1925,1930, AND 1935 

Total lonna I'armIi repott.iol' 
chiekena 

Pert:!lDnt.,. of fanne 
nportina c.hiclutoa 

1011/1 1030 lV1111 1 ... III!O lV1111 I ... 1030 'VIllI .. ""- •• oo.\ono ......... ....... . ...... ....... ... -...- ... -It. lUI 14.187 15.000 1I.ulI to.M11 10,714 718 7" 7' , 
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... tlIlI 110,710 22.m • f. a.56 14,:1S • 11.134: IIU .. I IU 
to .... IV .... ".500 t7,IUIIi 17,088 ".VIIII 88. IV , 721 
17,871 111,863 to,1I04 11), .31 1., '10 21.788 $" ... 411 
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had declined since 1925. The number of chickens per farm in 1935 (fig. 
10) varied from 330 in the north coast section and 194 in southern Cali~ 
fornia to 90 in the San Joaquin Valley and 58 in the northern and eastern 
mountain sections. In all sections, again excluding the San Joaquin 
Valley, chicken numbers per farm decreased between 1930 and 1935. 
The San Joaquin Valley thus showed an increase both in the number 
of farms and in the number of ehiekens on farms. 

Fig. 9.--Cbiekens raised in California, 1934-
Data from table 8&. 

Location of Chicken Productwn in Califomia.-The chicken industry 
in California is highly coneentrated in a few coUnties surrounding San 
Francisco Bay and in the coastal 'regions of southeril California. Produc­
tion throughout the Sacramento and San Joaquin valleys together, while 
important in the aggregate, is widely scattered. In 1934 five eounties, 
surrounding or elase to San Franeisco Bay-Sonoma, Marin, Alameda, 
Santa Clara, and Santa Cr_raised nearly 33 per cent of al\ chlckens 
in California (table 35 and fig. 9). Four counties in southern Californ'iii! 
-Los Angeles, San Bernardino, Riverside, and San Diego--"raised"an~' 
other 27 per cent. Thus nine of the fifty~ight counties in the state'rhlsed 
abDut 60 per eent of all the ehickens in the state. Sonoma County alone 
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raised just over olle fifth (21.7 pt'r .... nl) allli IJOS AIlIt~I .... l·lInnly all­
other 15.3 per cellt. In other WON .... t.h ..... two eOullti .... rHi.~ .. ,wer !lilt' 
third of all chickens in California in 1934. 

The number raised per farm vari .... CIlnMiderably in the differ .. nt coun­
ties (tahle 35). In the mountain countiPB 01 the northern and eutern 
parts and ill the desert areas in the eMtern and southern parta of the 
state less tban 100 chickens were raiMed per farm in 19:14 (fig. 10). MOlit 

LEGEND .. LESS THAN "' D 
100 .. 19. IZlI 
200- 2g9 m 
300-499 -l!OC)-8W -eooaOV[R -

Fig. lO.-Number of ehi.kenB per farm, California, 19M. 
Data from table 36. 

of the Sacramento and San Joaquin Valley counties sbowed an average 
of between 100 and 200 cbickens raised per farm. Nearly all tbe counties 
having an average of over 200 raised per farm were located along tbe 
CIlRSt from SonOma County south. Marin and Sonoma counties each 
raised an average of over 1,000 chickens per farm. 

Further light on tbis aspect of tbe chicken industry in California is 
afforded by census data on size of farm flocks of ebicketlll and size of 
poultry farms. The 1935 Census of Agriculture shows tbat tbere were 
70,762 farms, or 76.3 per cent of all farms in the state reporting chickens 
on farms, tbat had flocks of less than 100 cbickens (table 15}.llowever, 
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these 70,762 farms had only 15.6 per cent of all the farm chickens. On 
the other hand, the 3,219 farms with flocks of over 1,000 chickens, com­
prising only 3.5 per cent of all the farms in the state reporting chickens, 
had 45.5 per cent of all the chickens on farms. 

There was a distinct decrease in the number of large flocks between 
1930 and 1935. The number of farms with flocks in excess of 400 de­
creased from 10,869 in 1930 to 8,475 in 1935. On the other hand, the 
.umber of farms with flocks of less than 100 increased from 61,116 in 

TABLE 15 
SIZE OF FARM FLOCKS 01' CHICKENS IN CALIFORNIA, 1930 AND 1935 

F"""" Chicken. 
Pro_ 

P:on .-.-tin!:., on farms orr"""" of iekens 
SiHof 800k: chiekena on me (3. months old and over) 

re_ 
on farms 

'\130 ID35 • 930 .... . .,. .... .930 .... 
AU ..... ft ...... A ....... ft ...... 

"... "'" ........ ........ _ ..... 
Under 30 .. ,. ,. .... 47,3"9 65,768 1,1:86.V8'9- 1.2M,981 ".1 ".1 ••• • •• .... 99 .• _ ..•.. l!.767 16.O<K 852.748 910A6S 16.3 IB.2 ••• 6.' 

lOO- 109 ... , .••• 7,278 8,101 ....... 9112.tlO8 ••• 8.7 '.J 7.1 .... ... ....... 5,176 . .... 1,38&,'479" 1,3111,10t ••• • •• 7.8 .liLt ..... tHIlI ........ ..... 3,610 2.083,518 1.781,182 • •• U 1I.t 12.7 
700- 099 ••..•... ..... 1,616 1.800,324 1,291.331 '.7 1.8 10.' ••• 1. 00()..2, t99 ... .-.- ..... 2.627 6.087.933 3.666.83Q - .fi.t 2.' .... S5.l 

2.500andover .•.. ... &D • 4.242.866 2.718.n4 1.1 0.' .... 19.i 
-- -- -- -- -- --
8.fi.t37 92.774 17.W,2M lU143.003 100.0 100.0. 100.0 100.0 

Souree of data: 
United States Department of Commeroe Bureau of the CenSU!!. Chiek9ne and qp by aile of 

Book. p. ""10. Jfl3fl. 

1930 to 70,762 in 1935. An increase was also shown in the number of 
farms having flocks of 100 to 199 and 200 to 399. 

Only 15,421, or 18.3 per cent of all the farms in the state reporting 
chickens on hand in 1930 were classified as ponltry farms (table 16). The 
proportion of poultry farms to all farms reporting cbickens in the dif­
ferent regions of the state (calculated from table 16) were: 

~gion of state Pel' cent Region of .tate Per cent 
Southern California. ........•••• 8S.1 Sacramento Valley ••••••••••••• 12.9-
North eoast •••.••••..•••.•••••• 30.4- San Joaquin Vaney ............. 6.5 
South coast ••.•••••••...••..... 20.3 Northern and eastern mountain .. 3.5 

In the southern California section about 85.0 per cent of tbe poultry 
farms were under 10 acres, in the south coast section about 72.9 per cent, 
and in the north coast section about 52.9 per cent. In the other sections 
poultry farms tended to be somewhat larger. For the state as a whole, 
however, about 79.5 per cent of all poultry farms were under 20 acres 
and 90.5 per cent under 50 acres. It is significant, moreover, that the see­
tions in which the smaller:sized farms (under 10 acres) predominated, 



TABLE 16 

NUl •••• "'ND SID or O.l.LIJ'OBN'A POULTltY FArms' .Y R.,,'ONS or STATIIIN 1930 
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also had the highest proportion of large-sized flocks_ In other words, the 
large commercial poultry flocks were on relatively small speeialized 
farms. 

No data are available coneerning the relative importance of difl'erent 
breeds of chickens in the several sections of the state_ It is the opinion 
of persons familiar with the poultry industry of the state, however, that 
at least 90 per ceut of the chickens raised are of the White Leghorn breed­
The large commercial f8J'Ins run almost entirely to Leghorn hens. On 
many of the farms with small flocks, especially in the northern and east­
ern mountain section and the San Joaquin Valley, probably somewhat 
larger quantities of heavy breeds of chickens are raised, but even in these 
sections most farm flocl'" consist of Leghorn chickens. 

CHARACTERISTIOS OF THE omOXEN INDUSTRY IN OALIFOll.NIA" 

The preceding section showed (1) that ouly 61.7 per cent of all farms 
in the state had chickens on hand on January I, 1935, and (2) that flock 
size varied considerably. The purpose of this section is to present addi­
tional information on the importance and characteristics of chicken 
raising on individual farms. 

Pori/Un. of tke Oh.~ken Enterprise 01> Farms.-Chickens are raised 
under a variety of conditions in different parts of the state, and while 
commercial egg production is important, large numbers of farmers keep 
chickens maiuly to supply the family with eggs and poultry meat. The 
chicken flocks of the state may fall roughly into three groups: (1) small 
flocks kept to supply family needs; (2) commercial flocks on farms on 
which chicken raising is ouly one of several enterprises and sources of 
income; and (3) specialized commercial flocks which supply the only 
souree of farm income. It is, however, difficult to determine the number 
of f8J'Ins that would fall under each of these three headings. 

Undoubtedly the bnlk of the 55,758 farms shown in the 1935 Census 
of Agriculture (teble 15) as having flocks of less than 50 ehlckens and 
a considerable number of the 15,004 farms with flocks from 50 to 99 
chickens would come under the first group. Some of the farms with larger 
flocks, however, would also ha kept mainly to supply the family and farm 
employees with ehlckens. On the other hand, some eggs and chickens on 
the smaller farms may be sold to local dealers or to local families. On the 
smaller farms the chicken flock would generally be under the care of the 
farmer's wife or members of his family. 

The majority of tbe 13,537 farms with flocks frOm'100 to 399 chickens, 
l' Moat of the information in this section was furnished by L. W. Fluharty and 

A.. Shultis, Specialis'bJ in Agricultn:ral Extension and Associates on the Giannini 
Foundation, College of Agriculture, UniTenity of California, and ia based on data 
compiled from enterpriae-effieieney studies made over a period of yea1'8 in varioua 
eountie! in the state. . 
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a amaller proportion of the 3,610 farms with 400 to 6~9 ~hirk"n .. , and 
probably a few of the farms with larger (locka would fall under the 
second group. Egg production and chicken raising would engage a con­
siderable part of the time of the farm operator. Income from chicken. 
would furnish an important, and, in many eaaea the main source of farm 
income. Other farm enterprises conducted along with chick .. n raiAing 
would vary in the different parts of the atate and from farm to farm 
even in individual counties. There would prohably be a large number 
of combinations and variations of chicken raising with other "nt"rpriAN. 

Under the third group--specialized commercial chicken farm_woultl 
come most of the farms with flocks of 700 chickens and ovpr, 811 well .. 
a considerahle number of flocks with from 400 to 699 chicken •. Prac­
tically the full time of the farm operator and hiA family would be de"oted 
to chicken raising and egg production. The chicken enterprioe would 
provide the main source of farm income, although many of the larger­
sized farms (in acreage) may have one or more supplementary ent .. r­
prises. As a general rule the specialized commercial chicken farms are 
small in size--probably less than 20 acres. 

Mortality Ilnd Culliflg.-Chicken mortality varies considerably in the 
dilferent sections of the state and is usually found to be beaviest in con­
gested Chicken-raising areas and in large flocks. Enterprise-effciency 
records of the Agricultural Extension Service of the College of Agrienl­
ture, University of California, covering from 38 to 254 commercial flock. 
a year in different parts of tbe state, indicate that mortality (bllfled upon 
the average annual number of bens in a (lock) increaoed from 20.1 JWr 
cent in 1925 to 22.6 per cent in 1929 and 33.0 per cent in 1933." The large 
increase in mortality from 1929 was due, to a considerable extent, to 
less care during the depression; in the less careful selection of healthy 
replacement stock; and probably also to a general slackening of feeding 
and otber management practices. The average mortality rate W88 found 
to vary considerably in different counties and even witbin the same 
county_ Since 1934, heavier culling, greater care in selection of younK 
chicks and in feeding and other management practices, have aided in 
arresting and even decreasing tbe trend of mortality in most counties. 

The enterprise-efficiency studies ahove referred to aloo indicate that 
commercial chicken producers in tbe state have given inere8lled attention 
to tbe culling of poor-laying bens from their flocks. Since 1925 the per­
centage of hens culled (based on the average annual nnmber of bena in 
a (lock) inereased from 28.7 in 1925 to 49.5 in 1934. Tbe percentage of 
hens culled varied considerably from county to county and even witbin 

m Data from an DDpubliahed maDDoeript being prepared by L. W. F1uhart,., 8pe­
eia1ist in Agricultural ExteDsioD, Univenity of California.. 
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eOIDlties. Data from euterprise-effieieney stndies in several counties for 
the y~ars 1935 and 1936 indicated some dec",ase in the rate of culling. 

Income and EXl)CnSC Paciors.-The income per hen in commercial 
flocks varies from year to year according to the egg price, the cost of 
maintaining the flock, and the prices obtained for chickens sold. 

During the eight years, 1927 to 1934, the average toW income per hen 
in 1,386M commercial flocks included in the farm enterprise-efficiency 
studies ahave referred to averaged $3.50, of which $3.24 was ohtained 
from eggs sold and used in the home, $0.16 from the net sale of chickens 
(chickens sold less chickens bought), and $0.10 from other sources (sale 
of manure, feed bags, etc.). The average toW income varied from $4.55 
per hen in 1929 to $2.32 per hen in 1933. 

ToW expense per hen in the 1,386 flocks averaged $3.28 and is made 
up as follows: feed cost, $2.01; hired labor, $0.13; family lahar, $0.56; 
depreciation on buildings and equipment, $0.13; interest on investment, 
$0.26; and miscellaneous expense, $0.19. During the period of eight 
years, toW expense varied from $3.69 per hen in 1929 to $2.61 per hen in 
1933_ Feed t!osts alone averaged 61.2 per cent of toW costs per hen. Some 
variation is found in feed costs in di1!'erent sections, the variation de­
pending upon the sources from which feeds are purchased, cost of reeds 
in each section, and the extent to which chickens obtain part of their feed 
requirements on the farm. It is estimated that specialized chicken pro­
ducers purchase about 33.0 per cent more commercial feeds than do pro­
ducers whose flocks are only one of several farm enterprises. Here again 
there would be a considerable variation depending upon the nature of 
the other enterprises. For example, on farms producing grain or livestock 
as well as chickens, less commercial feed per hen would be purchased 
than on farms producing deciduous or citrus fruits as other farm enter­
prises. 

The cost of family labor was calculated at the prevailing wages for 
agricultural lahar in the sections. This represented the amount which 
could have been earned had members of the family preferred to work for 
other farmers. Interest on investment was calculated on the prevailing 
rate of interest charged. 

Management income per hen (total income less total expense) in the 
1,386 flocks averaged $0.22 during the eight years. Management income 
per hen ranged from $0.05 in 1934 to $0.86 in 1927. In 1931, 1932, and 
1933, however, net losses per hen averaged $0.07, $(}.23, and $0.29, re­
spectively. 

Farm income per hen (management income plus the value of the op-
111 This represents a much smaller number of separate farms-, because many of the 

flock« were included in studi83 made each yea-I'. The number of flocks included each 
year varied from 15 in 1934 t~ 250 in 1929. 
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erator's and family labor plus interest on investment)·averaged $1.04, 
the range being from $0.44 per hen in 1933 to $1.69 per hen in 1929. Thito 
was the total amount of family income per hen provided the operator 
owned all his capital. This total family income repreaenta what ia left 
after all of the cash expenses plus depreciation have been subtracted 
from the total cash income. Thia explains why, in spite of net 1_ over 
a number of yea1'll, many farmers manage to remain in busin_. The 
net losses might indicate that the family was paid a lower·than·the­
prevailing wage. In those caaes wllere an operator borrowed IIOme or all 
of hia capital, interest paid on such borrowed capital would have to be 
deducted from farm income per hen in order to obtain net family income. 

These data are averages based on annual records of not more than 
250 commercial poultry flocks. Iu a general rule poultry producers who 
cooperate in these stndies are somewhat more efficient than the average 
poultry farmer. Total income, total expense, management income, and 
farm income per hen vary considerably from farm to farm in anyone 
year and on the same farm from year to year. The total farm income per 
flock (farm income per hen times the number of bena), of courae, varil!!l 
~in relation to total income per hen, total expense per hen, and the number 
of hens in each flock. In spite of these limitations, however, these enter­
prise-efficiency studies do represent a fairly reliable reflection of the 
conunereial poultry industry of the state. 

POUL'rBY CLASSIFICATION AND PRODUCTION OP POULDY CLA.8SE. 

Classification of Chickena.-The large range of terminol~ used in 
designating both live and dressed poultry ia confusing. Investigators 
point out that in dressed poultry Over a bundred separate grade. were 
found on tbe New York market." 

Poultry ia a composite commodity made up of a number of diJrerent 
classes, each of whicb follows in a large measure an independent course 
with respect to market and price. Chickens are commonly divided into 
light and heavy breeds (p. 1~16). The White Legborn is the predom­
inant breed in the former class, and a number of diJl'erent breeds make 
up the latter. Oftentimes poultry in tbe latter clllBSi1Ication ia referred 

"'For a deeeriptioll of tentative United State. otanolardo and grad ... aee: United 
State. Department of Agriculture Bureau of Agrieultural EeonCJDJ.iu T""tati .... 
United Sta!ea standar.a for gradeo for live ponltry. 2 p. BevUed April I, le37. 
(Mim ... ) 

United States Department of Agrieultu ... Bureau of AgrieuJtunsl Eeonomlu. 
Cla8si&ation and tentative opeei&ationo for United State. ItaDdar.a ""0 /P'adeI 
tor dreosed chicken .. 8 p. Bevieed Mareh, 1938. (Mimeo.) 

'" Sprague, Gordon W.,and Alennder Sturgeo. Eeonomie 111""7 of the live poultry 
industry in New York Citro United States Department of AgrieultlU'e MilO. Pub. 283: 
1-115. 1937. 

BenjamiD, Earl W ~ md lI ..... ud C. Pierce. Marketing peultry produeta. xi+4C1l p. 
John Wiley and Sons, Now York-liI37. 
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to as colored chlckens and fowl, a1th()ugh tllese latter designations are not 
strictly correct, 

A very large percentage of the White Leghorns and an increasingly 
large percentage of the colored hreeds destined for market originate in 
commercial hatcheries. The season of largest hatchery sales is from .ran­
uary through .ruly (table 17). A sizable percentage of the beavier chick-

TABLE 17 
SA.L&BLB CBIOXS HA'l'CBED AS A PERCBN'l'A.G& OF CAPACITY 01' INCUBATORS, 

UNITED STATES, 193Q-1ll39 
• 

V.., J ........ 
F_ 

"'.,." April May Jun. July A .. ,... 

....... ... - ... - .... -....... ... "'" ... - ... -If18O. _, ••.•. ..... t.O 18.0 .... n.S!: .... Il.S I.e 17.' 
11181 •• ., ........... ... IB.S .... 51.7 41.( ".1 .... 27.3 
1912 .•••.. "' ... _.,_ •. > 16.7 17.1 .... .... ".1 11.0 27.7 
19S3 •••••• , ........ •• llUI 18.1 ".3 . ... .... H.a ".0 
1914 •••...•.. , __ ," 0.1 IliUl a ... .... .,.S 17.7 5.0 27.7 
liJ&.,,,,. ........ 8 .• 14.7 37.B .... .... SLO 16.5 .... 
1918 .•.• .......... 11.1 .... ... .... 7 ".7 38.8 18.3 " .. 
1937 ...... ........ '.0 111.8- .... .... .... .f.' ... .. .. 
lva8 ..... .. ...... 10 .• 17.2 .... ".1 47.& " .. tl.9 ".0 
1939 ............... 1f.6 2:l.1 4.6.1S ".7 .... ~., .... ".1 

Source of data: 
Uilited Statas Dopartment of Agricult\1nJ Bureau of Ar.cicultur&l EconomiOl. Hatahery report. 

iaaned monthly for mont.ha January-July incluaivo. (Mimeo.) 

ens, as well as some of the lighter ones, are hatched on farms: The farm 
hatching season extends from Fehruary to June, although in some years 
considerable hatching is done in January and July. The far greater 
number of the chlckens destined for market in the United States are 
therefore hatched in the first part of the year, and this accounts for a 
considerable part of the seasonality in the production of certain poultry 
classes. However, the proportion of ali chickens hatched in one month 
varies considerably (tables 17 and 18) from yel11'to year and is con­
trolled mainly hy the producer and not by the weather, although the 
producer may be infiuenced by considerations of the weather: The earli­
ness or lateness of the hatch may influence the time of marketing the 
young chickens (broilers, fryers, and roasters), as well as tbe weight per 
bird at the time of marketing. 

In a market sense, "chickens" refers to young live chlckens (sometimes 
dressed). and includes broilers, fryers, and roasters. In producing sec­
tions) the term "spring, n or Uspringers,» is common for f.Cchickens/' 
Broilers constitute the youngest class, fryers the next, and roasters the 
last class. These classes, especially with colored birds, merge into one 
another as the season advances. 

Broilers are described as "young chickens, approximately 8 to 12 weeks 
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oltl, of ~ith .. 1' IM'X, of h1arkPI .. hle RIr" hut nnt wpill'hinlf m'PI' 2.;. I,nllntlx 
and ... dlil'i~l1tly .nft-mpal .. d to b<' t'IK,k"d t.pnd"r by hroiling."· 

In general, in the United States, broilp1'8 are produced on thl't'l' tyPf'll 
of farm .. : (1) general farmS8uch as are found pl'l'v8i1ing in th .. Midtllp 

TABLE 18 
HATCHERY SALliS- 1ft CALD"OBNlA, 1921-1939 

y- I Ian. I )" .... 111 ... 1 A .. ·IIIAY 11 .... 11w.1 Aua·I_·1 ~ 1 Hoy. I :. . 

Jm ........ 18.1 U.I IIU fl.. 11.1 U I I It 11 It 10 .. 
1m ..... , .. 16.8 .... .. , .:it 11.1 U 11 " 71 71 U I. I 
1m ........ IU 33.1 41.8 au 17.0 u 11 101 ISf ... 1.1 I •• 
J •.....•.. IU ... III.' 33.' ... II II U U •• U II 
1981 .... , ••. n.? IU 37.0 ".1 n.4 .. U H' 10 ., .. .. 
11132 U .• ".1 11.11 17 .• 10.1 U •• ••• II • • • ....... 
Jm ........ to.S ... 20.8 III lJLJ .. .. ., H .1 n II 
1934 .•...••• 7.1 18_7 a1.i .. .. u H II <0 8 I .. 76 10' 
.936 ........ 17.0 ".8 .. . ... ... '.1 7.' ,. III '14 11-1 , .. 
1836 .•..•••• 21.4 ".7 38.' .U II.' ILl t.8 ,. II.I • 01 tt t • 
1m ........ ULI ... ".1 fL& 12.' It U 80 .8.6 110 '14 II.' 
J03I .•.••••• ,1>.1 21.4 ".11 ..., 17 .• ... 10. 10. II. 106 1.' ,1 
1m ........ 171 .... 111.8 31.1 I'.' ,U 10.1 11.1 U. II .• 1.1 II .• 

1m ........ I.t ute 21 .• ... U •• t •• Of Of Of 01 
1928 .••.•... u.s U 12.1 16 .• U •. 1 0.' •• D • O. • • •• Ig ....... 1.1 II '8.2 .. .. '.0 1.0 ••• O. •• .1 ., •• Id ........ 1.1 10.0 ".1 47.8 U .• 0 .• •. 1 •• os 0.' t 01 
11131 ........ 0.' 2.1 11.0 1'.1 11.7 ... '.1 ..1 ••• 0' 02 os 
Jm ........ 1 .• J.! .. .. 11.1 8.' •• t .1 '.1 • • • 
1133 ..•.•••. ••• I .• U 1., 2.11 •• t It 8.2 U OJ t 
1014 ..•.•••. •• U 12_'1 III U •• •. 1 01 81 os 01 GJ .•........ .. , '.1 11_41 17.1 U o. •• •• •• '.1 •• 1.1 
1m ........ ... ... IU 11.' U 1.1 .1 •• '.1 U 81 •• 1.7." ..... 1.1 '.1 .... 16.1 8.0 .8 O' •. 1 I .• .. I I .. 
1938 ........ ... J .• 14.2 ".0 I.? • •• •. 1 ., It •• ot .1 
_.""". U U II.' ".1 1.1 U 0.' 0.' 1.7 ••• 01 0.' 

• No reporU iaaaed. 
t t.e. ihan O.G5 pel' CIeIlt. 

Soan. of data: 
United Stat.. Department of Apiculture Bu,.u of Aarirultural Eeonomiel. r ...... State 

Market Newa Service. Report on hatcbely __ in California. llunthly. D..rnLw .. ___ 

West and to some extent in the north Atlantic and New England 1ltate8; 
(2) specialized egg farmJI composed largely of Leghorn chicken. and 
found largely on the Pacific Coast and in the north Atlantic 1Ita~ 
with scattered farms in the Middle West; and (3) commercial broiler 

1:1' United States Department of Agrieulture Bureau of Agrieultural Eeoaomie&. 
Cla8sifieation and tentative speeitications for United State. HaDdaru and grade. 
for dreooed ehi.k ..... p. 1-8, Bevioed Mar.h, 1938, (Mimeo,) 
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farms such as are fouud in Delaware, Virginia, Maryland, Connecticut, 
New York, and to some extent in California. 

Broilers on eastern markets make their appearance mainly in June, 
July, August, and September. Within the past two decades the broiler 
industry, particularly along the east coast, has placed its prodnct on the 
market during all months of the year. While the production of broilers 
during the late spring and summer months is an old phase of the poultry 
business, the raising of winter and early spring broilers on a large com­
mercial scale is a relatively new development. 

Fryers are "young chickens approximately 14 to 20 weeks old of either 
sex weighing between 2'12 and 3'12 pounds, and sufficiently soft-meated 
to be cooked tender by frying."" They may be either of the White Leg­
horn or colored breeds. The line of demarcation between broilers and 
fryers is determined by both age and weight and is very indistinct. On 
many markets the term "fryer" is not used, broilers covering chickens up 
to 20 weeks and weighing less than 3'12 pounds. Since fryers are usually 
hatched at the same time as broilers, the peak of production occurs in 
volume after that of broilers. In a study made of the receipts of dressed 
poultry of different classes on the New York market,M approximately 67 
per cent of the annual amount of fryers received arrived in the four 
months from August through November. ~ryers are produced in rela­
tively small volume from January through June. Throughout the year 
fryer production is approximately two months later than that of broilers. 
Leghorn fryers are probably not offered for sale for so long a period as 
tbe colored fryers because they are not so acceptable after they pass 3 
pounds in weight. 

The roaster is a "young chicken, approximately 5 to 9 montbs old, of 
either sex, weighing over 3'12 pounds, and sufficiently soft-meated to be 
cooked tender by roasting."· Only colored chickens fit into this classifi­
cation. 

On the New York market from 15 to over 20 per cent of all the live­
poultry receipts were in this classification from 1933 to 1935." On ae­
count of the time of hatching normally followed in the midwestern 
section of the country in which the bulk of the roasters are raised, there 

• United States Department of Agriculture Bureau of Agrleulturai Economies. 
Classification and tentative speei1ieatioDS tor United States standaTda and grades for 
drelsed chicken •. p. 1--8.. Revised March,1938. (Mimeo.) 

.. Sprague, Gordon W~ Average monthly wholesale prices and price relations tor 
fre.h d ...... ed poultry at New York City. U. S. Dept. Agr. Bur. Agr. Eo .... 31 p.1933. 
(Mimeo.) 

• United States Deportment of Agrieulturo BUl"eau of Agrieultural Economies. 
Classification and tentative speeifieatione for United Statea standards and grades 
for dressed chickens. p. 1-8. Revised March, 1938. (Mimoo.) 

11 ~~ited States Department of Agrieulture. Handbook of poultry and egg 
atat.atiea. Mioe. Pub. 158:84. 1931. 
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is little volume in production uutil July or August. A' rapid acceleration 
in production accura in September, and a peak is uKually rea"hl'd in the 
last tbree months of the year wben from 60 to 75 per cent of tbe roaatel'll 
are marketed. Tbe volume of production diminishes from Janns.,. to 
Mayor June. Seasonal production is fairly regular. Tbe movement i. 
opposite in direeton to tbat normally exhibited by colored hens u an 
increasingly larger number of chickens mature. Aa a result, roaster pro­
duction is almost negligible from April to July. 

In a market sense "fowl" means mature bens of any age or weight. In 
tbe great poult.,.-producing sections of the United States this chilli is 
by far the largest in the arrivaia at tbe markets. Unlike broilera, f.,.era, 
and r088tera, a large potential supply of hens exists in the count.,. 
throughout tbe year, wbich may always be attracted to the market it 
prices become sufficiently favorable. Tbe variation in receipts of hena 
from montb to month is not 80 marked 118 with the other classea of poul­
try. In Jannary, February, and March the volume marketed is lI880Ciated 
with the price of eggs, for there is 80me evidence that unusually low win­
ter egg prices will cause a heavier-than-usnal flow of hena to market. In 
the main chicken.producing sections of the country, April, lIIay, and 
June are months of heavy egg production and consequently fowl mal'­
ketings are very likely to be low. During the summer, culling incte_ 
with resultant increase in fowl oll'erings. A rise in oll'erings often ocent'll 
in September and continues until a peak in marketing is reached in No­
vember and December. 

Leghorn hens are placed in the fowl, or hen, CI888. In most markets, 
however, the Leghorn hen, or Leghorn fowl, is separated from tboae of 
the colored breeds. Ducks, geese, and turkeys are in a80mewbat dill'erent 
category from the other poultry products described, lince they are not 
by-products of an egg industry. Dnck, geese, and turkey production ia 
planned 80 that the products will be available in fall and early winter. 
Witb turkeys, however, and probably with ducks, the production Re8llOtl 

has been greatly expanded within recent yeara. 
In tbe larger markcts tbere is a fair demand for squab., mainly con­

fined to the more expensive hotels and restaurants. The largest supply 
of squabs is usnally from rotarcb to November. 

Poult,." Cku.e& in California.-Wbile the description of tbe produc­
tion of poultry classes in the United States holds in a very general way 
for most of the major poultry-producing are88, there are dill'ereneee h<>th 
in the relative importance of production of the dill'erent claasee and in 
the seasonality of production in 80 far 88 California is concerned. Since 
the advent of the United States Department of Agriculture Bureau ot 
Agricultural Economies in poultry-price reporting at San Francisco 

.: -. 
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and Los Angeles, the terminology classification bas corresponded to that 
already described (p. 43-46). 

Probably 90 per cent of tbe chickens in California are White Leghorns, 
and these furnish mucb of the chicken:meat supply of the stat~pe­
cially in the broiler, fryer, and Leghorn·hen classifications . .A 1934 esti­
mate of a broiler production of between 500,000 and 1,000,000 was made 
for California." On account of numbers shipped out of the state during 
certain years,- the latter figure is probably closer to actuality. The same 
source estimated the total commercial·broiler production to be 16,500,000 
birds for the United States in 1934. The total number of chickens raised 
as estimated by the Census for the United States for the same year was 
598,867,000 and for California, 18,159,412. Broiler production is a far 
more important part of the poultry industry of the state than it is of the 
nation. Probably two thirds of the national broiler crop is raised in Dela­
ware, Virginia, and Maryland. 

In California, with its highly specialized egg production, the main 
source of broilers is from White Leghorn cockerels produced as by­
products 0'; commercialized egg farms. Espeeially, since the advent of 
cbick sexing, many now buy only pullet chicks for flock replacement. 
There has been some development of farms producing cockerels and 
pullets as broilers in the state, although occasionally one finds tbem pro­
duced on general farms. In certain other states wbere broilers are of 
importance, Barred and White Plymoutb Rocks, Rhode Island Reds, and 
W yandottes are utilized. 

Meat production being strictly secondary to egg production, Califor­
nia poultrymen perbaps can do but little to change the seasonality of 
marketing operations. The majority of birds are brooded in February, 
March, and April (table 18) ; and since broilers are approximately 8 to 
12 weeks old the largest supplies arrive on the market during the four 
months, April, May, June, and July, and lowered prices result. The 
early hatching in California permits pullets to produce in the fall when 
egg prices are at a peak. To produce birds for the peak-price broiler mar­
ket would necessitate brooding in midsummer, which is undesirable on 
aceount of the warm summer weather. Furthermore, pullets would start 
producing in the spring, which is undesirable on account of low prices. 
For the other western states the season is approximately one month later 

M'Termohleu) W. D., and J. W: Kinlfhome. An economic survey of the commercial 
b...,Uer induatTy. U. S. Dept. Agr. Agncultural Adjustment Administration. a.m.ral 
Inform. S.,. 661 :1-<14. 1936. 

- Receipts of dreued poultry at New York from California in pounds in the six 
years 1934-1939 have been as follows: 1934-2,235,000; 1935--5,4871000; 1936-
6650,000; 1931--4,132,000; 1938-3,851,000. 1939-2,830,000. In some- ,ears ra.­
~pts at BOllou have been considerable, while those at Philadelphia and Chicago 
have been minor. Data are not a.vailable on dressed receipts at other cities. In all 
probability most of the receipts have been hi the broiler or fryer elaseifleati<ms, since 
the7 have appeared in the spring. 
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SO that the greatest broiler production may extend at tim .... into late July 
and early August. 

In some areas it might be possible to brood cbico for the October 
broiler market since the brooder house would be empty during the period 
July to October. Whether or not thia would prove feasible would depend 
very largely on climatic conditions. A combination of brooding for roast­
ers in the fall, broilers in the summer, and egg production in the spring 
might be worked out for those wishing to specialize in brooding. 

The peak production of Leghorn fryers in California OCCU1'8 from II 

month to two months later than that for broilers. What proportion of 
California chicken production Leghorn frye1'8 and other cl_ consti. 
tute would be a conjecture, since no data are available. 

A potential supply of Leghorn hens ia always on hand. The normal 
proeesses of culling send numbers onto the markets. The interrelatiol11 of 
feed, egg, and Leghorn-hen prices determine whether a larger or Imaller 
number will be marketed. Given low egg prices in relation to feed prices 
and relatively high Leghorn hen prices, a large number of hens will be 
marketed. 

Considerable interest has been shown in the possibility of the com· 
mercial production of colored chickens in California. While there has 
been-some production of all cl_ of colored chickens and fowl, it hIlA 
been minor. 

Questions bave been raised concerning out-of-season roaster produc. 
tion in California. The possibilities for markets cannot he predicted 
safely. The Pacific Coast demand is not large. At present, roaste1'8 are not 
quoted on the New York market during the spring months and at times 
this has been the case in California markets. The market for large num· 
bers of roasters in the East ia in the fall. The pOllSibility of shipping onto 
of-season roasters east in the spring would be problematical. Not only 
would transportation costs be large but feed costs would probably be pro­
hibitive. Spring roaster production would neeessitate the use of the 
brooder house only during the winter months, so that the producer would 
have to supplement this with some other line of poultry production. 

While most of the fowl produced in California are of the Leghorn 
breed, there is a considerable sale of colored heM, especially from many 
farm flocks and from a number of poultry farms maintaining fineD of 
colored chickens. The sales of roosters, both Wb ite Leghorn and eolored, 
in sueh a highly commercialized egg·producing .tate 88 California would 
be of minor importance. 

Dnck and turkey production are of considerable import in California. 
While there ia some demand for squabs within the state, the production 
can be and at times has been, overexpanded. ' 
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lIIAlIKETING METHODS AND OlLUfNBLS IN OALIFORNIA 

Methods of Sale by Producers.-Chicken meat in California is largely a 
by· product of egg production. Altbough a fairly large proportion of the 
California farms with small flocks produce heavy breeds of chickens, 
either exclusively or along with Leghorn chickens, and while there are 
a few producers who specialize in producing heavy market birds, the 
total number of chickens of heavy breeds is relatively insignificant in 
comparison with the number of Leghorn chickens marketed. Most of tbe 
dealers interviewed in tbe Los Angeles market estimated that at least 90 
per cent of the beavy-breed chickens sold in that market are shipped in 
from out of state. In the San Francisco market the proportion of heavy­
breed birds obtained from within the state is probably somewhat higber 
than in Los Angeles. Dealers in the San Francisco Bay area estimata that 
at least 65 per cent of heavy-breed chickens shipped into tbat market are 
obtained from out of state. 

Interviews "\j'ith chicken producers, bucksters (local itinerant buyers, 
also known as "peddlers"), and local dealers or merchants in different 
parts of the state indicate that there is not much variation in the selling 
practices of producers regardless of wbether they sell Leghorns or chick­
ens of the heavier breeds. A few producers, especislly in the southern 
part of the state, sell their poultry directly to consumers, either on tbe 
farm or tbrougb stalls operated in farmers' markets. A somewhat larger 
proportion of farmers sell their chickens direct to local retail butebers. 
In the counties in close proximity to San Francisco, a large number of 
chicken producers sell through the Poultry Prodncers of Central Cali­
fornia which operates several killing, grading, and packing plants in 
the country. The chickens so purchased are sold in the San Francisco 
market to retail stores, hotels, and on occasion to other wholesale dealers. 
In southern California tbe Fontana Producers Egg and Supply Com­
pany sells its members' poultry direct to a local killing establishment 
operated by one of the large meat packers. The North Pacific Coast Poul­
try Producers at Eureka bandle chickens for their members .. Other poul­
try cooperative associations in the state do not handle their members' 
chickens; they confine their activities largely to handling tbeir members' 
eggs and supplying them with poultry feeds. 

The great bulk of chickens produced in the state, both Leghorns and 
heavy breeds, are sold by individual producers directly to local buyers 
of several kinds (see section "Operations of Local Buyers"). 

The marketing season for chickens depends almost entirely upon prev­
alent breeding practices. At one time nearly all chicks were hatched in 
tbe late fall and early winter months. The male chicks reacbed the broiler 
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stage some two to three months later so that the broiler marketing oellIIOn 
began in February and continued until June or even July. Similarly. 
bens were usually culled in the late spring and summer months; Lt-ghorn 
hens thus started moving to market about June and continued until in 
August. During recent yean, however, hatching and culling practices 
have undergone considerable change. The largest proportion of chicks 
is now hatched during the late winter and spring months. Hatching has, 
however, become mucb less seasonal, considerable quantities of chicb 
being produced in each month of the year (table 18). An inel'l'8Ring 
number of farmen follow the practice of culling their flncb regularly 
rather than waiting until the late spring and summer month •. As a 1'. 

suit, while the heaviest marketing of hroilers still comea in the spring and 
early summer months and the heaviest marketing of hens in the summer 
months, supplies of both broilen and hens reach the market practically 
all the year round. 

Although tbe main hroiler- and hen-marketing seasons usually extend 
over several months, cbicken sales by individual producers may occur 
only a few times a year. Individual producers do not sellsmsll quantiti08 
of broilen and hens at regular intervals but rather tend to seIllarge Iota 
at a single time. Thus a producer may sell hroilen only two or three timet 
a 'year and hens somewhat more frequently according to how otten he 
eu1ls. For example, a producer would usually sell all the hens culled in 
June in one lot and so on for other cullings.- The longer marketing sea­
son occun because all producers do not sell broilen and culled hena at 
the same time. This factor is important in determining the retu1'tl8 ob­
tained by an individual producer from the sale of broilers and hens. One 
producer may obtain a low return on the sale of his broilers because they 
were ready for market at a time when prices were low, whereas another 
producer may have been fortunate enough to sell earlier or later in the 
season when prices were considerably higher. 

No satisfactory and practical grades exist for live poultry. The price 
per pound received by produceI'll usually is baaed on the average weight 
per bird (which is an indication of the available meat on a chicken) and 
the general outward appearance of each bird at the time of sale. Chick­
ens that have blemishes or deformities (broken wings or legs or scars) 
are degraded and sometimes rejected. Sick chickens are often sold to 
certain loeal buyers, for resale presumably to fox farms and dog and cat 
hospitals. Some producers and dealers, however, allege that in spite of 
city regulations prohibiting the sale of sick chickens for human con­
sumption, some sick chickens find their way into the hands of cut-rate 

• Thia doee not apply to produeen: who lieD diredly to e.onwmen or 1'egularJy to 
retail butehen. Snob prodn""". would aim at maintaining" onllldent ... pply of broll· 
ers and htma all the year rotmd to meet enneat DeedS. 



retail butchers. As the average weight of chickens is an important fac­
tor in "rough" live grading, producers have often followed the practice 
of heavy feeding just before chickens are sold. This practice, however, 
is well kn<JWll to loeal buyers who tend to discount the weight aecord­
ingly. Most producers endeavor to have their chickens in the condition 
demanded by the trade. Producers usually find that local buyers are 
more exacting in their grading of broilers and hens at the peak of the 
marketing seasons. Chickens, which later on in the season will be placed 
in the first grade, are placed in a lower grade or rejected. 

Prices received by producers are usually based on prices at the near­
est wholesale market less the loeal dealer's margin (the amount which 
the local dealer requires to cover profits and his operating costs, includ­
ing transportation to the wholesale market). As will be shown in the next 
section, the producers' price does not always move at a fixed differential 
below the wholesale price. 

Operations of Local Buyers.-There are several different ·types of 
local buyers_ (in contrast to eo6perative associations) who purchase 
chickens from producers. These local buyers are usually in active com­
petition with each other in the areas in which they operate. All local 
buyers who pnrehase poultry from producers on any basis other than 
cash (coin or currency, lawful money of the United States) in full at 
time of delivery, have to be licensed by the Director, State Department 
of Agriculture. The purpose of this license is to protect producers against 
unfair and fraudulent practices of buyers of their products and esp .... 
cially against nonpayment for farm products consigned to a dealer or 
not paid for in full in eash at the time of delivery.-

The most important type of local ponItry buyers, from the standpoint 
of both size and volume of business handled, are hucksters, or peddlers, 
who are itinerant local buyers with no fixed place of business other than 
the home. Each huckster operates one or more tru,cks and visits farmers 
at frequent intervals for the cash purchase of chickens. Some hucksters 
may operate continuously within a definite territory; others move from 
one area to another at frequent intervals. Dealers of this type usually 
grade chickens purehased from producers into one or two broad classi­
fications, transport them alive in coops to the nearest large market, where 
the ehiekens are sold to a wholesale dealer or to retail slaughterhouses. 
Some hucksters tend to deal almost exclusively with a particnJar whol .... 
sale dealer, and act largely as the local buyer for such wholesale dealer; 
others sell their .hipkens to whatever dealer in the city will give them the 
best price . 

.. [California 1 Agrieultural Code (revil!led to September 19, 1939) Division 6, 
Chapter 6, Section. 1261 to 1273, p. 31~1. Published by OaJitornia State Depart-
ment of Agriculture. 1939. . 
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A second type of local buyer is the local agent of a city whol ..... le 
dealer. In some instances wholesale dealera maintain country buying 
stations from which employees eontact producera in the aulTOunding 
territory. In other cases wholesale dealers &end their buyers into the 
country direct from the city plant. Chickens purch8lled from produC<'1'II 
are roughly graded and sorted in the country and shipped to the city 
plant of the wholesale dealer, where they are killed, dJ"e8lled, and graded. 

A third type of loeal buyer is the large meat·packing concern which 
operates a country killing and dressing plant (of whi{'h there are several 
in the state). Producers may ship their poultry direct to the local plant 
or deliver to trucks operated from the plant. Chickens purcllllMd by 
such plants are killed, dressed, and graded Bnd shipped direct to the 
main pBcking plant in the nearest city. 

A fourth and less important type of local buyer is a local produce 
merchant or retail storekeeper. The latter is found usually in the I ..... 
important poultry section8 of the state. This type of local buyer may act 
as the local agent for a wholesale dealer in an adjacent city; he may 
sell locally to a huckster or may ship the poultry purch8lled to a whole. 
sale dealer in a nearby city. 

Producers often complain bitterly about the allegedly unJICrnplllouB 
practices employed by local buyers of poultry-particularly hucksters. 
Such complaints are most frequent when prices received by producera 
are low, a conditon resulting from general supply and demand relatiotlll 
for poultry, over which local buyers have little or no control. Many pro­
ducers interviewed, especially in southern California, referred to tbe 
faet that local buyers' margins (difference between the price in the near· 
est wholesale market and the price received by the producer) often 
varied considerably at different times of the year, being the highest 
usually at the peak of the marketing season (llee p. 121-122). Producen 
also claim that local buyers lower the returns of producera by cl8118ing 
chickens as second grade, which later on will be accepted u first grade 
by the wholesaler or retailer. 

Complaints about variations in local buyers' margin .. and lUading 
practices can in large measure be accounted for by supply and demand 
conditions in the wholesale markets. During the beavy broiler· and ben. 
marketing seasons, wholesale dealers are likely to be more exacting in 
their quality requirementa because only BOund chickeDII are put into 
storage. Furthermore, huck.~ters often find it difficult to obtain an outlet 
for the chickens which they have purch8lled, beesu"" many whol_le 
dealers have adequate supplies. Risk .. of price declines are al.., lUeater 
as the volume of marketiug approaches a peak. Under luch conditions 
hucksters would, of course, try to pass most of the market risk on to pro-
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ducers and so wid.n their own operating margins. Lat.er on in the season 
when live chickens of a cert.ain class are scarce, certaill wholesale dealers 
may find their sllpplies inadequate to meet current retail market outlets. 
Aa it is sound business practice for ilie wholesale dealer to maintain his 
regular retail oontacts, he is often willing to pay local buyers a premium 
for chickens. The local buyer in turn may have to pay a premium to pro­
ducers for chickens of the desired grade. A similar situation arises where 
a wholesale dealer has an outlet for extra high-quality birds. 

Undoubtedly there is justification for some of ilie oomplaints of pro­
ducers, especially as regards the operations of hucksters. Some of the 
latter are of ilie fly-by-night type; large numbers of hucksters have no 
established business reputation to uphold; some are unscrupulous and 
irresponsible in their business dealings. Large numbers of hucksters, 
however, have been in business a number of years and have developed a 
regular producer clientele. Furthermore, oompetition between well-es­
tablished local buyers, representing wholesale dealers and meat-packing 
firms, makes it unnecessary for producers to deal with hucksters of 
doubtful busiiIess integrity. 

It does not follow, however, that local buying and handling of poultry 
are as efficient as they oould be under a different oombination of circum­
stances. There may be too mauy local buyers in relation to available sup­
plies operating in a particular territory. Aliliough few of the local buy­
ers may be making satisfactory business profits, ilieir margins may 
nevertheless be much higher than if a relatively smaller number were 
in operation. Similar oonditions are found in many phases of businO!lS 
activity (for example, gasoline stations and grocery stores) and are the 
result of imperfeet functioning of our economic system. Moreover, dur­
ing periods of business depression, the number of hucksters and peddlers 
tends to increase. Only a small capital investment is required to enter the 
business and many persons are willing to work as long as their operations 
net them a living wage. 

Ha"dlers 0/ Poultry m 8a" Francis.o."-The location and perma­
nence of industrial and wholesale commercial centers within large cities 
are determined to a considerable extent by topography; lines of commu­
nication with the eastern and northern shores of the Bay are through 
the city. The City (and County) of San Francisco lies on a peninsula 
(fig. 11), surrounded by water on the east, north, and west; its only land 
communications wiili ilie rest of ilie state being on the south. Communi­
cation with ilie eastern and northern shores of the Bay is by means of 
ferry, barge, or bridge. Most of the ferries dock at ilie ferry slips on the 

... Mueh of the historical material in this section ia based on information supplied 
by Joseph H. Mitohell of O'Brien, Spotorno, Mitchell, and Campagno Brother., and 
Emanuel Campa.gno) of the General Poultry Company, both of which firms are located 
in San Franei800. 
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east side of the city. Furthermore, several of the·main arnrial highway .. 
from the south, as well as railroads, couverge in the llTI'a adj.t'cnt to th .. 
ferries. The San-Franeisoo-Oakland Bay Bridg/l conn""ting tbe city 
with the East b .... itM tprminal B few blooks MlltllWP.t .. e Ih" rpm"",. Th .. 
Golden Gate Bridge, connecting the city with tile nortb shore, haa ita San 
Francisco terminal a considerable distance to tile north and west of tile 
ferry terminals. The highways from both bridges to the wholellale pro-

, .. , .. 

. -.. ---.~ .. -... ~ ... "" ... 
Fig. lL-Loeation of wholesale poultry dealer., general produee dealer. handlina' 

poultry, and omaII whole&ate·retail poultry deolera, 81lD Franeioeo, 1936. 

duce district are direct and level. The topography of much of San Fran­
cisco is hilly, the low-lying-level areas being also to the east of the city. 
This combination of natural conditions aud communication linell baa 
caused the San Francisco wholellale produce district (fruita aud vege­
tables as well as poultry) to be located in a relatively concentrated area 
adjacent to the ferries and at the terminals of the highways from the 
north, south, and east. 

The general location of the manufaeturing and wholeMle commercial 
districts, moreover, can be regarded as relatively permanent. As far back 
881850, San Francisco was an important trading center with a relatively 
atsble, though growing, population. In 1900 ita population was 343,000; 
in 1910 about 417,000, or 21.6 per cent greater than in 1900. In 1930 ita 
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population had increased to 634,000, or 84.8 per cent greater than in 
1900. While the size of the residential areas has been expanded, the older 
residential areas are more fully occupied. There has been some expansion 
since 1900 in the manufacturing areas, but the wholesale warehouse 
areas have remained practieally unehanged. 

Up until the time of the earthquake and the fire of 1906 nearly all 
poultry arriving on the San Francisco market from California and other 
states was consigned by loeal buyers (at that time mainly country store­
keepers and general produce dealers) to coIllllllssion merchants for sale 
at auction or private treaty. The chickens so sold were bought by only 
two or three wholesale poultry dealers and a large number of retail 
dealers, most of whom were located in the northeast section of San Fran­
cisco bounded by Van Ness Avenue on the west and Market Street on the 
east and south (fig. 11). Nearly all the buildings occupied by the commis­
sion merehants, wholesale dealers, and retail dealers were destroyed by 
the fire of 1906. Very few of these concerns opened up again after the 
fire and those that did were scattered over a wide area in the city. 

From 1907 0;', the commission merchants and retail poultry dealers 
decreased in importence, both in numbers and in volume of poultry han­
dled. Dealers known in the trade as "jobbers"· took the place of the 
commission merehants; wholesale poultry dealers replaced the small re­
tail poultry dealers. Concurrent with this change, large handlers of 
poultry again tended to locate in the northeast section in close proximity 
to the ferries. 

Within the past decade or so another significant ehange has occurred 
in poultry handling in San Francisco. Wholesale poultry dealers have to 
a considerable extent replaced the jobber-broker by establishing direct 
buying contacts in country districts in California and in other states. In 
1927 the Poultry Producers of Central California also undertook to han­
dle poultry on behalf of its members. The large meat-packing concerns 
also operate dressed-pOUltry departments, most of their supplies being 
obtained from their own country killing plants. In 1936, while there were 
still a few operators of the jobber-broker type, the great bulk of the 
poultry ·arriviug at the market was handled by some seven wholesale 
poultry dealers, two meat-packing concerns, and the Poultry Producers 
of Central California.· Smaller quantities of poultry were handled by 

• Theae "jobbel'8" were in reality both brokers ana jobbers. Chickens COllSigned 
to them in earload lots were sold in smaller lots both to wholesale dealen and to 
retail dwerL 

• Up until 1935 the Poultry Producers Gf Central California did most of ita killing 
and drouing of poultry in ita San Francisco plant. In 1936, however, killing and 
drea&ing were dODO at country plants, the freshly killed, graded, and paeked-wckena 
being lIhipped to Ban Franeiseo~ The killing plant in San Francisco is still used oc­
casionally tor live poultry eonsigned directly to the association at San Franei&e.o and 
tor heavy ehiekena bought b'y the &88oeiation in San Franeiaeo. 
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Sl'vl'rul g~neral prodUl'e dral",.,., whu .... main hUllitH''''' iN thl' .... 11' of frllib. 
alld vl'g<'tabl ..... One lar!1" jubhl'r-hrukl'r handlr,1 couKid"rahl .. qualltili .... 
of beavy chick .. "", shipp<'<1 in rrum midwrsl"rn "Ialf'K.M Wilh tI.1' ""''''I'' 
tion of one larse meat packer, all the bulk bandlera of drtw ... t1 and live 
poultry were concentrated within a few city blocka past of San.ome 
Street and north of Market Street-within an area covpring only about 
a half a square mile (lig.l1), 

The wholesale poultry dealers obtain the bulk of then- supplies of live 
chickens from hucksters or from their own buying station. or 8gt'nta in 
the country districts of California and other states. MOtIt of these con­
cerns also purchase considerable quantities of dreBlllld poultry (mostly 
roasters and heavy hens) direct from country buyers in midwestern 
states; a few of them, however, purchase their heavy chickana, of ou1-o1-
state origin, from the large jobber·brokerage firm referred to above (p. 
55). On occasion one wholesale dealer with ex"""" 8upplies may lH'1I to 
other wholesale dealers whose supplies are at tbe time inadequate to 
meet their market outlets. 

Live poultry received by wholesale dealers is usually battery-fed for 
several days before killing. The time of feeding varies corudderably and 
depends upon the age and condition of chickens when they are received 
at the plant, and the point of origin (whether California or out of state). 
Each wholesale dealer has his own feeding formulas for ditl'erent types 
of chickens. Killing and dressing methods appear to be fairly well stand­
ardized, although in 1936 one firm was operating a device whereby fea­
thers were removed by a waxing process. After killing, chickens are 
diaplayed in racks for inspection by customers. 

The bulk handlers of poultry (wholesale poultry dealers, the two meat 
packers, and the cooperative associations) in turn sell their dreHHed poul. 
try to (1) retail butchers of whom there were between 1,500 and 1,800 
in 1936; (2) hotels and restaurants; (3) various public Bnd semipublic 
institutions, auch as hospitals, veterang' homes, the Brmy and navy; (4) 
steamship companies; and (5) occasionally direct to consumers who take 
delivery at the plant. A considerable, though indeterminate, quantity of 
the poultry handled by these bulk operators is shipped to buyers (mainly 
public institutions) located outaide of San Francisco; some is exported, 
mostly to Hawaii, and some is ultimately consumed outside of California 
(for example, the poultry purchased by eteaIlll!hip oompaniell). This 

.. There were in addition the California Turkey Growers COOperative AaoeiatlO11 
handling turkey. onl,. aDd a jobber handling mainly turkey. for the NorthweA Tur~ 
key Grower8 A880ciation but also ebiekens and dairy protlueta OIl behalf 01 eoC:ipera. 
tive assoelationa in variooelJtatee in the mountain dirilrion ot the United State&. (See: 
Tinley, J. M., and E~ C. VoorbieL Eeonomie problema atf«ting turkey marketing bI 
Califomin. California Agr. Exp. 8ta. Bul. 812:1-78.1937.) 
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wide dispersion of poultry from San Francisco makes it impossible to 
determine with any degree of accuracy the per-capita consumption of 
poultry meat in the city. The wholesale poultry dealers also sell consid­
erahle quantities of live poultry (and some dressed poultry) to some 
twenty small wholesale-retail butchers or slaughterers located in varioUs 
parts of San Francisco. 

The buying practices of the various customers of the bulk handlers of 
poultry differ considerably. Many restaurant owners and owners of re­
tail stores visit the killing plants and select live chickens which are then 
killed for them. Others who visit the plants make their selection from 
freshly killed chickens displayed on racks. On the other hand, large num­
bers of retcil stores, restaurants, and hotels phone in their orders for 
types and grades of chickens, or orders are placed through the salesmen 
employed by the various bulk handlers of poultry. The purchasing agents 
for some of the public institutions visit the various bulk handlers and 
place orders for chickens of different classes and grades. Many of the 
public agencies, however, eall upon the various members of the poultry 
trade for sealed bids on specified quantities, classes, and grades of poul­
try. Before acceptance and final settlement for the poultry so purchased, 
the poultry is usually inspected by the purchasing agent, or by a local 
official of the United States Department of Agriculture Bureau of Agri-
cultural Economies. _ 

At one time there were a large numher of retail handlers of live poul­
try (p. 55). A few ofthese still survive. In 1930 there were twenty whole­
sale-retail butchers or slaughterers widely seattered in San Franciseo 
(fig. 11), although the number varies somewhat from year to year. These 
have been able to survive because they cater to a special consumer de­
mand. They serve the Jewish trade and persons who prefer to select their 
own chickens and have them freshly killed. Some of these concerns han­
dle live poultry exclusively, whereas others are operated in conjunction 
witb a retail grocery store or retail butcher shop. They vary considerably 
in regard to volume of poultry handled, source of their supplies, and 
types of customers served. 

While most of tIlese concerns handle from 25 to 50 coops of chickeus 
weekly, a few handle as many as 100 coops.- Nearly all of them also han­
dle other types of poultry (such as turkeys, ducks, geese, and squabs) and 
rabbits; one of the larger of these concerns, in addition, sells large quan­
tities of dressed poultry. A few of these concerns sell exclusively to re­
tail consumers, whereas others also sell wholesale to nearby stores and 
restaurants or even to public institutions. Most of these small wholesale-

.. The number of chickens per eoop variea from 20 to 40, the number depending 
upon the average. size and wcighta of birde-broiler., Leghorn, and colored hens. 
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retail butchers obtain their supplies from the wholesale poultry dealers 
in downtown San Francisco; a few, however} obtain their suppliM, in 
whole or in part, frum hucksters or direet from producers in the country. 

The national eharacteristics, experience, and standing of persons op­
erating in a wholesale ma.rket have au important influence on the general 
tone of that market and of the supply territory. If there is a rapid turn­
over of wholesale dealers and if questionable business practices are prev­
alent, similar conditions are apt to be found in the surrounding country 
districts. :l.inch of the dissatisfaction of producers with local marketing 
conditions can thus be traced tc conditions in the adjacent wholesale 
market. The fact that such a relation may exist warrants some analysis 
of the personnel engaged in the wholesale poultry trade in San Francisco. 

Before 1906 nearly all the commission houses were operated by per­
sons of American, French. Irish, or Jewish extraction. While a few of 
the pioneer operators are still in busine.."" most of the wholesale poultry 
firms now are operated by persons of Italian nationality. Although the 
names and corporate standing of several of the firm;; have nndergone 
change from time to time, many of the managers, owners, or part owners 
of these firms bave been connected with the poultry business in San 
Francisco for twenty and in some instances for over thirty years. While 
there were a few complaints regarding questionable business practices, 
the maj.ority of the retailers, hucksters, and others w.ho were interviewed 
in the course of this study stated that tbeir dealings with most of the 
wholesale dealers were entirely satisfactory. They attribute much of this 
to the high standards of business ethics maintained by the old and ex­
perienced operators. 

Handlers of POttUry in Los Angeles.-The Los Angeles poultry mar­
ket differs from that in San Francisco in several important respects. In 
the first place Los Angeles is locatcd on fairly levelland witb adequate 
transportation facilities from all sides. The City of Los Angeles, along 
with several other important cities in the County, covers a very wide 
territory. All of these cities are surrounded with rich agricultural lands, 
large numbers of the farms (espeeially poultry farms) being within the 
limits of the various cities. 

In contrast with San Francisco, the City of Los Angeles has grown 
tremendously since 1900. In that year Los Angeles was a comparatively 
small city with a population of only 102,000. By 1910 its population had 
increased threefold to 319,198 and again nearly doubled between 1910 
and 1920. In 1930 its population was more than double that of 1920 and 
more than twelve times that of 1900. (Population of Los Angeles County 
is estimated to have increased from 2,208,492 in 1930 to 2,785,000 in 
1939.) 
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Because of these two factors-the general topography of Los Angeles 
and its rapid growth-the manufacturing and wholesale districts are 
less clearly defined and cover a much wider area than in San Francisco. 
Moreover, the personnel, both firms and individual persons, engaged in 
the poultry meat trade has undergone considerable change and has been 
less stable than in San Francisco. Very rew of the wholesale poultry firms 
have been in operation for more than ten or fifteen years. The turnover 
of firms and individuals engaged in the wholesale poultry business has 
been fairly rapid. For this reason many of the firms have not established 
direct buying contacts with local dealers in other states. Los Angeles, 
moreover, receives a much larger proportion of the poultry meat COn­

sumed from out of state than does San Francisco. As a consequence the 
ponltry broker plays a much more important rille in Los Angeles than 
in San Francisco. In 1936 there were five brokerage firms handling large 
quantities of dressed poultry a year on a consignment basis and five 
handling small quantities. In addition one firm shipped in live poultry, 
purchased by it in other states, for sale to wholesale poultry dealers in 
Los Angeles. 

There were (1936) in Los Angeles nine wholesale dealers in dressed 
poultry (including five meat·packing concerns) and five wholesale deal­
ersm operating killing and dressing plants (fig. 12). Dressed·poultry 
dealers obtain their supplies of dressed poultry from country plants in 
California or in other states. These fourteen dealers in dressed and live 
poultry are located in the produce and wholesale district of Los Angeles, 
but are far more widely separated than in San Francisco. In addition, 
there is a large number of smaller wholesale-retail dealers or s1aughterers 
scattered all over Los Angeles. In 1936 there were over 100 of these COn­
cerns, in which there is a rapid turnover both in number and in location. 

Wholesale-retail dealers obtain the bulk of their supplies directly 
from hucksters or producers and only small quantities from the estab­
lished wholesale dealers in contrast to San Francisco where the twenty­
odd wholesale-retail poultry dealers obtain most of their supplies from 
the wholesale poultry dealers. The volume and nature of the business of 
these small wholesale-retail dealers vary considerably. They handle from 
about 400 to 2,500 pounds of all types of poultry (such as chickens, 
turkeys, ducks) and rabbits a week. Some of these operators cater almost 
entirely to the retail trade, whereas others sell a considerable volume 
of poultry wholesale, mainly to restaurants. A number of these dealers 
handle only high-grade poultry for a select Jewish trade. Many of them, 
however, handle low-qUality chickens and other poultry on a cut-rate 

38 In addition another wholesale dealer with a killing plant in Pasadena sold large 
quantities of poultry to hotels, stores, and rest.aurants in Los Angeles. 
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basis. A considerable number of nationalities were repl'<!tll'nled in the 
wholesale-retail dealel'!I. nearly all of whom were contacted during the 
course of this investigation. 

It was impossible to obtain any exact data on the proportion of all 
poultry sold in Los Angeles which was handled by tbeRe small wholEfiale­
retail dealers. Most of the latter k .. pt rt>COrds only of income and expenaea 
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Fig. 12.-Loeation of who1esale poultry deaJere, broker., ad wboJea.Je-retail 
poultry dealol'8 in Loa Angeles, 1936. 

and hazarded only rough guesses as to their weekly volume of busin_. 
which, moreover, varied considerably at different times of the year. Of· 
ficials of the Health Department eMeat Inspection Section) of tbe 
City of Los Angeles estimated that these 8DIall wholeo!llle·retail dealers 
handled from 25 to 35 per cent of all poultry sold in that eity. 

It is also probable that a considerable volume of poultry is purcb8Hed 
by consumel'!I in Los Angeles from poultry producers located witbin tbe 
city limits or in the surrounding country. 

SUPPLY FACTORS IN 'rHB SAN FRAlfCISOO 
AliI) LOS ANGBLBS MARKETS 

Supply Areas in California for San Francisco and LOB Angelcs.-Chick. 
ens produced in the variolll! counties are available first for local eon· 
sumption needs, and second, for shipment to a nearby whol_le market. 
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Surplus production to local consumption needs iu these varions coun­
ties tends to move to either of the two main California wholesale market­
ing centers-San Franeiscor. aud Los Angeles. The supply area of the 
San Francisco market would inclnde all the counties in the north coast 
and Sacramento Valley sections; all the counties in the south coast sec­
tion except San Luis Obispo County; all the counties in the northern and 
eastern mountein section except Mono and Inyo counties; and San Joa­
quin, Calaveras, Stanislaus, Tuolumne, Merced, Mariposa, and Madera 
counties in the San Joaquin Valley. The Los Angeles supply area would 
include all the counties in southern California; San Luis Obispo County 

TABLE 19 
THE S..1N FRANCISCO .iND Los ANGELES SUPPLY A.B&&.s J'OR CHICDNS, 1934 

Human population Chiokens raised 

SupplYan16 
Chickena 

Pw ... , Pw .... PO' 
Number 01 "'tal N ........ 01 total .capita 

loratato lor etate 

San Franciaoo ..•... ................. S.W,ISO 41.1 10,798,857 .... ... 
J:-Anploo ......... ............... 3,623,890 .... 7 ••• 544 .. .. 2 .• 

Total fot _t.ate . ............ , •.. , .. 8.161,280 100.0 18,169.fI2 100.0 2.' 

Souroo of data: 
Caloulated by the authora from table 36. 

in the sonth coast section; Mono and Inyo counties in the northern and 
eastern mountain section; and Fresno, Tnlare, Kings, and Kern counties 
in the San Joaquin Valley. 

The San Francisco supply area with 41.1 per cent of the human popu­
lation of the state had 59.5 per cent of all chickens raised in 1934, or 
about 4.3 chickens per capite as is shown in teble 19. On the other hand, 
the Los Angeles area with 58.9 per cent of the population had only 40.5 
per cent of the chickens raised, or about 2.0 chickens per capita. The San 
Francisco market probably had access to a somewhat greater proportion 
of heavy hreeds of chickens, produced in the northern and eastern moun­
tain and valley sections of the state than was the case for Los Angeles. 
The great bulk of cbickens available to both markets from within the 
state, however, consisted of Leghorn broilers and hens. 

Information on Poultry Receipts at Two MOI'kets.-The only agencY 
in the state undertaking to assemble data on daily poultry receipts- at 
the San Francisco and Los Angeles markets is the Federal-Stete Market 

ft The Oakland market is closely related to that of San Franeiseo. Possibly it would 
be more nearly correct to reter to the San-Franc.iseo--Oakland market. 

- These data are also aummarized by months in mimeographed reports issued by the 
Federal-State Market NewB Ser:nee at the end of eooh Mlendar year. 
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News Service. This information, with that for prices (p. 79), is obtained 
from the various dealers and transportation agencies in each market who 
cOOperate by reporting daily receipts. The data on receipt. of poultry 
have been much more complete for San Franciseo than for Loa Angels. 

The Federal-State !lIarket News Service has publisbed the following 
information on poultry receipts at San Francisco: 

1. Live Poultry, 
a) Carl received daily; data available oIDoe 1926; reporto intermittent and In­

eomplete prior to 1925. 
b) Coopo otlive poultry received daily b7 freight (reported rellularll only olD .. 

1927), and by truek and boat (reported regularly ... ly olD .. 1929). 
Z. D ..... ecl Poultry. 

P,,,mde of drooaecl poultry received daily. (No diatinetloll mad. rellardin, m .... 
of tranaportoUon.) 

Although a few of the small wholesale-retail dealers in San FrancillCO 
handling an unimportant volume in the aggregate do not report arrival. 
of live poultry purchased within the state, the data publiahed aitord a 
reasonably complete and accurate record of dressed and live poUltry. 
Several factors combine to make such a complete coverage of receipts 
possible_ First, the principal handlers of poultry are located in a com­
paratively small area of the city. Seeond, most of the main transportation 
systems converge in this area. Finally, the principal handlers of poultry 
and the various transportation agencies cooperate fully in supplying in­
formation on poultry arrivals_ Data on poultry receipts unfortunately 
are for all grades and types of poultry (mch as chickens, ducks, geese, 
turkeys) _ No attempt hill! been made as yet to segregate receipts by types. 
While all types of poultry are to some extent competitive one with the 
other, more detailed information on receipts by types would be of con­
siderable value to the trade. 

In the Los Angeles market the Federal-State Market News Service 
reports regularly only receipts of dressed poultry. Occasional reports on 
arrivals of carloads of live poultry are made. Because of the scattered 
nature of the Los Angeles poultry market, it has been found impractical 
to obtain data on live poultry receipts by truck. All the live poultry ar­
riving in Loa Angeles by railroad is received in poultry cars operated 
by the Palace Live Poultry Car Company of Los Angeles. While the 
company cooperates with the Federal-State Market News Service, the 
latter agency does not publish data on car receipts of live poultry, be­
cause sucb information is of little value without information on truck 
receipta. All persons connected with the Los Angeles poultry market, 
who were interviewed during the course of this study, stressed the need 
for more accurate information on receipta. 

In 1935 the City Council of Los Angeles considered an ordinance 
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which would establish, under the direction of the Board of Health Com­
missioners, one or more poultry-inspection stations in the city. All poul­
try, dressed and live, arriving in the city would have to be inspected and 
passed at these stations. The ordinance failed to pass. If some such 
agency is established in the future, it would facilitate the collection of 
reliable data on volume of live and dressed poultry received daily. 

If more accurate data were available in the San Francisco and Los 
Angeles markets on receipts of live and dressed poultry by types there 
would be a possibility of arriving at a fairly accurate estimate of the 
total weight of poultry reccived annually. A car of live poultry varies 
from .. minimum of 14,000 pounds live wcight to a maximum of 17,000 
pounds." In the winter months the average live weight of chickens per 
car varies between 16,000 and 16,500 pounds; in the summer between 
14,000 and 14,500 pounds.- The weight of a coop of chickens varies ac­
cording to the type of chickens shipped. The average weight of a coop 
of broilers varies from 75 to 80 pounds; of Leghorn hens and roasters 
from 100 to 105 pounds; and of colored hens from 125 to 130 pounds. 

Origin of Poitltr1l8upplies at 8an Francisco.-Receipts of cars of live 
poultry at San Francisco decreased from 293 in 1925 to ouly 98 in 1932, 
a decrease of 66.6 per cent (table 36). In 1933, as a result of a consider­
able reduction in railroad rates from eastern states in July of that year, 
receipts increased to 209 ears; in 1934 to 260 cars. In the following four 
years, however, receipts of cars of live poultry again declined precipi~ 
ously, only 60 cars being received in 1937, 71 in 1938, and 52 in 1939. 
Coops of chickens arriving at San Francisco by express or freight de­
clined steadily from 16,195 in 1927 and 17,989 in 1929 to only 1,404 in 
1939. Receipts by boat showed a similar decline from 6,821 coops in 1929 
to 20 in 1939. Receipts by truck, however, increased from 85,944 coops 
in 1929 to 184,347 coops in 1939. Combined receipts of coops (freight, 
boat, and truck) increased from 110,754 in 1929 to 185,771 coops in 1939. 
In the latter year coops by truck amounted to 99.2 per cent of all coops 
received as compared with 77.6 per cent in 1929. 

In marked contrast to the decline in cars of live poultry, receipts of 
dressed poultry increased steadily from 4,966,000 pounds in 1922 and 
5,615,000 in 1925 to 16,842,000 pounds in 1936. Since the latter'year, 
declines have been registered, 12,396,000 pounds being reported for 1939 
(table 37). 

The major proportion of live poultry receipts by cars originates in the 
west north central states, and especially in Nebraska treble 36 and fig . 

• Prior to 1935 the maximum weight permitted by the railroads was i~ooo pounds 
per ear live weight.. 

.0 Live pou1try would be mainly chickens. Turkeys, dueka, and geese are usually 
ahipped in dressed form. ' 
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13). III the ten y .... rs 1930-19!l9, !.I,p north "p"tr .. 1 .. tat .... 8111'1,li ... 1 6G.4 
per cellt of all Cllrs of livl' I'onllry IIl"riving at ~an )o'ranl·i ... ,,; Npbr .... kll 
alone supplied 60.8 per cent. The "'''lIlItain .. t .. t .... 8I1J1l,lil·,I30.0 pt'r ""nt; 
the south central states 2.5 per cent, .. nd the Pacific alat .. 1.2 per cent. 
Considerahle change hll8 taken pl .. ce ill the relative importance of the 
various geographic divisiolls and stat .... with regard to shipments of cars 
of live poultry to San Francisco. The west north celltral alld the lOuth 
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CJ8OlfI:O "JOU~ _t"AOCNT 
c...RI..OUS Of' I.IYL POUI.."'''' 

• AVEiltNH "'IU. 'HAN owe c •• 
ANHttALLY 

.. Anl"'.4I': usa TJWIf tOOO II'OUNOS 
ANNUM,l.Y 

Fig. 13.--origin of average annual receiptll ot live and drttuCd pouJtry at San 
Franciaeo, 1935-1939 (li .... ponltr7 receipts from California omitted). 

Data from tabl. 88 aDd 81. 

central states have decreased in relative importance Il8 a source of aup­
plies of cars of live poultry, wherell8 the mountaiu states have increll8ed. 
In the seven years, 1933-1939, no cars of live poultry were received from 
the Pacific states. 

Practically all live poultry arriving in San Francisco in coopt! orig­
inates within California, although small quantities arrive in this manner 
from Oregon and Washington. Truck transportation of poultry appar­
ently is superseding other means of transportation where the distance 
traveled is comparatively short. 

The bulk of dressed poultry recei pte in San Franebrco originate in 
California and Oregon (fig. 13). In the ten years 1930-1939, the Pacific 
states supplied 78.5 per cent of all dressed poultry; California alone 
supplied 55.2 per cent. Next in importanc;!' were the east north central 
and west north central states together with 11.9 per cent, and the moun-
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tain states with 9.0 per cent. The south central and north A.tlantic states 
together supplied only 0.6 per cent of the total receipts during these 
years. 

Receipts of dressed poultry from the west and east north central di­
visions in the five years 1935-1939 were over 62 per cent greater than 
in the preceding period 193()"'1934. However, it is apparent that this 
increase only partially offsets the decline in the receipts of live ponltry 

_U'IIIKRLINED FIGVMS REl"RESOIf 
tOOO POVHOS OF ORESSED POVI..' 

O.O](CO I'lfWUlIIC5 FI[PIttSENT 
, .... \.DAD$. OF t..t'IE POULTRT 

..... ~ LEU THAN .oNt C.AR 
ANNUAL4-'!' 

Fig. 14.-Origin of &V8l'8.gs 8llDual receipts of live and dressed poultry at Los 
Angel.., 1935-1939 (live·ponltry .... ipts from California omitted). 

Data from tabla 88 and 89. 

from these same regions. There has been no marked trend in receipts of 
dressed poultry from the mountain states although receipts have fluc­
tuated considerably from year to year. On the other hand, dressed poul­
try receipts from California and Oregon increased greatly between 1925 
and 1937. 

Origin of PfJldtry Supplies at Los Ang6le •. -Receipts of cars of live 
and dressed poultry in Los Angeles (fig. 14) show a similar movement to 
those for the San Francisco market (tables 38 and 39). Cars of live poul­
try arriving in the Los Angeles market declined from 433 in 1925 to 144 
in 1929. In 1930, however, receipts more than doubled to 292, but de­
clined again to 111 in 1933. In 1934, as a result of the decrease in railroad 
rates in 1933, receipts increased to 161 cars, but again declined in 1935, 
1936, and 1937, then increased slightlt in 1938 and fell in 1939. Receipts 
of dressed ponltry, on the other hand, increased from 4,801,000 pounds 
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in 1925 to 13,717,000 in 1939. Since 1936 the me haa been in contrut to 
the San Francisco market where there haa been a decrease in receipt.. 

There are some interesting differences in pouItl7 receipta in the LOll 
Angeles and San Francisco marketa (figs. 13 and 14). Between 1925 and 
1932 receipts of cars of live pouItl7 in Los Angels exceeded those in SaD 
Francisco ev817 year except 1928 and 1929. Since 1933, however, ear 
receipts of live poultt7 in San Francisco exceeded those in LOll Angel ... 
with the exception of 1937, 1938, aDd 1939. On the other hand, dreued 
pouItt7 receipts in San Francisco since 1925 have consistently exceeded 
those in Los Angeles until 1939. Moreover, the upward trend in dreased 
pouItt7 receipts in San Francisco was increasing more rapidly than in 
Los Angeles. In 1925 dressed pouItt7 receipts in San Francisco amounted 
to 5,615,000 pounds as compared with 4,801,000 in Los Angelea. In 1938 
receipts in San Francisco were 12,839,000 pounds; those in Los Angele8 
9,892,000 pounds; whereas in 1939 the corresponding data were 12,396,.. 
000 pounds and 13,717,000 pounds, respectively. 

SEASONAL StJPPLll!8 OJ' POULTBT 

Production practices followed in the supply areas will largely determine 
, the time of marketing, which varies conaiderably between different lee­

tions of the country. That these practices may change has already been 
pointed out'" Storage holdings of poultt7 have a decided elfect on tea­
sonal supplies of all clasaes of pouItl7. (On account of the influence of 
such holdings on price, the discussion will be found on page 143.) Sea­
sonal marketings of all pouItt7 and claaees within the poultl7 group are 
perhaps not so regular as is the case with certain agricultural products. 
The reasons can be found in a combination of factors under which poul­
tl7 is produced and aold. 

The arrivala of both live and dressed POultl7 on the main markcts 01 
the countt7 are nsually at the year's low in Febru&I7, March, and April 
From the latter month through July there oecnra a gradual rise in re­
ceipts which is accelerated in August. This upward movement naua1Iy 
culminates in November, although in some years December receipta are 
as high as those in November. A decided drop oecnra for Jant!8l7. In the 
last four months of the year between 50 and 60 per cent of the year's total 
live and dressed poultt7 receipts are received on the large marketa of 
the Middle West and north Atlantic Coast. 

In order to have lOme measure of the variation in monthly receipts 
and the sonrcea of seasonal supplies at San Francisco and LOll Angelee, 

" Under the lIeOt!on "1oIarketing Methoda ... d ChaJmeJ. In Oantomla" (p. ,-> 
it WB8 In<lieated that hatehlDg, .... d heDu broiler 181 .... were much 1eoo ......,.w thaa 
formerly and that emphalis on regularly ODlling low PTodooen out of _ .... 
making available a more ..... oupplJ' of Iuma on the market throughout the J'NIf. 
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an analysis was made of the available data covering monthly receiptS at 
these two markets for the years 1933-1939. In making computations, the 
live years 1935-1939 have been used in order to avoid using data of both 
drought years, 1934 and 1936. 

Sa,.li'raruJisco Market.-Carlot receipts of live poultry at San Fran­
cisco, which averaged 90 ears annually during the years 1935-1939 (table 
40), came entirely from outside of the state with approximately 64 per 
cent originating in the east and west north central states, 32 per cent 
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Fig. 16.-A verage monthly carload!! of live poultry reoeived at 
San Francisco by divisioDS of origin, 1935-1939. 

Data from table 4.0. 

from the mountain states, and 4 per cent from the west south central 
states (table 41). Monthly carload receipts of live poultry from all sta~ 
(fig. 15) are heaviest in the fall and winter months, with 59 per cent of 
the entire year's supply coming during the period from September 
through January. Although shipments from the east and west north 
centrs! states have averaged twi.ce as many carloads annually from 1935 
to 1939 as those from the mountain states, the monthly movement from 
each division follows much the same seasonal change, with lows for each 
division generally occurring in June followed by an increase tc peak 
shipments in November (January for the mountain states). Of the car­
loads of live poultry originating in the west south central states, almost 
all have been received during the three-month period from February 
through April. 

Receipts from the east and west north central states constitute the bulk 
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of live poultry supplies received in carloads at San Francisco, varying 
from an average low of 30 per cent of the total in February to a bigh of 
87 percent in June (table 41). Tbe relative importance ofaupplies from 
the mountain states is greatest in February when they make up 50 per 
cent of the receipts. Shipments received at San Francisco from the west 
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Day from taw. 40 .. 

south central region are relatively amall and in only 2 montba-Feb­
mary and April---do they average 88 much 88 20 per cent of the total 
(table 41). 

Live poultry arriving on the San Francisco market in coops is reported 
by the Federal-State Market News Service. These receipts, coming almoo 
wholly from within the state, ootl8titnte the bulk of the live poultry 
mpply (table 40). From 1935 through 1939 (lOOP receipts averaged 
nearly 157,000 annually, with the heavy movemeut coming on the market 
in late spring and early summer (ng.16). May and June are the montha 
of heaviest receipts, with over a fifth (21 per cent) of the annual arrival. 
reported during this two-month period (table 41T:the four winter 
months, November, December, January, and February, eonstitnte tbe 
seasonal low point and represent a1ightly over a fourth (28 per cent) of 
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the yearly arrivals. This peak period in late spring and early summer of 
seasonally large coop receipts corresponds fairly closely to the period 
when, for production areas within the state, culling is receiving emphasis 
and broilers are usually ready for marketing. It is in sharp contrast with 
the seasonal movement of live poultry receipts shipped in carloads from 
supply areas outside the state. 

Almost 98 per cent of the average annual coop receipts are brought in 
by truck (table 41) ; ouly 2 per cent are express shipments; and the . 
remainder (0.3 per cent) are by boat. The relative importsnce of truck 
shipments varies only slightly from month to month. In April and in 
May truck receipts of coops make up 98.3 per cent of the supply; in No­
vember they decline to 96.4 per cent. On the other hand, in April and in 
l-fay expresa receipts constitute ouly 1.4 per cent of supply, increasing 
in importance up to November, when 3.5 per cent arrive by eXpress. 

Receipts of dressed poultry at San Francisco averaged 14,243,000 
pounds annually during the period 1935-1939 (table 40). A large part 
of this supply was received during the four months from November 
through February (fig. 17). Arrivals in these four months totaled 64 
per cent of the average annual supply of dressed poultry, with November 
and December accounting for 40.1 per cent (table 42 and fig. 18). Re­
ceipts in July, the low month for the year, averaged ouly 2.6 per cent 
compared with December, when 21.8 per cent of the year's receipts are 
received. 

Dressed.poultry receipts include turkey shipmeuts which are not sep­
arated from other poultry in the available data on market receipts. Tur­
keys are generally received dressed, and do not make up a significant 
portion of live poultry, which is mainly chickens. The period of heavy 
dresaed-poultry receipts corresponds closely to the time of large sea­
sonal marketings of turkeys. Receipts from both the Pacific and moun­
tain divisions are relatively heavy (table 42 and fig. 17 ) in November and 
December and for the Pacific states they continue large in January and 
February. Available data indicate the importance of these divisions as 
supply areas for turkeys marketed in San Franciseo and Los Angeles." 

The Pacific states furnish the bulk of the supply of dressed poultry 
arriviug on the San Franciseo market. In the five years 1935-1939,79.6 
per cent of the average annual receipts earne from this division with 
California alone supplying 55.0 per cent of the total (table (2). The 
relative importsnce- of California as a source of supply was greatest in 
February when 73.2 per cent of the receipts originated within the state. 
In this same month 86.8 per cent of the supply on the San Francisco 

.. Tinley, J. M., and E. O. Voorhies. Eeonomie problelD8 affeeting turkey marketing 
in California. Oalllornia Agr. Exp. ala.:Bul. 612:16-SS.1937. 
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market came from the three Paemc states. July was the low month for 
the Pacific states; September was the low point for California, only 32.7 
per cent of the receipts coming from this state during that month. The 
east and west north central states and the mountain states are less im· 
portant than the Paemc states as sources of supply, furnishing 12.6 per 
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cent and 7.2 per cent, respectively, of the average annual market receipts. 
Nevertheless, during certain months significant proportions of the sup­
ply originate in these divisions. In midsummer and early fall these states 
account for 37 to 43 per cent of the total receipts. The west south central 
states furnish only 0.5 per cent of the average annual San Francisco 
receipts, but the bulk of the supplies from this division arrive from April 
through September, the months of lowest average receipts. 
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Although the available data on receipts of live poultry are not reported 
in pounds and hence do not permit an accurata appraisal of the volume 
received live 811 compared to dressed poultry, rough eetimatee baaed on 
the weighte of coops and carloads reported on page 63 would indicate 
the approximate importance of the various types of shipments. A rela­
tively greater proportion of the average annual receipts in coopa arrive 
during the late spring and summer months (fig. 16). whereaa shipments 
of dressed poultry are relatively low during this period and higher in 
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Fig. 19.-Average monthly reeeipla of earl of live JIOlIlt'1a' 
Loa Angel .. by diviaiono of origin, 1936-1939. 

Data from table 48 

the fall and winter months when coop receipts are relatively !eM im. 
portant. These two types of shipments constitute the bulk of the supply 
of poultry arriving on the San Francisco market. 

Los A1Ifleles Ma..ket.--Carloads of live poultry received at Loa Angeles 
have averaged 84.2 cars during the five-year period 1935-1939. The 
monthly distribution of these cars throughout the year baa shown a sea­
sonal tendency toward increased receipts the lut half of the year, al­
though there is considerable variation from month to month (tables 43 
and 44 and fig. 19). Receipts during the Jut six months of the year com­
prise 59.7 per cent of the average annual total cars of live poultry ar· 
riving on the market. September, the high month, accounts for 11.9 per 
cent of the annual receipts, as contr8llted with February when'the can 
received amount to only 5.0 per cent of theye&r's total (table 44). 

The east and weet north central states contribute the laigest share of 
the carload reeeipts of live poultry, averaging 42.0 per eent during the 
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period 1935-1939. The mountain states and the west south central states 
follow in the order named, originating 34.9 per cent and 22.6 per cent, 
respectively. Late in the year the principal source of supply is the east 
and west north central states when the seasonal shipments from these 
areas reach their peak. During the four months July through October 
receipts from these north central states constitute approximately 58 per 
cent of the live poultry reported as arriving in carloads. Seasonal ship­
ments from the mountain states are also heaviest during the last half of 
the year with November the peak month; in that month over half (58.3 
per cent) of tbe live carlot receipts on the market come from the moun­
tain states (fig. 19). Supplies from the west south central region are an 
important factor only during the early part of the year. In February 42.9 
per cent of the usual monthly arrivals come from these states; in March 
they furnish 81.1 per cent; in April, 71.0 per cent; and in May, 57.7 per 
cent. 

The seasonal movement of dressed-poultry receipts reported on the 
Los Angeles market is characterized by extremely heavy arrivals during 
November and December (fig. 20). These two months alone sccount for 
57.6 per cent of the average annual receipts during the period 1935--1939. 
Arrivals during the year vary from a monthly low of 2.8 per cent of the 
average annual supply in July to a high of 34.1 per cent in December 
(table 45 and fig. 21). These extremely large receipts in November and 
December are typical of the shipments from both the Pacific and moun­
tain states and to a lesser extent the east and west north central states. 
Dressed receipts from the mountain states in the last two months of the 
year make up 60.4 per cent of the year's total from thet area at Los An­
geles; the Pacific states send 69.1 per cent of their total shipments during 
those two months; and the north central states 37.8 per cent. Shipments 
from California make up a substantial proportion of those arriving from 
Pacific Coast states (table 43). The seasonal variation in these dressed­
poultry receipts originating in California shows a similar tendency 
toward heavy shipments in November and December when they amount 
to 59.6 per cent of the annual receipts from the state. It is impossible to 
indicate the relative importance of turkey shipments in the total receipts 
at the market for the available data do not separate the poultry by classes. 
It should be recognized, however, that there is a heavy seasonal movement 
of dressed turkeys which takes place in November and December to meet 
the Thanksgiving and Christmas demand for this type of poultry and 
that this factor contributes significantly to the heavy market receipts of 
dressed poultry reported for the last two months of the year. 

The importance of the different divisions as sources of supply for 
dressed poultry on the Los Angeles market varies with different seasons 
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of the year. The Pacific states, which furnished 53.6 per cent of the an­
nual supply during the period 1935-1939, contributed the largest share 
of any area during all months of the year except August, September, and 
October. During the first 7 months of the year the portion of any month's 
supply from the Pacific states varied from 38.9 per cent to 51.1. After 
July the movement from this area deelined in relative importance to a 
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low of 21.6 per cent in October, recovering by November to 60.6 per cent 
and 66.8 per cent in December. During this deeline in relative eignifi­
cance of shipments from the Pacific states in the early fall months, the 
east and west north central states increased in importance as a source 
of supply. In September and October these north central states orig­
inated 49.5 per cent and 59.3 per cent of the receipts arriving in those 
respective months. For the five-year period, however, the north central 
division furnished 22.6 per cent of the annual receipts of dressed poul­
try. The mountain states were relatively more important as a source of 
supply in the late fall and winter months when they furnished from 15.3 
to 24.8 per cent of the receipts. The importent period for the east and 
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west south central states was in spring and summer with a peak in March 
when 19.2 per cent of the month's supply came from this division, al­
though for the average year only 5.8 per cent of the receipta came from 
thia BOUth central division. Throughout the year California was an im­
portant contributor to receipts of dressed poultry at Los Angeles, orig­
inating on the average 34.0 per cent of the supply. In every month of the 
year except November and December California furnished over hall of 
the receipts reported from the Pacific states and from !tray through 
October nearly all the supply from this division came from within the 
state. 

OONSUMPTION OF POVLftV IN OALIFOBNIA 

Studies of poultry consumption have revealed that race or nationality 
and income are important influences alfecting the buying habits of poul­
try consumers." DiscUB8ions with members of the poultry trade indicated 
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that these factors were regarded as important in the Loa Angelea and 
San Francisco markets. On these markets the trade pointed out that 

.. See the _tWa on "Consumption of Poultry In N"", York CIty" i,,, Eeot!omla 
Survey of the Live Poultry Indaatry In New York City. U. S. Dept. Agr. _ Pub. 
28S:58-1L 1937. 

atiebeling, Hazel lL, and Eather P. Phipard. DieIa of familieoJ of empl"1ed .. age 
earDBrB and eIerieaI ... ork .... 1n _ U. S. Dept. Agr. CU. 6f11 :1-Ul.19U. 
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persons of Negro extraction and members of the Jewish faith were the 
largest per-eapita consumers of poultry. The Jewish holidays always call 
for an iocrease io poultry consumption. Mexicans also are relatively 
heavy users of poultry along with consumers who origioated io the Med­
iterranean countries. Persons of Nordic extraction seem to prefer other 
types of meat for their big meals and celebrations. 

Popnlation figures for these two markets are given io table 20 where 
they are classified on the basis of race or national origin. This table shows 
that the groups which are reported to be heavy per-capita consumers of 
ponltry make up a significant although not a major portion of the tots! 
population. The proportion of persons of Jewish faith and hence their 
relative importance as an iofluence upon poultry consumption are not 
revealed by such a popUlation classification. Data collected io 1926 by 
the United States Department of Commerce Bureau of the Census, which 
classify church membership ioto the different denommations, iodicate 
that io Los Angeles out of 326,446 persons reported io 1926 as church 
members,M 20.0 per cent were members of Jewish congregations, and io 
San Franeis<!t> .out of 229,073 persons reported as church members, 15.3 
per cent were members of Jewish congregations. While these data do 
not elassify the entire popnlation of the two cities, it might be inferred 
that persons of the Jewish faith make up a substantial portion of the 
popnlation and that as heavy users of ponltry, they would exercise con­
siderable iofluence on tots! and per-capita consumption in these markets. 

RIOB DBTElIJIIIIliATION AND PRIOB QUOTATIONS 

Practically all chickens produced annually and not consumed on farms 
are destined sooner or later for human consumption. The iodividual 
farmer usually has some, though a limited, choice of where and when to 
sell. In this he is iofluenced to a considerable extent by prevailiog prices 
beiog paid in loeal or central markets for the type of poultry he has for 
disposal. Producers are thus vitally interested in the accuracy and re­
liability of information currently available relative to farm, wholesale, 
and retail prices. • From a practical standpoiot, prevailiog prices io wholesale markets 
are of particnlar importance. Dealers io large wholesale markets usually 
have more up-to-date and comprehensive information relative to avail­
able and potential supplies and on present or potential demand, not only 
in their own wholesale market, bnt also io wholesale markets io other 
paris of the country. The wholesale markets do not have a rigid supply 
territory. Although supplies of ponltry from the counties adjacent to 

&& United States Department of Commerce Burean of the CenSUl!. Census of re­
ligious bodi ... vol. 2: 1-1469. 1926. (Church members are defined varioUBl)' by dif­
ferent secte or dellOl!liDatiolUl~) 
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S&II Francisco usually gravitate to that wholeaale IQIlrket (beeaURe of 
low transportation costs) and supplies in the counties adjacent to Loll 
Angeles gravitate to Loa Angeles, there are m&llY areas in the state from 
which poultry may move to either market. The factors determining the 
direction of flow would be the relative prices in the two wholeaale mar· 
kets &lid relative transportation coats. 

Similarly poultry produced in Texas, Nebraska, and numerous other 
states to the east of California may move to the Chicago and New York 
markets 88 well 88 to the California markets. Tr&ll8portation coats, 
whether truck or railroad, between different parts of the country tend to 
remain fairly uniform from day to day, month to month, and even year 
to year. Prices of poultry in the various wholesale markets, however, 
tend to be in a continuous state of fluctuation, the prices depending upon 
changes in demand and supply conditiona in each-market. Local buyers 
of poultry -on the edge or overlapping portiona of the supply areas of 
different wholesale markets are continuously on the alert as to which of 
several markets they will ship poultry purchased from producers. Poul. 
try from these areas thua tend to move in different directions according • to the relative prices prevailing in different wholesale markets. 

This factor of supply and demand tends to keep prices in the varioua 
wholesale poultry markets closely in line with each other. A marked in. 
crease in poultry prices in New York is very likely to be followed within 
a few days by a similar increase in the San Francisco and Loa Angeles 
markets. It is possible, however, for prices in individual wholesale IQIlr· 
kets to depart appreciably from the normal relation of prices in other 
wholesale markets, prices depending again purely upon localaupply &lid 
demand conditions. Such a departure, however, ia not likely to be long 
continued without affecting the flow of supplies to or from such IQIlrkets. 

Another factor in recent years that has probably kept poultry prices 
in various aectiona of the country in line has been the role played by the 
chain stores in the marketing of poultry &lid in influencing prices. Soma 
of the chains do &II enormous business in poultry, especially in the East 
&lid Midwest. Special organizationa within these chains have been formed 
at times to handle the poultry side of their business. SimilarlY., the en· 
tr&llce of such organizationa as the Poultry Producers of Central Cali­
fornia into the wholesale poultry buaine88 has -undoubtedly bad lOme 
elIect in the smoothing out of prices between certain areas. 

Not only are the prices between wholesale markets kept in line by the 
movement of supplies from overlapping production areu, but the whole­
sale prices also bear a close concurrent reletion to priees received by pro­
ducers and ~ose paid by retailers and conaumers. Local buyers tend to 
base the prices they pay producers upon the current prices in the whole-
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sale market or markets to which they normally ship. The prices received 
by producers are usually less than those in the wholesale market by the 
customary margin taken by the loeal buyer to cover his expenses of 
operation. Although the margins of loeal buyers may vary somewhat 
from time to time and as between buyers, the variation is not likely to 
be great. 

Retail prices (or prices paid by consumers) generally exceed the em­
rent prices in the wholesale market by the customary margins required 
by retail stores and butchers to cover their costs of operation and profits. 
These margins probably show a greater degree of variation from time to 
time and as between retail dealers. Variations of margins as between 
retail stores and butchers are probably closely related to dilferences in 
services given consumer customers. Dealers who sell on a cash-and-earry 
basis usually operate on lower margins than those who sell on credit and 
deliver to the homes of consumers. Furthermore, individual retail stores 
may have to lower or widen their margins temporarily on individual 
supplies according to the volume of supplies on hand. If consideration 
is given to th!lSe facts, however, it is found that prices paid by consumers 
tend to lluetuate in rather narrow limits above current wholesale prices. 

In view of these close interrelations (between wholesale markets and 
between wholesale prices and those received by producers and paid by 
consumers) producers, dealers, and consumers are vitally interested in 
the extent to which current wholesale price quotations actually relleet 
the prices at which POnltry is being sold at wholesale. 

In nearly every important wholesale market for ponltry products 
there is one agency or more that undertake to gather and pnblish current 
price quotations which are intended to relleet as accurately as possible 
the prevaiIing representative prices at which poultry is being sold. 
Wholesale dealers who have local agents or buyers usually notify them 
daiIy of the prices at which ponltry is being sold and the prices these 
agents c~ pay for dill'erent grades and classes of ponltry. Several news­
papers and trade papers also undertake such a service on a daily or 
weekly basis. Within recent years, however, two types of agencies have 
come to assume a dominant position in the issue of quotations. 

The first of these agencies is the Federal·State Market News Service, 
a public agency financed jointly by the United States Department of 
Agricnlture and the California Stata Department of Agriculture. This 
agency maintains offices in San Francisco and Los Angeles to report on 
prices and movement (where feasible) of a large range of farm products. 
Minor offices may be, and usually are, established seasonally in dilferent 
local production areas to report on movementa and conditions of certain 
types of farm products. The San Francisco and Los AngeleS offices of the 
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Federal-State Market News Service each includes a aection primarily 
concerned with poultry and dairy product&. The maiD function. of the 
officials of this section are to gather and publish data on prices and move­
ment on poultry (and dairy producta) and to provide a atandard grad­
ing service for government agencies and Sllch other groupa who m&1 ... 
quire it. 

A second agene)' which in some markets (for example Loa Angeles) ill 
of considerable importance in currently reporting poultry prices it a 
local produce exchange, usually incorporated, in which all or moat of the 
important wholesale operators have membership. The operatioDi of lOch 
a produce exchange differ in many important respects from that of the 
Federal-State ?t£arket News Service. Because of marked differences in 
the effectiveness and type of market information available in the San 
Franeisco and Los Angeles wholesale poultry ma~kets, price-quotation 
services in the two markets will be analyzed aeparately. 

The Ban Francisco Market.-In the San Francisco market there ill no 
organized produce exchange for trading in poultry-meat prodUcts. The 
service of determining and publishing current prices ill undertaken by 
the San Francisco office of the Federal-State Market News Service. Data 
on poultry supplies arriving in San Francisco, together with prieea paid 
and received by wholesale dealers for various grades and cl_ of poul­
try, are gathered daily by officials of the Federal-State Market Newl 
Service. This is assembled in a mimeographed report issued daily, which 
is available free to all persons or agencies desiring it. The data in these 
reporta are also used by the daily newspapers and radio ltations and by 
various trade and farmers' periodicals in their daily and weekly market 
reparta. 

Included in the daily mimeographed reparta are three groupe of 
prices: (1) buying prices (live), f.o.b. San Francisco, these being the 
prices paid by wholesale dealers to producera (in reality local buyers) for 
live poultry delivered in lots of one coop or more to the plant !,f whole­
sale dealers in San Francisco; (2) prices to retailers, local dressed, these 
being the prices at which wholesale dealers sell locally killed poultry to 
retailers in Iota of one box or more; and (3) prices to retailere, fresh hox­
packed, these being the prices at which wholesale dealers eell dre8lled 
poultry (poultry killed and dressed at country planta in California and 
other states) to retailers in Iota of one box or mare. The prices quoted, 
unless otherwise stated, are on prime (or first) quality poultry. Prices 
per pound are quoted on the following e1assificatioDi of poultry:· 
(I) Leghorn broilers (separate prices for broiJera weighing under 1% 
pounds, 1% to 1% paunds,and over 1% up to 21A pounda); (2) Leghorn 

.C's....;lle .tiOJl8 of Priday, June 9, 1939. 
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fryers (over 2% pounds in weight); (3) colored chickens, under 3% 
pounds (fryers), 3% to 4 pounds (roasters), over 4 pounds (roasters) ; 
(4) Leghorn hens (under 3% pounds and 3% pounds and up); (5) 
colored hens under 5 pounds and colored hens over 5 pounds; (6) Leg­
horn roosters; (7) colored roosters; (8) young ducks over 5 pounds; 
(9) squabs (all sizes) ; (10) pigeons (price per dozen); (11) domestic 
rabbits under 5 pounds; (12) young tom turkeys under 18 pounds and 
young tOms over 18 pounds; (14) young hens. Comparative figures by 
classifications are also given for the Los Angeles market. 

The daily report also contains information on the number of coops of 
live poultry and pounds of dressed poultry that arrived in the market 
during the preceding day, together with a summary comparison on a 
weekly and current year (to date) basis with similar periods for the 
preceding year. Information is also given on the movement of dressed 
poultry into and out of cold storage for the previous date, the volume of 
poultry in storage on the date of the report, together with the volume 
in storage on the same week day of the previous year. Then follows a 
short qualitative aualysis of the tone of the San Francisco and Los An­
geles markets'for different classifications of poultry. 

Officials of the Federal-State Market News service visit dealers daily 
and obtain from tl'em information on the prices paid and received by 
them for different grades and classes of poultry. Such verbal informa­
tion is frequently checked by information obtained from hucksters as to 
prices received by them from wholesale dealers; and from retailers as 
to prices paid by them to wholesalers. Most dealers also make available 
to the market reporter purchase and &ales invoices. In addition to the 
information on prices, all important handiers of poultry report daily to 
the office of the Federal-State Market News Service their receipts of 
poultry and in many instances also poultry in transit. This information 
is supplemented by reports from the various railroads of receipts of 
poultry by raiL 

The information so obtained is summarized by the market reporters on 
their return to the office and immedistely mimeographed and dispatched 
to the list of persons reqnesting the information. The prices quoted 
(either as single or a range of prices) represent as nearly as possible the 
weighted average of prices paid and received by wholesale dealers on the 
market. It is important to stress the fact that the quotations are based on 
actual sales and not on dealers' estimates of current market values. 

The current and continuous information thus collected enables the 
well-trained market reporters of the Federal,State Market News Service 
to obtain a fairly accurate idea, not only of prices actually being paid 
and received by dealers, but also of the general tone of the market, that 
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is, whether trading is good or poor and whether prices are Ihowin, a 
tendency to increase or decrease. 

Interviews with wholesale dealers, retailen, 'and producen indicate 
that the work of the Federal·Stete Market Newa Service ia greatly ap­
preciated and widely used. Dealera appear to place much confidence in 
the relisbility of the daily reporta and in turn reciprocate willingly in 
supplying accurate information on their trading operation •. Producen, 
hucksters, and retailers in turn have a reliable method of determining 
whether the prices they are paying or receiving are in line with current 
market conditions. 

It should not be inferred that producers are alwaYi satisfied with the 
prices they receive. There are frequent complaint! that the margiDi of 
the wholesale dealers or of hucksters are too wide or that the general 
level of prices is too low. More frequently, however, eomplsint! of pro­
ducers are directed at the grading and weighing practices of hucksten. 
No doubt individual country buyers often adopt what are commonly 
ea1Ied "tricks of the trade" in order to obtain poultry at as Iowa COllI; 

to themselves as possible. Most producers, however, recognize that low 
prices may merely be a reflection of general supply and demand litua­
tions, conditions over which producers, hucksters, and dealen have little 
direct control. Producers, however, do have the assurance that the pricel 
qu.0ted by the Federal-State Market News Service are as near an ac­
curate reflection as possible of price. actually being paid and received. 

The LOB Angeles Market.-In marked contrast with conditioDl in San 
Francisco, there appears to have heen a considerable degree of dissatia­
faction among producers and retailers in southern California with the 
price-determining services in that market. 

Two separate and independent agencies undertake to determine live­
poultry prices in southern California. The less widely used service ia the 
Los Angeles office of the Federal-Stete Market News Service, which 
operates in much the same way as in San Francisco, but under aevera1 
severe disadvantages: 

1. Trading is scattered over a much wider area than in San Francisco. 
This makes it extremely diflieult for officials to make personal daily con­
taetI with wholesale and retail dealers, especially since the Loa Angeles 
office appears to be undermanned. 

2. The wide dispersion of the trading area and the large number of 
retail slaughterhouses, which cannot be contacted daily, has made it im­
possible, up to the present time, to develop satisfactory machinery for 
assembling data on current receipt! of live poultry. Date on receipt! bY 
rail are obtained daily from transportation agencies but no data are 
available ou loeal and out-of-state truck receipt!. 
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3. The loeal newspapers have not undertaken to publish the daily quo­
tations of the Federal-State Market News Service. The quotations of the 
Produce Exchange of Los Angeles are published. Both producers and 
retailers obtain their information on current prices mainly from local 
newspapers. 

4. The high degree of cooperation between dealers and the Federal­
State Market News Service that is found in San Francisco does not exist 
to nearly the same extent in Los Angeles. This is partly due to the scat­
tered nature of the market, partlY to the more rapid turnover of dealers 
in Los Angeles, and partly to the fact that dealers themselves belong to 
an organization which performs the service of price determination. 

As a resnlt of these conditions, the reports of the Federal-State Market 
News Service are not widely used in Los Angeles. The chief souree of 
market-news information is the Produce Exchange of Los Angeles. 

This agency is organized to conduct trading in dairy and poultry 
prodncts in Los Angeles. Practically all brokers, packers, wholesale deal­
ers, and producer cooperative associations handling dairy products, 
poultry, and eggs in and around Los Angeles are members of the Produce 
Exchange. In 1935 the Produce Exchange had scme forty-nine full mem­
bers and thirty-one associate members. Officials of the Produce Exchange 
gather and display daily in a prominent position all pertinent market 
information, both local and nationwide, about the products on which the 
trading is conducted. To this end the Produce Exchange is in daily 
telegraphic communication with other important wholesale markets in 
the nation. 

Every day, excluding Saturday, Sunday, and holidays, the Prodnce 
Exchange is opened for trading at 4 ,00 p.m. Bids, offers, and sales are 
made by members on various grades and types of dairy and poultry 
products. The price recorded for the last bid, offer, or sale for each grade 
and product becomes the official Produce Exchange quotation for that 
day_ 

Only a very small part of the manufactured dairy products and eggs 
handled in Los Angeles is sold over the Produce Exchange. No trading 
is conducted in dressed poultry. Dealers and brokers handling dressed 
poultry, who were interviewed during the course of this study, stated 
that in negotiating purchases and sales of dressed poultry, they were 
guided partIy by the dressed-poultry quotations in the New York market 
arid partly by live-poultry quotations in the Los Angeles market. 

Because of the difficulty of handling live poultry ou the Produce Ex­
change and because of the absence of standard grades for live poultry, no 
actual sales of live poultry are made on the Produce Exchange. The 
prices quoted for live poultry 'are merely a reflection of those which 
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dealers consider are and could be paid concurrently to producen (ac­
tually to hucksters) f.o.b. Loa Angelea. These pricea are changed from 
time to time by the method of bids and offers whenever the opinion of 
dealers indicates that supply and demand conditions warrant a change. 
In reality, therefore, the prices as determined by the Prodnce Exchange 
do not reflect the prices at which purchases of live poultry are bt>ing 
made, hut merely represent a crystallization of the opinion. of dealers 
on current market values. 

Of the eighty-odd members of the Produce Exchange only eighteen 
regular members and ten associate members handled poultry in 1936. 
Several of these handlers of poultry do not deal in live poultry or handle 
it ouly occasionally as brokers. Such members do not regularly partici­
pate in the determination of live-poultry quotations. In actual praetice 
the determination of current values of live poultry by the method of bids 
and offers is undertaken by not more than ten members of the Produce 
Exchange, practically all of whom are wholesale dealers. Thus, neither 
producers nor retailers, including retail slaughterboUllell, are repre­
sented in the determination of market values. 

Another weakness of the method of determining market values by the 
Produce Exchange is the fact that the quotation is used not only 811 a 
basis of purchaae of live poultry from producers hut also 811 a b8llm of 
sale to the retail trade. Wholesale dealers, of course, negotiate each we 
separately, and there is often some variation in the prices at whieh sales 
of similar grades of poultry are made on the same day. Nevertheless, 
the Produce Exchange quotation is regarded 811 the foundation upon 
which current daily sales are based. In the determination of the Produce 
Exchange quotations, dealers are thus prone to consider not only what 
they are willing and able to pay producers or hucksters for poultry, hut 
also the prices at which poultry can be moved into the retail trade. Thus, 
at certain times the Produce Exchange quotations will prohably re1leet 
more elosely the current market value of wes to the retail trade, rather 
than the prices paid to producers f.o.b. Loa Angelea. 

Retailers in their purehaseB of various types and grades of poultry 
from wholesale dealers refleet rather rapidly the reactioU8 of eonsnmet'll 
to prices and quantities of poultry offered. Retailers have found that 
consumers who are regular purehasers of poultry react unfavorably to 
very wide variations in price at different seasons of the year. If prices 
fan too low at the period of flush produetiOll., 1!onsumers' resistance to 
higher prices is experienced later. Consequently, retailers are anxi0D8 
to keep prices to consumers 811 uniform 811 possible or to oppose wide 
seasona1l1uctuations of price. In order to meet these reaetioU8 of retail­
ers, the wholesale dealer attempts to prevent his prices to retailers from 
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falling to too Iowa level during periods of plentiful supply and from 
rising too high in periods of short supply. 

During periods of heavy supply, dealers are willing as a rule to buy 
only limited quantities of ponltry at the current market quotation. The 
heavier supplies otl'ered are taken only at prices below the current market 
quotation. Part of the poultry purchased at such times is moved directly 
to the retail trade; part is put into storage. On the other band, during 
periods of low fresh supplies, the current needs of retailers are met 
largely out of accummulated storage stocks and partly out of current 
purchases from producers. During such times, dealers who have in­
sufficient poultry of certain grades in storage to meet their retail outlets 
may frequently have to pay the market quotation or highel for live 
poultry. Comparisons of prices received by producers with current Pro­
duce Exchange quotations indicate that producer prices often vary from 
as much as 4 cents below the quotation during the period of heavy supply 
to as much as 2 cents above the quotation at periods of low supply. In 
other words, prices reccived by producers for ditl'erent classes of poultry 
tend to show a much greater seasonal variation than do the Produce 
Exchange q,!otations for similar classes. These quotations cannot, there­
fore, be regarded as a very accurate reliection of the prices received by 
producers at certain times of the year. 

Considerable criticism was voiced by producers and operators of re­
tail slaughterhouses about the Produce Exchange quotations. Some of 
the criticisms were that the quotations were often assertedly manipu­
lated to the disadvantage of producers, and others that the quotations 
do not serve as an accurate reliection of current market values. None 
of the producers who asserted that the Produce Exchange quotations 
were subject to manipulation were able to produce any concrete evidence. 
Some of the illustrations advanced by a few producers and retail slangh­
terers may have been evidence of manipulation; on the other hand, 
numerous other factors may have been responsible for the discrepancies 
between the Produce Exchange quotations and the prices received by 
producers or paid by retail slaughterers. A few producers seemed in­
clined to believe that the low level of prices was due to both manipulation 
and generai supply and demand conditions. It is, however, an extremely 
difficult matter to obtain evidence of and prove manipulation. The Pro­
duce Exchange quotations, after all, represent merely the collective views 
of distributors on market values and, owing to the lack of reliable data 
on current receipts of live poultry, it is entirely possible that dealers may 
frequently make errors in judgment. Furthermore, dealers do not pub­
lish their reasons for making changes in the prices quoted. It should be 
pointed out in this connection, however, that the small number of per-
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sons participating in "making" the prices for poultry on the Produce 
Exchange makes occaaional manipulation possible, 1'8P,rdl_ of whethM' 
or not manipulation actuallyOCCUl'B. 

Quite apart from the poosibility of manipulation, the Produce EJ:· 
change quotetions on live poultry do not serve, from the producers' view· 
point, as a very satisfactory and reliable reftection of current pri_ paid 
to producers f.o.b. Los Angeles. Quotations based on a few dealers' 
opinions of current market value can never be as reliable u quotatioIIJI 
based on actual sales, especially if dealers' opiniona are aleo influenced 
by resale values of poultry. Furthermore, quotationa based entirely upon 
opinions of ouly one element in the trade will alwaye be open to IW!piciou, 
no matte\- how dosely they reflect actual market values. The absence of 
reliable data on production of poultry both in California and in the 
United States 88 a whole, together with the even 1_ reliable data on 
current receipts of poultry in Los Angeles, still further complicates the 
situation from both the producers' and the distributors' viewpoints. One 
oj the cardiual requirements for a reliable system of price determination 
is adequate, accurate, and up·to-date knowledge of IIIlpply and demand 
conditions. 

Looked at from any angle, the conditions under which current market 
quotations are determined in Los Angeles are eJ:tremely unsatisfactory. 
Several changes would seem to offer promise of improvement: 

L It would be better if the quotations of the Produce EJ:change of Los 
Angeles were so altered 88 to dissociate resale values from pri_ paid to 
producers. This could be accomplished by issuing two seta of quotationa, 
the first to reflect prices paid to producers f.o.b. Loa Angeles, and the 
second to reflect prices to retailers. 

2. More satisfactory still would be an eJ:pansion and wider use of the 
facilities of the Federal·State Market News Service. An increase in the 
personnel of the Loa Angeles office would be necessary in order to inIIIlre 
wider coverage of the market, espeeially closer contact with the retaIl 
slaughterhouses which are IIIlch an important group in thet poultry. 
marketing center. For such an eJ:panded service, or even for the present 
service rendered by the Federal·State Market News Service to prove 
of any value, the daily quotations must be published in the local news­
papers. 

3. Finally, it would seem necessary thet some agency, such as the 
Federal·State Market News Service or the city and county health·in· 
spection services, undertake to develop machinery for collecting ac­
curate data on current receipts of dressed and live poultry. This con1d 
be done if one 01' more inspection stations were established at which 
trucks hauling poultry into the Los Angeles market would have to report. 
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TREND OF IlmOXEN PRICES IN 'nI:B llNlTlID STMES 

Numerous complex factors influence prices of individual commodities at 
any given time and over a period. The factors determining price levels 
on any particular day, in any week, month, or ,ear, usually are different 
from those that determine the long-time trend in prices. As an aid in 
understanding the relation of some factors to price, price interrelations 
are analyzed from several different angles. 

Over a long period the most important factors that would appear to 
influence the general trend of chicken prices are (1) the trend of chicken 
production in relation to the population trend, (2) changes in buying 
power and consumption habits of people, and (3) changes in the general 
price level. Involved in (1) are the changes that have occurred in the 
relative volumes of both chicken eggs and chickens produced. 

Prices of other foods influence chicken prices, although it might be 
difficult to offer statistical proof covering any considerable period. Sup­
plies of other meats, and more particularly those of other poultry meat, 
have a decided effect on chicken prices. The problem of substitution is 
coming incr,!asingly to the foreground in the case of almost all foods. 
The family purchasing a turkey does not buy a chicken destined for the 
aame meal. But, when supplies of lamb are plentiful and prices are low, 
the housewife may purchase lamb in preference to chick~pecially 
if the price of the latter is relatively high. Of considerable influence in 
the consumption of poultry on the California market are the supplies 
of rabbits. 

Chicken prices are undoubtedly influenced by feed prices largely 
through egg prices. A favorable relation between egg and feed prices 
makes for an increase in the number of chickens that are intended pri­
marily for egg production. This feed-price relation influences both the 
short- and long-time production of chickens. 

Within the year, chicken prices are influenced markedly as the result 
of the chicken's biological nature. The seasonal production of different 
poultry classes and the resultant cold-storage movements have a pro­
nounced effect on seasonal price changes. 

Producer Priu Data.-Confusion arises as a result of the number of 
quotations and prices on poultry puhlished and upon their significance. 
Since 1909 the United States Department of Agriculture Bureau of 
Agricultural Economics has issued a "price paid producers" for chickens 
on one day in each month (at present the fifteenth). This represents an 
average price reported by producers in all sections of the country for 
many and varied grades, breeds, sizes--and perhaps for many other fae­
tors. This price is published as an average not only for the country as 
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a whole but also for each major geograpbic division and for every ltate. 
These averages are of general interest. They oft'er indication. of price 
trends and enable poultrymen to compare chicken prices with general 
prices and with those of competing products. 

In California. the producer price represents the average price paid 
for chickens kept mainly for egg production, but it is highly probable 
that there are included in the average acme prices received for chickens 
primarily intended for meat purposes. On the other hand, in a state ncb 
as Nebraska--or in many of the midwestern stetea--farm prices repre­
sent an average of prices paid producers for birds intended both for 
meat and for egg production. In making up the California average, 
prices on Leghorns, Plymouth Rooks, and other breeds are used; these 
individual prices may have been paid in San Diego, Loa Angeles, Ala­
meda, Sacramento, or in any of the other counties. The individual poul­
tryman cannot use these data (teble 46 and 47) as a baaia (or lack of 
basis) for a comparison with prices received by him. Within the indll8try 
the short-time price trend of a specific class of chicken may be upward 
while at the same time that of another class may be in the opposite 
direction. 

Trend in Chicken Pric6B, 1910-1939.-In tbe section "Trend of Pro­
duction," it waa indicated (p. IH!) that chicken nwnbera on farms 
in the United States bad increaaed more slowly than the human popula­
tiOD. over a period of forty-five years. From 1890 to 1935 the human 
population doubled, whereas chicken numbers increased only by 43.5 
per cent. Between these same years, there waa a marked decline in turkey 
production and duck and geese numbers declined. 

A study of available price data indicates that chicken prices have in­
creaaed materially since 1890_ Unfortunately, earlier C8Il81lSe8 (prior 
to 1890) did not give BUfficient data to aliow for compariaona of prices 
received for chickens. Since 1909 data described in aection "Producer 
Price Data" (p. 87--88) have been available. 

From 1909 to 1939 there have been several violent fiuctuationa in 
general conditions associated with the World War and the economic 

• depression whicb began in 1929. These economic disturbances were 
accompanied by marked fiuctuationa in prices of large numbers of c0m­

modities, including chickens. The major part of the eft'ect of tbese fiuctu­
ations on chicken farm prices waa removed by dividing the weighted 
average of the twelve monthly prices reported by the United States 
Department of Agriculture Bureau of Agricultural Economics by the 
corresponding indexes of wholesale prices prepared by the United States 
Department of Commerce Bureau of Labor Statistics. These adjusted 
prices are shown in table 21, togetber with certain other pertinent data. 
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A comparison between the unadjusted and adjusted price data is shown 
in figure 22. 

Average annual farm prices of chickens in the United States remained 
relatively stable from 1910 through 1915, but increased rapidly from 
11.6 cents a pound in 1915 to 24.3 cents in 1920 (table 46). After the 
latter year, prices declined to 18.3 cents in 1923, but rose to 22.8 cents 
in 1929. A rapid decline'set in between 1929 and 1933, dropping to 9.5 
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cents in the latter year. A fairly rapid rise to 14.9 cents in 1935 was 
followed by a somewhat slower increase in price to 15.9 cents in 1937. 
Sinee the latter year, prices have declined. 

Average farm chicken prices, adjusted for changes in the wholesale 
commodity index, indicate a fairly stable price condition in the United 
States from 1910 to 1914 (fig. 22). From the latter year until 1917, 
prices of generel commodities advanced more rapidly than those of 
chickens (fig. 23): From 1917 to 1929 there was a steady upward trend 
in the adjusted chicken price. For example, chicken prices increased 
more rapidly than general commodity prices. Between 1929 and 1933, 
adjusted chicken prices declined, the decline being marked in 1932 and 
1933. For the five years 1935-1939, adjusted chicken prices were mate­
rially higher than they were before the World War. When considering 
the adjusted chicken prices in Celifornia, trends similar to those in the 
entire country are evident, except that in the period 1935-1939 Celi­
fornia chicken prices were in almost the same relative position as com­
pared with generel eommodityprices as they were before theW ar period. 
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Further light on the change in tbe long-time trend of chicken pri_ 
can be obtained hy contrasting relative changes in prices linee the p~ 
War period with those of all farm products and chicken eggs. During the 
War period the relative increase in farm chicken price. was approJd­
mately the same as that for all farm products. From the peak of prieea 
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in 1919, the prices of all farm products dropped over 40 per cent in one 
year, while chicken prices declined less than 18 per cent (1920 to 1921). 
The decline in chicken prices, unlike those of all farm products, tended 
to coutinue downward until 1923, 80 that 1922 and 1923 prices were 
lower than those in 1921. However, the pereentage decline in chicken 
prices between 1920 and 1923 was less than 25 per cent. 

While there was some recovery in farm-products prices from 1921 to 
1925, a downward trend set in after the latter year. Chicken pricea, after 
reaching a low point in 1923 began to climb, so that in 1929 they topped 
those of the pre-War period by over 90 per cent.;? 
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In the entire 1921-1929 period, however, prices received by chicken 
producers averaged over 75 per cent more than those prevailing from 
1910 through 1914. General farm-products prices averaged only about 
40 per cent higher. It would appear that chicken prices were on a per­
manently higher level in the post-War period" as compared with the 
pre-War period. The relatively high level of prices maintained for both 
chickens and turkeys reflects the marked decrease in the production of 
poultry meat generally in relation to the trend of population. 

Between 1929 and 1933 chicken prices declined over 50 per cent­
about the same rate of decline for ell farm products between 1929 and 
1932. Even with this precipitous decline, chicken prices in 1932 and 1933 
were more favorable than general farm-products prices. The recovery 
in chicken prices between 1933 and 1937 was not so great as that of other 
farm-products prices. In 1938, however, the decline in farm-products 
prices which had set in during the fell of the previous year was not in 
evidence in chicken prices. This latter situation was caused by the small 
number of chickens from the farm in the first part of 1938. In 1939, 
however, there was both an actuel and relative decrease in chicken prices. 

Relative Pl'iees of chickens and eggs were in fairly close agreement 
from 1910 until 1920 (fig. 24). Beginning in 1921 and continuing 
tJu'ough 1939, chicken prices have been relatively higher than those of 
eggs. One of the reasons for this change has been the more rapid increase 
of egg supplies when compared with trend in chicken numbers (table 1 
and fig. 1). Efficiency of egg production has been emphasized, and one 
of the practical results has been a divergence in egg- and chicken-supply 
trends. This emphasis has not been wrongly placed, since the main busi­
ness of most poultrymen is egg production. There is nothing unique to 
the poultry business in this situation. The~ are many illustrations of 
similar main and by-products relations in agriculture; for example, lamb 
and wool, cotten and cottenseed, milk and meat, etc. If the ratio of 
chicken production te the human population is maintained during the 
next few years on about the same level as existed between 1921 and 1929, 
it is reasonable te suppose that the relatively more favorable position of 
ehicken prices in compariscn with those of eggs will continue unless un­
foreseen events should bring about a greatly increased production of 
broilers and fryers. It would appear that attention will continue to be 
directed toward increased efficiency in egg production. This would indi­
cate a more slowly increasing chicken production and a continuance of 
the more favorable price position of chickens as compared with eggs. 

One difficulty blurring the future is the human-population trend. If 
the outlook were for a continually increasing population, forage-animal 
numbers in the United States would probably decrease, and those ani-
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mals consuming cereals for forage and easily kept in confinement would 
probably increase. Under such circumstances, chicken numooMl would 
probably increase. That the population of the United States will 800n 
reach a peak is predieted by many of the studenta of population prob· 
lems. With a declining population, chicken numbers would probably not 
increase. 
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Data- from table 21.. 

Farm prices of both chickens and turkeys declined more rapidly than 
those of farm products during the years 1929-30 to 1933-34. Thill can 
be explained partly by the fact that among urban people botb turkey. 
and chickens are considered to be luxury products. A decline in general 
purchasing power is usually reflected by a far more rapid decline in the 
prices of products that faIl in the luxury cl88S thau in those of etaple 
foods. By the same token a general improvement in purchasing power 
among urban people will cause chicken prices to increase more rapidly 
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than those of staple foods. This was the ease between 1933 and 1937 
(fig. 37). 

Another important factor that may influence the general trend and 
level of chicken prices is a change in the habits of the American people 
with regard to chicken consumption. While no known statistical evidence 
is available, it is highly probable that there has been .ome tendency for 
chickens to be consumed more regularly the year around. There is every 
evidence of a growing year-round use of turkeys, especially in hotels, 
restaurants, and resorta. The heavier chickens more normally come onto 
the market during the five months beginning in October. The great de­
velopment in specialized egg production and the production of lighter 
broilera and fryers has undonbtedly made for larger snpplies of chicken 
meat in the late spring and Bummer months. The production of "hot­
house" broilera during the winter period has augmented the supplies of 
poultry at the time of the year when poultry prices have started to rise. 
The increase in broiler supplies over a considerable period is partly 
shown by the.downward trend in broiler prices-in evidence since 192L M 

The consumption habits of the American people for chickens are 
changing in another important respect. In the past few decades the 
average size of the American family has deeIined. With this decline has 
developed the demand for lighter birds-broilers and fryera. Another 
factor which has contributed to this increased consumption of lighter 
birds has been an increasing tendency for urban residents to dine out in 
restaurants and hotels. These smaller birds are well adapted for the 
restaurant and hotel trade because they can be served conveniently as a 
half-ehicken. They also fulfill the luxury reqnirements which many con­
sumera demand when dining out." If "out-of..season" broiler production 
should become general in many of the present poultry sections of the 
United States, a given number of chickens in the future will represent 
a smaller total volume of chicken meat than in the past. 

Trends m tke California Chicken Prices.-Chicken prices tend to con­
form to a fairly definite geographic pattern. Highest prices (based upon 
prices to producers--table 48) are found in deficit areas in the densely 
populated north Atlantic states and in California. California chicken 
prices have generally averaged from a fifth to two fifths higher than the 
average for the country as a whole. During the thirty years (191~1939) 
for which producer prices are available, they have averaged 4.432 cents 
more per pound~6.5 per cent greater. California producer prices have 
followed those of the United States fairly consistently since 1910, with 

.. Termohlen, W. D., and J. W. Kinghorn&. An economie 8UJ'Vey of the commercial 
broiler iDdU8t17. U. S. Dept. Ag.. Agrleultural AdjDlltment AclmiDiatratioll General 
Inform. Sar. G 61:1-64.1936 • 

.. Radabaugh, J. R. Broiler. the;Ye&r round. The Agrieultural Situatio" 23(1) :!Il-
21.1939. 
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certain exceptions. From 1915 to 1918 chicken prices in the nation rose 
far more rapidly than in California. From 1919 until 1925 the two lea 
of relative prices were in fairly close agreement. During 1926-1929 
chicken prices thronghont the couutry were on a relatively higher level 
than in California. The decline during the four years 1929 to 1933 was 
relatively greater in the country 88 a whole than in California. The 
recovery between 1933 and 1937 was noticeably less in California, but 
thie is probably accounted for by the decrease in chicken numbers in the 
Midwest occasioned by the droughts of 1934 and 1936. In 1938 and 1939 
California chicken prices declined relatively lellll than those in the entire 
country. 

Since the World War, chicken prices bave been relatively favorable 
88 compared with the prices of most farm products In California. During 
the ten years beginning in 1920 farm prices averaged over 70 per cent 
higher than the five.year pre-War average price. Even during the five 
years beginning in 1930, chicken prices held to relatively higher levels 
than most other farm products. 

Egg prices showed an advance of only about 20 per cent in 1920-1929 
88 compared with 1910-1914. In the ten yeare 1930-1939 chickens were 
almost 20 per cent higher in California than they were before the War; 
eggS were almost an equal per cent lower. On account of thie eondition 
an index of chicken and egg prices combined has been relatively unfavor. 
able as compared with an index made up of eome 24 California agricul. 
tural products.· 

Relative prices of eggs and chickens were fairly elose in California 
from 1910 until 1917 (fig. 24). In 1918 relative prices began to show the 
same tendency evident throughout the country three years later. The 
diflierential between chicken and egg prices within the state has been 
larger than in the country 88 a whole over the past two decades. While 
some of the divergency is the result of the continued emphasis upon the 
efficiency of egg production, a change occurred during the first two dec­
ades of the present century which profoundly weigbed in the California 
egg-chicken price relation. Shipments of eggs from other atate. and im· 
porta of eggs had their begioniogs in the 1850's, whereas out-of-atate 
shipments are comparatively recent. No record of outgoing shipments is 
available prior to 1920, when 920 cars of eggs were shipped. Evidently 
between 1912 and 1920 ou~pments began to gather momentum. In 
the winter of 1911-12 the agricultural press-stated: "The state is having 

.. Peterson, G. !L. Ind"" numbe ... of farm J>rl_11l c.I1J'0rnla. CoDtribotiml of the 
Giamriui FOlmdation of tile UniveraitJ of Cafitornia, DlOIlthl:r _. (Mimeo.) (TIWo 
publieatiml has been diseontinued.) 
. - An aeeo1ll1t of the shipmenta prior to 1926 wi1l be found la, Voorhleo. Ed_ 0-

Th. California poultrr lad!llf;'7: & otatUtieal otud:r. California All" El<p. 8t&. BuJ. 
413:67-73. 1926. (Out of print.) 
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a new experience in egg shipments. During the week 4 cars of eggs have 
been exported to the frozen East." Some 42 carloads were shipped during 
that winter. California has been on an out-of-<:tate-shipment basis since 
the second decade of the present century. 

Differentials between producer prices of eggs in the country as a whole 
and those in California have shown a tendency to decrease since the 
1910-1914 period. The trend in the chicken price differential has been 
downward since the 1920-1924 period. The smaller chicken price differ­
ential for the five years 1935-1939 (table 22) is accounted for partly 
by the 1936 drought. 

The emphasis upon the quality as well as on the efficiency of egg pro­
duction throughout the United States has also had an eJl'ect on the trends 
of relative producer prices of eggs and chickens in California. Other 

TABLE 22 
PlWDUCEB. PlUm: DIlTnENTI&LS BETWKEN 'l'BE UNITED STA'l'ES 

.. AND CALIJ"O&NU 1'08 CmCXBNS AND EGGsJ 1910-1939-

Period 

ccm. Pi"):JOVlWl centJ ~ 4aan 
lal0-191. ____ ........... __ .'.0............... 1.62 1.88 
]91&-1919 .•.. " .••••••.. ,..................... 3.96 7.30 
1m-19M..................................... -8.10 5.70 
1026-1939 .......... _,_ ..•••....• , •••••••.• N.. i.98 S 03 
lm-UII ...... ,., •••.•••.•••••.•••• , ••.• ,..... j,llI t.S( 
J~1939 ........................ ,_ ...... •.... 1.56 2." 

.. In &very _ the California price it higher. 
Source of data: 

CalouLatiom by authom baaed upon table n. 

areas have undoubtedly been placed in a better position to compete with 
quality eggs originating in California. Increases have come about in the 
production of fall and winter eggs in other states. All of these inftuenees 
and perhaps others have operated toward declining out-of-<ltate egg ship­
mentsin the past decade (1928-1938). The peak of out-of-<ltate egg ship­
ments was reached in 1928 when 2,238 cars were repDrted as having been 
shipped beyond the California borders. 

The largest cost item in California chicken and egg production is feed. 
In a study made for the United States as a whole it has been shown'" that 
during 1910-1914, 1 pound of chicken would buy 8.9 pounds of poultry 
feed, and during 1920-1934 it would huy an average of 12.8 pounds-an 
increase of almost 44 per cent. 

For several years prices paid by poultrymen for feed have been 01>­
.. United Slates Department of Agriculture Eeonomi .. Handbook. PoultrT alid 

poultrT products. 21 p. Sept., 1935. (MiDI ... ) 
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tained by the anthoN from the Poultry Prodnce1'll of Central Call­
fornia and have been used in computing an egg-feed price ratio for cen· 
tral California. During 1910-1914 100 pounds of poultry feed would 
purchase 7.05 dozen eggs, whereaa for 1920-1939 the number of dozeu 
was 7.64 (fig. 25). Steted in terms of the feed that 1 dozen egg. would 
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nata comP1lted by authon. from table 21 a1Ul 'TOm teed prlcee tUrDlshed bJ' duI Pcndt17 Pro-
4ttean of Central Oalitomia. 
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purchase, the number of pounds of feed decreased from 14.2 to 13.1 
pounds between the periods above mentioned, or a decrease of 8.7 per 
cent. The opposite tendency was shown in California. by chicken prices. 
.If these same periods are compared, 1 pound of chicken would purchase 
one third (33 per cent) more feed in the latter period than in the first. 
Using the same periods as were utilized in making comparisons for the 
United States, chicken prices in terms of feed were relatively more favo .... 
able for the country as a whole than for California. 

It must not be supposed that all factors have been working in the 
direction of maintaining a relatively high chicken price in California. 
The growth of tnrkey production in the western atates and the extended 
period of tnrkey-meat consumption have been among the factors work­
ing in the opposite direction." 

Regional Trend3 m Farm Click ... Prices.-Chicken numbers are 
among the most important factors infiuencing chicken prices. While the 
number of chickens raised in the United States had increased between 
1909 and 193_4 (table 4) the proportion raised in the mountain and Pa­
cific divisions had increased even more rapidly. The United States De­
partment of Agriculture Bureau of AgrieuJtural Economics estimates 
on the number of chickens raised annually indicate that between the 
periods 1920-1923 and 1936-1939 the number of chickens raised in the 
United States increased by over a fourth (28.8 per cent); the number 
raised in the western states gained by almost one half (48.4 per cent). 
In the decade 1910-1920, eggs were first shipped from California to the 
East in quantity. It is highly probable that eastern shipments from other 
now important egg-producing sta~ Washington, Oregon, Idsho, Utah, 
etc.-began at a somewhat later period. This increase in egg production 
was accompanied by an increase in the number of chickens raised. In the 
western states outside of California the local human population was not 
sufficiently numerous to absorb the increased supplies of chickens raised. 
Another factor of prime importance in affecting chicken prices has been 
the proportionately increased supplies of tnrkeys in the western atates.-

Farm prices of agricultural products tend to conform to a fairly def­
inite geographic pattern. The- highest farm prices are usually found in 
deficit areas-that is, areas which produce a small pert or even none of 
the farm products consumed in those areas. For most agricultural prod­
ucts the highest farm prices are found in the densely populated north 
Atlantic states. On the other hand, the lowest prices are found in those 
surplus areas which.are located ferthest from the consuming centers . 

.. Tinley, J. M., and E. O. Voorhl ... Economic prohl_ ... &ifeeting turkey marketing 
in ()aIlforni&. California Agr. Exp. StL Bul. 612:9 41-42.1931 • 

• Tinley, J. M.~ and E. O. V oorhiea. Economic probleme a:i!ee:ting turkey marketing 
in Oalifornia. California Agr. E>p. St&.BuIl. 612:42-41.1937. 
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Prices gradually decrease the farther surplUll areaa are from the consum· 
ing centers to which their goods are shipped. becanse of increasing trana­
portation and handling charges.- The pattern varies for diJferent agri. 
cultural products according to the location of the surplus areaa in rela­
tion to the deficit areas. 

Previous to 1920 the highest farm prices for chickens were found in 
the Atlantic Coast states (north AtIantie and south Atlantic divisions) 
and the western states (Pacific and mountain divisions). and the lowest 

LI[C£ND 
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Fig. 26.-Geographie distribution of farm prleeo of ohlelten., 191Zoo1914. 
Day from table U. 

prices in the Mississippi Valley states (west north central, east north 
central, and south central divisions). In the period 191~1914 the statell 
of Minnesota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, and Tesaa 
had average farm chicken prices of from 9.4 cents to 10.0 cents a ponnd 
(table 48 and fig. 26). Only elightIy higher prices prevailed in the other 
Mississippi Valley states north of the tier of Gulf states. Higher pricea 
radiated out in an easterly and westerly direction. The average larm 
price in California was 14.8 cents or 0.1 cent higher than in New York 
State. 

After 1920 the western states showed a greater inerease in the nnmber 
of chickens raised than did any other section of the country. Becsnse of 
this greatly accelerated production, farm prices 01 chickens in the 

• Changes in transportation ratea, zODingJ and diJfereneee between loeal ad 
through rat •• mar modifr thi8 general principle hut will net invalidate it. 
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western states tended to gain less rapidly than those in any other section 
of the country. The center of low prices by 1937-1939 had definitely 
moved westward (fig. 27). In the last-named period, chicken prices in 
the Great Plains states were still lower than in any other section of the 
country. The lowest chicken prices in the United States were found 
in Minnesota, 'Kansas, North Dakota, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

The effect of the increase in production in the western states can be 
seen by contrasting the average level of prices in the various divisions 

Fig. 27.--Geographie distribution of farm price. of chick .... , 1936-1939. 
Data from table 48. 

for the three years 1937-1939 with those in 1912-1914. Farm prices of 
cbickens in the United States averaged 24.8 per cent higher in 1937-1939 
than in 1912-1914. While the average level of prices had increased in 
every major division of the United States the increases in the mountain 
and Pacmc divisions were far less, 5.7 and 14.1 per cent, respectively 
(table 48). 

Since chickens and turkeys compete with each other, attention should 
be called to the regional trends in turkey farm prices. Between the two 
periods (November and December farm prices) mentioned above, tur­
key farm prices increased in the United States as a whole by 16.4 per 
cent. In the mountain and Pacmc divisions, however, prices in 1937-
1939 were 4.6 and 5.5 per cent lower, respectively. 

Producer chicken prices in New York and California have shown a 
high degree of correlation. Over the past twenty-nine years the average 
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annual difference in the producer price between the two ltatea has been 
almost negligible (table 49 and fig. 28). During the last part of thia pe­
riod New York prices have had & tendency to be & fraction of a cent above 
those in California. Nebraska, Texas, and Idaho have Bhipped apprecl. 
able quantitiea of poultry to California in recent years. Up until 1929 
chicken prices in Nebraska and Texas were on about the· aame reJative 
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Fig. 28.-Average farm J!~:" of .blokeu Ia OaJIIomla, 
New York, Neb:aaka, and ,191()"1939. 

Data from table 'I. 

level as in California (1910-1914=100). From 1929 to 1933 prieee 
dropped to a greater extent than in California. Some of thia decline in 
producer prices might be attributable to the failure of such fixed charges 
as handling, transportation, ete., to change in a downward direction as 
rapidly as price. From 1935 to 1937 chicken-price recovery waa more 
rapid in these states owing to the improved economic lituation and to 
a temporary shortege of chickens which arose as a result of the 1934 and 
1936 drought. 

Idaho ehicken prices never rose to the same extent as did thoee in the 
other states listed in table 49 and they have been on relatively lower 
levels ever since. Idaho was affected by being at a greater distance from 
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the center of chicken consumption than the other stete&. Growth in 
chicken numbers has been rapid. Idaho reported for the 1935 Census of 
Agriculture the largest number of chickens raised per capita among the 
western states. Most of the growth has been in the Leghorn breed. An­
other contributing factor in the Idaho price situation has been the 
growth of the turkey induStry in the mountain states." If egg production 
expands in the mountain or Pacific Coast states relative to an increase in 
production elsewhere, it would indicate that a relatively lower farm 
chicken price might prevail in both areas. 

SEASONAL VAlI.U.TION IN FAl!.M PRICES OF OBICXENS 

Seasonal movements of prices of farm products often differ as between 
the farm and wholesale markets. In the case of chickens this is due to 
several factors. In the first place, the seasonal variation in the prices 
of individual classifications and grades of chickens varies; for example, 
the low price of Leghorn broilers in the California markets occurs in 
June or July, that of colored roasters normally in November, whereas 
the low larn! price for all chickens in California usually is recorded for 
August. Second, geographic differences with varying climatic conditions 
make for a lack of uniformity. Chicken prices in the United States reach 
a low point in December (p. 104), whereas in California bottom prices 
are usually in August. Third, most chickens pass out of the hands of pro­
ducers soon after they are ready for market. From then on they are car­
ried by dealers or cooperative associations and fed into the retail markets. 

This section will be devoted to a consideration of seasonal variations of 
chicken prices received by farmers. In the next section consideration will 
be given to seasonal variation of prices in the wholesale market. 

The normal seasonal movements of prices of individual farm products 
are influenced by seversl factors, the most important of which are: (1) 
Seasonal variations in production and marketing; (2) seasonal changes 
in consumption habits; (3) storage holdings at different times of the 
year; (4) ac.curacy of knowle'dge of potential supply at the beginning 
of and during the marketing period. 

The area of greatest production is in the Mississippi Valley, and this 
production primarily influences the seasonality of chicken prices. In 
this area poultry raising is highly seasonal in character since chickens 
and other classes of poultry are normally hatched and reared during the 
spring and summer. 

Poultry receipts on the main markets of the United States are gen­
erally lowest in March, April, and May~the period of heaviest egg pro-

• Tinley, J, M., and E. 0.. Voorhies. Economic problems afreeting turkey-market .. 
ing in California. California Agr. Exp. Sta. Bu!. 612:1-18.1931. 
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duction. A slight rise in poultry receipts generally oc~ra during June 
and July, but the surplns poultry available for sale is usually not large 
until after August. From then until November or December receipts 
rise rapidly-a considerable part of the increase being caused by the 
highly seasonal receipts of turkeys. Farm prices of chicken. show I 
seasonal trend opposite to that- of poultry receipta. Higher prieea are 
generally realized between April and Augnst. A slump in price usuaI1y 
comes about between late summer and early winter. The decline in farm 
chicken prices during the fan is due not only to increased receipts but 
also to changes in sizes and decreases in quality. After the holiday aeuon, 
recovery usually seta in, culminating in highest prices in the Ipring 
months. While seasonal variation in receipta is pronounced, that in price 
is slight, although fairly regular. Normally highest monthly prices are 
approximately 15 per cent above those of the low month. 

On many farms in the Midwest where the bulk of the poultry ie pro­
duced, many hens and even pulleta are marketed in September, October, 
and November because they are molting and while not laying they must 
be fed. Again the disposal of chiekens at this time of the year depende, 
among other factors, on the prices of chickens, eggs, and feed. In lome 
years if egg prices are relatively high and feed low farmers tend to keep 
the hens through the early part of the egg-laying season. 

Calculations of the average seasonal variation in prices paid for 
chickens in the United States and California over the PMt few years 
show the following:· 

JlDnth 17_ s_ 0.1110.,11. 

J&Duary ................... 96 100 
February .. .. .. .. • .. • • • .. • • 98 99 
)laTch ••••••••••••••••••••• 100 100 
April ...................... 103 101 
)lay ••••••••••••••••••••••• 105 101 
June ...................... 105 100 
July ••••••••••••••••••••••• 103 98 
August •••••••••••••••••••• 102 95 
SepteIDber ••••••••••••••••• 101 102 
Oetober .................... 99 101 
Nov6IDber ................. 95 103 
l>eeetnber •••••••••••••••••• 93 100 

Se8I!Onal variations in producer prices is even less prononnced in 
California than in the nation. In the most recent years June, July, and 

,August have been reported as the months of slightly lower priC*­
probably on account of the large amount of culling of Leghorn hens 
during these months. The seasonal variation of the several el_ of 

• Computations b:r authors froID tablea 48 and 41. (Averap IDOUth = 100.) 
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poultry in the state tends to even out the general chicken-price di.1I'er­
ences throughout the year. 

As compared with many other agricultural products, poultry prices 
show less seasonality. A combination of factors all'ect the conditions. un­
der which poultry is produced and sold. In farm flocks, the hatching 
season generally extends from February through June, although in some 
years the season is extended into July and January. In California the 
five months January to May are the months of largest hatchings (table 
18). The proportion of all chickens hatched at anyone period di.1I'ers 
from year to year, and hatching is controlled by the producer and not 
by the weather, although the producer may be influenced by considera­
tions of the weather. The earliness or lateness of the hatch may, and often 
does, influence the time of marketing the young chickens as well as the 
weight per bird at that time. 

The relation between feed and egg prices has a material influence on 
the size of the hatch. In addition, feed prices exert an influence on the 
marketing of chickens within the year. As in the case of various classes 
of livestock, Chickens may be disposed of at di.1I'erent weights during the 
year. High feed prices relative to those for colored fryers would un­
doubtedly cause the producer to retain fewer birds to be marketed as 
roastera at a later date. Lack of feed and high prices for the same would 
cause many farmers to dispose of hens. This latter situation was clearly 
the case in 1936 when the drought in the Middle West caused farmers 
to market their hens. The increase in marketings can be seen in the re­
turns from storage holdings of fowl (table 63). 

Tables 17 and 18 give indications of month-to-month and year-to-year 
differences in hatchings between California and the rest of the country. 
Data for the entire country have been available for only the first seven 
months of each year, hence comparisons cannot be made for the last five 
months of the year. 

WlIOLESALE-1'lI.IOE QUOTATIONS 

Almost all of the price material used in this publication relates to live 
poultry because price data are available. While the dressed-poultry 
trade is larger in volume, di.1I'erences and changes in classifications and 
an Betuallack of price data make it almost impossible to analyze dressed­
poultry prices. 

The method of arriving at quotations was described on pages 79-82. 
In many classifications a range, usually of 1 or 2 cents, is quoted (table 
21). Calculations in this publication are baaed on the average of the 
high and low of the range. As a result of a number of obstacles, exact 
classification and grading have not been uniform and frequent changes 
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have occurred. Chickens do not lend themselves to such an exact classi­
fication as do many agricultural products, for example, wheat or t'llgR. 

Considerable confusion exista among poultrymen concerning grading 
as well as class. 

Difficulties are encountered in presenting a comparable aeries of prices 
for many classes since the produet is not uniform within the cl ..... Fur­
thermore, one class often shades into another, as for example, broilerll 

TAJlLE23 
N"", p""",s PAID PlIODUCEIIIII'OS No.1 QuALl'l'Y PotJIJI"aT (LIn) 4lm Gu •• (LlV&) 

AT Los AlrOllr.u, FIlIIIAT, MAT 10, 19'0 

a...l1d...q:hi Paylo. a..ODdon!&ht Payl". 
,_ 

prj .. 

......... ........ 
..... 04 "...n4 

LowhombnWen ColMod .... 
Under-1H pound. ... , ... ,_ .. ,.". 1fI-15 Uud .. 6 poUJldt ••...• " ..••••.•. 1 ... 111f '!r'''_ ................... I .. " apoUD:dlaad~ ..•••.•.•. , .. ,. 17-1. 
Over 1"-2 poUnd. .••••• , •••••••• 1&-11 
Ofti' HU pounda •••••• , •••••••. 11-11 Loohom_ ................ .... 

CokIred~ ................... 7- • 
Loohom_ 
0-2)(_ ................. 15-11 Youncduab ._0Dd ................... l4-f. 

Colondch-.. Squat. 
FrY-. under IK PGurua ....••..• 17*11 All ............................ ...... 
--.3)( ....... <10 ........... , .. "" 
Routen ovar to pou..nd& ••.•••••••• - Pipe .. 

All ............................ -' 
I.eohom .... 

Und .. au_ ................ 1J..1J Dom ..... mb_ 
au_ODd_ .............. 1J..1J AJI_ ......................... 11-12 

• Dull indi .. data DOt. awilable. 
Source of data: 

F.......u.&a .. _ket N .... Sorrico. DoiI,y PoaI..,. ODd Oamolle ...... Lao _ 0Iloo, IIq 
10. 1HJ. (Jd'imeo.) 

into fryers. The great variation in wholesale prices of different e1assee 
of poultry for one day (May 10, 1940) is shown in table 23. 

Leghorn Broilers.-Leghorn-broiler wholesale quotations for Los 
Angeles and San Francisco have been published in certain of the agricul­
tural journals of the state since the World War. Up to 1934 two quota­
tions were usually issued: one for birds under 1.5 pounds in weight; 
the second for those above 1.5 pounds. In 1934, quotations for three 
weight classifications appeared for San Francisco (in pounda per dozen 
birds)-12-18; 19-21; 22-24. 

In 1922 the Federal-State Market News Service began issuing job­
hers' prices on broilers and other classea of poultry, and these have been 
continued up to the present (July, 1940). In November, 1928, at San 
Francisco, and in Los Angeles in October, 1931, wholesale or "paying 
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prices to producers" were first issued (tables 50, 51). These represent 
the "net prices paid producers for live poultry delivered. They apply to 
purchases by dealers and operators of dressing plants i,n lots of one coop 
or more. Unless otherwise stated, prices are on prime quality."· Quota­
tions were established at first on birds weighing from 12 to 21 pounds 
and from 22 to 24 pounds per dozen. This arbitrary division has been 

TABLEH 
A VDAGX ANNUAL F AB¥ PRICES 01' CHIOXENS IN CALIPOBNIA AND 

PRODUOBB. PB.ICES J'OB. LIGHTWEIGHT BROILUS RBcB.IvD 
.... Los ANGELES, CALU'OBNU, 1920-1939 

Farm price Broillit' (lidlt Differential in 
weight) priae favor of bnrilera 

amtt J*' JIO"M ................ ............... 
li20 .• , .• , ....••• , •.• "., •• , ....... . .... . ... -ta.' 
IUI. .............................. . 27.' 31Lt .... 1 
19U ................. , •••••••••••••• .. .. 31.8 ·tu 
1_ ............................... . .. .. .. .. +t .• 
18M ............................... . .. .. 811.1 +7.8 
1m ......... , .............. , ...... . 18.1 .... +IUI 
Im ...•... ~ ....................... . .. .. ·28.1 +2.1 
1927 ............................... . ".1 lIIL' +1.8 
lVi8 ............................... . .. .. 80.8 +t .• 
19 ................................ . 27.1 .... -1.1 
IGIO ..... , .•...••..•••••••.••••••.•. au .... -+<I.' 
lal .•... " ...... ,', ............... . ".1 11.7 +1.8 
W32 ............................... . 15.& 11),0 -+<I.' 
liSa ••.•••••••.••••..•..•.. -•.....•.• 18.1 II.g ...... 
tGS4 ............................ _, •. 1'-.8 16.' +1.6 
li36 ............................... . 17.7 17.7 ... 
liSe ..•..........•... , ............. . 11.6 18.0 -+<I.' 
1137 ............................... . 18.2 111,8 +1 .• 
lta8 ............................... . 18.1 17,11 ...... 
lUg., ............................. . 18.1 16.a -+<I.' 

ehanged frequently-some 38 ehanges having been made from Decem­
ber, 1928, through June, 1939, at San Francisco. In March, 1934, three 
broiler elassifications were quoted for the first time at both San Fran­
cisco and Los Angeles: (1) under 1% pounds, (2) from 1% to I%. 
pounds, and (3) from I%. to2lA,pounds. 

In comparison with California producer chieken prices (table 21), 
wholesale prices of Leghorn broilers gave evidence of a downward trend 
between 1920 and 1929 (table 24). From 1920 to 1924 the average farm 

• From: Federal-State Market New8 Seniee. Daily poultry .... d game report. San 
Franciaoo, May 25 1931. (Mlmoo.) 

United Stat .. hepartment of Agriculture Bureau of Agrioultural Eeonomio& 
Tentati.e United Stat .. atandards tor grad .. of live poultry_ 2 p. Reviaed A prill, 
1932. (Mimeo.) . 
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price for chickens was 26.1 centa a pound. Using the' wholesale quota­
tions of the agricultural press for the same period, the average price ot 
light broilers was 33.2 cents a pound. For the next live ye&rl ]925-1929 
the average chicken price was 26.0 cents-alm08t identical with that for 
the previous live years. The wholesale price of light broilers had dropped 
to 27.9 cents. While these comparisons are between producer and whole­
aale prices they do serve to bring out the changing relation betweeu 
broiler prices and those of chickens in general in the state. 

Since 1929, data are available on wholesale prices of the various poul­
try classes in California. No marked trend in broiler prices as compared 
with those of other classes is at all evident--whether the Federal-State 
Market News Service quotations or the agricultural'preas quotations 
are used. The same general change in price relation between broilers 
and other poultry cla.saes seems to be apparent on"the east coast. In the 
early twenties broiler prices in New York City during certain periods 
were at least twice as high as fowl prices. In 1935 and 1936 broiler prices 
were only slightly higher than fowl prices-partly owing to the large 
increase in commercial broiler production. It would appear to be very 
doubtful that broilers will again have a high ditl'erential over other 
classes of poultry. 

A partial explanation of the decline in Leghorn broiler prices in Cali­
fornia from 1920 to 1929 can be found in the increase in the number of 
chickens raised in the western states (table 5). From 1920 through 1930 
there was a continuous rise in numbers until in the latter year output 
was over twice that in the former. This increase was largely in White 
Leghorns j and since a very large percentage of these were sold as broilera 
and fryers, the explanation given above appears to be plausible. The 
last year of any considerable price ditl'erential between farm prices of 
chickens and broiler prices was 1928. In 1929, with an increase of over 
10 per cent in the number of chickens raised, the broiler price fell below 
that of the general farm price of chickens for the first time. The increase 
in chickens raised in the western states was apparently stopped in 1931. 
Since 1929 the ditl'erentials between the two seta of prices have been 
alight. 

Until sexing of chickens became feasible it was but natural that 1arge 
numbers of broilers be raised. Being a by-product in this state of egg 
production, they have been raised in areas fairly close to centers of eon­
sumption and this in itself is of decided advantege. On account of the 
increase in disease larger replacements have probably been necessary, 
and this would have tended to increase the number of broilers raised. 

8eastmal V.....atton in Broiler Pricu.-The seasonal variation in Leg­
horn broiler prices is greater than that in prices of most other chicken 

f~ 1 
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classes. On both the Los Angeles and San Francisco markets lowest prices 
for small Leghorn broilers have come in April, May, and June while 
those for large Leghorn broilers have occurred .. month later. Prices gen­
erally rise from the latter month until September or October, after which 
a slight recession occurs in November or December. In these latter months 
a secondary crop of broilers is marketed. From Decemher a rise usnally 
occurs until January or February; prices then mo.ve downward during 
April and afterwards until the low point is reached in Mayor June 
(table 25). Medium-sized and large broilers show the same general se ... 

TAELE25 
INDBrES OJ' SEASONAL VARIATION IN' PAYING PRICES OJ" SEVEN CLASSIJ'ICATIONS 01' 

LIVB POUIll'RY IN SAN F&ANCISCO 
(Average for year = 100) 

Let!:horn Col ..... Small La .... Loohom Co ...... Colo...! Month Leghorn x..ho~ In .... I ...... broileno broil.,. hona .... ........ 
January •••........ ......... .. ,00 Il!8 .. 1DI ., .. 
February ............••...... 'OS rtT .08 'M .. .. 100 -............•.......... 'OS 'DO OS ,OS , .. .0. 'OS A.,. ........................ .02 , .. .. .. .M ... 111 ...,. .......... .............. to ... .. .. .Of 'Of 110 
.luna ••••••................... 81 .DO .. 71 .. .0 '08 
July ••••.••.......•.•.•.....• .. .. .. .. .. .. ... 
.&1I8uat: •••••••••••••. , ••••••• . '" .. Il!8 tot .. .. '0 
September ................... II> .00 ill ... ••• .08 .. 
Oetobor ..................... 1417 .. 119 , .. 10. '02 .. 
NOYenlber •....•.... ,.,., •... '07 .. III "3 ... ,., 9' 
Deoamher •...•.. ........... • 01 .. '63 •• .. 117 .. 
Bo1ll"'Oeof data: 

Calculation. by auf.hora baaed upon data in tablee 50, 51, 52, 58, M, 55. and 58. 

sonal variation as small broilers, with some minor differences. The sea-
8Onallow and high price of the smaller broilers usually is earlier than 
that of the heavier birds (fig. 29). 

There has been a tendency over the last few years for broiler prices to 
flatten out over the year even though there is still a decided price season­
ality. Lower prices have prevailed in February, March, and April and 
in November and December. During the eleven complete years for which 
quotations are available at San Franeisco this change has been notice­
able. From 1929 through 1933 prices during the peak month were from 
66 to over 100 per eent higher than during the low month of the year, 
whereas from 1935 through 1939 this differential varied from 38 to 74 
per eent. This tendency has been noticeable at New York over an even 
longer period. At times the extreme differentiation between the highs 
and the lows during the course of a year has been greater in New York 
than on the west coast. From all indications, however, extreme seasonal 
pr\s!e variations will not oeeur in the future as they have in the past. 
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The explanation for the changed price aeasonality ill California Ia the 
trend toward earlier brooding which has broUght broilen to market 
earlier. Fall hatching, which has been gaining amea the World War, 
has had an elfect on the November and December markets. The earlieT 
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brooding also haa had the elrect of allowing California broilen to be 
placed on the eastern markets in February. 

Leghorn-broiler prices apparently have averaged higher in San Fran­
cisco than in Los .Angeles from 1932 to 1939. The greatest dilferential in 
price has been in the smaller classi1ication. The price dilferential ia dif­
ferent during the various months of the year-April, May. June, and 
July showing the smallest dilferentiala. The price dilferential between 
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the two cities in the light-weight broilers for these four months has been 
1.2 cents as compared with an average differential of 2.4 cents for the 
remaining eight months (1932-1939). Indications point to a lesser price 
differential between the larger broilers in the two cities than with the 
lighter weights. 

On the Los Angeles market the average annual price of large Leghorn 
broilers has been from 0.2 to 1.0 cent a pound higher than that of the 
small broilers (table 51). This differential is usually somewhat greater 
from April through June. In these months the differential has reached 
2.9 cents a pound higher for the larger broilers. 

Conditions on the San Francisco market have been slightly different. 
In six of the years from 1933 to 1939 the annual average for the smaller 
broilers has been higher (table 50). In a review of past quotations this 
apparently came about since 1932. While this is true of the average 
annual prices it is not the case in all of the heaviest production months. 
In April and May the prices of the larger"broilers usually exceed those 
of the smaller birds. Since 1932 and through 1939 the smaller broilers 
have usuallY. been higher-priced in June, and in July they have always 
averaged higher. 

Leghorn Fryers.--On the two principal California markets both Leg­
horn and colored fryers are usually quoted (tables 52 and 53). The 
dividing line between large Leghorn broilers and Leghorn fryers is apt 
to be somewhat indistinct. Instead of 2% pounds being the dividing 
weight between Leghorn fryers and broilers, the Federal-State Market 
News Service has set 2lA, pounds. 

Over any considerable number of past years it is difficult to obtain 
comparable prices. From such information as is available (agricultural 
press), it would appear that from 1920 to 1939 Leghorn fryers have not 
declined in price in California so rapidly as light Leghorn broilers. Leg­
horn fryers apparently have commanded a higher price in San Francisco 
than in Los Angeles, although there have been exceptions in certain 
months. This has been particularly evident in months of larger predue­
tion (April through August). At times a higher quotation has prevailed 
for a period at Los Angeles (June, 1932; August, 1983; April, 1985; 
June, 1937; May, 1939), although the average annual quotation has been 
from 1.8 to 3.8 cents a pound lower in the 1932-1939 period. 

S.ason.a1. Variation in Leghorn-pry.r 1'rice.t.-The average (un­
weighted) quotations of Leghorn fryers at Los Angeles and San Fran­
cisco have been lower than those on large Leghorn broilers. When 
comparing the prices during the months of maximum production, differ­
ences of a fraction of a cent usually oecur--at times the large broilers 
commanding the higher price, at other times the fryers_ In the month 
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of high prices (September), fryers Wlually average from 0.5 cent to 4.0 
cents a pound lower in price than larger broilers. The question of whether 
to sell Legborns as broilers or as fryers dependa not alone on priee but 
on potential supplies, feed costs, storage holdings, and a number of other 
items. While the seasonal price movement of Leghorn fryers is fairly 
regular (tables 25 and 52). the variation is more pronounced for broilen. 
In the eight years 1932-1939 the price di1l'erential between the high and 
low months for small broil era at Los Angeles has averaged 6.1 cent. and 
that for Leghorn fryera 1.4 cents. The low point lags behind that of 
broilers--although it usually occurs in June. From the latter month 
prices usually rise to a high point in September. After slipping lOme­
what to the end of the year, they rise again, culminating in a March high 
point whieh, during some years, has been higher than the September 
price. A decline sets in ending with the June low. . 

Leghorn fryers compete with colored fryers, and probably the failure 
of fryer prices to rise simultaneously with those of Leghorn broilers to 
as high a September or October peak comes about because of the rela­
tively larger number of colored fryers marketed in the fall The pro­
ducer chicken price throughout the country drops in the latter part of 
the year and this in turn reacts on both colored and Leghorn fryers. 

Colored Fryers.-There are differences between Leghorn and colored 
fryers in price, seasonal price variation, storage holdings, ete. A verag9 
annual colored-fryer quotations have been higher than those for Leg­
horns at both Los Angeles and San Franciseo, the differential at Los 
Angeles usually being slightly higber. 

Changes in the weight classification of colored fryers have rendered 
exact comparisons over a period of time somewhat difficult. A quotation 
for colored birds from 2* to 3 pounda in weight usnally has been pub­
lished and a second one for those between 3 and 3* pounds. The heavier 
colored fryers generally have commanded slightly higher priceB. In 
January, 1939, a new classification, "colored chickens," was published by 
the Federal-State Market News Service (table 23) and colored fryers 
and roasters were included. The weight of the colored fryer waa Bet at 
"under 3* pounds" and only one quotation was issued. 

Annual quotations at Los Angeles averaged from 0.3 to 1.4 eenlll a 
pound higher than at San Francisco from 1932 to 1937 (table 53). In 
1938 and 1939 quotations in the latter city were 0.2 and 0.5 eent higher, 
respectively. The smaller dlllerentiala oceur from July to November. No 
exact data are available aa to the reason for the higher Los Angelea quo­
tation. One supporting reason may be the presence of large numbers of 
peraons originally from the Middle West in the Los Angeles area. These 
are no doubt more favorably disposed toward ~lored chickena. 
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From 1920 through 1938 a eomparison of producer prices for all 
classes of chickens in the United States and wholesale colored fryer 
prices in California indicates a high degree oj' corralation. Colored­
fryer prices apparently are geared to the general chicken prices in the 
United States. Although California poultrymen are especially inter­
ested in the Leghorn breed, they are indirectly concerned with other 
breeds on account of the influence exerted on Leghorn prices. Since 
1929 the price relation between the two classes of fryers-Leghorn and 
colored-has apparently shown little change. 

Seasona/, Varialw,. in ColoredrFryer Prices.-Seasonal price for col­
ored fryers varies from that prevailing for Leghorns, being influenced 
more largely by production conditions in the Midwest. Higher prices 
most usually prevail from January through June. Influenced no doubt 
by the production of Leghorn broilers and fryers and by an increasing 
production of other colored birds, the price usually starts to decline in 
June, ushering in the period of lower prices through December. Storage 
holdings indicate that the into-storage movement usually begins in Au­
gust and continues through the remainder of the year. Enlarged supplies 
are accompanied by lowered prices during the last part of the year. 

Colorea Roasters.-Data on colored-roaster prices as published by 
the agricultural press since 1923 indicate a fairly close correlation be­
tween these and the producer price for chickens. Quotations have been 
issued by the Federal-State Market News Service (table 54) on two 
weights, but very little difference is to be noted between them. From 
1929 through 1939, prices at San Francisco have averaged annually from 
1.1 to.3.6 cents a pound higher than colored-fryer prices-the average 
being 2.43 cents. Even though the gain of weight per head may be ap­
proximately constant, the rate of gain is inversely proportional to the 
a" .... and weight of the birds. Given constant feed prices, the cost of pro­
ducing a pound of gain on a roaster would be greater than the cost on a 
fryer. In the years of very low prices,1932 and 1933, colored-fryer prices 
weakened to a greater extent than those of colored roasters, owing no 
doubt to the desire of many producers to uuload poultry as soon as 
possible. 

Comparisons between Los .Angeles and San Francisco roaster prices 
indicate that the quotations in San Francisco have varied from 0.3 to 1.2 
cents higher annually. The San Francisco differential disappears in 
December and in six of the eight Decembers (1932-1939) the Los An­
geles price has been the higher. 

Seasona/, Variation in ColoredrRoaster pnces.-Since the bulk of the 
California roaster supply originates in the midwestern states where the 
spring months of llfareh, April, and May account for the larger number 
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of chicks hatched, October, November, and Deeember are montba of 
larger roastcr supplies. Seasonal price variation is fairly regular on the 
California markets as a result of this seasonal production. The price 
variation has a general correspondence to that in general chicken prices 
in the United States. Highest prices occur at the time when larger hatch­
ings come about-March, April. and 1I1ay (fig. 30). The higher prices 
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therefore are obtained for birds brooded in November and December. 
Peak colored-fryer prices usually are obtained from birds of the aame 
brooding although the high prices for the fryers are reached a month 
or two earlier. After Maya price decline seta in and usually OOlltinUes 
until the lows are reached. January sees an npward price movement­
generally reaching a peak in April. 

Leglwrn Hem.-Quotation on only one weight was pnblished by the 
Federal-State Market Newa Service up to September 28, 1936. Since 
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the latter date two quotations have been issued on (a) Leghorn hens 
under 3IAl pounds and (b) Leghorn hens over 3IAl pounds. The quota­
tions in table 55 ainee the above-mentioned date are an average of the 
two wholesale prices. 

Wholesale prices have followed farm prices for the state rather closely 
and thls would be expected ainee the number of Leghorn hens marketed 
was large among the chickens marketed. Wholesale Leghorn.hen prices 
like those of farm chickens remained relatively favorable from 1920 
through 1929. The drop to the lower level of prices in 1932 and 1933 was 
not SO severe as that experienced by other classes of poultry. One ex­
planation may be that people turned to the purchase of lower-priced 
chickens. The more likely explanation is that from 1931 through 1934 
chickens raised decreased in the western states while they increased else­
where. In 1934 and 1935 the Leghorn-hen-price rise was relatively the 
same as that for other chicken classes. In the live years 1935-1939, in­
clusive, Leghorn-hen prices were on the same relative level as colored­
hen prices. 

For eight years, 1932-1939, San Francisco wholesale quotations have 
averaged annually from 0.3 to 2.0 cents a pound over those at Los An­
geles. The greatest dffi'erential has occurred in the low·price months, 
which indicates that the prices in the southern California area have been 
more severely depressed at that time. 

Seaso'1lliL Variation in Legkom-Hen Prioes.-From March through 
May prices usually remain relatively high (fig. 30). Thereafter, in June 
they begin to decline until the year's lows are reached in July and Au­
gust. In the past, few laying birds have been sold in the spring months 
when laying is at a peak. S.a.onality of price is not so pronounced as 
is that of broilers or fryers. Hens marketed in the spring months are 
materially influenced in price by the supplies of younger birds of the 
Leghorn breed marketed. A slight increase usually holds from Septem­
ber through November followed by a alight December drop and a mOre 
abrupt decline in February, which has been at times as much as 3 or 4 
cents. This drop is undoubtedly caused by an increase in White-Leghorn­
hens offerings. Some poultrymen, especially when egg prices are favor­
able, force some of the flock for egg production in high-price periods in 
the fall and early winter, and sell the hens after the season of high egg 
prices. Furthermore, these birds are usually heavier during February 
than during the summer. This practice haa at times been recommended 
by the Agricultural Extension Service of the University of California. 

Over the past two decades there has been a tendency to lessen the 
price variations during the year. In the latter months of the year poultry 
prices in the 60untry as a whole are lower, and this in turn pI"eVents 
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Leghorn-hen prices from rising relatively higher. In . the eight yean 
193~1939 the average difference between the low and high monUdy 
quotations on the California markets during each year has heen ap­
proximately 2.5 cents. 

It is not the intention to point out the most advantageona time tor IeU­
ing Leghorn hens, since other considerations perhaps do and will deter­
mine the most profitable marketing time. The most efficient job of culling 
cannot be done in early spring. If this were done it would neeellllitate 
another eulling in the fall. However. there might be little 1068 from this 
practice and the gain in the market price per bird and saving in Hoor 
space might be worth consideration. 

Cowred Hem.-The Federal-State Market News Service has issued 
quotations on colored hens at both California markets for birda under 
and over 5 pounda (table 56). The price trend in California &inca 1920 
has been strikingly similar to that for the chicken prices in the country 
as a whole; and there is a high degree of correlation between the chicken 
prices in the country aa a whole and in California. The various c188lli­
fications of chickens, with the possible exception of broilers and fryers, 
follow the ups and downs of general chicken prices rather closely. Cali. 
fornia colored-roaster and hen prices follow trenda for the country, since 
the bulk of the colored poultry sold originates outside of the state. There 
apparently are fewer Huctuations in the colored-hen prices on this ac­
count. Colored hens have averaged from 2.8 to 7.5 cents higher a pound 
than Leghorn hens on the two California markets since 1929. 

From available data indications are that from 1923 through 1926 the 
dilferential between the two hen clasaificationa waa fairly regular. In 
the next five years, 1927-1931 the dilferential widened considerahly. 
One of the probable factors inftuencing this tendency was the increase 
in the number of Leghorn chickens in California. In the years of very 
low chicken prices, 193~1934, the differential narrowed appreciably. 
A return to a higher dilferential came about in 1935 and 1936 and thiR 
continued through 1939. The droughts 011934 and 1936 in the Middle 
West undoubtedly had some influence in bringing about these higher 
dilferentia1s as did the upward trend in industrial activity. These facta 
point to the necessity ot analyzing poultry prices over a considerable 
period before conclusions are made. ' 

Poultry numbers can be increased or decre88ed more rapidly than 
those of other livestock classes and price relations are apt to change more 
rapidly. When quotations were first published at San Francisco,lighter­
weight colored hens were in greater demand than heavier weights. This 
dilference in wholesa1e prices almost diasppeared by 1935, but during 
1936 it again reappeared and continued through 1938. In 1939 diNer-
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ences appeared only in March, April, and May. In Los Angeles, the 
heavier bird usually has commanded the higher wholesale price. In 
both cities the heavier weights are in greater demand during the last 
months of the year. 

In comparing Los Angeles and San Francisco prices, there has been 
but little d.iJference except in 1938 when Los Angeles prices were over a 
cent higher (table 56). Over the period 1932-1937 the heavier hens in 
Los Angeles commanded a hal.f cent premium over quotations issued in 
San Francisco, while e."actly the reverse situation was the case'with the 
lighter-weight hens. 

Seasonal Variation in Oolored-H ... Priees.-Seasonality in colored­
hen quotations usually is not pronollllced. In some years January, 
February, and March prices have weakened appreciably. Numbers mar­
keted are probably partly associated with the egg-price outlook. If the 
egg-price situation appears to be favorable hens are very likely to be 
withheld from market. In the country. as a whole March, April, and 
May are heavy egg-production months, and hen marketings are likely to 
be small. A t>rice deeline usually starts in June and extends into July. 
In the latter month the California price is likely to be somewhat de­
pressed by Leghorn-hen marketings_ August, September, and October 
are normally months of slightly higher prices although a price decline 
often starts in September continuing through December. The quelity, 
however, is probably not so high in the latter part of the year as it is in 
the earlier months. 

Unlike broilers, fryers, and roasters, a large potential supply of col­
ored heIlll exists in the nation throughout the entire year. Supplies are 
not therefore !llghly seasonal-nor do the prices evidence pronounced 
uniformity in movement. Sufficiently favorable prices may attract sup­
plies to market at any season. 

Boostgrs.-At both California markets Leghorn- and colored-rooster 
quotations (tables 57 and 58) have been issued regnlarly. The latter 
birds usually command from 0.5 to 3.0 cents more a pound than the 
former. San Francisco Leghorn-rooster prices averaged approximately 
0.5 cent more than those in Los Angeles in the 1932-1936 period, but 
in 1937 and 1938 prices in the latter city averaged higher. In 1939 San 
Francisco prices were again higher; colored roosters generally have com­
manded a premium of a cent or less as compared with Leghorn roosters. 
Changes in rooster classifications have been infrequent. For the years 
in which quotations have been issued there has not been a distinct sea­
sonal price variation. 

Ducks.-Los Angeles quotations have been issued regularly since Oc­
tober, 1981, and those at San Francisco have been continuous only since 
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September, 1933 (table 59). The lack of a continuons lleriee of quota.. 
tions prevents a clear picture of price trenda. Quotationa of the Los 
Angeles Produce Exchange are available eince 1923. Indieationa point 
to a downward trend in Los Angeles duck prices trom 1926 through 
1929. The drop during the depression years does not seem to have been 
any more pronounced than with chickens. Loa Angelee quotations have 
heen slightly higher than those at San Francisco. Il8pecially during the 
higher.price season. Loa Angeles summer prices often dip under thOll8 
at San Francisco. The higher summer temperatures at the former city 
account in some measure for the lower prices because duck it preferred 
during cooler seasons. 

San Francisco is in the larger duck.producing area, and thia in part 
probably accounts for some of the price difference between the two citiee. 

Price variation has a fairly regular pattern throughout the year, 
higher prices usually being reached in December prior to the holidays. 
For the first five months of the year prices hold fairly steady, although 
a considerable break in price often occurs in May. The pronounced 
break more often appeers in June. and prices continue downward until 
a low is reached in August. A gradual e1imb then begins, culminating in 
a December high. 

Squabs, Pigeom, MId Other Cl.a8Se8 of PoultNJ.-In the larger mar­
kets a limited demand arises for squabs, mainly from the more expensive 
hotels and restaurants. California squabs are often shipped east. On the 
two major California markets, the five months beginning in May are 
those of lower prices eince thia is the larger production period. Begin. 
ning in September a price upswing begins which usnaily continues to 
December. Higher levels are held until March or April when the decline 
begins, culminating in the seasonalloWl in June, July, and August. 

Squab demand, being somewhat limited, makes at times for wide fluc­
tuations in prices (table 60). The average quotation for April, 1932, at 
Los Angeles was 28.5 cents a pound, while in May the average had de­
creased to 21.4 cents. Quotations in San Francisco in some months vary 
markedly from those in the southern California city, for example, No­
vember, 1938, quotations at Los Angeles averaged 24.5 cents a pound, 
while at San Francisco the average was 28.8 cents. Caution should be 
exercised in making for any considerable increese in supplies. 

Pigeon quotations have been published by the Federal·State Market 
News Service for several years at San Francisco (tsble 61). Owing to 
the infrequent changes, little can be obtained by an examination of the 
quotations even over a period. PigeOn prices appear not to have re­
sponded to price increases which have come about with other e1aues of 
poultry eince 1933. 
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Quotations on geese and other classes of poultry have not been issued 
by the Federal-State Market News Service at either Los Angeles or San 
Francisco. The agricultural press of the state has, since 1920, published 
prices on geese somewhat intermittently. Indications are that goose 
prices from 1920 through 1929 did not remain on the same relatively 
high levels as did other poultry classes. The grestest demand occurs in 
December when certain nationalities favor goose for the Christmas table. 
That the supply at times has been plentiful, even at the Christmas sea­
son, is evidenced by the drop during December in one or two years of the 
record. Demand is small and caution might well be exercised before em­
barking on a venture with geese--or other poultry not commouly used. 

WlIOLEllALE QUOTATIONS ON DOIIII:BSTIO RAlIlIrl'S 

By all types of classification from strictly zoOlogical down to utilitarian 
agriculture, rabbit is not a form of poultry. The jusillication for includ­
ing a short discussion of rabbit quotations in this bulletin is that there 
are so many instances where rabbit meat is classified with poultry owing 
to its similat market status. Yet there is so much difference between 
rabbits and poultry from a structural and physiological standpoint that 
one would be better jusillied in using the hog as an animal more strictly 
comparable with poultry. 

In a study" of the diets of employed wage earners and clerical workers, 
returns indicated that the per-capita consumption for Pacific Coast 
cities was 10.4 pounds of poultry and 1.9 pounds of rabbit and other 
game; for north Atlantic eities, 16.1 pounds and less than 0.1 pound; 
for east south central eities, 9.0 pounds and 0.4 pound; and for southern 
eities (Negro families) 12.3 pounds and 0.3 pound. 

On the Los Angeles market the competition between the rabbit and 
poultry industries is especially keen. In 1938 approximately 1,600,000 
pounds of rabbit mest' was consumed in the Los Angeles market alone.­

One rabbit classification has been quoted regularly at both California 
markets (table 62). 

While there is a lack of continuity in the quotations, which makes it 
difficult to detect trends over long periods, prices published in the agri­
cultural press of the state point to a decline in rabbit prices beginning 
in 1926 or 1927. This downward trend was partly the result of the grestly 
increased production in the state. The movement became more pro­
nounced with the depression years and at times in 1932, 1933, and 1934 
quotations were less than 40 per cent of what they had beeu in 1925. 

"aUoboling, H ..... l x~ aDd Esther F. Pldpard. Diets of familie. of employed 
wage earne .. and cleri"'" worker. In citie .. U. B. Dept. All'. air. 607:1-14l. 1939. 

• - Butterfield, H. M~ .... d W. E. LlDyd. Rabbit raielng. California All'. Ext. 
Cir. 9:3. Revised 1940. 
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With the recovery of poultry prices from 1933 to 1937 rabbit prices ad­
vanced relatively more since the low prices of 1933-1934 than general 
chicken prices in the state. 

In the past there have been evidences of a fairly distinct seasonal va­
riation, June and July covering the period of lowest prices. From the 
latter month there is nsually a gradual rise until the peak is reached­
usually in November, although in past years it has sometimes come in 
October or December. There is a slight weakening in January, and in 
May prices start to slide toward the June and July lows. 

Domestic-rabbit prices are usually a fraction of a cent higher in San 
Francisco than in Los Angeles during the months of higher prices; the 
reverse has been the case during the season of lowest prices. The aver­
age annual differential between the two cities for the eight years 1932-
1939 was less than 0.02 cent a pound in favor of Los Angeles. 

Apparently the degree of correlation is not high between rabbit prices 
and those of a speeiJie class of poultry. In general Leghorn-fryer and 
rabbit prices are most closely related (fig. 31). The low months of Leg­
horn-fryer lIrices at both Los Angeles and San Francisco are nsually 
the same as those of low rabbit prices. 

COMPAlmION OF PRICES PAID LOS ANGELES. PRODUCERS AND 
QUOTATIONS OF TIlE l'EDEltAIrSTATE MAl!J!:ET NEWS 

SEBVIOE AND THE LOS ANGELES 
PRODUCE EXOEANGE 

Considerable dissatisfaction has been voiced by ponltrymen concerning 
quotations of the reporting agencies in Los Angeles (p. 85). Several 
produeers furnished prices whieh they had reeeived for Leghorn broilers 
and hens, and colored fryers, hens, and roasters. The largest number 
of priees furnished by produeers were for Leghorn broilers and colored 
fryers and these fell largely between February, 1934, through Novem­
ber, 1935. Considerable difficulty was experieneed in obtaining prices 
that might be compared because so few poultrymen possessed records for 
any considerable time. Furthermore, most poultrymen sell chickens com­
paratively few times during the year, and whether the poultry grades 
are prime or otherwise is not known definitely. 

In comparing such producer prices with the Federal-State Market 
News Service and the Los Angeles Produce Exehange quotations, a 
fairly close correspondence is shown. In the 83 weeks for which producer 
prices for Leghorn broilers were obtained, they fell within the range of 
priees quoted by the Federal-State Market News Serviee in 35 of the 
weeks and within those quoted by the Los Angeles Produce Exchange 
during 24 of the weeks. Prices received were actually above the range 
of the quoted prices of the Federal-State Market News Service during 
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. 45 of the weeb and below during 17. The corresponding data for the 
Los Angeles Produce Exchange were 41 and 21 weeks. In some weeks 
producer prices fell both below and above the quotation range, prices 
being reported for more than one day of the week. Since the Market 
News Service and Produce Exchange quotations are f.o.h. Loa Angelee, 
producer prices would normally be somewhat lower. 

A noticeable tendency 11'88 for poultrymen to receive the higher­
than-quoted prices for broilere in the six montha of _nally higher 
pricea prevailing from September through February. Lower-than­
quoted pricea were more prevalent from March through Augost--the 
montha of seasonally low pricea. Thie latter tendency waa slightly more 
noticeable when comparisons were made with the Produce Exchange 
qnotations_ 

Producer prices for colored fryere were closely 'correlated with both 
sets of quota tiona issued by the reporting agencies. Poultrymen fur­
nished prices which they had received in '17 di1ferent weeks. In 33 of 
these the producer price fell within the quotation range of the Federal­
State Market News Service, in 38 weeks the producer price was below 
the range quoted by the Market News Service and in 6 it W88 above. 
The corresponding data in comparison with the Los Angelee Produce 
Exchange were 22, 49, and 6. The producer price of colored fryel'll was 
seldom more than 2 cents outside the quotation range of either of the 
reporting agencies. Indicationa point to the Market New. Service quo­
tationa 88 being somewhat more in line with producer prices of colored 
fryers than 11'88 the case with the Produce Exchange quotation. 

Producer router prices were obtainable from poultry raiaers for only 
occasional days during 13 weeks. In every eaae they fell either within or 
above the ranges quoted by both agenciea. 

Producer prices were obtainable for Leghorn hens during 16 weeks. 
Paying prices in 7 of these weeb were within tbe Federal-State Market 
News Service quotatiou range; in 3 they were higher and in 6 lower. The 
corresponding data for the Exchange were 6, 3, and 7. Colored·hen prices 
paid producers were obtained for 13 weeks. Producer pricee were within 
the range quoted 5 of the weeks, and higher than the Market News Serv­
ice range 8 of the weeks; and in comparison with the E:EChange they were 
within the range in only 1 week, above during 7, and below during 8. 

COMPAlWION OF QUOTATIONS OF TUB PEDEBAIrS'l'A'llI VA'RXE'r 
NEWS SERVICE AliD TUB LOS ANGELES PRODUCE EXCHAJrGB 

From 1932 through 1939 tbe quotations at the Federal-State Market 
News Service at Los Angeles and those of the Los Angelee Produce Ex­
change have been compared for aeveral ponltry claeaidcationa. An e1I'ort 
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has been made to ascertain points of similarity and diil'ereneea between 
them. 

Direct comparisons between the two sets of quotations on Leghorn 
broilers are less accurate because of some diil'erenees in the grades or 
weights of broilers quote.d. The Federal·State Market News Service 
quotation is for no. 1 broilers, whereas the Produce Exehange price 

TABLE 26 
AxoUNT' Alm Numnm. OJ' CHANGBS IN POUL'l'&Y QuOTA'l'lOllS ISSUED BY FSDElLlIro 

STATZ MABD1r NEW. SmmCll (Los ANG.LBS) (1)·.un> Los ANGZLES 
PRooUClI ExCllAN.' (IT)', 19311-1939 

Number of ahangea 

Amount. of chanJe in Leghorn Leahoru Colmed ~ Colmed 
oea.ta per pound bnillen "- "- bona 

p ll" P n' p n' I' n' I' ll" 

0.111, ....................... .. 0 • • 1 • .. • 10 0 
0 . .60 ••••••••• , •••••• , •••• 0. 114 • .. 0 0' , 1Jt • .. , 
0.11 ••••••••••••• :· ......... • 0 • 0 • 0 • • • • 1.00 ....................... 88 ... 48 .. .. .. 117 ,'" .. .0 
1.25 ....................... • • 0 • , 0 • • • • 1.60 .••• , .•••••••.•.••••••• ta • ta • .. , .. • 1 , 
1.76 ••••••.•.••••••••.••••. 1 • , • • 0 • • 1 • 2.00 ....................... ,. 118 It .. I • fT • .. • '0 
2.ro ...•..•.•..•.•......•.. • • 0 0 1 0 • • 0 0 
a.oo ..•...•.••............. • 6 1 7 • • • • • 0 
•. 00 ............. " ...... ,. • , • , • • • • • 0 
1.00 ....................... • , • • • • • • 0 • 1---

Total ••••.•.••.....•..••• ... I .. ... 16 II. 116 .., 167 1M UI 

covers all broilers within the weights specified. The quality range in the 
former quotation is therefore smaller than that in the latter. 

The comparisons made below are for Leghorn broilers of slightly dif· 
ferent weights. The quotations of the Federal·State Market News Service 
used were for larger broilers for diil'erent periods from , January 1,1932, 
to June 14, 1933, weights quoted were 18-24 pounds per dozen ; June 15, 
1933, to March 27,1934, weights were 19-24 pounds; March 28,1934, to 
January 7, 1938, weights were 22-24 pounds; January 10,1938, to De.. 
cember 31, 1938, weights were 21-24 pounds; and January 1, 1939, to 
December 31, 1939, weights were 21-27 pounds. The Los Angeles Prod· 
uce Exchange quotations compared were for the larger-sized broiler 
class for diil'erent periods from, January 1, 1932, to April 25, 1939, 
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weights were 18-27 pounds per dozen; April 26, 1939/ to December 31, 
1939, weights were 21-27 pounds. 

For the years under consideration the averages of the two quoting 
agencies for Leghorn broilers show a close agreement, annual dillerenee. 
of 0.1 to 0.8 cent being in favor of the Feder'\l·State )Iarket Newa'Serv­
ice quotation. The average of the range of the latter ageney'. quotation 
has been used. The Produce Exchange issued one price quotation daily. 
If the lows of the range of the Market News Service had been used, 
there would have been little difference or none between the annual aver­
ages of the two sets of quotationa. If the four months of low prices­
usually April, May, June, and July-are selected, the Produce Ex­
change quotations show to a greater diaadvantage. Market News Service 
quotationa averaged from 0.4 to 1.4 cents higher during these montha, 
and in the two or three months of peak quotations they have averaged 
from 0.1 cent lower to 0.8 cent higher. This situation might easily be es­
plained by quality differences (see p. 85) . 

Price changes in the Market News Service quotations have been more 
frequent, and in general, have been smaller than those of the Prodnce 
Exchange (tahle 26). During the eight years 195 changes were made in 
Leghorn-broiler quotations by the latter agency averaging 1.41 cents. 
Changes of 1.0 and 2.0 cents were most frequent although the range was 
rrom 1.0 to 5.0 cents. In the same period the Market News Service quota­
tions changed 280 times, changes averaging 0.86 cent, those of 0.5, 1.0, 
and 0.25 cent in the order named being the most common. The range waa 
from 0.25 cent to 3.0 cents. 

Conditions surrounding a comparison of Leghorn-fryer quotatioll.l are 
similar to those enumerated with broiler comparisons. The weight of the 
bird quoted by the Federal-State Market NeWll Service WIUI generally 
"over 2 pounds," whereas that for the Exchange was for weights of 2% 
to 3 pounds. There is close agreement between average annual prices, the 
Exchange quotationa for the eight years ranging from 0.1 to 0.8 cent 
lower. In 1934 the Exchange quotation would have been higher had it 
been compared with the low of the Market News Service quotation range. 
Differentials between the two quotations were far larger in June (the 
low-price month) than in Septemher, the month of aeasonal high quota­
tions. In the first month differentials for the eight years averaged 0.8 
cent; in the second month less than 0.6 cent. It is emphasized, 811 in the 
case of broileI'S, that quality differences might account for this situation. 

Quotation changes on Leghorn fryers made by the Federal-State Mar­
ket News Service at Los Angeles totaled 126 during the period under 
consideration (table 26). The average change waa 0.95 cent. Those of the 
Produce Exchange were varied only 75 times during the same period, 
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the average change being 1.55 cents. The most frequent changes in the 
Market News Service quotations have been 0.5 and 1.0 cent while most 
changes ill the Exchange quotations have been 1.0 and 2.0 cents. 

On colored fryers the Los Angeles Produce Exchange annual quota­
tions have averaged from 0.0 to 0.9 cent lower than those of the Federal­
State Market News Service. The weights of the birds quoted upon for 
the period under study have varied: Produce Exchange, between limits 
of 2% and 3% pounds; Federal-Stata Market News Service, up to limits 
of 3, 3%. and 3% pounds. Generally over these eight years di1l'eren­
tials between these two sets of quotations have been far greater in the 
three months from April through June, whereas for October and Novem­
ber di1l'erentials practieally disappear. No doubt the seasonal variation 
in the price of Leghorn broilers and fryers in the California markets 
affects these varying di1l'erentials in colored-fryer quotations (fig. 29). 
In the late spring, Leghorns are marketed in quantity and it is probable 
that colored fryers originating in the stste are also marketed in largest 
numbers. Highest prices for the Leghorn broilers and fryers prevail in 
the period wJien the di1l'erentials between the two sets of quotations dis­
appear. It is highly probable that the demand for birds of these weights 
at that time makes those responsible for the Produce Exchange less criti­
cal of grade. 

The study of changes in the quotations issued by the two agencies 
shows up in a fashion similar to those already discussed. In the eight 
years the Produce Exchange quotation changed 135 times with an aver­
age change of 1.45 cents. This simple average is misleading, as the 
changes listed indicate. Market News Service quotations changed 215 
times with an average change of 0.94 cent. 

Both agencies have published comparable quotations, but in view of 
the fact that so few roasters are produced in the state comparisons are 
omitted for this classification. 

Produce Exchange quotations have been published for Leghorn hens 
weighing from 3% to' 4 pounds except for May 24, 1939, to June 15, 1939, 
when weights were 3 to 4 pounds. The Federal-State Market News Serv­
ice quotations were for au sizes of Leghorn hans until Oetober, 1936, 
when a quotatiou was issued for two weights, 3% pounds and up, 
and under 3% pounds. The quotations for 3% pounds and up, have 
heen used since that date. A comparison between the Produce Exchange 
quotation mentioned above and that for "all weights" issued by the 
Market News Service shows that the annual average of the latter quota­
tion has topped the former by from 0.1 to 0.8 cent. In 1937, 1938, and 
1939 Exchange quotations ran almost identical with those of the Market 
News Service for Leghorn hens under 3% pounds. No pronounced sea-
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sona! differentiala can be detected in the quotaUona for the eight 7e&rI 
studied. 

While changes were made no more frequently in the Produce Ex­
change quotations on ,Leghorns, they were amaller than in the cue of 
either broilers or fryers. In the years under consideration 167 changes 
were made averaging 1.17 eente. The changes were 1.0, 2.0, or 3.0 centll 
(table 26). The Market News Service quotation waa changed 251 tims 
with an average of 0.77 cent, the most common changes being 0.5, 1.0, 
and 0.25 cent. 

Produce Exchange quotations on colored hens, 4 poundl and up, 
topped those of the Market News Service on birdl5 poundl and up 
in all save one of the seven years studied. A close eorrespondence ia 
found with the annual average of the Produce Exchange from 0.0 to 0.6 
cent higher. In the colored-hen class the quotations of both agencies prob­
ably were largely on birds ehipped into the state, and it is highly prob­
ahle that the same birds were quoted upon. That the quotations of the 
two agencies were different even though the annna! averages varied but 
little can be realized when eomparing amount. and number of colored­
hen-quotation changes (table 26). 

The Federal-State Market News Service quotations seem to average 
somewhat higher than those of the Produce Exchange on all elas&ea of 
poultry stndied save eolored hens. There is & tendency for prieea of the 
latter agency to be somewhat lower during low-price periodl. These 
diJIerences may perbaps be partly explained by differences in quality. 
There can be but little doubt that the Market News Service quotations 
are changed more frequently and with less abruptness. 

BELATIONB BETWEEN WHOLllBALll POllLTBY Q110TA'rIONB Dr 
OALIPOBNU. .AJO) OTBEB VABlOI'l'B 

New Yo,.k.-New York is the center of the area of great poultry eon­
sumption in the United States. A large proportion of the price eontraeta 
in cities east of tbe Rockies are based upon New York quotation&. Ben­
jamin and Pierce- state: "These (New York pricesJ have & direct infln­
ence on tbe trading for prohably 80 per cent of the poultry moving in the 
wbolesale trade channels of the United States." Most of tbe poultry un­
loads originate in areaa at a eonsiderable distance. In some years Cali­
fornia bas furnisbed an appreciable amount of drelllled poultry to that 
metropolis. In 1936, 1937, 1938, and 1939 tbe unloads at New York from 
California were 6,650,000, 4,132,000, 3,856,000, and 2,830,000 pounda, 
respectively. Tbe bulk of the receipts arrive in four montba beginning in 
February. The territory eontigaoua to New York is primarily an egg-

- Benjamin, Earl W., and Howard C. Pier ... Marketbl, poult.,. product.. p.l-d, 
1-40L J. Wile]' and 80"", New York. 1931. 
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producing section comparable to the areas near Los Angeles and San 
Francisco. The bulk of the colored chickens originate in the Mississippi 
Valley. 

In making price comparisons between Los .Angeles or San Francisco 
and New York, two sets of wholesale quotations have heen used-those of 
the Urner-Barry Company puhiished (daily quotations) in the AI'II6rican 
Creamery and Poultry Produce Review (since J annary, 1940, quotations 
appear in American Ptndiry and Egg RetJiew) and those printed in the 
daily Producers' Pries Current. These sets of quotations have checked 
closely. The wholesale prices issued by the Federal·State Market News 
Service at Los Angeles and San Francisco have been used for the Cali­
fornia markets. 

The annual average Leghorn·broiler qnotations over the ten years 
1930-1939 have been approximately the same at New York and San 
Francisco but wide variations occur in monthly quotations (fig. 32). 
The New York price has averaged higher for three separate years but 
in four years California prices have been higher. While trends in prices 
present a certain pattern, nevertheless, aingle years may vary widely 
from it. This is especially true with broilers that can be produced within 
a very short period. The 1937 situation illustrates this latter point. 

From 1930 through 1939 the San Francisco price of Leghorn broilers in 
March, April, May, and June has averaged nearly 4 cents lower than that 
in New York. This season is one of surplus Leghorn broilers and fryers 
in California. In 1937, however, the New York price topped the San 
Francisco price in oniy two months--April and December. The follow­
ing monthly averages for the 1930-1939 period show the relation between 
wholesale broiler prices in New York City and in San Francisco and 
from this can be discerned the general differences in the seasonal mov&­
ment of broiler prices. 

Differential between. 
San FnmciJIao New York San Franaiaoo and 

Honth price. in eenta prioa, in oeAta New York Pl'iae.lII. 
JI6l' pound per pound oen1a per pcnur.d 

January. . . • . .. ... . .. ..• 22.5 
F.bruary............... 22.3 
March.................. 20.7 
April................... 17.1 
May...... ... ... ........ 15.8 
June......... ........... 16.9 
July........... ......... 18.0 
August.. . .............. 22.0 
SepteInb.r.............. 24.7 
Octobar................ 24.1 
}f.ven>bar.............. 22.2 
Decetnber.............. 20.6 

20.8 
21.6 
22.9 
21.7 
19.8 
18.2 
17.6 
18.8 

- 1.7 
- 1.7 
+ 3.2 
+ 4.6 
+ 4.0 
+ 2.3 
- 0.4 
- 8.2 
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In the above compilation New York quotations in September were 
published only for 1933-1939. The averages of these years were: New 
York, 18.7 cents; San Francisco, 22.0 cents; diJl'erential, --8.3 cents. In 
Octoher New York quotations were published only for 1930-1933, 1937, 
and 1938 and for these years averages were: New York, 19.2 cents; San 
Francisco, 27.3 cents; diJl'erential, --8.1 cents. November quotations for 
New York were published for 1930-1938 and the averages for these 
years were: New York, 19.4 cents; San Francisco, 22.5 cents; diJl'eren.­
tial, --8.1 cents. December quotations for New York were published only 
for 1930-1938 and the averages for these years were: New York, 19.1 
cents; San Francisco, 21.1 cents; diJl'erential, -2.0 cents. 

The lowest Leghorn-broiler prices occur a month to two monthe later 
in New York than in San Francisco, and the decline from February 
through June is more rapid in the latter city. While at anyone time, 
in the monthe of a high diJl'erential in favor of New Yark, prices may 
look attractive to the western shipper, transportation may delay arrival 
in New York, and prices may then have declined materially. It would be 
highly desirable for shipments to arrive in New York before broiler 
prices begin to decline. But to ship when prices are declining on both the 
California and the New York markets would he somewhat precarious. 
The greater part of the dressed-poultry shipments from California to 
New York arrive in February and March. The peak of broiler prices on 
the New York market from 1929 through 1939 occurred rather regularly 
hetween March 14 and March 29. About this time the volume of broilers 
received in New York City begins to increase rapidly, receipts gaining 
until a peak is reached in June. The latter month plus May, July, August, 
and April in the order named are the monthe of heaviest receipts at New 
York. In the remainder of the year, September-December, New York 
broiler prices are in1!uenced to a considerable degree by the large sup­
plies of other poultry classes marketed. 

A comparison of colored-fryer prices at Los Angeles or San Francisco 
and colored-broiler fred) prices at New York over a ten-year period 
indicates a high correlation. There is a tendency for New York prices to 
be slightly higher in March, while Pacific Coast prices generally range 
higher from April through August. In the late fall and winter (Novem­
ber through February) there is a tendency for the average monthly quo­
tations, or over the ten years, to he approximately the same, although in 
specific years differentials may he large. Monthly average prices for col­
ored (red) broilers at New York and colored-fryer prices at San Fran­
cisco from 1930 to 1939 are found in the table on page 130. 

In this compilation New York quotations in September were pub­
lished only for 1933-1939. The averages of these years were: New 
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York, 18.7 cents; San Francisco, 19.2 cents; dift"erential, -0.6 cent. In 
October, New York quotations were published lor 1930-1933, 1935, 1937, 
and 1938 and for these years averages were: New York, 20.3 cents; San 
Francisco, 20.4 cents; diJrerential, -0.1 cent. November quotationa for 
New York were published for 1930-1938 and the averagea for these yeara 
were: New York, 19.9 cents; San Francisco, 20.1 cents; dift"erential, -0.2 
cent. December quotations for New York were published only for 1930-
1938 and the averages for these yeara were: New York, 19.6 cents; Ban 
Francisco, 19.5 cents; differential, -HI.l cent. 

Mona. 
8M PtancUeo If .. York 
pri •• in oeo.. Rrice. in aen. 

per pound per pouad 
1anuaror ... · ........ ·... 21.8 20.0 
February............... 21.1 21.4 
March.................. 22.9 23.6 
April................... 23.1 22.1 
May.................... 22.& 20.& 
1........... ............... 20.9 19.& 
July........ ............ 19.9 18.1 
August... .............. 19.9 18.6 
September. .. .. . . .. . . . .. 20.1 
October....... ......... 19.8 
November.............. 20.0 
December.............. 19.2 

DifrenmUaI bet.--. 
&a Franca.oo and 
N .. York prioe. to 

GmtllpWpowui 

-1.0 
-0.8 
+0.& 
-1.6 
-2.0 
-1.4 
-1.2 
-1.4 

High Leghorn-broiler prices in New York in February and March 
(fig. 32) undoubtedly infl.uence colored-fryer prices in thole montlla. 
With the coming of increased Leghorn.broiler anppliea to New York 
colored-fryer prices drop. Prices in New York are depressed aomewhat 
in tbe latter part of the year on account of the large poultry IIllpplies 
available at that time. 

Quotations issued for the 88me eight months (September through 
December excepted) from 1930 to 1939 show an average of 20.3 cents. 
pound for Leghorn broilera at New York, while at San Francisco the 
average quotation for this same period was 19.4 cents. Colored-fryer 
prices at New York for the same period averaged' 0.3 cent higher than 
those of Leghorn broilers, while at San Francisco the dift"erential was 
2.2 cents in favor of the colored fryers. A large broiler industry has 
grown up in Maryland, Delaware, and Virginia, which supplies New 
York city with broilera of the colored breeds. The development of thia 

. industry may be one of the contributing canses in the decline of dressed 
poultry receipts from California in New York from 1936 to 1939. (On 
California markets these colored broilera would probably be e!s=d 
as £ryera.) New York thus has access to a large supply at a not very great 
distance from the city. Leghorn broilers, on the other hand, are in rela­
tively greater abundance .on tbe California markets than at New Yark. 
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The average monthly price of Leghorn hens over the ten years has 
been 17.0 cents a pound in New York and 16.2 cents in San Francisco. 
Although both cities are primarily in egg-producing areas, New York is 
nevertheless in a deficit area whereas the reverse is true of San Francisco. 
On the other hand, colored hens during the same ten years averaged 19.8 
cents a pound in New York as compared with 20.7 cents in San Francisco. 
(If Los Angeles prices bed been available over these same years, the 
same general relation wonld hold.) Neither market is in an area produc­
ing colored hens, and since New York is closer to the center of supplies, 
prices are somewhat lower. 

Leghorn-hen prices have a greater Seasonal change at New York as 
the following table shows, 

Diffenmtial between 
San FranciBoo New York San Fn.nci5ao and 

Mouth price. in cont6 priae. in eente New York price, in 
per pound pet pound eenta per pound 

January. . . . . .. . . . . . . . .. 17.4 
Feb........y............... 16.4 
March......... ......... 17.3 
April. ,. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17.2 
May................ .... 16.6 
June........... ........ . 14.9 
July.................... 14.3 
August. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14.8 
September. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16.2 
October................ 16.1 
~ovember.............. 17.2 
December. . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15.7 

19.0 
19.2 
20.2 
19.6 
18.8 
16.5 
15.5 
15.6 
15.9 
14.3 
14.9 
14.8 

+1.6 
+2.8 
+2.9 
+2.4 
+2.2 
+1.6 
+1.2 
+0.7 
-0.3 
-1.8 
-2.3 
-0.9 

Seasonal price variation at New York bas pclnts of similarity with 
the seasonal price pattern presented of other ponltry classes. The three 
months of high prices are generally February, March, and April. A price 
decline usually sets in in April or May which generally carries through 
until October when the low price occurs most frequently. In California, 
on the other hand, Leghorn hens do not evidence so ",uch seasonality in 
price movements. Between the months of high and low prices the average 
differential for the years listed above was 3.1 cents as compared with 
5.9 cents for New York. California prices generally reach a summer low 
after which there is usually some recovery, whereas in New York the 
decline usually extends for two or three months into late summer and 
early fall showing the effect of the arrivals of ponltry of many classes. 

California prices rather consistently fall below those in New York in 
the first seven months (fig. 33). In August during seven of the years, 
New York prices were higher but in eight of the ten Septembers they 
were lower. By October the differential in favor of California prices has 
been widened. This widening of the differential continues into Novem-
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her. New York December prices sometimes equal. those in San Francisco, 
but more often the higher price in· New York is not reached until J an­
nary. 
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In the first three months of the year colored·hen prices frequently have 
averaged from about 0.5 cent to 1.0 cent higher in New York City than 
on the California markets (fig. 34), but the range between separate 
years has been large. During the remBining months prices on the Pacific 
Coast markets generally average higher. Seasonal. price variation varies 
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as between east and weat coasts. Little regularity prevaiIa in California. 
The following are tbe monthly average prices for colored hellll for 1930-
1939: 

lIonth 

January.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21.0 
February............... 20.0 
March.................. 21.1 
April................... 21.11 
May ............... ,.... 21.4 
June......... ........... 20.0 
July.................... 19.8 
August .............. ,.. 20.4 
September.. .. .. .. .. .. .. 21. a 
()otober ... :............ 21.2 
November.............. 20,9 
December.............. 19.'1 

21.8 
20.9 
21.6 
20.9 
20.0 
IIU 
18,6 
18.11 
20,3 
111.1 
18.4 
18.8 

Dtl'....,.tia! h.lwwa 
Ku FJ'aIlt'Uoo &lid 
N ... Y 0l'1l prioe. fA 
.."" pill' )lOud 

+0.8 
+0,11 
+0.6 
-1.0 
-1.4 
-0.0 
-UI 
-1.6 
-1.0 
-:1.1 
-2.6 
-1.4 

In tbe above-mentioned years the range at New York between the high 
and lowmontb was 3.6 cents as compared with 2.2 cents at San Francisco. 

Since rabbits compete with poultry, a complLriaon haa been made be­
tween New York and San Francisco prices. Price. in tbe eastern city 
are usually higher than at California points throughout the year, dif· 
ferentials in favor of New York being higher in the fonr or five months 
beginning with February. Comparable rabbit prices sinee 1936 are not 
available so that the following cover the seven yean 1930-1936 : 

lIonth 

January ............... . 
February .............. . 
March ................ .. 
April. ................ .. 
May .................. .. 
Jun ....... " ......... , .. 
July .... , .............. . 
August ............... .. 
September ............. . 
()Otober .. , ............ . 
November ... , ......... . 
Dec.mber ............. . 

San Francleoo N.., Yorl!: 
priee. in cent-. priae. in cent. 

JMII' pound ~ pound 

12.8 
12.0 
11.7 
lUi 
10.6 
11.3 
8.S 
11.'1 

10.7 
11.9 
12.4 
12.0 

14.5 
16.1 
16.9 
16.1 
16.2 
18.8 
11.7 
12.7 
12.7 
13.0 
14.0 
15.1 

DUJenmtIaJ t:.t_ 
BanJ'~-and 
New York prica, in c.D" per pound 

+1.11 
+4.1 
+112 
+4.6 
+11.11 
+4.11 
+3.2 
+3.0 
+2.0 
+1.1 
+1.6 
+2.8 

Comparable qnotatiollll have been obtainable on pigeollll in the two 
markets. New York prices generally follow the pattern set by most poul­
try class_highest prices prevailing for threa or four months begin­
ning in February. A drop then OCCU1'8 usoally ending in an October low. 
Dilferentials between the two markets are far greater from February 
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through May. Unlike other poultry prices, those for pigeons in the West 
seldom rise above those in New York. 

OMC<lDD.-Chicago is not only the center of a large ponltry-consmnp­
tion area, but it is in proximity to the largest chicken-and egg-producing 
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area in the United States. Most of the unloads of live poultry and the 
bulk of the dressed poultry in the seaboard <lities of the middle and north 
Atlantic states originate in the upper Mississippi Valley states. 

Unfortnnstely price comparisons between Chicago and California 
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markets are difficult to make, largely on account of the obsence of quota· 
tions for similar chicken classifications. 

Fowl prices have been quoted in Chicago for a period of yean and 
these have been compared with San Francisco colored·hen prices in 
figure 35. A high degree of correlation is evident. The average annual 
dilferential of San Franciaeo over Chicago for the ten years 1929-1938 
has been 3.7 cents a pound; with a range of 2.8 cents in 1936 to 4.7 cent. 
in 1930. The lower Chicago price would he expected because the city ia 
close to the center of the chieken production in the United StsteL 

Seasonal variation in fowl prices is far more pronounced at Chicago 
than at San Franeisco 8ft the following comparison for the ten yeara 
1929-1938 shows: 

BaD ~ Chflsco 
MODth prio&. iD oen.. JJrie.. in em. 

per pouDd per poUnd 

January.. .............. 22.0 
February.. ............ 20.9 
March......... ......... 22.1 
April................... 22.8 
May.................... 22.0 
June..................... 21.3 
July................... 21.0 
August................. 21.6 

. September.............. 22.6 
October................ 22.3 
November.......... ... 22.0 
December.. .. . .. .. .. .. . 20.8 

19.0 
18.8 
20.1 
20,8 

11.3 
17.4 
18.2 
18.7 
11.2 
16.1 
18.1 

Dlfrerntial ....... 
8&n Fran.,.., and C __ ... 

. .ole '* pouDd 

-8,0 
-2.1 
-2.0 
-2,11 

-4.0 
-8.6 
-3.4 
-3.9 
-11.1 
-11,9 
-4,7 

The May price for Chicago is available for nine of the ten yeara; the 
average price for these nine years was 17.7 cents. 

April prices on the average at Chicago have heen approximately 25 
per cent higher than the low prices which normally come in November 
and December. While the high San Franciaeo price generally comea in 
April, it has averaged only about 10 per cent I!lore than the December 
price. The greater differential in favor of prices on the west coast occnra 
in the seven months beginning with June. This would be expected since 
the latter period is that of great supply in the Midwest. 

Wholesale quotations on "springers" are availahle at Chicago. In liv&­
poultry terminology, particularly in the central west, thia term refers 
to what are commonly called "spring chickens," or "roasting chickena. " 
"Springers," or "springs" as they are often called, may be of either aex 
and are the next larger classification in weight above frying chickena. In 
California on the other hand, the three sizes of chickens are Jmown as 
''broilers,'' "fryers," and ''roasters.'' Moat of the broilers and fryers in 
the state are Leghorns, and roasters are -colored birds. Compariaona b&-
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tween colored-roaster prices at San Franeiaeo (or r,p. Angeles) and 
those of "springs" at Chicago show a high degree of correlation (ftg_ 36). 
Prices in the latter city have been materially lower .. the following 
data for the period 1929--1938 show: 

If""oh 

J .... uary................ 26.0 
February. ..........•..• 24.1 
March..... .......... ... 26.2 
April................... 28.0 
May....... ..... ........ 28.0 
Jlme.. .................. 27.3 
July.................... 26.8 
August.. . ...... .. ...... 24.2 
8eptoDlber.............. 22.9 
October. . .. . • .. . .. . . .. . 21.11 
~oveDlber ............ _. 21.4 
Deeember... ...... ..... 21.4 

111.2 
21.11 

22.8 
111.7 
17.11 
18.4 
18.1 
18.7 

Di« ... UaJ: hIt __ 
San Francn..o anel 
Chi.,o pric.. ia 
_t. J*" poun4 

-8.8 
-8.6 

-3.0 
-4.6 
-11.0 
-6.1 
-&.8 
-4.7 

March prices for eight of the ten years at Chicago average 23.3 cente 
a pound; April prices for five years average 26.5 cents; May priees for 
eight years average 26.6 cents; and June prices for nine yean average 
25.9 cents. 

Differentials in favor of the Pacific Coast cities are normally higher 
in the months beginning in September when the "springs" begin to 
appear in quantity. The seasoual pattern on the Pacific Coast markete 
is similar to that at Chicago. The pattern for "springs" in turn is similar 
to that for colored hens. 

Such data aa are available on Leghorn-hen quotations at Chicago in­
dieate that Los Angeles (or San Francisco) prices normally average 
somewhat higher. There have been exceptions, as occurred in 1937, when 
the prices at Chicago topped those of Los Angeles by a fraetion of a cent. 
In the first half of the year Chicago quotations are generally about the 
same aa those in California or somewhat higher. Beginning in the late 
spring or early summer the mid western Leghorn-hen priees start a pro­
nounced downward tendency, ending in the year'. low in November or 
December. The difference in seasonal production, 88 well as in the poultry 
elasses produced in the Midwest and in California, make for a widening 
of the differential in favor of the western markets as the year goes into 
its third and fourth quarters. With the large volume of ponItry coming 
on to the main markets in the latter months, the competition of Leghorn 
hens with other chicken classes roasters, fowl and broilers and fryer&-­
becomes more severe. The price drops 88 the resnit of the increased 1Up­

plies, and the into-storage movement occurs. On the California market. 
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broilers and fryers are in quantity prior to the offerings elsewhere. The 
main product of the industry in California is eggs, and outside of broil­
ers and fryers, the only sizable offerings from within the state are Leg­
horn hens. The chief reason for these offerings is culling and not price. 
As a result of these various factors the midwestern and esstern offerings 
of poultry are more seasonal than in California. 

Comparisons between quotations on other classes of poultry at Chicago 
and on California markets are difficult, if not impossible to make. While 
poultry shipments made from the Midwest to California loom large, 
shipments from California. to Chicago are very small. At times in the 
first half of the year shipments are made which arc attracted by an 
occasional price premium in Chicago. 

RETAIL amOKEN' PlWlBB 

Retail chicken prices for various cities and for the country as a whole 
are issued once a month by the United States Department of Labor 
Bureau of Labor Statistics. These h!Lve shown the same general tend­
encies as prices paid producers for chickens with certain differences, 
characteristic of retail-wholesale price relations. In a rapidly rising price 
period (1915 to 1919) producer prices rose more rapidly than retail 
prices. From 1933 through 1936 producer prices rose somewhat more 
rapidly than retail prices. (Compare tables 27 and 46.) On the other 
hand, with falling prices those for producers have declined more rapidly 
(1920-1921 and 1929-1933). A lag can usually be noticed- retail prices 
trailing those paid producers; for example, the price paid producers de­
clined in 1938 as compared with 1937 (table 46), while retail prices 
changed but slightly (table 27). Both wholesale and retail prices moved 
downward in 1939. 

As compared with retail food prices those for-ehlckens for the United" 
States as a whole were relatively higher from 1923 through 1929 (1923-
1925 = 100). Increased urban prosperity in the latter twenties brought 
chicken prices in Los Angeles and San Francisco to higher levels than 
retail food prices generally (table 28). The relative drop in prices (1929-
1933) was greater for chickens than for foods in general. Retail chicken 
prices increased more rapidly than general retail food prices from 1933 
through 1938. This tendency dld not continue through 1939. As com­
pared with most other foods, the general preparation of chickens for 
market after leaving the farm is not great. Manufacturing and process­
ing costs entering into the preparation of many other foods are more 
important than in the case of chickens, and hence general retail food 
prices decline less rapidly than those of chickens (fig. 37). Furthermore, 
chicken is placed in the luxury food class by a considerable part of the 



TABLE 27 
AVElLA •• ~ Rz .... !l'fI'II R&'1'AlL PSICE. Or R"".-~ Eoa. ros UNITED STA""", Los ANOBLIIS, AND SAN FRANCISCO, 1913-1939 

UniIO<l8 ..... Lao """,I. ...PnA_ 
V"'" Be .. E ... B ... Ew B ... Ew 

A_ IIeIaU .. A ...... 1Ie1a1i .. A_ IIelati .. A_ B.elati ... AftraP 1Io1ati .. 
A __ 

l\elall .. ...... ...... prioo \)ri .. ..... pri .. priM prioo on .. prioo ..... prioo 

..... ,... 1'1'''1(1) ..... ,... "IS-IOO ..... ,... I~"·JOO ........ 1111 .... 100 ........ t,,'-too ........ t'l'-Ioo "" .... 4.- "" .... II<>uo .... ... II<>uo 
1811 .................. 11.1 100 114.1 100 ".S 100 II. 100 14.1 100 17.1 100 
ItII .................. 11.8 lot .6.1 lot 17.1 101 IIU lot IU 101 111.1 106 
1m .................. 10.8 M IU .. 11.1 to II .. 16 !MI 100 16.1 lGII 
mo .................. 11.0 III '7.0 100 ,0.7 100 11.0 lot .... 100 11.1 lot 
1117.. ................ 11.0 1M 13.1 14t ".1 1011 I ... lit II.' m ".1 lit 
11111. ................. al.? 11'1 .11.1 181 181 If7 au IU 41.1 114 OU 1110 
III ................... .1.1 Itl U.' la .. , m a.1 I .. .. 7 101 ".1 no 
INO .................. .u 110 01.1 ItT .8.0 101 01.1 1111 101 .. 81' III 
1021 .................. au 18& 10.' 148 I'" lea 10.1 m ".1 III 10' UI 
1111 .................. 14.0 I .. . .. UII . ... 181 .... lIT eoa lOT .,. 114 
1m .... ; ............. 14.' III . ... I .. IU 141 ".1 III eol lOT ... lit .o ..... ~ ... ~~.\' ........ .. .• 171 II. 148 eo, III .. .. III dO leo ... III 
1111 .................. 18.0 n8 .0.1 101 "t lIS 101 !at al 171 111.1 .. 
1926 .................. .oa I .. 11.' 110 .... lOT I .. III ".7 UI .... III 
1 .. 7.. ................ II.' 111 41.7 IU a., 101 11.' I. •• III d, .. , 
1m .................. ... I .. .., I .. ".0 III ..1 114 Ii'" 17' a., III 
I .................... I ... Itt au III ".1 171 47' 114 ... .. ".1 III 
1m .................. I" 171 .. .. .. I •• . .. .. , lot eo.' .. .. . !Of 
11101 .................. a.1 111 .. .. IOl III !at IU .. III HI 11.1 II 



ltal., •.••.•••• , ••••• , .... , .. .... .. ".8 loa 28.1 fa .... 118 27.1 
1\133 .................. 21,8 '02 ".8 83 18.1 .. ".0 fa '6.6 110 211.1 
19M .................. ".0 "I 82.6 .. ".0 'iii 30.1 70 82.4 '84 80,g 

'031 .................. .... I .. 88.8 III ".0 '" ".0 .1 85.2 '" .. .. 
1038 .................. 3U '10 87.8 110 86.0 ISS 82.0 84 8408 '" 83.0 
'.11.. ................ 83 .• 1.7 18.8 107 au 120 . 82.1 86 88.1 I .. 88.8 
11133 .................. 83 .• I .. 88.0 106 .... 130 84.8 .. 88.3 '10 88.1 
,oat .................. ".1 '8' .2.8 06 3U III 81.8 88 86.1 1 .. 81.6 

'Dte1,rnatod I'll mut.inc chickens in noeot )"flINI. 

SoQrtIM of data:. t 
UDited. Stat.: 

11ll3-HID: from United State. Department of Labor Bureau of Labor 8tatiltie.. Retail prioee. Bul. 86:33. 19". 
1~1938: from United State. o.partment of Labor BUNAn of Labor StatUtiCl,lWtail prioee of foo~: ,923-1036, Bul. W:8O-8T. U138. 
1031-1038: from United Btat .. Depart.ment. of :r..bor BW1I&u of Labor Stat.iaticl. Retail pri.,., mont.DJy iMu •• January, 1838. and January,l03G. 

toe APple. IIUld San Franci8c0: 
1913~lg27:from UniWd SteLu. pl;I~ment of La.borBurenu of Labor Stati8ti08. ~tanpriC81. Bull. 270,100, '15,m IH, ttl, and til. 
1028-1936: from United St.ateB Department of Labor BtlJ'etI,u of Labor Statintice. Retail prieoe ot lood 1023-.036. Bui. 1.:142, 144. 
1931-1a38: from Uni&od Sta\ft\l Department of :r...btlr :au.reau 01 I.abor Statistice, Retail priOOl, monthly u.u.. (Mhnoo.) 

fa 
fa 
88 .. 
18 
811 
00 
88 

I 
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population. The tendency for chicken prices to hold to relatively higher 
levels than those for eggs is evident in retail prices (table 27). 

Between the retail prices of hen. in San Francisco and the nation lUI 

a whole, prices in the city have averaged approximately 4.1 ct'nta 8 

TABLE 28 

An:RAOI: AlIl> R ..... 'l'IVJI _AIL Pmcu OP Hos· 11f UlI1'I'ZD s.-...... Los A .. ""' .... 
AlIl> BAH F ..... CIBCO. AlIl> INDU or _AIL FOOD PBlCU, 19113-1930 

-
Ubited atat. 

Loa_ --B ... - B_ 
T-

Rela!!. .. 
RofAlI 

!A~ 
RofAlI A;::: _U .. 

Rotall 
A ....... lood RelaU .. food food ..... "' ... Inda ...... - Ind_ " .... Ind_ -.... 1111-1116 1m-I"" _ ...... 1m-1m 1111-'''' 1-..... 1Ht-/_ ,,.,HI 
_M -"HI -, .. --- -100 -100 _M -100 -I .. 

10 ................. au 11.1 17.' 8t.7 .7.1 17,' 411.4 ".1 ..t 
.................... IU ".1 17,0 CO,, .I.t ",t tl.O ... 171 
1121, •.••••••...•..• 18.0 IOU 106.0 ".0 101.' IOU ",1 1011 I'" 
102& ................ to,1 101 .• lOB.' tu 101.1 101.2 44.1 toU 1 .. 1 
1m ............ 1< •• au IOU lot .• tU 11lI.1 1001 .... 1011 10'" 
ltJ8 ................ 18.1 101.' IOU "0 lOS.1 ",1 t ... 101 a 1014 
]921 .•..••••••...••. 'u.s IIU IOU 4&.1 III.' IOU ".J 10'1.' .... 1_ ................ 10.1 111.9 ..,! 41-1 101.1 D,' 40. •. 1 101.1 
lvat ••..•.••.....•.. 11.1 17.' 12.0 10,1 au 1U III III III 
1932 ...•.••••.•••••• M.I 11.7 18' 11.8 '0.1 II,' .11 II. 11.0 
1933 ................ ~iI1.1 . ... .1.4 MI 14,7 14.' til .... n,1 
1m ................ 11,' 10,. 74.1 ., .. 81.7 ".1 11.4 18.1 11.1 
1035 ................ au 82.1 80.1 ".0 81.1 117 III 11.1 a,. 
1m ................ 11,0 81.1 12,1 11,0 11.1 14L' 141 14.1 11.1 
"1'1.. .............. 'u 01.2 86.1 au 14.7 19.1 II. HI II' 
1m ................ 11,1 fLI 18.9 IU 11,1 11.0 II. II. lit -................ Ill.! 8l.9 11,0 11,2 19,' 10,' 11,1 II,' .0.1 

pound higher during the twenty-seven years 1913-1939. There is a high 
degree of correlation between the two sets of relative prices. From 1913 
to 1939 they have averaged 0.5 cent a pound lower than those in San 
FranciSco. '" 

Although large supplies of both live and dressed poultry are shipped 
into California, retail prices within the state show a eIoser correlation 
to producer prices within the state than to those in the entire country. 
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Prior to 1930 San Francisco retail chicken prices were more closely 
geared to California producer prices than were those in Los Angeles. 
Since 1930 the reverse has been the case. This change would indicate to 

... 
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!';g. 37.-Relative retail prices of hens and index of retail food 

prices, United States, 1923-1938. (1923-1925=100.) 
Data from. iahl6 as. 

some extent a ch8.Ilge in the dem8.lld of the southern California area for 
chickens within the state. Furthermore, it may be that the area con­
tiguous to Los Angeles furnishes 8. larger proportion of the chickens 
entering that market. 

COLJ).8TOltAGE HOLDINGS OF 1'0ULTEY 

Owing to seasonal poultry production, storage plays 8. not inconsider­
able influence on price. Poultry storage holdings show 8. pronounsed 
seasonal variation for the United States (table 29) and for the Pacific 
section (table 30.) Over the whole country poultry accumulates in the 
coolers in the early fall, with a large volume of young chickens mar­
keted, and holdings rise to a peak toward the end of the year ( January 1 
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usually being the peak). This seasonal rise is aeeelerated by the market­
ing of the greater part of the annual turkey supply. Net out-o'-etorage 
movement usually starts in January, is greatest in Mareh, and generally 
ends in late summer. The variation in holdings is from 173 per cent of 
the average annual holdings on January 1 to about 67 per cent on 
August 1. 

In the Pacific section poultry storage holdings show far JeM _nal 
variation than for the United States (till'. 38). This is partly aceounted 
for by the lack of pronounced climatic changes on the Pacific Coast. In 

TABLE~9 

INDBXES 01' SUSONAL V A..UT'lOIl' Dr CoLD-&roILAGa HOLDnf08 OJ' V..umU8 Cr.J. .... 

Dot. 

.January-I .......... ......... 
February!.. .....•.•.•..•••. 
14_1. .................... 
April I ••••.•..•••........... 
_I ....................... 
.;tu.ue 1 ..........•........•... 
Jul,.l ..••......•......•.•... 
Auouai 1. .•....•.••.•.•..... 
_bel. ................ 
0et4ber I .................... 
Nowmber 1 ..•. , 0 ••••••••••• 

Docombel ...•...•.......... 

OJ' POULTI.Y Dr ml: UNITED STAft8 

(Av .... age tor ,.ear = 100) 

AU 
All PO~ - ...... -po""" nnnua t .. _ 

111 177 lSI 1M 100 
167 , .. 1M 100 , .. 
I .. 130 117 1M 170 
III I .. .. .14 III 
00 70 .. .. .. .. .. • 7 .. 17 
58 151 .. 30 .. 
rn .. 11\ II II 
11\ 58 III II iN 
17 7' 117 II II 
18 101 118 101 71 

1M lIS 16' ... ... 

1'_10 TlU'kQo 

171 lit 
I .. . .. 
1<1 n. 
IlII .41 
rI .11 .. .. .. .. 
lU 11 ., 17 
II .. .. 1\ 

I • 70 

this section there are, moreover, two peaks and two low points in poultry 
storage holdings, the peaks coming nsually in February and Augwrt 
and the valleys in May and November. 

Unlike the cold-1ltorage holdings of turkeys, which have shown an 
upward trend in the peaks of each year and a somewhat less pronounced 
downward trend in the low points of storage holdings,· there haa been 
no pronounced trend in the peaks or low points of the totals of all otber 
poultry classes in tbe coolers of the country (fig. 39). 

There is considerable correlation between ehicken .torage holdings 
and prices at different times of the year. When supplies are leaving 
storage from January through June prices are rising (table 50). Gen­
erally, while storage supplies are accumulating from August until J>&. 
cember, prices are falling (table 46). <II' r-

• Tinley, J. M., and E. C. V_hi ... Eeonomu pro!>JemJI a6' .. ttng turk.,. _olin, 
in CaIitomia. Califomia Ag.. :&po at&. BuL II~: 89. 1931. • 
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Total poultry eold-storage holdings include not only various ehicken 
classes but, in addition, other poultry types; for example, turkeys, ducks, 
and geese. A breakdown of the total storage data into component parts 
gives a clearer picture of the storage movement in the diJferent classifica­
tions and a somewhat better understanding of the seasonal variations in 
storage holdings. 

Table 63 indicates that the most important poultry meat in the United 
States from the atandpointof the amount placed in storage is the roaster. 
This is followed by fowls, closely trailed by broilers, and laat by fryers. 

TABLE 30 
llrrDnM OJ'SEASONAL V A1W.'I'IOlf IN CoLD-S'mBAG& HoLDDtGS .. V ABlOUS CLA.s.sBS 

OJ' POtJIll."BY Ill' '1"lD P ACIPIC SBcrION 

(Average for year = loa) 

All 
Do .. All 

"""""" - - - P..,lo Tur ..... poul"7 DUn ... 

"" ..... 
.Jaauary 1. ................... 110 ... ... 128 '01 ... .. 
Pobn>uy1. ..•••.•...•••.... 128 '08 8t W ... '14 , .. 
Harcb 1 .•.....••.......••... ... .. .. SO ... '01 '11 
Aprill ...................... 10' .. .. .. , .. .. 111 
Hay! .•••.........•.•..••... .. .. 17 .. .. .. , .. 
Junel ....................... go ,. .. .. .. 'Ii ... 
Jaly 1. ...................... '0' .. IIi , .. SO .. ... 
Aucwstl .••••• , .••..••••••.•• ... '12 , .. 113 OS .. 'Ill 
September 1 •••••••..•...•... .. 'II ... 118 Of .. 47 
Oat.obet 1 .............•.•...• Of , .. , .. ... .. 107 .. 
Novmnberl •••••.....••••••• .. 115 ... 110 ,. III .. 
December 1 •••••.....••• ~ .•. .. ... 'II ... 110 II< .. 
Soura& of data! 

c,'Wla'ion. by au" hued upou: data m tabla G(. 

Turkeys rank ahead of fryers if comparisons are made with various 
ehicken classes. In the Pacific section holdings present an entirely diJfer­
ent picture. Turkeys have far ontweighed any single ehicken classifica­
tion in total holdings in anyone year since 1931 (table 64), while in 
ehicken holdings broilers have usually been first. Fowla rank next, fol­
lowed by roasters and fryers in the order named. In 1939 fowls ranked 
all other chicken classes. The volume of the various types of poultry 
placed in atorage in the country is somewhat indicative of production 
conditions. 

Turkey numbers in the Pacific Coast and mountain states are larger in 
proportion to the human population than in any other part of the na­
tion.- From the chicken standpoint, the Leghorn is outstanding on ac­
count of specialized egg production. This accounts for the relatively 

... Tinley, J. M.t and E. C. Voorhies. Economic problems dacting turkey marketing 
In Calitontia. Calitornia Agr. Ezp. Bta. Bul.. 6111:14-15.1937. 
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large production of the two producta which would Dormally be the reeult 
of utilizing the Leghorn-broilera and fowls. Large Dumbera of colored 
fowls are ehipped into the state from the Midwest and DO aeparatioD iI 
made between these and Leghorn fowls in issuing .tatiatics. 
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The roaster classification plays a minor role in the chicken storage 
supplies of the West. A large part of the roasters are shipped into the 
state and placed in storage until needed. 

Broiler storage holdings in the United States are less highly aeasonal 
than all poultry or individual elBSSe8 of poultry (table 29 and fig. 40). 
The broiler market is somewhat limited and if storage is to be avoided 
the bird can be grown to the fryer stage:-or, in the ease of colored birds, 
can be allowed to reach the roaster stege. On aooount of the relatively 
limited broiler production, however, storage 8I1ppliea are UBIlally not 
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allowed to be 80 greatly depleted aa those of either fJIYeni or router&. 
June or July is usually the low point in holdinga, and beginning in the 
latter month broilers are placed in the coolers (6g. 41). This into-.torage 
movement largely continues into September, although the peak holdings 
are usually reported on January 1. In lome years the peak Ia reached 
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a month earlier. It becomes necessary to use frozen broilers from Novem­
ber or December until May. Usually the ont-of·atorage movement is 
small in volume until March, and in this and the two following montha, 
April and May, the bulk of the holdings moveR. 

Since broilers are usually from 8 to 12 weeks dld when marketed, and 
since production can and does take place out of seaaon in or near the 
more densely populated areaa of largest poultry consumption, tbe idea 
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bas been expressed that the "hotbouse" broiler would do away with tbe 
necessity for frozen broilers. This situation has not come about, .. figure 
41 shows. From 1926-1927 until 1932-1933 tbere was a slight downward 
trend in broiler holdings in tbe United States, but since tbe latter period 
there bas not been a pronounced upward or downward trend. Thislalter 

lao 

160 

140 

120 
... 
z ... 
U100 
u: ... .. 

eo 

60 

40 

20 

o 

~.~ROAST£RS 

\\ :\ 
~\'" ,."" 
~'" 

., 
" 

\ ", " " 

I I 

r " /- BROtERS " ~ 
~--:r. . r'-"j 

/ 
/""" rRY£RS ._ 

,/ / 
""--l /-' <-'OWLS V 
71 ""-..-.,/ 
rl 

I I I 
J F MAN J ~ A 5 0 N D 

Fig. 42.-Index .. ot 8e8llOnaJ variati .... of oold·otorap holdlu8'l of 
broilel'8, f~., roaate .... and fowl in the Paci1le _tian. 

na. from table 80~ 

situation, of course, was complicated by the dronghts in 1934 and 1936, 
which caused somewhat abnormal shipments of many poultry cl_ 
to markets. 

The Pacme section presents a somewhat different se8Sonalstorage pat­
tern for broilers. Surplus Leghorn-broiler production 011 eommercial 
egg·producing farms of tbe West usually starts in early spring and stor· 
age holdings begin to accumulate in April or lrlay (fig. 42). Holdings 
are usually at tbe lowest point of the year on ?lay 1, although those on 
April 1, and even March 1, have been in this position during some years. 
Then in ?lay and June usually come tbe largest increases to eooler sup­
plies, and by September 1 holdings are usually at a peak (August 1 
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and October 1 have at times been the dates of peak holdings). During 
the late fall and early winter, supplies are drawn upon rather slowly, 
withdrawals usually being heavy during the first three months of 
the year. 

Peaks and valleys in .holdings usually occur in the Pacinc section from 
one to three months before the upper and lower maximums in the coun­
try as a whole (Jig. 42). At the peak of high holdings in the Pacific sec­
tion, supplies for such markets as New York are not readily available 
and in many years prices are not quoted, but on aeeount of the accu­
mulating supplies of other classes of poultry, broiler priees tend to be 
lower in the last half than in the first half of the year; for example, in 
New York. 

Not ouly is the pattern of seasonal variations in broiler holdings dif­
ferent in the Pacific Coast states from that in the remainder of the coun­
try but also actual variation in storage supplies has been relatively 
greater in the Pacific Coast states (Jig. 42). The droughts of 1934 and 
1936 made for somewhat abnormal variations in storage holdings in 
those years for the country at large. 

Fryer holdings are not separated into those of the Leghorn and colored 
breeds in storage-holdings reports. Ail birds, regardless of breed, are 
included in the fryer olassifieation. Holdings are at a low point from 
6 to 8 weeks later than those of broilers. In the past few years this point 
has been reached in the summer for the United States as a whole-­
usually in August (table 63). On account of seasonally low priees the 
largest additions to stocks of colored fryers are made in October and 
November. Peak holdings are almost invariably reached about Janu­
ary 1. Withdrawals usually start in considerable volume in February 
and continue through May. 

In the Pacific section fryer holdings present a somewhat different 
pattern (fig. 42). The combination of the Leghorn breed and efforts for 
early hatching brings larger and earlier production than in other see­
tions. Heaviest into-storage movements usually OCCur in May and June. 
Peak holdings usually are reached about September 1. At times, largely 
owing to fall broiler production, the peak comes in November, December, 
or even January. Poultry raising being more of a year-round business in 
California than in the midwestern or some of the eastern states, holdings 
do not evidence so great a seasonal variation (fig. 42). Since 1926 the 
trend in storage holdings of fryers in the entire country and the Pacific 
section has been upward. 

The in-and-out-of-storage movements of roasters are highly regular. 
With a high fall poultry production and relatively low prices, supplies 
accumulate shortly after the low point in storage is reached in Septem-
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ber. The inUHItorage movement is in full swing from October through 
December. Another factor making for a rapid increase of total holdinp 
is the marketing at this period of large turkey supplies. turkey partly 
taking the place of chicken in consumption. Roasters are not uauallr 
removed in considerable volume until after February I, and in the 
montha of relatively high prices, March throngh May. Removala are rela­
tively amall in July and August. 

The Pacific section, in contrast to the remainder of the country, givell 
evidence of far less aeasonality in roaster holdinp. Since most of these 
birds are produced in the Midwest, the great bulk of holdinp is re­
ported from eaat of the Rockies, the western section of the country play­
ing a very minor role. The peaks and valleys in storage holdinp for the 
Pacific aeetion correspond with those of the nation. 

Fowls usually accumulate during the fall and early winter, and by 
January holdings are at a peak. The largest ont-of·atorage movementa 
take place from February through April. In some years the low point ill 
reached by June. In aeveral recent years summer and early fall &up. 
plies have fluctuated considerably and the low point in atorage was 
not reached until October 1. They show clearly the irregularity in the 
seasonal cold-storage movement (&8 compared with other classea of 
chickens). There are always potential snpplies on hand, and holdinp 
are largely infIueoced by considerations that are somewhat dilrerent 
from thoae which bear upon holdings of other classea. Egg and feed 
prices, &8 well as poultry prices, playa decided role in determining aup­
plies of fowls in the coolers. With the 1934 drought in the Middle Weat, 
large numbers were marketed and a considerable number of these were 
placed in storage. In 1935 eggs were commanding a relatively high 
price (tables 21 and 27) and one result W&8 that chickens were retained 
on farms. In the following year (1936) large nnmbers of fowla were 
again stored as the result of the 1936 drought. lower egg prices, and a 
chicken price which held relatively bctter than egg prices. In addition, 
feed prices were high. All of these factors caused farmers to market 
fowls in larger numbers, and the grcatest number of fowls in the history 
of holdings found their way into the coolers. 

On the Pacific CO&8t the dilrerential between the high and low hold­
ings of fowl is not 80 great as in the other poultry classe&. The largeat 
supplies are usually found in January, and the low point ill most of teo 
reached in June. This is by no means regular. Storage facilitiea on the 
Pacific Coast probably are used to hold suppliea over abort periods. since 
the hen production is not 80 seasonal as tbe production of other typea 
of poultry. 

Duck holdings were first reported separately in July,1932. Since then 
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the seasonal in-and-out movements have been rather regular. A low point 
in supplies has occurred on May 1 from 1933 through 1939 (April 1 in 
1937». Accumulations tend to be aceelerated in the relatively warm 
months of June, July, and August-with the largest in-movements in. 
July. Peak holdings are consistently found on approximately October 
I-three months before the peak of all poultry holdings. Supplies of 
other poultry classes are being sent into storage in volume at this time-­
with the exception of turkeys. The out-of-storage movment is usually 
heaviest during the first three months of the year. Holdings in the 
Pacific section are small, usually following the seasonality pattern for 
the nation. 
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CRICKIN8 ON' F .A.JUlIJ, ON J ANl1AB1' 1, 1935, AND OUIOlBNS BAlSBD AND Eooa P.IlODU'CID, BY GIOOBA.PBIO DmSIONI AND STA.TaI, 1984 

ChioJtenl on 'IU'Pl.l on JlIlluary 1. 193& 
(ovw. monu.. old) ChjC~flllI mlJod In 1934 Cblokon ea~1II produoed 

in gS. 
a..raPhio divleloD 

aode1Ate Human Pereenl Number Number Chlokena Cblc1cellil Far ... Number Ii ... Farm. Farm. populAtion reportina 01 all of ftlJ'Hlrtinl .f PO' "or roportin. of "or 1934 f....,. ohlokent cblckena: f.rm capita. .... dOient fum 

IMtuaM. 
North AIlAnU" 

.. .- ... ...i • Aoumrut. .. .- 1M"","'" .. .- .. .- ft""'Nr ,AoUle",d • """'" Maino ..•.. '1Ji1ij ........•. 837 27,G19 65,9 1,li19 21,272 3,088 138 3.7 26,068 l:a,8U 100 
NI)W Hampe' ""." ... toO 11.651 65.8 l,2n4 9,484 3,168 334 G.4 10,811 10.61" '" V.rmont ..........•... , ... 374 18.344 87.3 743 14.~3 1,226 3' 3.8 16,807 6,923 36. 
Ma.achlUlflttl •••••••.•. ,. •• 326 11:1,169 82.0 2.518 18,2411 6,038 381 U 1(),285 14,080 1.187 
Rhode hland ............. 681 2,955 88.3 304 2,MB 653 '13 0.' 2,174 2,467 88. 
COnnecticut; ...••..••.•... 1.899 19,164 81.' 1,947 18,624 f.66t 274 '.7 16.1192 It1,JOS 8" 
New york"., ......... , .. , 12,838 186.381 77.0 12.M8 104.tlfJ3 17,'" I .. U 123,672 06.167 76. 
Nww Jenwy .•••.• , .••... ,. 4.ln ltl,541 7G.7 ..,20 t8.1()1 '1,812 418 1.8 'l.2lB M,441S 1,718 
Pennsylvania .•••.••....•. 9.904 161.368 87.6 16.620 lU.Ia8 23,11118 164 2.4 160,6(11 m,'17 .,' 

Total., ........... , ... ~, 
--- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

86,4G3 U8,818 11.l 42,2113 361,446 61.363 I" 1.0 406.3311 818,086 m 
Eut north oent.ral: 

Obio,." .... " ....... " ..• 6.807 124.884 83.1 19.819 194.1:17 211.418 112 U 111,701 I'M70 671 
Indiana ............. , ....• 3,398 181,480 00.' 14,411 186.833 26,721 III 7.0 m,OS6 80,686 4311 
DUnom .................... 7.786 2ta,B63 OS.1 20.169 201.857 33,401 188 ... 2Oi',143 1011,641 'iI 
~l!~:.::::::::::::::: <.180 J68,386 9S.1 U,II( 136.996 16,942 117 3.' 1611.:UO 79,081 WI! 

2,008 178,162 86.0 14,269 148,228 18.942 .... '.5 1611,136 93.195 6'1 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---Total ................... 25,(0 068,67( 83.5 80,1811 8(6.090 124,4'10 147 U 016,145 483.418 628 

Weat D(H'th D\lntra.l. 
MinnMOta ........... " ••. 2,617 113,838 3U UI,66' 166,853 U,678 m 9.4 168,341 102,618 003 
Iowa" ............. , ...... ::::: 2011,651 OS.1 2'1,S62 19t1,134 '2,303 217 Ie.? 101.606 147.422 731 
M' latIouri .................. 261.004 90.1 20.167 232.104 38,211( 143 3.6 230,041 118.284 "S 
North Dakota ..... " ••••. , 607 70,173 83.1 8,489 04,1~ 6,693 3D S .• 68,8D8 19,796 28. 
South Dakot6 ••• " ••..•. , .13 71,330 86.8 tI,624 05,21)9 9,087 lao 13 .• ·71.2aO 80,83' 411 
Nebnwka., ............... 1,304 121,631] 91.0 1l,404 116.736 24,745 .12 18,1 110,210 68,4~ 681 
KanIao .............. .... 1,840 1611.735 89.1 IIi. 141 li4,115 20,034 201 10.8 111,063 OI,a53 601 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

Total ......... ,." ..•.•. IUSI 1,000l,5116 83.1 93,711 1111i,9&O 168.fI2.i 113 lU 1,02(1.720 577,721 136 
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CBIOnNe 0>1 FABK8, 0>1 JA>lUABY 1, 1935, A>lll CmCnNS B.wwI AliD EGos PRODUCED, IIY OIOO...,.UIO Dmelo>ls A>lD STA'l'I8, 1934 

South Atlantlo: 
Delaware ••.••... , .. , •..• , 2.!3 
lI"'t,Iand""", .• " ••.. , . 1,663 
Vir, ia ................... 2,602 
Weet Virtinia ....... _ ••••. 1,801 
Nortb Carolina •••••...... 8.m 
Soutb Carolina. , ••. , ..••. 1,061 
0e0",1a ................... 8,211 
Florid ... " .••••• , •••..••.. 1.686 

Total-, ........••. , ., .. , 11.081 

8ol,ltb Cent.ral: 
Kent.ucky ................. 1.808 
Tenn ..................... 1,866 
Alabam ................... 1,803 
lIiooiooippi ............. , , . 1,861 

t:.:::::::::::::::: 1.'76 
1,111 

Oklaboma ••••.. , •••. '" •• 1.490 
~ ..................... O,OM 

• Total •••••..••.•...•••.• 13,048 

MoulIt.ain: 
MOI\&ana. ................. 831 
ldaho ..................... 413 
Wyomlq ................. 231 
COlondo ...... ., .•..• " ... 1,1\18 
N •• Mea:ioct .••••.....••••. COl 
Amon ..................... ... u ......................... , 114 
N.vada .••....•• , ........ us 

'1\ ... , .................. I,m 
hrifto: 

~~::::::::::::::: I.m ... 
c..worn.ia.. ...... , ......... I.m 

ToIol ................... 1,Il10 

UoitMdS ..... ·." ••••••••. UO,,. 

• ~ DidrWt of Columbia. 
&o.woa. 01 d ... : 

8,039 87,1 1,073 
39.<16 888 a,sse 

111.9.8 811.0 8,m 
03.051 811.1 4.124 

268.601 88.8 8./iO/l 
148,135 8U 8,'" 
222,838 88.8 M3D 
6O.flI7 88.8 2.llIO 

1.008,.:11 87.' 88,760 

141,«0:1 87.4 II,~ 
:139,1)43 88.1 1D,811 
2f3.2-tO 88.1 6,718 
288,716 7U I,m 
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m,bl .1.7 IO,MI 
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TABLES2 
F ARllS ~G CRICJ[ENS ON AP:rm. 1,. 1930, AIm J ANU.A.&Y 1, 1935, G8OUJ'ED BY 

SIZES OJ' FLoc:E:- AlfD GIOG&APHlC DIvIsIONS 

North Atlantic Eutnorth W"'north South AtlaDtio ",.U&! ""'tnl 
Sdaof Soak- , ... , ... .... , ... .... , ... , ... , ... 

UnderGO ••....•..•.•.•••.. 191.11.8 222.018 m .... :m.215 ....... 314:.251. ....... '182.877 .... tt ................ 103.1OG 'UTI 291,$17 301,056 278,168 .aOS.Ol8 ~1'l.187 116.1'" 
,00- 199 ••••••••...•••• -, 82.860 ...... :838.8Q3 ....... 383,eQl 302,'lD9 38.&39 C6.'lB8 ..... •......... ....... Ji,OII 11.'" ...... ...... 1&8,48'1 IOB.1M 11.317 D .... ..... M ................ 10 •• n._ 7.ill ..... 14,27. ..... I,US 2,9Tl ..... •••••••••• 'H ••• ..... , .... 1,117 1.14D" 1,0" ... ... ... 

1.0IJ0.-I .................. ..... ..... ... 708 ... ... ... "" 2.6IJOo-&nd over ••••.••• _ ••• .. , ... .. .. .. .. 117 .. 
T<nal ••••.••••..••.•.••• t01,_ ....... 881.)11 _.67' l,.,tV! 1,051 •• ..... 187 1.003 •• 

SOUthe... .... Hountain PaciAc United Stata _of_ 
, ... '935 , ... '935 I ... , ... - '935 

1-------
Under SO •••.•••..•.. , ••... 1,828,787 1.47f.lH 100,9119 111,801 100.111 131 •• a,N8,635 ~ ........ .... 91 ................ 811.t811 385,M6 48.28& ".771 31,119 ...... 1.1&9.082 l,W,US 

'00- l" ......... ~ ...... ne,116 118.778 D."" 19,418 14._ 17 •• •• 763 ....... ..... 890 ................ ...... iI,au 6.5118 ..... 10.8H 10,428 805, ?Sil J61,ln ..... -................ ..... ..... I.NO 1,'1156 7.161 8,188 "1.407 ".m ..... M ................ 51' <OS ... ... 8 .... ..'" 10.115 ..... 
1,00D-2.fili ...... ,., ....... ... ". ... . .., . .... ..... 9.611 ..... 
1.3OO-andoVllr .. , •••.••••• .. .. Ii 73 , .... .., 1.597 1.llt 

--- --- I--- -- I---
Total ................... 1.m.W I.M,lSe 181,1$1 20 ..... 180._ ....... ti.m.H7 ~.833.0N 

• em, of lIock bued on nuinbara of Wckena 8 mont.hs old or over on hand on eenaua date&. 
SoUl'a& of data: 

UniUldBtat.~tofOommero8BUl'8&uoftheeen.ua.Chiokenaandeaabyl!iHofll00k. 
p.l-l'1).lB. 



TABLES3 
PIIBC:IN'1'AO& or OmOlOlN8 Rusm> IN 1929 AND 1934 BY SID or FLOOIt IN (lIlOOllAPIUC Dm8ION8 or TIl. UNrrm STA'I'IS 

North FMtoorth Wonnor1h S.ulb 

Sbeol dock-
A!Wolie ... 1laI ... 1laI At.l&nt.io 

IIlIII IUM 1m IUM 18:18 IIlU 1m loaf 

NOlle GIl *d t .............. u U 0.1 0.7 0.4 U 0.7 I.e 
'ODd .. SO ............ " ••••••• 14.0 II.t 18.0 11.8 7.1 11.1 au 47.8 

110- " .................. 10.0 11.0 h.1 ".8 11.4 11.1 \8.7 D.O 
100- I" .................. \8.8 11.1 81.7 86.1 40.4 11.7 11., IU 
IIIJO.. 1lIO .................. 18.1 17.0 18.0 \8.1 •. 1 11.4 U 8.0 
4IJO.. 880 .................. 11.4 It.1 U U U 1.1 18 '.1 
r0o- M .................. U 7.1 1.1 1.1 0.1 0.1 1.6 U 

I.OOH.CIIO .................. U II .• 1.1 1.1 U U 1.4 1.1 
1,800 IID.d 0 ................. 1.0 e.o 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 1.1 U 

• Ria 01 eook buId _ IlUm~ 01 Ghiobu. moD" old. Ql' 0ftI' OIl hand OD. ..... dat-. 
t Neme OQ bud aD; omlUi cIa_ 

80une of d.ta: 

Soulh Mountain Pacillo United 
... 1n1 a ..... 

1m lION 1m lION IIlIII 11M 1m loaf 

0.8 0.4 1.0 0.8 U ... 0.8 U 
48.1 48.7 110 17.' 12.1 11.4 .. 0 ".1 
111.0 184 .. 8 ".1 7.1 8.8 Ill' D • 
16.6 IU 1Il.8 18.1 U 8.1 18.7 lit 
1.0 U 11.1 III 1\.1 10.1 11.7 141 
1.7 1.1 U 7.0 11.1 114 U 1.0 
0.' 0.4 U ... t.' • • '.1 1.1 
0.1 04 U U '1.4 Ill' U U 
U 0.1 1.1 U IU 11.1 U U 

Caloul&_ ....... Ihcno _ co da ...... : U .. I011_ ~I "eo.u.... B .... " !hoc....... ~ud_.." .. " -. p. Ho._. 



TABLE 84 
PDCElf'1'AO. 01' CBlcnN EGGS PRODUOJ:U IN 1929 AND 1934 BY SlZ.& 01' FLOO'K IN GEOGRAPHIO DIVISIONS 0 .. rrm:: UNlDD STATES 

Worth - Eut north Wt$tnorth South 
Atlantic .. nual ee/lU'al AUantic 

Sin of flock-

lInD 1 ... 1929 I." 1.211 1.34 1,211 1'" ------
N .... nnhandt ............. · 0.& 0.6 M 0.8 U 0.& 0.8 0.' 
Under60 ••••••... · .......... , 1'.7 11.1 lo.G 10.& U 9.6 ".8 86.6 

GO- 00 ••• : .............. 15.G 12.3 34.6 ".& 11.4 20.' 21.0 . 22.0 
lGO- 100 .................. 19.0 16,8 8&.8 86.1 39.2 87.0 14.9 16.9 
2GO- BDO •••••••••••••••••• 10.0 10.1 10.8 .\.6 81.8 25.8 9.6 \0.1 
4GO- 690 .................. 13.1 14-" 6.0 6.6 '.8 ... 6.7 '.8 
?GO- m .................. 7.0 U U U 0.8 0.7 U U 

1. OOl)-t, "" .................. U IU U U 0.6 0.6 1.9 U 
1,IiOO and over •••••••• " ••••• U &.1 0.1 0.8 0.1 0.\ 1.3 1.3 

• She of flock baed Oil bumbeni of chickena' months old or 0\181' on oensua date.. 
t Non. on hand 00 0IQ\ll «law. 

8oUJ'tlt\ of dat6~ 

South Mountain Pacific United 
... tnU e ..... 

1.2. 1 ... 1029 I ... 10211 1 ... 1020 1~3' ----------------
0.8 0.' M 0.1 U M U 0.4 

89,3 88.3 2H 28.4 8.& 9.9 17.1 17.1 
27.0 .9.\ '8.1 21.6 &.8 7.8 19.1 20.0 
19,$ 20.1 20.' 18.0 7.0 U 27.1 28.' 
9.1 8.4 It.\ 13.0 10.0 11.0 IU 18.1 
2.' U 8.B 8.7 14.8 14.0 7.0 1.1 
1.0 0.6 U U 10.9 10.2 U 1.0 
0.9 0.8 U T.8 'U 23.& U !.4 
0.8 0.4 \.9 U 1&.6 If.l U U 

Calculdiou by .. u.tbora bu&d on data in: 'United 8tat. Department of Comtneroe Burf!ft,u of the CeIUlUil. ChickeDi and OUt by w. of flook. p. (-10. IUIt. i 
Q 
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TABLE 35 
HUIlAN POPULATION, CUICK'&NB RAISED, lJiD Eoo PRODUC"l'lOlf BY COUff'l'IM, 

CALIroRNlA, 193' 

ClUebao_ JIopp"",--., Hu .... ...... populat.lon Panna (,hir!'k· <"hlek- -... Nurnt. -.. po .... Cbiekeo. -- .- ""' '"C'" Qr .=. ID, ..... .. .... d_ 

ft ....... ftv ....... . ....... • v ....... ov_ .- .......... ~-Del Norte •••..• ,. 1.2'0 .n •• 8ft1 •• 1.1 \ .. • 141 
Humboldt ........ ...... 1,01D 18.1114 III I.l I.'" ... lOT 
'l"rinltJ' ••••..•• , •• "'00 JOB 16.130 II ,. Il1O 711 141 
)(endoaioo. ..••••. 14.170 I.ns 161.181 I. 1.1 I .... 1.0111 ... 
!.Ab ....•..•.•.•.• 8.t.O &18 ".1105 .. U .11 ... ... 
Sonoma ••••••••••• "6.Iao 1.001 1 ..... 111 I .... eo .• ... .., ".71' I.'" 
Napa .•••...•...•. 11.110 ..I ........ ... u ..., I .... un 
Karin ............. <6.100 ... 411.," I.W .... ... I .... UII --- --- ---
N .......... tot.l. .... 110 7 •• U11.111 1181 'U le.olll ,1,411 '.111 

Ban Fran .......... .... tIO II ".618 .1. 0.1 III It I .... 
Alameda ••••••••• _ 471.840 125 f7t,m ... 1.t 1.1. ..... I .... 
San Hateo ...•.... 88,J80 m II."" .It 0.7 fI1 ItI "'I 
Con"" CoN ..... ".100 m 116,061 I. I.f 1,110 ... 7,. 
Santa Clara ••.•••. 167.31MJ ..... _.181 III U 1.11' 1.11 • Ilf 
Banta Cnis ....... 43.alM) 1" ... .... m 10.0 I .... I .... I.m 
San Benito •••••••. 10.170 ttl 8&,111 '" 10 ... ... 1.011 
Monterey ••....... 67.620 710 '0&.1197 ... •• t.176 UII 1.'18 
Sa Lilia Obilpo .. 11.700 1.018 IIl1U3S 181 10.7 I .... '.684 I.m --- --- ---
SOUth ..... totaI. 1.022.020 ·7.470 '.116,006 III U lUll 16.111 I.'" 

Shuta ............ 11.280 m 71,060 OJ U 0&7 ttl "t 
Teham •• u •••••••• '6.1>0 017 210.382 III 1<1 1.601 1.010 7111 
Glean ............ 11.680 ... "6.1>7 III 11.1 ...... ... .. 
Bu&.W ............. .... 00 1.171 141.130 '00 1.7 1.771 Nt ... 
yuba ... #> •••••••• 11.170 ... ...... 81 U 101 ... til 
ColUla ••••••.•.••. 10.080 688 SO .... 117 1.1 101 In I .. 
Butt. .•••••...•.• 18,Il10 ... .... 071 III 7,J 1.061 m ... 
Nevada ........... I'. liD 8,t 18.113 11. 2.7 '70 III ... 
Plaoor ............. 27 • ..., 707 " ..... 1110 ... I.ott ... .... 
Sacrameuto •.•.••• 161.$10 1.101 163 •• 10& t.' I .... ..... I,tt • 
yolo .............. ".110 181 .11 .... 1<6 ... .. I - ... 
SoIaao ............ "1,400 ... l.fl.al 17. If 1.'" III ... 
£I Dondo ........ 10.MO 611 , ..... 1J ..1 ... ... Jot 
Amador ••••....••. .. ..., 211 14.111 .. U J71I III ... 

8em' mento --- --- ---
Valle.y t.otal ••••• 400 ..... 11.1. J,Ht,aso '81 1.0 ".071 12 .... ... 
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TAlILI: S5-(Concluded) 

HUK.Uf POPULA.'I'ION't CBIOXENB RAISED, AND EGG PRODUCTION BY CoUNTIES, 

CALII'OBNIA, 1934 

. 

Chiokeaa raised Eggs produced .. 

_of Human ..... population - eMok- eM"'- Pann. Number E_ .. "..... ChlcIw>a 
- !>Of 

enspel' "P""- of 
f~ ... ""m caPlta. .... -"- ........ .- nom"" .- .- ...... 

San Joaquin •••••. 101,010 ..... t61,l88 ". '.1 3.""8 1,130 ,.. 
CalaYmU ••.....•. ..... .. . 81,561 81 ... ... ... ... - ........ 00,"10 . .... 858,181 211 10.8 ..... {,eOO I. "" Tuolumne, .•...• _ V.270 ... 18.569 .. U ... .. ... 
Meroed .•••.•••.•• ".m> 2.6-12 326.603 ... 8:' '.00 . .... .,.. 
Karipo8& ••••• , •• , ..... ". 11,-811 .. ..B iii B3 ." 
Madera, .......... 16,630 ..... 138.~81 lB. ... 1.131 722 8,. 
Freano ••• ," ..••••. 148,700 •• 963 653.247 111 '.7 '.7116 •• 237 ... 
Tulue ............ '18.490 3,]f8 661,874 17. ... ..... ..... '.000 
Kinp •.•••.••••••• 28,040 1,331 140.120 '08 ••• '. 'roll ... &11 
Kern, •••••.••••.• , 88,6110 1.479 l00,72J ,.. ••• 1.789 ..... ... 

San Joaquin --- --- ---
Valley total ..... "'.G80 21,403 8,083,2Sli ... ... ...... ...... m 

Santa Barbara •••• 78 .... ... 12I,18D ... J.7 8'7 897 ... 
Vent.ura •••••••••• ...... 010 li8.{H1 207 ... ... ... m 
Loa Anzell!ll!l ••••••• a,!M,UO 5,246 2,'l'13,156 ... '.1 1.881 18,37' 2:,&'10 
S&Il Bernardino •.. 160,110 i,131 006.'1158 .. , ••• ..... e,'IIM . .... 
Orange .•••... , •••• 120.85D l,li11 lst,IS1 ... 1 .• ..... 1 .... ... 
1<;-... ......... 96,880 2,011 402.391 ..B ••• ..... ..... 1,190 
San DlOP ... , •• ,. •• 830 2,104. 110.600 au ••• 2,781 '.367 1,6&7 
1m ..... L ........ ...... ... 1&1.000 ... ... ... .. ... ... 

Southern Cali- --- --- ---
fornia total. , ••• 3,241,010 14,W !i,a&1.400 878 1.7 ".0J6 ...... 1,830 

Sio.lyou .......... ...... 77' 85,190 .. ... ... '" .. . 
Modoc .•••••.••••• 1,al0 ... 41.598 .. ••• 687 I •• 09' 
Laooon ............ U.{l60 • OO 37 .... . .. '.0 .. . 303 B'. 
Plum ............. 8.f40 ISO l1,M 8' L3 ... •• m 
Silln'a .... ' •••••••. 2,970 Ii< l,tUl .. 1.0 .. .S m 
Alpin ............ , 870 • ... TO ... • • ." 
Mono ............. 2.010 .. 1,801 .. 0.' •• • '" lnyo .............. ..... II< ..... 7B ••• m .. ... 

Northern .and 
.. tern moun- --- --- ---
tam tQtal., •... 10,3"0 '.m 11O.h9 .. H I,lar '.'" ... 

State total •••••• fI,141,I8O &4,101 18.159,".13 ... ... ...... 111.m 1.870 

So~ofdata: 
United Stat.el Department of Comtnenlll Bureau. of tlle een.u.. Censua of AcrlcuItme. 105. 

a:"HI. luti. 
POPWati01!l da'tll from .umatat by: c.lifornia T~' A. uh tiOD. TheTu:Di&est. U{8}:lOa. 

tm. 
Calcul&tiou on ohiokens IIDd eua per {ann and ohiakeu per aapita by authota. 



TABLE &6 
RBcBl'PTS 01' Lrvz POULTIIY AT SJ.B Flw/0I8CO,192S--1939 

Geo.r.:PhiO diWio. 
an .tate of oriain 1825 1926 19'7 1028 10311 1030 1031 1082 1033 103< 11131 t03ft 1037 lOll. 103. 

Carlot retl'leiptl 

Indiana ••••••••.....•. 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 • Iowa .......... " ..... , 7 1 8 I 0 0 a 8 I I 0 0 0 2 1 
l'<:1ULI1UI ........... " ••• 8 4 a 0 • 1. 7 8 1 11 I 0 0 0 0 
IoI;'OIll'\ ............... a I 0 Ii 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Nebraeka ........ , ... , , 235 188 m 141 1011 .1 78 80 1:14 lea 110 48 :It 88 87 
Sou.th Dako ........ , ... 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 a 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 

Total: -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
East. north eentral r 
and ..... n.rth 

88 oent.ral divWOQ, .. 1M 188 lISa 1&7 112 100 Ii1I 71 131 1.1 lit 4. :It 88 --- --- 0 Colorado .•••.......•. " 10 17 0 I I 8 I 0 0 11 1 8 • 7 
Idaho" ............... 4 a 4 ao 14 18 11 1 18 18 14 II 4 I 0 
Montana.., .••...•.... , 0 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Nevada ............... 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 • 0 0 
Utah .................. 1 4 • 7 .. 32 16 II 41 41 88 1. 10 • 14 
W~minl .••. , •••••... 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 • tal, -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --Mountain diviaion. 16 II 8 ,. 10 41 Iff :14 It 7. .. .. ,. 11 14 

M __ ppi, •• , •• , .... , 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
OklahOIDil, ••..••..•• , , 0 0 • 1 1 0 • 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Tuu ................. II I 1 18 5 1 • 1 4 4 II 0 I 0 0 

Tot": 801db -- - -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -omtral d'~." II 10 • U 8 I 0 I • 4 II 0 8 0 0 

.~..m ................ 0 0 I 0 I 4 • 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
lfIIIO,Q ••• , •• , ••••••••. 0 0 a 0 I I I 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

c.Jifotnia ...... , ••• ,' , 0 0 0 I I I I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 • T(ltal: -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --Paci6c divilion .... 0 0 4 1 7 7 1 1 0 0 0 • • • • 
oro,.h AU .tau. ... ,. 10.1 1130 MI 111 174 168 UII 03 ... SolO 178 10 '" t1 ., 

M.t.bod of arri"AJ Rea.iPti ill OOtOPJ 

~~::::::::::::::: -' - IUM 18.ISI n._ IlttH 13.0" 8 .... , .... I.m uoa ..... '.II1II "roa I .... - - - - 85,MoI ",521 104,5U 100."'" 11$ ..... 112.171 U'.tie t.5.1.61' 1-ta,12O Un,a lM."7 
Boa' .... "., ......... , - - - - 1,511 '.110 J.174 "'Iff 1 .... 1.111 1 ..... mt II 114 • -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --1Oi:al aDOPt! •••• , •.•• - - - - 110.114 116.117 m.111 UB.cr.1 III •• lit ... .:II,17t .M,W 141.111 ..... ",Ttl 



~phl" di'Viaion 
an .tate of ori.riD 1m 1G23 

nJinois .. , .•••.....•.•..•••.•• 102 2M 
Indiana ... , ..... ,. , ... " ••••. 0 0 
Iowa ...................... , •• .. 0 
KAru!I&IJ •.•••••••••••••••••• ,' • 4" III' 
Minnesota •••........••••..•.. 0 0 
lliaM)'uri .•••••.•••.•..•..•... 16. 0 
N ..... ka, """""""'''.'' 6. • North Dakota •.•.•.•••••.•... 0 • Sooth Dakota ..••••.•••••.••. • 0 
WiaooMin".".'.' ... '.' ••• ' . 0 0 

'l'otal:Eaat nortb central and -- --
w.t north central diviaiora 828 31. 

COtOl'Jdo ••••.. ,., •••••••••••. 0 0 
Idaho ........................ • .IS 
Montana •• , ••• , •••••••••••••. 0 0 
Nevada ..••••• , ••••.••••••••• 61 176 
U"""" .... " .. , ..• "., ...... 0 0 
Wyomill, ................. ". 0 0 -- -Total: Mountain dl"woQ ..• 61 .. , --Arkanaaa ....•• , •••••••••••.•• • 0 

~=:: .. :::::::::::::::::: 0 0 , 0 
Tau ........................ 0 0 -- --

Total: South oantral diYilion • 0 --
Californla .• , .. ,' ••••••••••••• 3,BII7 4,118 
Or~ .................... '" .80 27. 
Waa . aWn .•..............•. I" 83D --

Total: Pacific dirieion ••••.. 3,828 4,186 

Total: AU other atate. ...... ..2 810 
Gnuad total .. , ............ .,11'66 G,Ula 

• x.... t.ban 600 pounda. 
SoUfIM of data.: 

'l'ABLE31 
R."""""" Or D,....8ltl> POULTRY AT SAH FlIAH01SOO, 192~1939 

('l'hou.and poundo, i. •• , 000 omitted) 

I ... IUU I.U 11m 1.:111 1929 1130 11131 1'3~ 1933 

2'i' --
164 1<7 OS ~ 141 0 0 0 .. 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
'3 0 52 126 141 101 ,. 6. I. " 41. '48 m U1 1.5 261 i01 • 101 'I' .. 6. " <7 • • • .. .4 50 
0 0 86 0 0 0 .. 0 72 20' .. 128 86 297 ,. 118 168 , .. 696 '26 0 0 • 0 • • 0 ~. 3. .. 
0 0 • 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 
0 0 0 • • 0 • , • • -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --771 '16 S20 718 611 610 480 '" 877 1.442 

0 • • 0 0 • 27 • • II 
3" .,' 1.230 l.yt~ "I I,m 818 81. m 860 
113 .. 0 261 5. 161 4. 103 70 220 ... .. 18 • 218 77 116 141 • '2Z ". 0 0 0 .. • 6' • II 112 7 

0 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 -- -- -- -- -- - -- -- -- --, .. 1,161 1,678 1.386 1.070 1.536 1.037 .ao 1,031 1,417 ------ ------------0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 •• 0 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 0 0 .. I. 117 4. 0 26 at 0 0 66 .. 0 " .. 0 0 • • 0 80 -- -- - -- -- -- --
" 48 221 9' 0 26 Of 0 0 154 --------------------

f,178 2'I: 2,007 a,aOG 3,406 6,879 5,33& 1:\,6tJ3 (1,613 •• 666 
414 196 866 1':1~ 1,010 I,m 1,368 1,1113 I'i~ 33' 26, 280 786 1,014 281 ,,, 

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
1,931 a,~ 3,862 .,937 6.106 1.903 7.Il00 7,'1~ 8,17.1 6,686 -- --------• 0 0 33 91 '" 0 0 0 7 
6.168 MIG 6,378 7.231 6.921 0,016 0.020 8,170 10.088 0.706 

1'34 11135 I.a. 

------
32 171 71 
0 IS .0 

230 ,go 136 I •• IS 0 
101 102 U 
I7fi 263 " 1.420 751 811 .. • • 0 4, 3' • • 0 -- -- --2,106 1,6118 1.190 

133 31 0 
739 681 654 

61 , I 
~16 162 '08 
17. 30. 106 

0 0 0 -- -- --
1.313 1.20' 1.159 ------

0 0 0 
0 • 0 

• 6 I • I. 
0 • • -- -- --

96 12 16 ------6,730 '1,.68 9.621 
2,067 3.182 '.In .. , . .. 13 • -- -- --
U,058 10.899 18.803 ----, 0 11 

12.1174 13.808 16.84' 

11122-1926: Unlkld Statal Department of Agriculture. Yearbook of Artioultute. 1.:1161. lt1fT. 
1927-1939: Fodera1..f3tat.e Market. Newa Service. San Francisco • .Annual reporIolI ~ tooei.pte of dreeMd poulby at 8an. Franoiaco. (lJimeo.) 

I.n I113S 

----
140 .. 

0 31 
161 613 
17 II 

"6 261 
m I .. 
'113 1,36& • • 0 • • -- --

1.610 I,all , .. 
268 87 • 0 
.1 68 ... ,.. 
0 0 -- --... .,. 

----
0 0 
0 2. 

33 6 • 83 -- --a8 6. ----9 .... 6,4311 3.09J 3,386 .. -- --12,703 9,869 

26 0 
1S.3M 12.639 

1113' 
--.. 

0 'I. • .. .. 
1.748 

0 
0 
0 --2,138 , 

13. 
0 

38 
4.8 

0 --
61S --0 

0 
Of 

1,0 --
2Ii --

6.218 
3,211 
--9,4.26 

0 
12.396 

r 
r 
f 
i 



G:r.:phil! diviaioD. 
an state of oriain 

lilinall ............................... 
Indiana .............................. 
loft" ............................ , .. 
KaD.IDI.' ••••••• , ............ _ ••• ' ••• , 
Minn..ota ............................ 
Mialouri ................... ' .......... 
N.brut ............................. 
South Dakota ........................ 

ToW: Eut DorIb ""Iral .. d 
wwt north otDtral divwOnI ..•••. 

ColQrado ••.. , ••. , •• , .•••••••••••••••• 
Idaho, .... , .......................... 
N .. M_oo .......................... 
Ulah ............................ , ..•. 
Wyomlua, ......... , ................. 

ToW: 14 .... loIndi.-.......... 

Okloho ............................... 
Tuu ................................ 

Total: Sou"- cennJ divilioD. •.. , .•. 

~lirDl'D. ............................. 
o....a .............. , ................ 
~: ~ di'f'ilioa ••••••••.••... 

Orud loOaI .... , ................. 

TABLE3S 
RBoBll"rs OP Lmo POULTRY BY S"C'I'IONS AT Los AliO£LJ08, 1925--1930 

(N~b.r of oar.) 

1026 me 1997 1928 1m 1930 1931 1931 1933 19" 

0 I • I 0 0 0 0 0 0 
0 0 1 0 0 0 • 0 0 • I I I 0 0 0 18 81 II 7 

88 4. If « 8 18 II 0 0 7 
I I I 0 0 '0 0 0 0 0 

15 80 .4 .. 18 44 18 5 II 7 
tI« 135 1M n 88 142 148 11 10 75 

0 10 a • • 1 1 • 0 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
174 :w 101 70 00 105 10& 107 14 0& ----
,10 .. IS .. 88 114 II Ie 13 .. 
10 0 I I 1 I 0 • I 8 
I 0 , I 0 4 • 0 I 0 
« a I 0 I 15 IS 18 It II 
I • 0 0 0 • I 0 0 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- - -- -- --

t8 S5 It lIB .. 18 " 14 II D 

II II 10 • I • I 0 0 1 
87 81 S5 118 \I 10 18 I II .. -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

111 III III 0lIl 14 .. 17 • 11 .. 
0 0 0 0 • 0 0 0 I • 0 0 0 0 0 • • 0 • 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --• 0 0 • • • • 0 I • 

til III l1li 161 144 III III 110 III III 

1m 1838 1837 

0 0 0 
0 0 0 
5 I I 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 
« 0 I 

65 .. , 
0 0 0 -- -- --

71 G I. 

10 I « 
I I 10 
0 • • 10 13 • 0 • 0 -- - --

IS 17 If 

0 0 • 10 • 11 -- -- --.. • 1 • 

• • • 0 0 • -- -- --• • • 
III 7. 11 

1i136 

0 
0 

17 
0 
0 
0 
II 
0 --

IS 

0 
II 
0 
I 
0 --

17 

• 10 --.. 
• I -
I 

11 

1 ... 

0 
0 

10 
a 
0 
0 
0 
0 --

11 

• .. 
0 
I 

• -
lIB .. 
.7 
--
II 

• • --• 
• 

.... 
'" '" 



<;:r:phic di'riKiOD 
au .tate of ori.rin 

Dlinoit ••••.•.••.••.••.•... " .••.•.••.. 
Iowa ••...••••• " .......... , .......... 
KIUlMII" ••••• , .......... '." .• '., .... 
Minneeota ............................ 
MiMouri .............................. 
Nebtaaka ........ " ........ ' ..... , .... 
N'?rth ~ .. kota .......... ,. "" ... ".".,. 
WJ.l!o«lIl8U:), •••••••••••••••••.••••••••. 

Total: East north central and WNt 
Dmtb otOt.n.1 division. .••.•.••••. 

Arlsona .•.•••••.••••••••••..••••..•.• 
Colorado •....••.•••••.••......•...... 
Idaho ................................ 
Montana ........ " .................. " 
Nev&da .............................. 
~ewMmco .......................... 
Utah ........ , ........................ 
Wyomin.a: ................ , .......... , 

Total: Mountain division ..•.•.•.... 

Old.hom.a ........... , ................ 
TGnn~ .......... " .......... " .... 
Tau ......... , ...................... 

Total: Swtb oontral diYieion •.•• , •• 

c.J:ifornia .......... '." ........ , .. "." .. 

\(.~;;;:;;::;:;;;::::;::;;;::; 
T<4I; Pad60 diviaion ••....•..•.••. 

~ All othtll'.tata ..... , ••••. , •• 

Grand Total. ••••• , ...... ,., ..... 

• l'..Mi! than lIOO pclund •• 
8oU1'Ce8 of data: 

TAlILE39 
RBC&lPT8 OJ' DUBSED POUL'1'B.Y BY BBOTIONS AT LOB ANOELKS, 1925-1939 

(Thousand pounds, Le., 000 omitted) 

10 .... 10 .... 1m .... .. .. 1030 11131 1931 "33 ID34 103. ---. --
69 lIS 104 82 I I <> 0 2. ot 
U so 1t8 118 4' 4 U. 127 1'8 105 202 

l,~ 1,032 721 66' 1.126 889 .3. 316 384 m a9D 
0 24 0 , • 1 .... 115 ., 77 

0 0 26 170 32 26 32 186 298 '" 228 

'" 176 159 661 .23' m ... 771 1,271 1,626 1,413 
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

73 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --l.m 1,384. 1,1'2 1.703 I,,," 1.399 1.061 I,W a,2.7 2,BOO 2.460 

170 •• 19. 306 235 187 88 76 9' U 40 
10. 99 2<l3 10. 11. 111 " 117 178 220 91 
515 871 806 800 1,4: 1.462 m 1,586 1.162 1,298 825 
86 via as 0 23 37 18. 104 7' 
60 16 '" 19. 3<7 8a. m 21. 193 216 110 

155 148 101 12 •• S. 110 64 131 30 7 
2 .. '04 821 ... 391 380 338 409 610 ... au 
113 29 0 0 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --I,'" 1,826 \,885 1,716 3.648 8,631 1,760 2.662 3,133 2,243 .,628 

.26 263 .. , ." 10 84 • " 16' 81 0 
0 0 0 0 0 " 0 0 0 0 0 

466 372 '21 Of 125 324 473 170 873 85' .. 7 --- -- -- --
""I ~ 826 ... 135 ~ .73 '26 Mal $39 .. 7 

623 603 1,400 2.06V 1.985 I .... 1,103 I:~~ 1.464 I.H4 2,2 .. 
161 2Of. 231 413 861 1,= 1,345 1,297 1,165 1,868 
30 147 .7 14" 71 183 25 28 60 '" -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

820 064 l,I18' 2.662 2.917 ~ 2,631 2.1169 2,789 2.869 4.240 

115 14' •• 128 S77 25' 181 21. 23 67 •• -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
4.801 4.947 6.&98 6,71S1 1.021 1,849 8,086 7.216 9.2" 8,9SS 8,834 

ID36 

0 
233 
272 

24 
233 
.76 

0 
0 --

1,637 

8 
130 
8.57 

0 
18 
0 

1.388 
0 --2,41i6 

•• 0 
I •• --
177 

1,980 
2,2M 

88 --
4,301 

• 
8,577 

JII2IH926: United Sta* Inpartmmt or AtrloultuN Yearbook of Aerieulture 1928: 1161. 1927. 
110127-:1938: .Federal~8t.ate Market Nowa SetVio.. Lt. ~oINl. AnnuaJ a.eporte on roooipta or draaeod poultry at LtMI Ara,p_ (Miml().) 

1937 1938 1939 

----
" 0 67 

'" 166 170 
2Of. 164 '" 101 0 0 
.76 860 , .. 

1,128 1.616 1,11211 
0 23 0 
0 0 0 -- -- --

2.186 ~ 11:,1\30 

0 43 I 
28 2. 83 

083 737 800 
0 0 0 

80 0 21 • 0 0 ... .. , II' 
0 0 0 -- -- --

2.OC9 1,488 1.$16 

~ -'u 10 
0 12 0 

"1 786 11. -- -- --... 824 '" 2.214 3.515 6,918 
1,615 

31 1,~~ 1.~= 
-- -- --
3.860 6,273 8,977 

" 0 0 --
8,712 9,893 13.717 



TABLE 40 

A VUAosMoN'l'BLY RBCSIl".l'8 oJ'Lmc .urn DUBBED P01lLTBY 1.1' SAN F!wo:OX8CO, 1935-1939 

Month 
Pacifio Cal~ 

fornia· 

---
~~' ~, 

1.000 
po1tnd'. 

1.000 
po"n" 

January .....•......... I.~ 1.1M8 
Fobr..". .... ,", .. '''' 1.1!a9 l,las 
III ...................... 110 liS 
April .................. 17' ... 
II ...................... Sfl Gal 
JUM •••• ., ............ <II 1:11 
July ................... 1M 186 
Au.eu' .. , ............ , tlI1I 134 
8eptt,mber •.•......... 121 III 
00I0b0r ............... ... ... 
NO'llllXlbet ••••••.••.•• '.'88 1.171 
n-o. .............. , .. 1,1100 1.7110 -- --
• Toto! ............... II •• f.8V . ~ 

"Included in ~\al fo.r hei6e ....... 
t N .. York .... ....,.d.. ud Tu---. 

&o~ofd."': 

D..-d paul"" 

EM; 
and W_ ..... M'OUfloo lOuth 

north <aiD ... tzol 
... tzol 

I.(){)() I.(){)() I.(){)() po",.," -..,. ... ..,. 
178 86 • IGa &0 0 
14' 'It I 
147 Sf • 
106 Sf • 81 d II 
100 .7 II .. lit I 
188 107 8 
181 UU 0 .,. .0'/ 0 ... Ito 01 

-- -- --..781 1.0. II 

Live paul"" 

Cwlot r.ceipt. 

Otber All EM; clivi- din-
..... t aiona and Moua.-

W_ All 
.... t <aiD lOuth din- TruaIt 
north ... t.n1 Olio .. 

oentzol 

1.000 1.000 .... .... ..... .... -.. -"'" _.0 
0 1.858 '.8 '.0 0.' 10.' 101.122 
0 1.501 U t.O 0.' U 8.10111 
0 IJUC U 1.' 01 U 11." 
0 7BI 1.8 U I .• ... lI.m 
• 801 1.1 1.0 0.' ••• 11.011 
0 '7' I.e U 0.0 •. 0 I ...... 
0 871 If '0 0.0 ••• 14 •• 
0 ass e.G 10 0.0 '.0 1l,IIO 
0 1I71 7.1 ... 0.0 II.' I ..... 
1 7to 70 II 00 ... 11,_ 
0 2.0011 e.G II Of II.' 10.&10 
I. '.107 ... U 0.0 10.41 11.400 
-- -- - -- -- -- --

10 lUIS IIt.O 18. U 00. III .... 

CooP receipt. 

Toto! 
Ei>Ip- - 000 • 

,..iptll 

..... -.. ..... 
1M2 II 10,700 
:lOll as 10.118 
212 10 12.178 
III <I 14 •• 1 • 
2111 III 11.'186 
"'I n '6., .. 
1:11 .1 .'.M2 
171 .. Il .... 
lSI 1M II. ?OIl ... :101 I ..... 
V. It ".IID ... II 11,7 • 

-- -- -•. m till ....... 

(Ki~_IW"" N_ - s.. ........... CoIif ...... Ann'" _ ............. _...t ti .. ........,. b:r _""' .. s.. ........... __ . 



TABLE 41 
PDOBlfTAOB DISTB.IBUTlON 01' LlVJI!-PO'(l1Jr&Y RECZIPTS A~ SAN FRANCISCO BY MONTHS, BY DM8IONB 01' OkJOIN, AND BY METHOD 0' 

SH,. .. """. AVlllUOB193S-1939 . 
C",1<>ado Coo.,. 

Relative importance Relative imctanae Relative importance Relative im~ortance 
by montb. of reeeipte trom by divill lUI by months of ooop receipt. by by method of. ipmenl. in 

eub divillion of monthly rooeiptl metbod (If abipDlollt. montb,lf ooop ~ipte 
Month 

EM. E .. , 
and H.oUI'l~ W ... AU and Houn~ W"" All Ex- All Ex- All ..... tain lIOuth divi- ,,'" tain lIOutb divi- Tru.k .,.- B .. t 000, Tru.k .- n .. , coop 

north oantnl oions north oontnl ,ioJlt Ihip.. ahip-
.. ntnl central mentAl m(.l:ntAil ------------------------------------------.... "... "... "., .:;::; "., .... "., p .. .... . .. ... .... ... • o. .... ..... ..... ..... .... .... ..... .... ..... ..... ..... ..... .. ... ..... un' " ... Janu.a.r,v .......... ,., , .•..••. 10.0 13.9 11.8 11.3 lilLO 39,1 s.D 100.0 6.1 10,7. 1.8 0.8 98.6 8.' 0.8 100.0 

February •••.•.•••.••..•..... '.1 ••• 23.' U 80.0 /lO.O 20.0 100.0 6.6 6.5 8.2 0.' 97.8 '.0 0 .• 100.0 "' ............................ '.D U 17.0 8.0 03.0 .... 11.1 100.0 7.8 6.6 ••• 7.8 '8.0 1.1 0.8 100.0 
April ....................... , U U au u 113.6 9.1 27.a 100.0 9.1 '.0 9.8 '.0 98.8 U 0,8 100.0 
Ma.y .••• " ................... U 8.' U.8 •. 1 B9.8 21,7 8.7 100.0 10.1S 7.0 11.1 10 .• 93,S U O.S 100.0 
June ........... " ............ U U 0.0 8.3 88.1 13 .• 0.0 100.0 10.8 3.8 IB.7 10.3 07 •• 1.1 M 100.0 
July ......... , ............... 6.9 10.' 0.0 7.1 88.1 46,9 0.0 100,0 9.4 7.2 8,9 U DS.I 1.6 0.3 100,0 
A...,.. ...................... 10.3 10,t 0.0 10.0 ".7 au 0.0 1000 8.8 U 7 •• 3.8 07.8 2.0 0,' 100.0 
September ••••••.••.• ". '., •• 13.1 t:U; 0.0 13.4 67.0 32.1 0.0 100.0 8.1 8.8 7.8 8.1 97.' U 0.8 100.0 
October .•••••.• , ... , •...••• , • 13.0 9.1 0.0 10.9 71.4 28 .• 0.0 100.0 7.9 7.8 7.8 1.9 07.7 2.0 0,3 100.0 
November ••..••. , .. "" .. _" t8,a 18,2 0,0 18.1 B7.8 82.2 0.0 100.0 •. 9 11.7 •. 0 7.0 OG.( 3.6 0.1 100.0 
Deco&ber •...••••••..•••• , .• 12.1 11.8 0.0 11.5 07.' 32.7 0.0 100.0 7.6 10.8 ... 7.6 D6.9 2.9 0.' 100.0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

Total or Ilvw.jj:e •••.••.•••• 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 .U 31,(1 3.3 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 D1.7 2.0 0 •• 100.0 

Source (If data: 
Calculated by the t.uthon from data in table 40. 



TABLE 42 
PERCENTAGE DISTIUBU'rION 01" RltCElPTS 01' DRESSED POUI4'R'1' AT SAN FuNCISCO IIY MONTHS ANn BY DrvtSION'S OJ' OBlGIN, 

• A'_G~ 19a5--19a9 

Relative imPQ11anae by months of rooeipte fr()M each division ReI.o.tiw importanoe by diviaiQns Qf origin of monthly receipt. 

:Mouth Eutand 
Cali- w ... Paoific lomia'" north 

",n"," 

per cent p~ e(II?)e per cent 
January" ....... ,. '{,O l.5.U 10.0 
F.bn!a<y ......... 11.8 14..4 8.5 
Maroh .. , ... ..... 6.' '.7 8,8 
April ............ ,. 6.1 6,1 U 
May" . ", ...... 5.1 63 5,0 
June ....••....••.. •. 8 ,0 4..6 . 
luIy .............. J.8 1.1 6.1 
AUluflt .••. ... " 2,0 1.7 i.7 
September •.....•. •. S ... 1.7 
0010".,. ........... U ••• 10,1 
Novernbf>l', "'" 19.~ 15.0 U,8 
n-mber ........ 28.7 ".r It.l 

.... --.. - ..... - .. --.... 
Tota!ot&1'entCt, 100.0 tOO.O .. ~~. 

• Included in total tor Pacifl.c division. 
t LeIlIa than (l.t pe.r cent. 

Souneof data: 

){mln-
tain 

per cent 
8.8 
U 
7,0 
6.3 
U 
U ... 
0.7 

lO.ii 
'.7 

19.2 
If.7 

---
100.0 

Calculated by the autbom from data in table 40. 

W ... 
IIOI,Jt.h 
oenu'oJ 

pm' cent 
7.' 
0.0 

'4,4 
11.8 
8.' 

17.6 
16.2 
8.8 

11.8 

••• 13.2 
•. 0 ---

100.0 

Ea ...... W'" Another All Cali· -' Mou.· Ml"""" Ml 
divitlionB divi$io:tl!l P •• llle rornia" nortb tAin. ""uth cUrisjonl divmoue 

cant-raj Cltntral 
---~ 

per cent per ~tm' per eml .... """ ...... , .... -",,- ",,- .... -0.0 lS.1 StU 67.2 9.6 4.' 0,1 00 100.0 
•. 0 10.8 8'1.8 IU 9.9 3.3 0.0 0.0 100.0 
•. 0 '.3 74.9 69.1 . 16.7 8.1 • ,1 • •• 100.0 

••• U 73 .• :;1.0 18.8 6.' 1.0 0.0 100.0 .... U 80.0 "'" 1lI.1 U 0.8 0.1 "'.0 
0 .• ••• 71i.1 40.2 14.8 8.' 2,1 .,0 100.0 
0.0 ••• 65 .• .... .... 12.7 .., ••• 100.0 
0 .• 2,7 58,4 85.6 ",0 18.0 I" '.0 100.0 
'.0 • •• 65,8 3.2.7 21.2 18.& t.I ',0 100.0 

••• i,' .... 41.9 ".1 13.0 •. 0 O.ot "'.0 

••• 18.3 S4l.0 4 •. 9 8.1 7,6 0" 0,0 lOG.n 
'10.0 21.8 ".6 57.' S.1 4.$ 0,. U 100.0 --- ---

100.0 100.0 79,6 65.0 12.6 7.2 0,' 0.1 100.0 

..... ..., 
o 

d z 

~ 



TABLE 43 
AVERAGB MONfllLY BB(lJUP'rS OJ' LmI AJiIl) 1> __ POUllt&Y AT Los ANoELlts, 1935--1939 

~ 

Month :p.cifie 

~,OOO 
po""", 

lanU$I'Y" ... ,.". , ..... , ........... ". 1M 
February,.,."". , ," , ... .... " , 161 
... rolL .... ...... ............. ...... 220 
April.. .. , , .. ". , " " , ,," " ...... 158 
May",.". ... " ........ .... , .. ... .26 
lune ...... ....... ...... .... ...... 164 
July",,,,,, . . "" ...... .... " .... , . n, 
AuaU8t,." •• .... ... , I • • • • • , • • • . "" 127 
September •. ", .. ,.-- .. ,.""",., ........ .. 
October ..... . , .. " ...... ., ........... 1.7 
November .. ....... . . " .. .. " ....... I.BO 
December ... , .... " ... " .. .. ,,' " .. , SI,~5 

---
ToW ...... , " .. , .. .... .......... . &.338 

• lneludfild ill Wtal, tot' ~ diviaitn.. 
t LCflif than 600 pounda, 

SoUf(leS 01 data! 

Cali~ 
lornia· 

I,O(}() 
po."" 

JlGI 
142 
1301 
111 
223 
164 
11),\ ... 
08 

101 
'185 

1,231) 
---
3,383 
.... ,-" . 

Dn!Med poultry 

Eutand But.ad Eu6:a,nd 

-" Motln-
_. 

Other All """ Ko.,... 
north ta.in BOuth diviaione div~ion' north taill 

...... &1 cenusl central 

1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 I,OOiJ car. car. po-,"" ,pound. PO''''' pound. pound. 
123 128 .. 0 ... 3.0 I .• 
.1 " 24 a '1'1l 0.8 L8 ... CIO .. 1 ... 1.0 ... 

128 4$ 7. 1 40' 1.4 0.' I., •• 67 , 142 1.6 •. 6 
98 ... 89 I .65 I .• ... 
78 .1 ., t "" 4 .• ••• 169 88 S, 0 41. ••• 3.0 

177 .. 18 0 3M e.' u .,. 7. 19 0 49 • '.8 3.' ... m 80 0 ..... a .• u ." IMO " 0 8,389 ••• ... 
--- --- -- -- --.- -- --
2.261 1. '/'IS &82 • 9,9t1 au .... 

"--"-_."--" 

Dreseed poultry: Federal-State MN-ket N8W8 Service. San Fmnoiaco. Origin of reeeipta, annua.l.summariea. 1935-1039. (Mlmeo.) 
Live poultry: 193&-1988; w:mde of Palaoo Poultry Q.l' Company' 1m Angt'lles. 

1989: Data furniahed by Dr, L. M. HUrt. County Livestock Inlpeowr, Loo Ana:eloo County. 

Live poultry 

W ... 
lOut.h 

central 

Ctlr8 

I.' 
1.i 
a .• 
U 
3.' 
1.0 

••• 
0.' 
0.0 
0.0 
0.2 
0.' --

11U 

Pacific All 
divisions 

---~--~-
car, ellTIl' 

M a .• 
•. 0 U 
0.0 u 
•. 0 ... 
•. 0 &.2 
0 .• ••• ••• 7.' 
0.2 7.' 
0.0 10.0 
'.0 8.' 
0.0 9.G .., '-' -- --... au 



TABLE" 
PUOlIIi'l'AOS DIS'l'BIlIU'l'ION 01' :a.cmns 01' LIVII P01l1ll'llT AT Los ANOllLE8 BY MON1'IIe AND BY DIVISIONS 

01' OUOIN, A'iBl!.Ao" 1935-1939 

ReJatJ,ve importanae by mOlltU oIl11Of1ipti from each di'riaion 1Io1a .... Un ......... by dlvioioDi oI .... tIII,y _pte 

lfOblh 
_ .. d 

WNt EutlUld W ... _I Mountain 80utb -. AU .... 1 lIotlD.taiD tQllth Paaiao All 
north di~ north "'-... \taI .... \taI ... \taI ... \taI 

".. .... ..... , "..- ,... .... .,., .... ".. .... ...... ...... .. .... .. .... 
January ..................... , .. , ..... , .. 1.7 U U U u a. a. a. u 100.0 
lrebrtlar7 ............. , .................. u U IO.T U 1.0 18.0 18.1 IU 0.0 100.0 
Marob ........ " .... " .. " .. ,," ",,"'" U I.' IT.T M 18 U .• U 81.1 0.0 100 0 
APril .................................... 1.0 U 10.' 00 U 11.8 Of 71.0 G.O 100 0 
II ........................................ U U 18.1 0.0 U 10.' 11.6 ITT 0.0 100.' 
Jun ......................... , ............ U U u 0.0 u ".0 "0 100 0.0 100.' 
~'Ily .................... " ........ " .... IU 101 I.e 0.0 U IU MIl It 00 100 • 
A_I ............... , .................. IU 101 U 10.0 a.a IU MIl IT U 100 • 
Bep_bw ............................... \8$ IU 00 0.0 11.' MO 11.0 00 '.0 IOU 
Oolobw ................................. 18.1 11.1 0.0 00 10.0 17.1. .. .. 00 00 100 0 
NO'nIIDlMIr ...................... , .••••••• 10.T It.O U 100 U.I .01 IU U '0 10to 
n-mbor" .. " ..... " ... """ ...... " . 10.T 11.1 0.0 00 ••• III .... 0.' U 10 .... - -- - - -'I'oIal 01' ............ , •••••••••••••••••• 1000 100.' 100.0 100 0 ..... .. 0 "' •• 01 ... 



TABLE 45 
P&aCBN'l'AOJ: DlS'l'BllJU'l'XON 01' RlOBIP'1's 01' Da:&8sEJ) POt:1'lJmy AT Los ANOILiiS BY MON'l"H8 AND BY DIVISIONS 

or O&lGIN, AVEBAaB1931h1939 

B.elative imporlnoe by montbi of receipt. from mch divillion B.elaUw importance by diviliona of monthly receipt. 

Month Eut""d 

""'" north 
.. ntml 

.... """ January ••...•......•••••••.•.•.•••.•••• • •• 
JI'ob ..................................... U 
-.m .................................. 8.0 
Aptil ................................... ... 
if.., .........•... " ..................... U 
Jun& ................................... U 
luly .................................... U A_ ................................. 1 .• 
floptembot ............................. '-Ii 
O ... bot ................................ 18,0 
November .................. , ........... 18.1 
Do<embot .............................. 1'.8 

--
Total or .. vvqe, ..................... 100.0 

• BIUIGd on data of 1_ ,hal) 600 pounde. 
8ouroe of data: 

Calculated from data in tebte 43. 

Mouo-
bU" 

......... 
7.' 
6.8 
8.' 
2.6 
U 
'.7 
U ... 
'.8 
4.8 . .1.4 

86.0 --
100.0 

Eutand ,,'" ~acrific Other 
lOutb diviaiolll 
... lral ---------......... .... - .... .... 

U '.0 0.0 
U 3.0 M.O 

17.0 U 11J.& 
11.1 U 16.7 
lUi U • 
6.7 8.1 Ift.7 
G.' U • 
••• U 0.0 
8.1 1.8 0.0 
a.a '.0 0.0 

18.1 ".6 0.0 
1.' U.' 0.0 

-- -- --
100.0 100.0 100.0 

_and _and 
AU w,,1 Moun .. w." Pacifio Other All 

diviaiona n."h tain aouth diviaioll8 divillioQ 
oontml ... tmI ---------------------........ ..,. .... ........ ..,. ..... ..,. .... ... "'" ..,. "'" 

'.7 .1.8 ".7 8.1 4G.8 0.0 100.0 
8.8 ".G 24.8 8.8 42,6 0.8 100.0 .. , 2U 11.7 18.2 U.7 0.' 100.0 
U 86.7 11.i 19,0 aU 0.' 100.0 
U :If.7 '.0 15.0 .1.1 • 100.0 
3.7 ,6.3 17.8 10.7 «.9 0.3 100.0 
1.8 .7.0 14.8 D.' 44.S • 100.0 
U 40.8 21.1 1.7 80 •• 0.0 100.0 
3.8 "9.6 19.0 •. 0 'G .• 0.0 100.0 
'.0 69.8 15.8 8.8 21.8 0.0 100.0 

'3.6 11.8 18.8 3.4 80.8 0.0 100.0 
34.1 18.0 18.8 1.3 86.8 0.0 100.0 

--
100.0 112.8 17.' •. 8 &3.6 0.1 100.0 



TABLEt6 
MON'l'BLY FAllIII PBlCIIS AND YIWILY AVIUI.o\u ANl> PBlCB RauTlVBll OP OmCKlI.N8 IN TSIt UIlIftD ST.t.TlIS,191G-1939 

y"", J ... Feb. III .... Apr. 101,... JUlIO July ... ",. Sept. Oat. No.,. Dot. W..,bled Pri .. ........ ..... t.i,.. 
I 

-,... "''''''' -,... ........ -... -.... -... """ .... ........ -... -... -,... -.... lilo-II'" ...... ... ... ...... ... ... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... ...... -IOIJ 
1810 ............... 11.0 11.4 11.' D.' D.' 11.4 12.1 1 •. 0 11.8 IU 11.0 10.' n .• 101 
1811 ............... 10.8 10.0 10,7 10.0 11.0 11.1 11,1 11.1 11.0 10.8 10.0 U 10.4 81 
10Ii ............... 10.0 10.4 10.8 11,0 11.1 10.0 11.1 11.1 11.4 II.' 11.0 10.' lot lIT 
1011 ............... 10.8 11.0 11.' 11.7 11.0 D .• 11.0 1J.8 12.7 11.0 II.' II.' IU lOt 
lilt ............... lI.a 11.0 II.' 11.0 11.7 11.1 II.' 11.1 II.' 1'.0 11.1 10.7 11.1 1011 
lilI ............... 10.8 11.1 IU 11.' 11.0 11.1 11.1 11.1 11.0 II.' 11.1 11.1 II.' 101 
101a.t, ••••••••..•. .... 11.1 II.' 11.1 11.1 I'" IU IU 14.1 I ... II .• II.' II.' lit 
1m ............... IU 11.1 16.7 1f.1 IT.I 17.7 17.« 11.7 11.6 II.' 17,0 17.1 I'" 1.1 
101 ................ 11.4 101 10.1 10.7 10.' 11.1 D.I D.' D.' DI 11.7 IU 11.1 I. 
1m .............. D.I IU III,' 11.7 •. 7 ••• ••• •. 1 ••• 1111 11.0 lit III.' lOt 
1030 ............... •. 1 11.7 IU IU .0 17.1 ••• •. 8 ••• I ... II.' ••• '" 117 
1 .. 1 .............. 11.7 II' II .• 11.1 11.1 • 1.1 11.7 II.' IU 11.1 d.' I ... 10.1 171 
1011 ............... 18.1 18.0 11.4 100 10.1 101 lO.r 18.' II.' . 11.1 17.1 .7. II.' .M ................. , 11,1 I ... .... IU 10,1 10.1 10.' • 01 11.7 I ... IU IU I'" lea 
InI ............... 17.1 181 18 .• .1.4 101 10 .• 10,1 100 II.' I .. d.' 17 .• 181 . .. ................... 18 .• It.! 100 11.1 D.O ILl 'U 101 lOt 100 It .• It. .U 177 
1110 .••••••••.•• , •• 10.0 11,1 II. •. 1 D,7 •• III. III lit •• • 0 I .. 1II1 IR 
1011 ............... 10.1 11.1 1l,1 Il.' 11.7 •. 1 I'" • 1.1 I •.• I.., I .. Itl •• m ........ , ......... 101 10.1 10.' .1 11.1 II.' 11.1 Il' III III II. 1l.1 II. I. 
I ................. Il.' II. D.' 1111 ... ... D.7 D.7 lit 1II.' IO. I. I D' .. 
I ................... It. lO.t 10. D.I 10.' •••• 11' .• 11.1 If.' 17 .• N .• It. d.t 1M 
1l1li ............... IU 11.1 11.1 IU d, 11.( dl 11.1 D.l lU IU IJ.' 11.1 .... 



1932 ........ ,,"" . 11.3 12.1 12.0 IU II.' IU U,7 
UI3a •••••••.•••.. ,. ••• U •. 1 0.8 10,4 10.0 104 
10 ............. , ..• U 10.2 10.1 11.1 lUi 11.1 11.1 
IN6 ..... " ........ 124 13.4 14 .• 15.15 IU 16 .• 140 
una ..... " .. , ..... 18.6 IG.O 18.8 I •. ' 1e.G IU IU 
1m ........ " ..... 18.4 13.1 It." 16.1 . 4,. 14:.8 Ill.a 
11138 .............. 16.7 le.o IU 18.2 16.1 16.7 IS,O 
ItaII ...... , ........ 140 IU .f.' 1'.4 IJI.O 13.4 18.1 

• Pm.imillat)'. 
8ouroeB 01 data: 

1010-1928: 'United State. Department of AlrieuJture. Crupi! and Market. 11:48. ID30 
1927: United Stat.et D/lipart,mont of Agric1,Ilture. Crop'" and Mark(lte .':35. J937. 
192&--1038: UniUd States Department of Agriculture. Cropa and MM'ket81G:37. 1039. 
lO3e: Unitecl8tat.el Department of Aarioultu:re. ero.- and )larbte. monthly *uee, 

11.1 11.11 10.7 10.1 U 11.8 10$ 
'.8 U U 8 .• SO •. S 86 

IU 12.1 11.8 11.7 11.1 11.8 1'1 
14.1 18.1 IlL7 16 .• In.O lf,g 133 
16.1 1 •. 8 14.0 la.a 12 •• IS.8 It • 

. 16.8 17.' 17.6 16.8 16.4 la.o 112 
• 14.a 11.3 13.' la.o 18.8 15.0 134 

18,0 18.5 11.7 II.' 11,1 18." m 



TABLE 47 

MON'l'BLY FAll" PRlOlIS AND YIWlLY AVltlU.o. ANDPRICII RsL.t.TIVlIS or CHICXlU(SIN OALtrosNU,191()-1939 

y- Jan. Fob. Uor. Apr. U.." Juno July A ... Sop\. o.t. N .... Dec. Woichtod Pri .. ....... ....ta.,. 
I 

...... "., _"4 ..... "., 
"OM 

........ 
_04 

........ 
"PM 

........ 
_M 

..... ,.., 
_04 "'''''' ",M -... ... 04 

-,.... 
,..OM 

..... ,.... 
",M 

......... 
"'M 

..... "., 
.... M -""" "'M 

'''"..,1114 
- I/l() 

IDIO ............... 14.1 It.7 11.4 lli.l 16.1 If.) 14.2 14.6 IU 14.1 11.4 13 .• 14.1 .. 
IDII ............... 1&.0 IU 15.1 1M 14.0 IG.O 16.0 14.8 16.1 I'" 141 11.8 16. 101 
1811 ............... 14.8 14.5 11.4 14.1 1«.0 14.1 1<1 1M 14 .• 14.1 14.1 14.1 16.1 Ie • 1lI1 ................ 13.8 18.1 IS .• IS.1 I ... 16.8 11.1 14.6 16.6 11. 1&.* 10.6 14.1 .. 
191 •• '. ............. 161 IU 18.0 17.0 14.1 11. 11.6 16.1 16 .• 110 13 .• IU 151 I. 
IVUt •• ~ ........... IU 16.0 IU 16.8 15.4 IU IU 151 151 16.1 16.1 IU 11.1 I. 
lOI&.i"O: ............. 16 .• IU 16 .• 18.1 18.1 18.1 11.1 10 .• 18.1 IU 18.1 11.' 1$.1 I. 
lDn"".~ ...... , •. , 11 .• 17.1 18.1 18.1 18.1 I'" 18.7 11.' 10 .• 101 8 ... 11.1 III 1211 
IV ••••.••• ! ........ 11.0 M.O MO M.6 •. 0 140 III .• 11.0 11.1 1'1.' • •• 11.' lSI 171 
IDID ............... au •. 0 11.0 81.0 8a.o 81.1 11.0 ... •. 0 ".0 80 .• •• 80 .• ... 
1010 ............... 1M IU • 117 80.' 80 .• .... ••• ••• 10 • 80 • 800 80. • •• 'Iff 
11llI1.. ............. 10 .• •. 0 lIDO lID.O 11.0 110 2 ... IS. ..0. • 0 ••• .18 11' 1M 
111111 •• , •••••• ", " •• 1'1 .• 11 .• ••• 11 .• ... •. 0 .0 .0 ".0 III .• III .• •• 111.1 171 
ID2II ............... ••• •. 4 . .... '40 M.' . .. M .• • •• 111.0 II' III •. 0 .u 101 
18M ............... M.' .0 ".0 ••• ".0 •• III • M. M.' III. III' M .• M, I .. 
11llII ............... .... ... 111.1 1110 III.' • •• • •• ••• 1'1.1 • •• 1'1.' ... .1 111 
1* ............... '11.4 111.1 1111 •• ••• •. 1 1'1.1 ..1 •• •• 11.1 ••• •• m 
1m ............... .1.0 •• 111.1 •. 1 1114 • U ••• II.' M.1 M .• •••• ••• • • IN 
I ................. '6.1 .... III .• ••• •• ••• • •• •• • • •• •• •• • •• 171 
I ................. 11 .• IU 11.' .,. 1'1.' ••• III .• 111 •• •• 1:1.8 •• 11'11 .. 
I .................. .... ... ... .U .. I •• .1.1 ••• •• •. r .1 •• • • .. 
IHI ............... ••• ".1 .... .... • •• II .• 10.' 13.' II.' •• U • It.' .1 I» 



Int ............... 11.0 16.0 16.f 111.0 ".0 .f.l 1'-1 18.0 16.0 1 •. 0 1&.9 1&.0 IIUIi 104 
1933 ......... , ..... 1&.0 14.0 18.f If.l 1408 18.8 11.6 If,O 18.0 18.0 13.3 13.0 18.1 9lI 
)984 ............... 13.0 13.8 13.8 ••. 1 JI.6 Ill.' 11.2 14:.4 106 18.0 115.11 16.3 ..... .6 
1080 .... .......... ISJ; 18.6 17.9 17.f 18.0 17J5 17,2 16.6 17.11i 19.0 10.5 10.5 17.7 II. 
1086 ............ . 19.8 19.3 18.9 11.6 11.6 17.1 1'1,6 16.8 17.0 11.6 11.3 18,2 11.8 118 
1937 ............... 11.8 17,8 17 .• 18,& 18.0 17.8 11.0 .18.0 19.0 21.0 30.7 18.0 18.2 128 
1086 •... ,.,' " •• , •. 19.0 10,0 19.0 10,0 18.0 1&.0 17.7 17.J 17.8 11.' 18.0 18.0 18.1 I:n 
12811",. " " • " .... 11.0 17.G 18.1 17.0 11.0 IU 16.2 15.8 16.' 10.8 168 18.8 10.3 110 

• Thetollowiq weiabta were ued in oomputiOSIoVW8lt:ll: Jan., 7; Feb •• 8; liar •• S; Apr., 7. MI¥.ll; June, 17. July, 13; AUC.," Sept •• 6; Oct .. 7. Nov" 1; Doc., 8. 
Sotll'OM of data: . 

1010-1925: United Slate. Department of Agriculture Bureau of Agrieu.ltutaJ. Eeonomice. Pricee of farm pMdueta reeeived by produeers. Four mountain and Pacific -, .. -¥-." ... -.. --~---- ... - .. - I 
I'd 

§ ... 
~ 

i 
Q 
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TABLE 48 
CollPJJWIOH 01' 'l'1I& A VUAO& F ...... PRICU o. CB.Cltua ... 8" ....... 1.11-1.U 

.t.NI> 1931-1939 

North Atlutio diYiaion ... , . ,. . '" ........... , ... 
Maine .• _ ............. _ ....................... . 

~:!.~:.~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
M'a.acbuaetta ..... "'. _ ...................... _. 
Rhode uland ..•............. , ... , .... ' ......•. 
Connecticut; ....•...• , _. . ............... .. 
N.,..york .....•..... , ......•. , ......•• , ••••.•. 
N""'Jerwey ....••••.••.......•..•.....• , ..•••.. 
PenD.lylYaDia .•. , .....•• _ ............. . 

Eut Dorih central clivillioD, ............. _ ... , •.. 
OlUo .••••••...••...•.••••.••••• , •. , .. ,""'"'' 
Indiana .••••• , ..... ' .••••.•.. " ............. .. 
IJlinoia .••..•.•••.•.••...... , •......•.• , ......• 

~~~u"::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
West north eentral division •....•.•... ,., ., .. _ ••• 

Minn.ota ••.•.•.•...••..•..••......•......•... 

Jd:Uii:::::::::::::: ::::::::::::: ~: ~:::::~::: 
North Dakota •.•........... , •.•....... _ ....•.• 
South Dakota ...•.............. , .. , .... ,., .... 

~~~::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::: 
South Atlantic divieion ......................... . 

Delaware ..•.•••.......• '" •• , .... , .......•..•• 

~:r!:.~'::~::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::: : 
West Virginia .••••••............ _ ... > •• " •••••• 

North Carolina ••••.•.••. , ..••... , ........... . 
South Carolina., ..•.... , ....... _ ....•....•. 
Georaia .•••.••••• , .. , .... , •• , ......• " •.•..... 
Florida .•..•..••.....•.....••••..••..•....... 

South oentraI eliriaiOD ......................... , . 

~::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:::::: 

f~':'~;·;'.:;'·'·,' .. ·~·:';·';·;';·:·~·:.:·;';;\::;:: 
)l:!~~.~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
{;;:~q.,::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: .... 

~t:::::::::::::·:·:::·:::··:::::::::: 
Pa$!h=~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

17 __ ....... " ..... " ....... ,." ........ , 

A __ 

1tI~10" 11117-1_ 

.......... -... .... 04 ...... 
I •• 18.1 
14.' IU 
IB.8 17.1 
110 17 .• 
11.0 lB .• 
17 .• It.' 
17.' I •.• .'.7 18' 17.1 ... 
'll 1'.0 

IU 101 
12.0 ttl.1 
11.1 148 
11.1 " .. 
11.' 16.' 
11.1 14.' 
"'.1 .t.' 
10.0 .11 
10.' • 31 
"'7 110 
I •• 11.2 ., 12.1 ... ... 
'.1 "I 

13.' 17.0 
It.' 18.& 
III 18 .• .... 18.' 
.t.1 16.' 
II.' .. 7 
13.2 16.' 
13 .• II .• 
III ... , 
11.1 ... 
11.1 1'.1 
11.1 181 
12.6 11.7 
12.3 ... "' .. ••• 13.' .61 
OS 11.7 

"'.0 12,1 

1'.1 14.' 
1'.0 14.1 
lJ.6 Il! 
121 ••• t2.fI 16 .• 
131 137 
161 "7 
'%1 12.1 

" ... 11.' 

13.1 11.4 
13.1 14 .• 
• ~LJ ... 
U .• 17.6 

n.7 U.S 

Aetualr.:," --or I,.. rom pin or to. 
I111-1VHto from 1,1.111. 
1i87~11Jl8 &0 1117-1Qf. -... ...-..... 04 
+" +"1 
+" fO +. I "' +U II. 
+. , II 
+1.7 r' +21 "I + .. til 
+17 +11.' +U +U .• 

+17 + ... 
+H +111 1 
+1& +31.0' .... HO' 
+H +38' 
+1.1 +:17 .• 
HI HII 
HI +21 0 
+1 I + ... 
HI +'11 +ot 87 
H' + ... 
+U t'" +3 .• ... 
+11 +tI. 

...' + .... .... + .... 
+.0 +21.7 
HO t'3I "'" ... 
+37 + .. 0 
H' +1& • 
+2.1 +U.I 

HI :t'll +.0 :170 
tU i SI .• Of 
+1.' .11 
+'0 +10.' 
+2.1 i 16

.
1 

+2.1 21.' 
+I I 21.0 

+0. :t U 
til 7t 
II +". 

+11 +16 0 
+0' + '.0 
+06 + •• 
+It +247 

0 0 
-J.7 -III 

+U +141 
+10 t 7. HO 111.0 
+2.' +18.' 
+If + ... 



'l'ABLE49 
AVRA.o&.um BELATlV& P&lOBs (UNWBlGBTBD) or CWODJrIB IN CALlJ'OBNU., Nn YOfUt, NEB&ABILl, TB:US, AND IDAHO, 1910-1939 

California New York Nebl'Nka T .... Idaho Dlfterential' between California 
pricee and t.hlllMt iD 

y .... .40 __ 
Retativo Aver. Iblativu 

.40 __ 
Relative A ........ Relative A-n!'1"8e Relative He" York Nebr&ll~ Idaho price pri .. on .. prWe pn .. plio. price· prioe pn"" price ----------------- .... 191tr181.f, emit. Prlf' 1"0-1914 "",. .... 1910-1914 -- .... 191()'-J914 .......... 191()-1914 Cfne. 1''' Mltt".- em,," Pili' -"" -100 ... "" - lOll ...... - 100 ... ... - 100 ...... - 100 ...... f1 1"'" 11110 ................... 1'.8 100 U.S 102 U 100 •. t .1 12.7 10' 00 U 1911. ••.••. , •.• , ....... 115.0 101 13.111 " 8.t iIS ..1 .. 12.0 103 +1.1 '.8 U t912 .••. , •....• " •.. , •. 14,2 " IU .7 U " 

.., 
" 11.1 .8 + 01 6.0 U iut3 ...••.•..•....•...• 14.7 .. If.8 102 10.1 100 10.0 103 11.7 .8 - 0.1 4.0 8.0 Wit ................... llUIi I .. 15,1 I .. 10.15 110 10.7 III II.' .0 :I: Ot 

r 
'.0 1111115 ................ , •• Ill." I .. 1<.7 101 G.8 loa lO.t ID! II.' ., 0.7 U l{lt6 •••..•••....•...... 16.2 109 16.1 116 11.6 121 11.0 120 12.3 193 - 0.' U a.g IflI7 ••••••••.•....••... 10.3 130 20.0 112 111.3 100 H.e 161 16.6 129 - 1.3 U 8.8 11118 ••••• , ••••••••••••• 28.1 173 26,' 184 18.0 198 18.7 193 17.1 141 - 1.0 0.8 8.0 IIHQ, •••• " ..•• , ••• ,., • 30.2- lOt 30.' 209 30.' m 21.8 223 lIU 100 - 0.2 9.a ILl ItnO ..•..•..... , ..•..•. 21>4 198 822 '22 22.0 230 2 •.• , .. 2O.t 170 -2.8 0.8 •. 0 1021 ..•...•• , .•.......• 2'/.6 186 28.6 ". 11.8 183 17.8 18. 17.' I" - 0.9 t! :1:10 .• 1022 .••. " .......•..•.. ".t 171 " .. 178 11).1 188 16.8 174 16.8 13. - 0.6 U 11'123 ................... 24.0 102 24.i 171 15.' 161 16.1 173 14.6 122 - 0 .• 8.0 :I: i.t IOU, •..••.•..•........ 24.8 164 ".7 163 18." 17' 111.1 166 1IL2 12'1 + 0.8 7 .• '.1 1925 .••.•••..•••••..... 28.1 17. ".1 118 18.11 171 17.3 110 ttI.S ... + 1.0 ... +10.0 1923 .•.•..•• , .. , •.•. ". 28.2 171 28.0 183 19.1 200 t9.2 1.8 17.8 148 - 0.' :1:1.1 r' 1.2'1 .••.•..•.••..•..... 24.9 168 ".0 176 17.1 17. 17.8 1M 17.0 HZ - 0.7 7.8 7.' 1928 ................... 26.1 m 20.3 181 18.3 101 18.6 1'1 11.t 14' - O. :I: 18 f :~ 1020 .••.•.••....••..... 2'1.' 183 2'1.0 I", 19.3 30' 19.5 201 11.2· m - 0.' 1.0 HuIO ............... "., 24,0 10. "., 10' 16.' 100 IB.4 10' 16.7 131 + 0.6 

f8 
8.3 1031. ................ ,. 20.3 131 20.' 130 13.1 181 18.2 130 1206 I .. + 0.1 7.' 1.8 1932 .............. " •• , Ui.7 106 16.9 116 9.' .. '.8 .6 9.4 78 - 1.2 u.s 6.3 1933.,., •.... , .. , •.... , 13,'! .. 18.' .8 7 .• 78 7.9 82 7.5 O. + 02 +6.1 :I: 0.' 1934, .• , .... ,'". _, •••• If,4 " If,1i 106 8.8 .. '.0 .3 8.1 n - 0 1 +ao 6.1 1935, .................. 17.8 120 17.8 I" 1'.0 130 12.1 131 12.0 100 0.0 U + &.8 1036 ........... " •• ,'" 17.6 IIU 18.5 127 13.1 137 13.1 1'1 12.0 105 - 0.9 :1:° + '.0 1031 ••••••..••.... ". ,. Is.'" I,.. 18,4 12'1 13.6 142 13,1 128 18.1 10, 0 .• .... r' 1938 .. , ............ " •. 18.1 122 18.8 12. 12.1 1.3 1:1.8 130 111..8 113 - 0.7 +6.4 U 1939 .......... ,',., ••• , 18.& III 11,0 liT 10.9 II. II.' 118 IU 103 - 0.' 6.6 U 
--

• A plua m,n indirA* a hilher California price; a minWl8i&n. "lcrnr CaliIQrnia prioe. 
8oun:lQI8 of data: •• • , 

f 
i 
i 
i 

1010.-192$': t1ni~ Statee Departmeutal Agriculture. :PnC81of farm J)tOdUCbi received by ProdUCOTfl. StatU!. Bill. no. 14 lor New York. no. II lor Nebraeka.. no. 16 
fllr TexM. and no. 17 lor California. and Idaho. . ~ 

19.1939: United State. Depllrtment 01 AgrloultUN, era". and Marke1l, monthly _1181. ~ 
A~ and nlativ. oomputed by the .uthon. _ 



y.., 

1928 ............•............ -I 
I ••.••.........•....... .. " au 
1030 ......................... 14.7 
1031. ........................ 88.1 
11181 ......................... 1U 
1038 ......................... 17 .• 
1 ............................ au 
I ............................ 11.1 
183ft .•• , .... , ................ au 
1037 ......................... 18.8 
.0381 ........................ .I.f .... \ ........................ 10.1 
UHO ..•...••..•••......•..... lea 

1834 ......................... -
11IS6 ........................ 10.1 
lill •••... , .. , ." ...••.•. , .. •• 
1m ......................... 11.' 
10381 ....................... 117 
ll1i1V1 ........................ 18.? 
1MG ........................ 181 

TABLE 50 
A VB&AOB PAYING PlI.lCBS .0& B1<OltdlB8 AT SAN PuNoIBOO. 1928-1940 

(Cent. por pound Ii •• weight) 

- - - - - - - -
81.1 •. 1 110.7 11.0 11.0 H.I lIU 81.1 
.ot H.7 au 19.0 181 au II.' au 
81.0 17.8 au 10.8 liS 1'.8 18.1 au 
18.7 17.7 100 12.1 IU 1 ... ,. .. 14.' 
10.1 161 In 11.8 11.7 14.0 10 18.1 •• 101 11.' 11.7 la.' 14.7 100 118 ,.. 11.0 IU 1U 11.1 'U 18« II' 
al.O 18.' 17.0 17.' 1'.7 17.8 181 au ,. .. II.' 11.8 18.1 18 .• 1\.1 .... 18.' 
10.1 17.7 10.0 I'.' let I ... ".1 10.' 
,.1 10.8 IU lie 11.0 .1.1 10.1 • 11 
lOa III II.' tl.' 

- - IS.' III .4.0 W. "I II' .... 108 IU 100 III 10.' 11.1 '1' 
1f.7 ".1 11.1 17.8 lit .11 Ita •. 1 ..., ••• '8.t 1 .. 171 101 •• IT.' 
11.1 11.' I .. III 1" 11.' ,.1 ... 
"8 ... 1U .tI It .• 11.1 •• IU ... 1'.1 17.' 11.' 

- - I1U -
311 IU IIU 11.1 
au a. II.' au 
14.8 ,.. 18.' . .. 
18.0 11.' 18.1 11.0 
11.' 111 11.1 16.7 
10. 10.1 101 11.1 
18.' 31.1 ".1 I ... 
.1.1 III IU 10.' 
11. 311 11.1 ,., 
101 Itt 11.1 ItO .... I" ".0 II. 

18.7 .... ... -., . , II.' 11 • 
11.' •• .. , It • 
DI •. 1 •• •• III III II. 118 
It.' I'" "" 11.' 



t..rp. (pnerally U44 pound. per dOlAtD) 

Int ......................... - - - .... IILI 14.1 14.4 18,1 10.7 18.1 JO.8 ".8 -
1086 ........................ , 10.1 ".7 '1.4 16.8 16.6 10.8 1M 18.3 11.8 26 .• .... 21.1 111.11 
1m ......................... 21.e au 11.1 18 .• 17.0 10.8 17.1 17.3 .... ".1 10.8 .. .. It.' 
JD37 ............... , ......... :n.4 10.2 .a.7 lIUI 111.0 17.6 }'" ".0 27.6 118.1 .... 19.8 IU 
1.381 ........................ 17.6 18.' 11.2 10.6 16.6 16.J 17.7 2' .• ".1 19.1 IU 18 .• 18.3 
193 .......................... II. 21.8 11.9 16.0 12.8 16 .• 14.8 19.4 11.9 19.1 10.6 16.1 17.0 
1940 ......................... 18.7 .... UI.4 18.8 IIL9 

1028 .......•................. - - - - - - - - - - - 36 .• -
1'128 ......................... 83.7 '9.0 a~ul .... .... ".S IU 26.6 86.3 SU 118.' ".8 1M 
1030" ................... ,.,. 24.1 1181 81.7 27.1 18.& I •.• lI.., ".9 ,5.3 .1.. 36.1 8 •.• ".7 
1931.. ....................... 32.2 32.3 1I8.S 26.1 2U 18 .• 18.6 ".6 289 ".8 lIU 18.9 .... 
1232 ......................... 1'.1 18.3 18.' 18 .• 1'.7 18.6 17.& 11.7 .... 26.' 21.8 18 .• 18.1 
1m ......................... 16.2 1< .• 17.1 16.1 14,0 11.7 18.1 13.6 18.' 16.G 1'.1 19.' IU 
11184 .•••••••••••••••••••••••• 11.3 22.0 22.1 I~.' 14.6 1<.0 I ... 10 .• ".8 18.9 10.2 ".8 '9.0 
103& ......................... ".1 ".8 lIl.. 16.0 16.8 16.2 16.4 18.4 21.4 26,' ... al" IU 
1236, •••.• " ...... ,." •• , •••• JIll.' ".0 19.1 18,' 17.7 10.lI 17.1 17,' 20.8 .... 10.0 ".6 10.0 
1037 •••••••••.•.•.•.••.•••••. 21.6 2<1.0 28.' 19.0 ... 8 11,' .... 26.1 27.7 28.1 211.. 19.0 22.~ 
12381, ............... , ....•.. 18,0 18,8 17.' 16.4 16.' 1B.2 17.8 22 .• ".2 18.' 1&.& 18.1 18,' 
1030 •• " •..•.•• , .•..•..• ", •• 18,1 lIl.8 21.' 11.7 12.8 II.' 115,2 18.7 21.. 10.7 1&.& 16.8 18 .• 
llilta •••••• ' ......... " ••••••• 17.' ",8 19.0 18.2 115.8 

• Prior to IIlmlb 28, t084. n ..... llll'ld4 worttquotedda.ily. On thald",teoI.w.4 wu divided into 2 and 3. Boainnina in April. 1034, claN 4 quotationJ are .imple av~ 
01 quotations llited under II And a. 

t D .. hM indicate data not available, 
t January 10. 1038. througb July 1'1, 1938. Le.bol'n broUol1 war. elulified .. 12-10 pound., 1'1-20 pound., 21-14 pound., to the dOllen; July 18. 1038 to D60embllr 81. 

1038. 12-17 pound" 18-20 pound., 21-24 poundJ. 
,Beginning JDnu~ry 8, 1939, Leghorn broilerl were olaaIifted ... undOl' lJoJi pound., IH-IU pound., over IU~2K pound. 8I1Ch. On April 16. 104.0, the lMt..named eta. 

wu cban.oo. to over 1,,;..a pound, ~b. 
Source of data: 

ComputaUona by authon baaed on tbe daily quotationau publilbed in! Feden1·8tato M'arketNGM8er'rioe, Ban Franoiloo office. Daily Poultry Game Repom. 
(M;imeo.) 



Y.., JaD, 

1.111 •••••••.•••..•.•.•...••.. -t 
1831 ••••••••••.•••••.•..•.••• 17.1 
19&:1 .••..••..•.....•...•...•• 11.1 
lOll •....•..•.•............... 14.1 
1111 ......•...•••••...•...••• 184 
1$11 ..•..••..•.•.•••....•..•. D.O 
10lI7 ...••......•.•.........•. 10.0 
11881 ........................ 11.1 
It:I'll ........................ II.' 
18101···· .... · ......... · •.•.• 11.1 

]Nt ......................... -
1188 ......................... I" 
1m ......................... 11.1 
1$11 ......................... 30.0 
11881 ........................ IU 
Iml ........................ 17. 
181111 ........................ 11.1 

TABLE 51 
AVE ..... OE PAYmO PRICES I'OB BROIL&B8 AT Los ANOBL .... 1931-1940 

(Conto pel pound live weight) 

Small l.etboro btoilera· (aeneralbr 1l-18 pollndi per doseo) 

- - - - - - - -
18.1 15.' 180 II.' 11.0 1«.0 11.1 .10 
11.1 11.1 HI 11.8 10.' 14.0 14.0 lao 
16.1 17.8 IU It.O 11.4 14.1 17.8 10.1 
IU 18.' II.J I" 11.1 IU 18.1 lo.t 
au 18.1 18.1 11.4 114 11.1 17.' 11.4 
18.1 19., 18.' 17. III 18.' Itt 14.1 
30.' 11.4 11.7 14.1 14.1 I ... IU ... 
II.' 17.0 I ... lSi 14.1 11.1 171 10.\ 
I ... 181 IU IU 

- - 10.1 14.1 11.1 IU II.' "' •. 1 Itl 110 1.11 III 16.1 11.1 ".1 
D' III IU III 161 IU 11.1 .... 
181 10.1 I .. II. II. II.' D. It' 10.1 11.1 II.' 11.1 I .. III II.' •• I ... III III 11.1 141 II.' I'U •. 1 
II,. 11.1 11.1 11.7 

16.7 III 11.1 -
'1.1 17.' 11.8 11.1 
III I" H4 11.1 
300 IU 14.1 11.1 
111.1 '1.8 III 11.4 

I'" 19.' 11.1 III 
.0.1 141 .01 .. I 
181 III 171 17.' 
101 11.0 lot II.' 

.0 II. II.' -
DI D. 11.1 III 

•• It. II' U. 
•• It. .\ ., 
IU •• 111 u. ... .t 114 11.' 



1034., , ... "'" .... , ••.. , .... - - - ltU 14.1 13,2 If.6 11.1 lt1.2 1\1.6 19.1 11.8 -
1036 .••••••••••••.•.••••••••. 18.' Il.l 11.0 17.f 16.5 lIIi.1 15.1 17 .• lB.' 2UI ..0 .21.:1 18.8 
li30 ......................... ".1 22.3 llLI 18.J Uti 1&.6 16,1 18.1 SO., SO.6 IU 18.6 18.V 
1937 •••• , ••••.• , •••..•••••••. SO.O 18.' ".0 18.0 18.4 10.6 .10.9 03.0 U.8 26.2 U.' .... 'U 
1938t ••• ••••••••••••••••••••• 111.4 SO.3 18.6 16.6 15.7 16.2 10':1 19.' '0.0 18.7 19.2 17.2 18.2 
10301 ......................... 11.8 18.0 18.2 16.0 18.3 14.' 16.0 17.3 2M 20.6 18.5 18.9 17.1 
1..a1 ..... ' .................. 19.0 21.5 SO.9 17.8 16.0 

1931. ••••••.••. , ..••.•.••.••. - - - - - - - - - U.1 21.9 10.0 -
1932 •••••••.••• , .••.••.•.••.. 17.8 17.4 18.0 14.1 14,8 13.6 - 13.1 18.1 21.0 .1.6 18.6 13.9 17.0 
IOU ......................... 16.8 14,6 1U 1406 12.1 10.6 If.O 13.8 15.0 IU 1&.& IU IU 
1* ......................... 10.6 17.8 SO.I 16.2 14.1 18.2 14.' 17.4 19.& 19.8 18.4 17.0 17.1 
1035 .••••••..••....•..•.•.••• 18.S ".0 .... 10.7 15.4 l!UI 16.3 17.7 10.4 22.0 23.0 2UJ 18.8 
108(1 .. , ....... , .•• , ..... , ... , 22.1 ".3 1G.7 19.2 16.0 lU lUI 18,1 .... ".6 19 .• t8.5 1M 
1937 ......................... 20.0 18.2 .... 11.< 11'.9 19.0 19.& 22.7 24.1 28.2 U.' 20.' 21,0 
1988* .......... , .•.•. , ..•.••• J9.4 ".8 18.4 J6.' 16.< 14.9 IU J9.9 20.0 to.7 10,1 17.2 18.1 
10301 ........................ 17.3 18.0 18.' 15.0 13.8 1M 16.3 17.' 20.2 20.5 UI.2 16.6 17.1 
1..a1 ........................ 19.9 2M 19.& 16.8 16.4 

• Priorto Maraht8, IRS4, nOl.] and .. we:roquoted daily. On that dato cw. 4 WM divided inta 2 and a. Beainnina'in ApriJ. 1034. ow. 4 quotations are Kimple avera.rea 
of quotationalilted under 2: and a. 

f Dub .. iDdi~te data not. available. 

I January 10. 1938. to July lJl lU38, lA«born broile.ra weN claMiiied ... 13-UI poundJ, 17-:10 poundJ. 21-24 pountU to the dOlen, lub' 18. 1038 to December 31, IUS, 
~2-1 pc:Juoda:. J8-20 poundl. 11-""" poundt. 

I Betin~in,lanu8JY', IglO, LeA:ham broilel1l WB1'lI elqrifieci M UDder IH po\lnd •• l~l,," PGundt. over lK-2)4' pound. each. On April III •• 9.0. tho INt.-named claatI 
wa divided into 1,,-2 pound. atld:t..2H pounds each. 
Source of data: 

ComputatiolUl by autbora bued on tho daily quotatwlUl lUI publisbed in: FederaJ~State MarketNewa Seriiee. San FranaiaQO office. Daily l'oultry Gamo lWJlorU. 
(Ilimeo.) • 



TABLES! 
AVRRAOB PAYING PBlOBB .0& LEGHORN FRYD., Los ANG&LB8, 1931-1940; SAN F&ANClSCO,1929-1940 

(Cente per pO)lJ1d llve weight) 

Year 

1081. ........................ -I - - - - -
1082 ......................... iU 1&.8 17.1 115 1<8 14.0 
I ............................ 1M 1&.5 ItO 10.0 1<8 10.8 
1081 •••.............. , ...•... 11.7 18.0 i6.8 11.1 IU 181 
1081 ......................... 1&.7 17.1 17.1 IU 161 i6.8 
1088 ......................... 18.& 18.6 18.1i 18.8 10.8 16.1 
1087 ......................... 11.8 17.0 IU ID.O IU 18.1 
lD3S- _ ••.••••.•. , ...••..••••. 17.5 IU II .• IU Ui,O 16.0 
1939· ••.•.•...•..•....••...•. 110 IU 17.0 UI.O IS .• IU 
1040 ......................... 16.& 1&.8 110 11.1 10.1 

1811 ......................... - - - - - -
1080 ......................... 111.1 IIU IU au 20 .• 11.0 
1081. ........................ 11.0 81.1 ''1.7 III. 'U .1.8 
I ................ , ............ leo I.., 181 101 lit I'" • a ......................... I ... • 8 .• IU IU II.' 11.; 
10M ......................... 18.1 11.1 .1.1 .1.1 IU IU 
1830 ........................ I'" 20.1 IU 17.1 In III 
1 .. 8 ... : ..................... 10.' IU 20.1 11.1 1111 18.1 
1m .... · .................... , 10.1 180 10. 101 HI 17.1 
I ............................ 17.( 11.1 I.., III 181 181 ............................ 17.1 11-' II' 110 U.8 IU 
IMO ......................... III 11.1 117 110 IU 

ill J\'OIIl ~ t .• -. to 11-,:, 15. ._. U. '-~ -prioI __ "at the ....... t __ .. _ .... _ 
_ old ... : 

- - - 18 .• \8.0 
11.7 119 17.1 16.1 14.& 
13.0 121 121 II .• 11.0 
IU 11.0 16.0 11.0 14.0 
16.1 17.0 17.1 18.8 100 
14.1 IH IS.II IS .• 16.' 
10,1 20.1 '1.7 Ilia 20.0 
16 .• IU 16.1 lit IU 
IU 14.1 16.0 If.8 14.0 

- - - .0.7 III 
DO D.7 .. I III' 1110 
171 I •. ' '$1 III.' H .• 
17.0 H.O ".0 100 10. 
18.1 Ii.' 11.0 14.1 II.' 
IU 17.1 .1 .• 17.' 181 
16.1 171 1'1 D.' IU 
1'1.1 .1 .• 110 Itt .... 
I'" DI .... ... 8.0 
\7.& D.O IU III IU 
14.1 18.7 II, 11.1 III 

A....,. 

17.1 -
IU il.' 
11.0 18.' 
110 IU 
18.1 174 
IU 18.5 
180 11.4 
18.5 18.1 
11.1 1'-8 

111.7 -
1110 111.7 
II .• ... 
I ... I .. 
17.1 II.' 
I'" 11.1 
HI II" 
III 181 
11.7 H.I 
171 11.\ 
18.7 17.1 

_ ~J'':::''f'' 117 ........ ..- ..... doil;r • __ ... btiohod la: __ ....... ,, __ .. __ 00iIJ' ........... _ ... 



TABLE 58 
AVEIWI. PAYING PRIOSS"'. COLOBIW FaYlllB8, Lo. ANGlIL1I8,1931-1940; SAN F"'NOISOo,1928-1940 

(Cents per pound live welght) 

v .... 

J031 ......................... 
I;-! - - - - - - - - 19.8 20.8 

1032 .•••••••••• , •••••• , ...... IB 20.0 ILl 'u .U 10.6 20.1 20.4 1'1.0 17,0 
1033 ......................... IS.O 16.8 10.8 20.8 21.1 16.8 IU ifl.B 15.3 1".6 16 .• 
117134 ............ , ••••••••• , •• 16.& :lU 2113 2U :U.S 18.1 IB 18.0 17 .8 18.0 19.6 
103& ••••• " .................. 113.1 20.' 2G.7 21.1 20.' 20,8 10.8 '2.8 10.8 21.8 '3.1 
.036 .......................... 2 ... 22.0 .2.0 237 21.0 18.8 18.0 18.8 IU 18 .• 198 
1037 ..•••••• , ••.• " ••.••• , ••• • LO .1.8 23.0 24.7 2 ... 2M 113.8 22.0 ".0 24.0 1184 
183.8 ......................... 10.8 10',0 '0.0 'U t9.8 1'.0 IU 1804 10.4 18.' 18.0 
loa ........................... 17 .3 18.8 21.4 21.:1 J8.6 16.8 16.6 16.8 IU 17.3 17.8 
lu:40 .•••.•..•••.••••••••••••• 10.8 21.4 21.1 18.1 17.7 

l.iS ......................... - - - - - - - - - - -1929 ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 82.0 SLI 831 83.0 84.0 82,9 is.' '9.0 ' •. 8 80.8 20.8 
11130 .......................... 27.6 21Ui 81.8 82.1 33.0 29.1 26.8 26.0 ili.1 20.8 20.0 
1931. .......... , ....... ,", ••• au a.u 81.' 31.8 81.8 lI1.0 10.9 10.8 21.0 20.' 20.7 
1932 •• , •• , ........ , ..... , •.. , 11.8 IU 18.2 10.8 19.1 18.8 18.4 10,0 20.6 18.1 18.6 
1033 ......................... 180 16.0 16.0 IU 18,8 18.1 1a.D 14.1 10 18.6 13.6 
1934 ......................... 1'1,5 20.2 'I'" ".0 10.' IU 17.8 17.6 18.0 17.2 11.6 
19315 .•.•••• , ••• , •••••••.•.••• 21.2 22.0 118 .1 22.2 22.2 21.4 20 •• 10.6 20.1 10.' 11.0 
1936 .......................... 28.9 21.1 20.6 :111,2 21.6 19.8 19.8 18.4 I •.• 19.0 • 18.0 
1937 ••••••••..••..•.•.•• " .• , ID.Q ID.O 20.' 28.3 28.1 24.0 118.0 24.0 24.' 2U 26.1 
1038 ......................... 21." 19.8 19.0 20 .• 18.6 18.1 IU 20 .• J8,8 18.8 19.11 
1939 ...... , ................... 19.2 10.' 211.2 :n.8 IG.O 11.3 I ... 16.1 10.0 18.11 18.9 
11U0 ......................... 16.0 IU 20.0 19.8 20.4 

21.& -11.2 .M 
tiLe 11.0 
22.2 :10.3 
28.1 ,J,7 
20.2 20.6 
.1.4 118.6 
IU IG.i 
18.6 17.' 

8U -
27.1 309 
28.0 28.1 
19.0 .6.8 
17.7 IU 
101,4 UU 
17.7 U.8 
'10 '1.' 
18.8 20.2 
23.0 23,1 
18.4 10.5 
lli.1 18.4 

• Bolinninr In 'MllrtlhI 1934. two ()ll\lMIIilication. of ooloNKi fryer'll wore quoted: (0) 2~ pound_; (b) over a pound!l, Pmvioll.l t.(I Mo.l'(lh. 19801, quotation. went 'oranly 
onB ainu, "colored 'rye", •• From Mareh. 1934. to Dooembor l 1038, the above quotationa ~ aIlavtraa:e of colored fryera 2J+-a pound. and over 8 pound .. Boalnnina in 
January, 10a9 one "la:.ifl_tlon only waa lifIt.ed-"oolorOO OhlekOM (fryers}," under 8}i poundl. 

t Dub. ind!o.t. data Dot availabl •• 
t AvtmC" of lI.htMd h ... 'VY colored-fryer quotationl. From Deoombot. 1928. throu,h February, 1030, quoto.tionl wore lor fryo ... undor 8 pound.; Irom MllI:'eb, 1930, 

ta Au.oo. 1930. two quotation. wore luuod-blrde over a.nd undor 8 poundt: from Sapwmbor\ 1980 to $eptombor, 111118. with the Qxooption of July. 1032. aU quotatiorlfillor 
bit-dill undor 8 pound_; from Oowbor, 1033. to Dooember, 1988. two leU! of quotatiou-ovOt ano undu 8 pollna.; boainniul January, 1989, 0111 quotation for colored ohiokR 
Int (Iryetl) under 8U pound .. 
Source of data: 

Computat.iollA by anthon bued OD the dally quotatlone u publiahed. in: Federal-State Market; N ... Bern .. , SAil I'mncia<lo offioo. Daily Poultry Game Reportl. 
(Mimeo.) ,It 

r 
I 
r 
i 



TABLEG4, 
A VII1lAOE P AlCINO Palo.s 1'0& CoLO&EIl RQASTlI&S,' 'Los ANOBLllS, 1931-1940; SAN FIlANOISOO, 1928-1940 

(Cente per pound live ... ight) 

Yaor J ... Fob. Mar. Apr. Ma,y I June lu1y All.(. 

IOSI. ........................ -I - - - - - - - - 10.0 11.8 
1932 .......................... 19.1 18.4 10.6 H.I au au IU 10.1 10.' 17.& 17S 
111M ......................... 18.1 17.6 17.7 au au 17.' 17.6 IU 157 IU 14.0 
IOS4 ......................... ta.» 18.4 au au au 1111.0 18.7 18 .• IS.O 1'1 1$.1 
1935 .••••••••• :. , •.•••.•••••. .. , au H.6 au ".5 H.5 'U ... 118 11.1 :181 
lIl30 ......................... a3.7 au :18.8 111.4 aao 114 10.8 100 10.0 10.8 IU 
1m ......................... 10.7 IU au .4.1 14.1 IIU - - IU •. 1 au 
1038 ......................... .sa 11.6 H.' au - - - h.O 11-0 11.7 .1.0 
I93D .......................... .0.0 101 au 13.1 '1.1 IU I", 18.1 180 17.8 17.' 
1 .. 0 ......................... 10.' au au 10.7 10.3 

1928 ......... , ............... - - - - - - - - - - -1028, ........... ' ............. , 137 31.4 11'1.8 188 18.0 IU 11'1' IlU • U 10 • 2It 
lQ1O ......................... fiO 30.' 3H ... '8.1 .U 11.1 308 ,U "0 ".0 
1031 ......................... .... IlU IU 11.7 150 ... 117 .1 "'0 1:14 10.7 10.' 
l~ .......................... lIU :11.0 11.0 IU 160 iI.' IU :III ILl 18.' 17.' 
1031 .......................... 18.0 18.4 I" ,It 211 10. IU 17.7 181 IU 11.7 
1034 ......................... 17.' III Its ... 21. IU ftl 10.7 108 110 III 
111M ......................... IS\ "' .. Mil 14\ 140 21. 141 ftl ftl ISO "I' 1931J •••. .-~ •••.••.• H ......... 1$1 IS.I III 0 ISS 14, Mt 11.7 1St III III 100 
1037 ••••••••••••• , •• " ••••••• :181 104 III I Itt 16.1 171 '111 171 .. , ... 1170 
11lIS .......................... lII. 211 .It 110 I'" '1\ .18 ru 1tl It 1 181 
10311 ......................... I .. III 1S7 14' 111.1 It.' 11.1 . III II·' II.' III 
liMO· ........................ 10.0 10.6 10.7 10.' a.l 

I" 
17.4 
14.1 
104 
:18.' 
11.7 
'44 
IU 
11.8 

11.1 
117 .7 
".1 
108 
.6.7 
III 
1'.1 
11\ 
loa .a 
10' 
II.' 

-10. 
17 I 
100 
:18.7 
.It 
21 81 
II.' 
11.1 

-
IU 
.01 
III 
II. 
Ia.' 
II. 
211 
lSI ., ,.. 
It.' 

.... 
ao 
CD 

I 



TABLE 55 

AVD.AGB PAYING PRUmS 1'0& WUOBN RBNs,· Los ANo.ELas,1931-1940; BAN FRANCISCO, 1929-1940 
(Cents per pound live weight) 

v.., 

. 
11131 ......................... -I - - - - - - - - 1&.0 18.8 
10iI .......................... 1&.& 18.& 14" 13.3 13.6 11.0 12.3 12.0 IS.S .4.0 14.& 
ItjI33 ......................... l3.1t 12.0 12 .• 12.7 12JI 10.8 10.' 10.0 10,6 11.0 11.0 
1113< ......................... 10.7 10.8 12.3 11.8 12.6 II.' 11.1 10.7 12.6 13.1 14.1 
1836 .•••.•.•••••.••.••••.••.. 14.0 1$.0 17.1 17.8 18·6 17.' It·t 10.$ 10,& 18.1 19.1 
IU3IJ ................ ,. , ••• , •• 17.7 17.3 18.4 18.' 17.0 14.7 13.0 1:1.9 IU IU 14.4 
11137 .......................... IU 185 1& .• t6.0 14" 12.6 1'.0 IU 15.0 18.0 IB.2 
1938 ......................... 1&.0 146 15.11 160 16.2 1&.& .f.8 IU 16.7 18.6 10.& 
11130 ...... , .... , .......•. 16.3 lILO 17.1 IIUI .4.6 13.4 13.0 11.0 12.& 12.8 13.4 
ItHO ......................... 11.4 la.2 18.0 12.8 UI.8 

San lI'rBbC1800 

1020 ......................... U.O U.8 ".0 ".6 ".8 U.' .... U.5 26.1 .... .4.7 
1930., .......... , ............ .8.6 .. .. 28.0 U.S .... 18.9 17.8 19.3 ".1 IU .U 
11131. ........................ It.! 17.2 IU 18 .• 1&.1 1&.0 1&.1 17.6 19.0 10.S IU 
IVli .•••••.• , •.•....••••.•. ,. 18.7 13.' 16.3 14.0 14.0 U.8 12.9 13.2 13.& 14.8 IU 
leQ •• , ................... ,.-. 16.0 12.8 13.' la.& 14.0 18.1 u.a 10.S 10.1) IU 12.'7 
IOU ........................ , n .• 12.3 IB.I 12.8 13.2 12.6 11.1 12.' 13.0 13.D 14.0 
I ............................ 16.( 16.1 11.6 11 .• 1&.9 11.2 16.8 16.8 17.3 17.G 1&.6 
.03B, .................. , ..... 18.1 17.3 18.0 IS .• 18.' lS.9 Uta 14.0 15.1 14.7 IBJi 
loa7' ................ , ........ 10.0 16.0 16.0 17 .2 111.3 IU 13.2 14.8 17 .• 17.6 18 .• 
1938 ......................... 18.6 11.4 18.6 IB.l 16.6 IB.l 16 .• 16.2 17.7 17,6 UI.O 
UI38 ...... , .................. 17.7 17.S 18.1 18.1 16.1 15.8 14.4 IB.8 16.2 14.0 16.2 
1fH(J, ... ,,, ..... ,, .... , ...... 12.0 13.6 14.8 18.8 IU 

A. ...... 

11.' -
14.0 13.6 
10.6 11.4 
1'.0 12,0 
1M 18.8 
14.1 16.6 
16.2 14.6 
1(1.2 16.6 
IU IU 

.6.2 28.0 
17.' 21.8 
18.6 17.7 
15.0 1f.3 
11.& 12.6 
18.0 13.0 
17.7 17.1 
IB.O 13.6 
IIUI 1'.0 
IS.I 17.0 

13.' 15,9 

• Besinnin, 8ept.tlmber 28, 193(1, quotationa on Leahorn '*" were divided into thOle on (o) undu 8H pounde and (b) over 3)i pomad •• The abovo quotat.iolll from 
Outober. lua6. on are.a averaaeof \0') and (6). 

t DMh. indicate data Dot available. 
SoUl"Of of data~ . H 

ComputatioDl byautbOl'4 ""'d OIl the daily quotationl all publiehed in: FedOl'al-$tat.e Market New. S9rvioe, San Fr.".oi.too oftioe. Daily Poultry OameReport.e. ~ 
(AIlm ... , 



TABL1!l56 
AVllRAOB P .... ,INO PII.ICES 1'0& COLOIWI B'lr.NS" Los ANOBLll8, 1931-1940; SAN F!w<CISCO, 1928-1940 

(C ... II per pound live weight) 

Year Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May I June JuI,y 

1981. ............. , .......... -I - - - - - - -
11IlI1 ••••.•••................. 111.4 10.& 1i.8 IU Ig.o 17.& 1&.' IU 
11IlII ••.•..................... 11.8 16.1 14.8 11.0 11.1 1M 14.1 IU 
11IlI .......................... IU IU leo 10,1 I!.O 16.1 16.8 IU 
101lll ......................... 18 .• 18.6 11.0 2uI au II.! 10.' 10.8 
11IlI .......................... 11.0 au 28.1 IU 11.1 10.8 11.0 10.& . 
11IlI7 ......................... IU 1M 1M 11.8 191 10.0 10.' IU 
I ............................ .... 11.8 IIU Iff IU IU 12.1 III .• 
lust ......................... IU 10.1 10.6 101 19.1 IU 18.1 IU 
lNG •... , .. ,.,., ..••••...•••. 17.7 17.1 17.1 17.6 17.7 

lOll. "'''w'''''''''' ....... - - - - - - - -
1018 ........ , . .,.,' .......... 10.7 18.8 11.1 .1.0 IU .U 10.1 10.1 
11110 ••••••• , ..... ,.1/ ••.•• , •••• 18 .• IU I ... 111.0 III.' IU 161 111.8 

::: '.~.::.':.:.::'.:::::::::::. IoU •• 141 16.' I ... •. 0 '1.1 I ... 
10.1 17.' II.' I ... I'" 11.1 1'.4 11.0 

11IlII ..... " .. " ......... ... 17.' 14.1 11.0 18.1 IU IU 1&.4 16.1 
1811 ......... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . IU If.' 100 IU 16.' 11.0 III 11.7 
1816 ........... ............. 180 .80 101 11.0 8 .• '1.1 It.' .8.1 
lill ......... ....... , ... 11.8 10.8 11.7 IU II.' 10.8 10.7 10.1 
1m.,., ..... ... ,,' ......... IU 10,0 ler II.' .1.' • 1 .• 11.a II.' 
11IlII ....... . . . . . . . , . . . . , . " . 8. 11.1 11.7 III II.' II.' 11.1 .... 
I .......................... , 101 10.' 21.1 II.' 10.' 101 n.' • 1 1 
lIMO ......................... nl 17.1 IU If.' 17.' 

• A,....,.. 01. 'wo q\aOtj, ..... , bot.h Loa ~ MId. SuI'ruMirtloo-(.) 0 ...... ~ ... (.) 1U'td.-1 pou,a_ 
t Dub.. inclicue da. DOt..~ 

80...,.01 .... : 

$ep\. 

- 2U 23.0 
18.8 1&.& 11.4 
IU 16.0 If.' 
18.0 17.6 11.6 
IU 280 23.0 

'1.6 II.' 101 
111.1 IU I.U 
13.1 au III 
1M I ... 11.0 

- - -
11.0 lO.a . , 
17.' 17.1 '86 ••• •• •• IU 110 17.' 
11.' 160 141 
ISO 177 17. 
III Ilf • U 
II. lI.a 101 ... "' II • 
II. II' DI 
• 8.1 III 11 • 

23.0 -
17.0 11.0 
141 16.0 
171 18.1 
23.0 II.' 
I ... 11.7 
14.1 111.0 
221 230 
I!.I 10.1 

10. -•• 10 • 
16. '7.f 
10. •• 
11.1 11. 
140 16.' 
16, II. 
II. II • 
.'1 II.' 
II. III 
.7 II.' 
171 It • 

(~." .... _ 1>7"\bono ""-I .. iho daiI)' q_ .. puNlobod \a:_001 s.. .. _N __ a.. __ Daib- ...... -~ 

I 



TABLES7 
AVDAGI: PAYINO PRICES rOB LmBOBN RooSTERS, Los A..)lOBLBSJ 1931-1940; SAN F.B..l.NCISCO, 1928-1940 

(C<mto per pound live weight) 

Los Angelea 

11131." .. "" .. , .. ".",., ... -' - - - - - - - - 10.0 10,0 
193'2 .••.•.•.••••....••.•.•••• 10.0 10,0 9.' 6 .• 6.0 8.0 U '.0 6.0 '.0 6.0 
11133""", .. ", .. ".""", , 8,0 8.0 8.0 6.0 8,0 8.0 8.0 8,0 8.0 6,0 8,0 
1934 ......................... 8,0 '.0 8.0 •. 0 8.0 6.0 ••• 8.0 8.0 •• 0 8.0 
11136" ....................... '.0 8.0 8.0 T.Q 10.3 10.6 10.' 10.5 10.6 lUi !OJi 
11138 .......................... 10.& 10 .• 10.8 10.5 10.' 10.' &8 0.0 9.0 9.0 0.0 
11131 ......................... 9.' 0.0 9.0 U 9.0 0.0 0.0 9.1 11.0 11.0 11.0 
Ins ......................... 1J .0 11.0 11.0 10.1 9.0 9.0 u.s 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 
11139 ...................... , .• 10.0 U U U •. 0 8.1 8.' 8.' ••• ••• U 
1040 •••• , .................... 8.' 8.' ••• 8.0 6.6 

1028 ......................... - - - - - - - - - - -
1000 ......................... 12.3 1204 18.0 13.8 18.0 14,0 IU 14.0 14.0 13.1 19.0 
1030 ........ , ................ 13.0 18.0 la.o 12.5 12.0 11.0 12.0 H.O 12.0 12.0 H,O 
11131. • " .. " ................. !J.O !J.O !J.I 12.0 1G.2 ... 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 •. 0 
.932 •• ,., .•. , ... " ........... 8.0 •. 0 '.0 7.0 8.0 8,0 6.0 8.0 8.0 '.0 8.0 
1m.,,,.,., .......... ,, ..... u G.' 1.6 7.8 7.0 1.' 1.0 7.0 7.0 6.1 8.0 
1114 .............. " .... " ••• '.0 '.0 '.0 '.0 8.0 8.0 8.0 8.' 70S 1.1 1.' 
11138 ......................... 1.fi 1.8 8,8 10 .• 10.5 10.0 8.' 8.6 8.' 9.8 11.0 
1936, ••....•................. 12.1 12.0 11.1 11.0 11.0 10.6 10.' 10.' 10 •• • 10.5 10 .• 
1(137 ••••••••••.•••••••••••••• 0.1 0.1 0.' 8 .• 8.6 8.' 8.' 8.' U 8.5 8.6 
1038 .•..•••.....•.•.•.•..•••• 8.' 8.' lo.i I.., U P.I 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 
1930 ••.•...•••.•..•.•••.••••. 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 
J94O ..•••••••..•..••. , •. , •.•• 10.0 10.0 10.0 S .• 7.0 

• Dubee indicate data not a..uabl&. 

A ...... 

10.0 -
8.0 ••• 
8,0 8.0 
'.0 .,0 

10.' U 
9.0 0 •• 

11.0 9.1 
10.0 10.1 

••• 8,0 

l:l.I5 -
18.0 13.1 
H.O 12.1 
•. 0 0.' 
8.' 8.8 
•. 0 ••• 
1.' ••• 10.6 I.e 
0.7 10.8 
8.' 8.8 

10.0 0.7 
10.0 10.0 

$auree of data: ...... 
CoIlllPut.at.iQna by AuthQ1"II based on the daily quotatiolUl lUll publillhoo in: Federal.State Markot N ... Serville, San ll'rallcUOO olliot. Daily Poultry Gam" Report.. ~ 

(MimeD.) -



TABLE 58 
AVEllA •• PAY"'G PRIC •• roa COLORED RooSTEIIS, Los ANGELl!S, 1931-1940, SAN FIlANClSCO, 1928-1940 

(Cents per pound live weight) 

Year 

1931. ........................ -' 
1932 ......................... 10.0 
111l11 .......................... 8.6 
111M ......................... 0.0 
1936 ......................... U 
1016 ......................... 11.5 
10117 ......................... U 
lV38 •••.••••..•.•••••...•.••• 11.0 
10lI0 ......................... 10.1 
10.0 ......................... U 

\', . 
1 ............................ -
101t .. : ...................... II.e 
10lI0 .... , .................... 17.0 
10111. ....................... 116 
10lIl .......... .... "."". 10.8 
IIIlII ........................ ... 
1ut ........ , ............. , '.0 
1I11III ......................... ... 
1011 .......................... la.' 
INT ........................ II .• 
IIIlII ........................ 11.1 
10lI0 ......................... 10.$ ............................. 101 

• n...h. iaclicUe dMa DOt aftilabla. 
8ouot of dat.: 

- - -
10.0 0.7 U 
U 8.1 If 
8.0 8.0 8.0 
u 8.1 U 

1U IU IU 
U U U 

11.0 1.1.0 11.1 
1\.1 IU IU 
U U 0.0 

- - -
IU 17.' 18.0 
17.0 17.0 17.0 
II.' 14.1 It,] 

100 10.0 10.0 
8.1 U 8.1 
e.G .0 eo 
I. ... HI 
III III III 
116 1.16 11.7 
11.6 IU III 
\0$ 101 101 
I'" I'" .7 

• 
- - - - - 10.0 10.0 
U U II 8.& B.' 8.1 U 
U U U U 6.1 10 1.0 
s.o 1.0 '.0 '.0 7.8 8.6 U 

11.8 11.& 11.5 11.5 II.' 11.5 11.' 
IU IU 10.1 U U .. , ••• 
'.6 U U 104 1.1.0 1.1.0 1.1.0 
U U 10.0 10.6 10.6 10.6 106 
t.7 1.1 '.0 0.0 U ... U 
7.' 

- - - - - - -
If.O 180 1.1.0 18.0 IB 0 17.1 11.0 
18.1 III III II' II. II.' II.' 
If .• 11.7 100 100 100 10.0 10.' 
100 II 80 80 ••• •• to 
1.1 II ... ... u •• ••• 
1.0 10 '.0 U 1.1 It ... 

110 III 11.1 11.1 11.1 nl HI 
11.6 1.1.1 11.1 11.1 1.1.1 U. 1.11 
116 11.1 n., 11.1 III III 11.1 
101 10& 10' .... 10.' II' ... 
10. 10.6 ... S 'U 101 III 11.1 
II 

A_ 

10.0 -
U U 
1.0 7.7 ... U 

11.1 10.8 ... IU 
1.10 IU 
10.6 lo.T 
U ... 

te.r -
17 .• 17.0 
II.' III 
100 11' ... • •• I.D •• 
.1 II 
ru III 
U. 1.1.1 
I ... 11.1 

•• •• 
II. ... 

(lIi~P.- .",au ..... ..- ....... doI\J .--_ ." ............. _N __ .... ~_Dllil:r........,.c:.-___ 



TABLE 59 

AVBBAOB PAYING PRICEe J'OB YOUNG DUCKSJ LoS ANOELES, 1931-1940;: SAN FRANCISCO, 1930-1940 

(Cent. per ponnd live weight) 

You 

1031. •......•.•....•..•...... -' 
ln2 ......................... 16.& 
1033 •• """" ".,,,"', ..... IU 
193to ................... , ...•• IJl.I 
11I3IJ ..... , .. ,''''',.'''',.,' , 16.0 
1038 ....... ,"" •••• ,." .. , •. 18,0 
1031 ......................... , 13,8 
1038 .... , ..... ",." .• , ..... ' 18.6 
103', " ..... , ................ 18.0 
10.0"., .. ,"''', ..... , ...... 18.0 

ItaD,." ..• ",,,., .. , ... ,, ... 16.6 
1P31. ........................ -
lU2 ..••..•.....•.. ' ••.••.• ' •• 12.0 
10311 .... ,,, ••• ,,',.,.,, .• , ••• -
19M ••••.. " ...... " .. " .. ,. , 10,0 
1836 •••.•.••....••••••.•• ,., . 18.6 
1118 •.••• " •. "" ............. 18.1 
1037" ...... " ................ 12.0 
lU3 ........................... 12.15 
11189 ......... , ............... 18.' 
10.0 ........................ , IU 

• Dub. mdioaw data not awilabl •• 
8ouroe of d.t&: 

- - -
15.& IU ".0 
\2,0 IU IU 
18,0 18,0 18,0 
16.11i 18.& 17,0 
18,0 18,0 16,1 
III ,0 16,0 15.0 
18.& 11.1 IU 
1<.9 1U 1U 
18,0 1lI.0 16.0 

16.1 15.& 15.& 
- - -

12.0 1t,0 11.0 . - - -
11.8 1'.6 18,6 .4.' 16.0 18.0 
I ... I ... 14,0 
12.0 12.0 .,,0 
14.0 1',0 16,0 
If.l 115.0 1403 
IU lI.a I1./S 

- - - - - 14.15 111.& 
IU 12.4 U 8.6 10,' 18.1 1204 
l:tO 10,7 U 8,8 IU 12,0 \2,0 
13.0 II.e 1Q.6 9.8 11,0 11,0 13,6 
IU IU II ,0 11,0 18.1 15.0 18.1 
18,0 13,0 la.o 18,0 18,0 13,0 18.0 
IILO 111.0 18.0 IU 18.5 14.0 17." 
IU 1'-& 13,' IU 12.0 13.2 IIUJ 
18,7 18,0 12,2 11,2 12.7 13,0 10 
1'-8 

1&,6 11.1 18,0 - - - -- - - - - ,11,0 12,0 
.,,0 11.4 10.0 10.0 11.6 IU 12.6 - - - - II ,4 11.8 9.7 
12.0 13.2 1t.1 13,6 18.' 18JI 18.8 
10,0 16.0 IIU It.' 111.7 18,' 18,1 
14.0 18.D 12.8 11.0 ".0 ".0 1t.0 
12.0 11.0 ULO 12.8 12.1 12.lI IU 
14.e 18,1 ".5 .". 11.15 12,3 12,' 
14.0 11.6 1l.6 11.5 11.6 10.' lI.a 
ULO 

10.6 -
12.9 11,8 
12.1 11.8 
16-15 12.8 
18,0 11.8 
13.0 14.' 
18.6 U,O 
16,0 11.2 
1M 13,7 

- -
12,0 -
.,,0 11.1 
9.8 -

13.6 18,0 
18.0 14,' 
12.0 1M 
151.' IU ., .. 18.8 
11.1 11.7 

Computationa by AuthOt'l hued on the dlilly quotation. .. publillhed in: Federal~8tate Marke,NewI Service, San Francisco olBee. Daily Poultry Game Report.. ~ 
(Hiraoo.) , ::g 



TABLE 60 
AVBRAOI PAYING PRlOBS I'OK SQUABS, Los ANOnllS, 1931-1940; SAN Fll.ANCIS'·O, 1930-1940 

(Conte per pound live weight) 

Year 

LooMieJ .. 

1181. ••.•...•......•...•.•.•. -" - - - - - - - - 10.0 
1181 ....•••••..••.....•...••• 10.0 80.0 ".0 .sa 21.4 li.O 10.0 10.0 20.0 20.' 
liI38 .••..••••..•••.......•..• Iii 20.0 "'.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 10.0 20 .• :aU 
1184 •.•••......••.......••• , . 2U IU IU 111.8 11.0 110 21.0 11.0 11.0 11.\ 
1181 ..•••..••••..•••.•.••.••• 180 IS.O IU 111.1 11.6 116 21.1 11.1 11.7 au 
1180 .••.. '" .•••.•••••••...••• lI1.5 • 1.5 117 .• 1170 258 2$0 tII.O tII.O tII.O 16.1 
1187 •....................••.. 30.' 11.8 81.6 11.5 ".0 ".0 111.0 111.0 ".0 ".0 
liI38 .•••••.•..•••.•••..•.••.• 11.0 11.0 81.0 ".1 140 18.1 15.1 IU IU IU 
1m ......................... 11.0 11.0 11.0 IS .• II.! 11.0 11.0 11.0 110 IU 
11KO ................. : ....... 387 311.1 III IU lSI 

. 

1*10." .. ,.,: ................. 11.1 131 2111 111.0 1110 119 11.0 Is.o III IU 
1181. ...... : ................. au 110 11.6 ..0 11.6 II. ... 11.1 IU 14.0 
liI3I ......................... III 117.7 II.' 101 18.8 11.7 IU 11.1 IU ... 
11IU ......................... lit 141 10.0 11.7 17.' 11.1 17.0 11.1 Ia. "' 118 ........................... IU •. 7 III 11.8 II.' 11.$ Ia .• I ... II.' 14.1 
liI38 ......................... 17.1 au lOll II.' .... III •• ... 141 •• IN&,,.,, .. ,.''.'' .••..•. ~ ••. IU .u IU 11.1 til.' 1115 IU •• •• 117 .• .. , ......................... 11.1 11.4 10' IU 117.' tII.o 17 .• 117 .• 171 •• IW ........................ IU •. 1 ... •• ••• 1111 •• •• ..7 II' 
1m ........................ au 120 •. 0 III.' .. I III IU IU •• • 1 
11KO ......................... ••• III ... 14.' IS.' 

10.0 10.0 

'U 20.6 
IU IU 
IS.O 1110 
11.7 117.' 
101.1 lea 
•. 0 10.' 
111.1 117 
11.1 11.1 

10. 1171 
140 14.1 

•• 100 
11.1 101 

••• 141 
177 1171 ., •• 
10.1 101 
.1 .0.1 
17.1 •• 

A ...... 

-
111.1 
20.' 
Is.. 
111.2 
IU 
IU 
17 .• 
IU 

•• •• 11.1 
I .. .... 
•• 
17.' 
•. 1 
17.' •• 

.... 
'" .. 

, 



V .. , Jan. 

1030 ....... • «." •• " .. ,- .. 1.64 
1931. .... .. . ". " ...... I.&) 
1982. ",," " " "' . .. "" . L38 
1933 ...... , .. , ...... ..... LaS 
1934 .. ... ". , ..... " .. ..... 1.12 
11134 .. , • ... ,." ". ". '" , .. , 1.12 
19311 ••••• , .••• ,', ..•. 1.12 
1037 .. , ...... , .. ........... 1.J2 
IPSS .. ,," . .. " .. "" ... .... 1.12 
IND .•.. " ••.•... .... 1.38 
194<> ............... ......... !.38 

Source of data: 

TABLE 61 
AVERAGE PAnNa PRlCEB J'ORPIGEONS, SAN FRANCISOO, 1930-1940 

(Dollars per do.en) 

Feb. -'far. Apr. MIfLY Jun.e July Aug. Sept. ------
1. ... 1.00 ..... I. ... I.&) 1.02 .. 00 1.10 
1.00 1.79 1.75 1.30 1.38 1.38 1.38 1.38 
1.88 1.38 138 L38 1.38 1.38 L3B 1.38 
1.38 1.38 1.38 1.31 1. 12 to, 1 :12 1.12 1.12 
).12 ..22 I. .. I. .. 1.20 U9 1.12 1,12 
1.12 1.12 1.12 1.12 1.12 1.12 1.12 l.J2 
1.12 L62 1.62 1.62 1.39 1.38 1.38 1.38 
1.12 1.12 1.12 1.12 U2 1.12 1.12 1.12 
1.12 1.12 1.12 1.211 1.a8 1.38 J.38 1.38 
1.38 1.38 1.38 1.38 1.a8 1.38 1.38 1.38 
L38 L38 1.38 1.38 

Oct. Nov. D ... AveT8,(I:1'I 

1.27 1.00 1.00 1.38 
L38 1.8' 1.38 1.47 
1.38 L38 1.38 138 
1.12 1.12 1.12 1.22 
1.12 1.13 1,12 1.16 
1.12 1.12 1.12 1,12 

1.38 1.12 1.12 1.35 
1.13 1.12 1.12 1.12 
1.38 1.S8 1.38 1.211 
1.38 1.38 1.38 1.38 

ComputatioJUI by authof'8 baaed (In the daily quotatioJUI '" publiehed in: Federal·State )'hu-ket Newe Servioo, San Fmneillco office. Daily Poultry Game &porte. 
(Himoo.) 



TABLE 62 
AVEIlAO! PAYING PalCRS ro& DOMU1'tO RA&srrs UND.&& 5 POUNDS IN W&lOII'l', Los ANOEl"'8, 1931-1940j SAN F&ANClsco,1930-1940 

(Cents per pound Ii •• weight) 

Year 

19111. ........................ -' 
1032 .•.•.•.....•...•.....•.•. 11.5 
1038 .. , '"'' .... , .. ", .... , .. 8.8 
103'., "". "." ...... " ... ,' 0.8 
1036.. " ........ " ........... Il.O 
IV36 .•. , ••.. , ••••...••••. , ••. lU 
1037 .. , ................... " . 11.0 
1038, ........ , .. , ...... , ..... 1!.7 
1911i."" .•. ",.",., .• ",., . 11.0 
1040 .. , ..... , ... ,' ...... , .... 12.8 

1030 .• " ... ,,, ......... , ..... 1&.8 
19111, .... , ............... , •.. 181 
11OU., .. , ..... , .. , ..... " .... 118 
1933 ...•••.•••.••.... " •.. , •. 7.8 
IV34 .• , •.••••••.•...•.••..... III 
1036", ... , ... " .. ,,,., .... ,. III 
1011 ....... , ........... , ..... IU 
liO'/, .. , .. , .", ... "." ..... I ... 
10M .• ,."., .•. ", .. "., .• ,., 141 
la .................... , ... , 130 
lIMO .•••••••.•.•.•. , .•••.••• IU 

• _ .. ~ __ .... ..w.bIo. 

1:!!io\U'Ot of d.,*~ 

-
10ft 
81 

10.' 
11.1 
115 
12.0 
1U 
lU 
13.8 

18.0 
IU 
loa 
7.4 

10. 
Jr.' 
III 
,It 
1'.1 
120 
III 

- - -8. 80 8.0 
8.8 8.4 SO 

H.I 10.8 D.1 
11.6 lU 11.8 
11.& 115 III 
12.i IS.8 12.4 
1U It.8 13.8 
180 13.0 11.0 
11.8 11.6 11.1 

16.1 110 ISO 
11.8 146 U8 

8' U II 
'I 1.0 71 

" .. '.1 
11.5 It.' II I 
11.1 11.1 10.1 
111 14.0 II." 
140 131 12. 
121 n .• 110 
III 10 I 101 

,. ...... 

- - - - 13.5 13 .• 12 .• -
71 7.0 7.ft 01 to U U 88 
U 7 .• 7.7 8.8 U 17 01 U 
88 II D 1 10.' 11' 11.8 120 10. 

10.8 101 10 S 115 131 188 11$ 110 
10ft 106 110 lID lit 130 128 lit 
112 114 II' 140 If! 15.' 16& lU 
1 .. 11.7 10.1 130 126 ISO III 11,8 
10.7 11.1 11.1 13.0 12.1 131 I .. 126 

III 10 I 100 117 141 161 III 141 
104 18 10,1 130 ItO 110 ItO 131 
II U II 17 II. II' 10 , •• &7 17 71 II • 0 10 I II I 81 
IS .. tI 17 106 101 101 .. 
U .. 111 III lSI It. UI II o· 
t.I .. III 11_1 12. 131 131 111 

110 10,1 tt.' "' UI III ul 121 
10, tlO II. 12. ItO II. 13' 12. 
10.1 II 100 10' 10.1 Itl III III 

(lrIi!!~pu .. liDNIlb)t authtn t..d • .&.be daib' q ........ pu.hlW:wd, iD.: hclfhl..8&a .. ".,Ut. N ... &rrioII. .............. JlrtilJ'.........,. a.... ...... 



TABLE 63 

POUtll'B.y OOLD-STORAGE HOLDINGS BY OI..ASS, UNITED STATES, 1926-1939 

(Thousands of pounds) 

Jon, Feb. JIIar, Apr. I May Ilune July Aug, 

'926 

Broil"",,,.""" . , " ....... '" '" '" 16.621 13,702 11,685 8,946 1'1,074 4.496 4.320 6.62'1 9,6" 
Pryerw ... , "', • ., ••• , •••••••••• <0 •••• 7,238 6.826 6.116 4,745 8,608 2,450 1,829 1,395 1.389 
R.oeaterB •..••. . . . . . . , . , . , . . " .. ' .... 38.643 37,646 33,336 26,693 18,593 It.370 10,168 6,8&7 5,287 
Fowifl •.. ". ." .... ,,, .... ...... , 

" 
18,104 '6.11'0 14,062 0.402 6.538 4,768 ;,993 8,23{1 8,691 

TurkeYl ..........•..... .. "". 8.159 7 ,216 7 ••• t 6.129 6,192 4.764 3,884 3,237 3.073 
Milll'll'lllJml'lOUJ!, ", .. ",,, .. , " '"" ... .27,336 28,537 23,1).18 18,310 13,778 11,970 11,Ml 12,{28 1:1.653 

1- --I- -- --I- -- --I-
Total ...•.......... ,"', ... 111,SOl 109,612 95,3D7 73,124 62,783 42.808 36.130 3.\,793 38.63' 

1927 

BraHam .. .......... .... ..... at,lm 20,'" 18.186 US,D09 10,978 8,172 e.lus 0,24& 7,,{14 
P'rye~ ... ,. ..... ....... .. ... 9,717 9,417 8.35{1 6.9S7 &,093 3.986 2.400 l.833 1,616 
Roaetere. .............. ..... 42.763 43,651 37,831 29,362 20.932 15.360 10,7:l2 7.184 ".782 
Fowle ... , ,. ............. .. ... 20,332 20.137 17.560 13.860 8,SS9 1,088 7,032 6,076 5.t5l) 
Turl(.eys .•• , .•....• .. , ..... " . 10.820 12,188 12,128 11.020 9.719 8.584 7.571 6,452 6.SUi 
MiIJooIJunoow. .. . , ............. ..... 30.281 39.228 35.446 38.089 21,1W1 18,336 16. (1111 14.608 14.625 

I-I- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
TQtat., ..... , '" ............ .... 144,497 14.5,076 129,610 104,697 7( ,282 61.626 5O,06f 42,29S 39,711 

Ollt.. Nov. D"" 

18,78t1 17.II6Il 20.160 
2.100 4.245 7.262 
6.a'7 H,M7 29.091 
0,108 7.487 13,6117 
2.674 1,773 5,912 

13.655 .19.135 30.3U 
1- -- --

4t.771 64,8ft 10&.85t 

10.896 12,6tO 14.G10 
1,938 3,332 6,304 
...,06 P,019 21.153 
6,085 6,290 1'.31i4 
5.166 4.170 6.242 

11.210 16,88t 2li.3()IJ 

-- -- --
43.201 62,315 85.030 

(Conl'ntud on nat po",.) 



Droile .... ", .. ,' ." ..... ,,, .. ", .. " .. , 
}/'rYOl'l ............... ,., ..•••...•.• , .. 
Raaaten .............••.. , ... ".," 
J'ow •... "'" ... , .. "',, ...• ,,.,. , .,." 
TurkeYl ..........•.....•••. " ........ , 
MieeeUaneoue,."" .... ".,,,, .. , ," ' 

Total ............ , ...... ""." .. , .. 

Broi .... , , , ........ , , ' , .... , , .. , .... , , .. 
llTyon, " .... ', .... ', .. ' ......... , ..... 
Rout~ ....... " ... , .................. 
FnwIA",.", •.. " .. , .•. , •..... , .. " •. " 
Turke) ................................. 
"~ft)'- .......... ".,'" ...... ". 

Total .•.. , ..................... .... 

Brm...,. ....... , .. ,.,., ............ ,., .. ....... ", ........ , .. , ... , ...... .. , '" .. 
a-.. , ........................... 
Fo ......... , ........... , ...... ,., ..... , 
'l"\U'b~ ....... " ........ , .. , .... , .. , 
N.uaneo ........ , ....•......... , ... 

Tow ....•......... , .•.••....... , .. ' 

TAllLll 63-(Confinued) 

POULTltY COLD,STOMGI HOLDINGS BY CLASS, UNITJID STATES, 192&-1939 

(Thousan,," or pounds) 

1928 

l&.AlO 14,281 11,818 9.088 6,122 4,1159 4061. M07 9,1X\3 
8.729 g,OfS 7,883 B.210 ',068 2,7&7 1,931 1,59& 1.312 

33,7011 3$.1100 31,101 21;.108 16,~ 11,205 7.217 6,060 3,7&2 
19,191 19,101 17,2<16 1'.377 8,m 7,248 6.895 7,700 8,110 
9,333 10,968 n.113 11,403 MI7 8.371 7.308 UIS 0.040 

80,346 '19,167 113.613 16.QiH 1I,7U 9,733 SO.621 13.820 IU41I -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
117.4110 U.,IM IOI,':H 88,1011 66.8811 411,872 38,230 40,306 40.1411 

17,aU 1&,371 lUll 1.838 7,1:H &,03iI U66 7,28(\ 111,178 
10,004 9,171 7,:HI fJ,OUS UI!O 2.8,w U59 I, .... t.6t9 
&1,837 U,1Oa 38,108 IIs.ol1 17,70 tt.UI UU 0.101 •••• 3 
lun 10,163 8,417 I,m 8,m a.oll UN 6,738 0,61\0 
10.480 13.068 14 ... 67 11,147 10.108 ..... 7,IM 8,4211 &.813 
IIUOO so .... II," 13.6i8 ',&71 1,1117 II." 11.8 ... 1O.M7 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

10IiI.'" 101,_ ".088 &8.118 61.901 <t,MiI 0.001 4O,iIM 411.010 

.,m tun ",ut 1"l1li1 11,331 8.781 8.0" 1.274 t,IOII 
11,607 11.881 II,"" ..... 1.171 "'07 1.1I2'! 1.'11 I.Ui 
lun 41,344 117 .... 38 .... SO, "'I 16.133 ...... 1.8'7 t,,.. 
IUM 17,'" 17.510 .'.SS7 o,sl8 8,11$ 8,129 7,101 I,.., 
l,tiI 11 .... ".3h8 D ..... .1 .• l.iU 7 .... I .... f,GO 

as,1II8 17 •• ...... ",'" 18 •• llI.m I ..... '1 .• '1,--- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
t.o.':'S!J 141.m tlS.I'tJ 10/10.101 71. ... t •. I"" IU .. ".117 ..... 

Nov. I Dec. 

12,011 11,/106 18.1173 
2,13& •• 4/H1 8.640 

U39 13,025 211, '"" 
U8S UI6 9,113 
6.208 '.188 8,2M 

18,993 111.710 ".313 -- -- --
.,578 &8,tlO3 78,178 

I.."". 21.147 1f.l08 
I,m • 6,87' 1,'" 
0.921 10..08 lIT .lliO 
'.111 11.11" 14.11'" 
1,171 1,71t 0.320 

SO.Me 38,446 14.117 -- -- --
".170 ".071 111.871 

It •• 111,1106 1'.1.' I.m 4.881 7.111 ..... 11.140 III. jl • 

I.'" 1.47' 12.117 

• •• J.1at ....i 
17." It,,,, . .... -- -- --..... ••• .. .... 

-



1031 

BmiJem .. .... ,. """"" .. ", .." , " 14,686 13,057 11.532 '.8711 6,iS8 4,623 4.,772 8,346 9,345 18,613 liS. 128 16.366 
Fryei'll •.. , .. ... .. ,', ... " ... , .... 9,971 9.333 8,103 6.IUO 4,228 2.918 1.129 1,747 2.036 8,764 6,666 7.796 
RoMtera ........ " ............. , ....... 81.176 30.664 27.'" 20.463 12.«2 8.662 6.893 8.863 a.l45 6.34.5 12,134 24..138 
Powla ..•...•.•...•.•...•... , ........ , .. 18,M2 Is-.ot 19.676 14,76:1 8.699 8.626 6,198 7,117 6.0011 8.087 7.439 8,738 
Turkeys ..... ,"",., •. " .. ,.,", .. , •... 4,6118 7,018 8.661 8,351 4,816 3,896 3.091 2,777 3.866 8,36$ 2,303 6,123 
Mi..tCIlllAneotUl ................ ......... 25.973 22.'" 19,493 13.328 9,&77 8,'6Of 11.170 15.0811 18.266 22.081 22.100 28.821 

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Total", .... ,.,' _"., .• _ •...... ,.,., .. 104.013 10t.307 06.188 89.086 46,1120 35,3"8 3S,762 36,488 43.060 &6.21& 8&,868 80,m 

1932 

Broilera .......... ... ..... , ......... 16,432 14,481 12.'" 10.282 7.4311 6.141 3.711 8.680 0.4/7 7,8M ?,630 10,874 
Fry.". .•. " •.• ,.,., , "" .... " .. , .. ". 9,213 8.643 7 ,667 e,131 ,.168 '.2M 1,983 l.:m 1,U8 8,90S 8.026 11,187 
Boaet.erl .....................•..•...... 36,220 33,006 28,084 21,364 16.1186 11.012 8.618 f,174 3.2112 6.656 14,328 . 27,69t 
Fowllil .......• , ............. " ......... 13,266 n.M! 8.400 6.434 6.138 f,978 '.693 8,964 3.490 8,932 7.124 10,210 
Turkeyt ...... , ..• "., .• ,., ... , .•• ", .. , 10,320 U,273 13.853 . 11,423 9.598 8,271 7."" 6.985 ',lUlU #,691 1,033 tl,1l97 
Dueb ........................ " ..... ,. • • • • • • 2,718 4.,04.9 4.,828 4.989 4.737 &,072 
Mu.oollaneoue ...•. , ........ , •.......... 33.26lI 30.211 26,718 19,(138 13.763 J2,U3 9,693 8,408 1.61J.1 7,843 10,212 13,481 

-- -- -- --I- -- -- --.- -- -- --
Tow.l ............................... , 116,700 111,654 DtI.422 "f.6IJO 56.676 ...... 86.681 81,471 80,306 86,683 64,980 91,118 

1933 

Broilers ..............•.•. , .....•. , •• , •. 11.289 10,031 8.44' I .... , 4,888 3.786 4,221 6,620 9,137 11,801 13.211 t6,H8 
Fryers" ... .................. , .. ," 14,122 12,803 11.037 8.039 6,185 4.,088 2,686 1,602 J,057 3.097 5,338 9,G62 
RoaateI1l." •...... ......... .......... 37.163 35,122 211.834 . 22.080 13,&32 0,'" 7.1162 8,HIII 4,881 5,682 1O.MS 23,£65 
Fowls ........ , .... ...... ".," 13.132 11,490 9,601 6,868 5,060 ',967 0,323 12.178 12,626 10,839 11,702 15,143 
Turkeye .. , ....•.. ............ ' .. " " 14.686 18,7Z8 .16.144 12.168 9,170 7,817 7,200 G,100 4.002 2.100 1.620 6,600 
Dl.lcb ...•• ". .... . . . . . -. . . . . . . . .... 4,439 3,627 2.8'4 1.1144 ... ... 2,207 3.452 4.676 6,1114 4,849 4,722 
Ifiecellaneoua ..... ......... '"" ..... 16,361 14,342 11.300 8.027 6.163 '.800 0.090 10.310 10.&&1 10,795 11.063 1&.881 --I- -- --I-,-I-1- -- -- -- --

TotaL ..•• "." ...... , •........• ' 111,64.2 104.,833 89,676 07."" 46,82f 38.131 42,706 '4,070 41.780 60.171 69,528 91,211 

• lnoll.lded In "MilIceUaneoue" prior to July 1. 1932. 



TABLE 63-(Collc/uded) 

POUU'RY COLD,STOIWlE HOLDINGS BY CLASS. UNITBD STATES. 1926-1939 

('rhQu8ands.of pound.,) 

.. _-
BroileI'1 .•...•......•.... , , .,. " .... 15. tl8 13,343 10,4Df 7,3M 4,473 3,794 a,308 5,783 ..... 
Fryens ............. .. ,' ..... " .. 13.097 l1.m $1,918 ?O07 8.804 2.1i9 1.7114 1.!W8 1.8<g 
ROBIIt.t.. , ............ .... . ...... 38.156 37.51' 32.977 24.1100 17.7IM 12.701 9."8 7.IM a. U9 
Fowle .. ".""",,, .. .. , .. 18.f2G 18,113 11.973 7,308 3.351 .,1" 7 .... 11,06. 11,082 
TurkO)'1, . ,. ... , . " .. 16.732 1(t,941 19.177 14, fOg 11.1114 ...... 8.a .. 6 .... 4,787 
Ducb .•••..... ........... . . . . . -. ... U81 1.189 2.252 087 184 168 1.503 2.802 3.11 .. 
MilooUanflOUI, •• ' . . . . , . . . . , . .. ." .... 18.687 17.810 lU85 a.lut 8.1'" 7.811 8.708 8,590 '.1<12 -- -- --- -- --- --- -- --- ---

Thlal ................ .... ... . ..... 123,508 120,177 101.77G 7",191 ".212 311. itO 40.609 ... Il0l 1<.053 

111M 

8l'Oii""",, , •... ,' ..... , " , .. ........... JUlIO 18.1811 16.1151 11.1142 8.m 6,812 ..... 6.108 I .... 
rr".rs. , ....... . . . . . . , . . . . . d •• , .... lU3Q 1.,079 11,7f8 '.M' ft."G '.028 1.&3& 1.017 I.lej 
Roucett. .... .... ." . ... . ... h.av 30.000 •• 180 IUD '''.8012 8,181 6.117 3.120 1.00" 
Fowla .... .... ,,, ... .... ..... ." ..... 2.,889 19,8.5g 15,8.W 10,06$ ' •• 73 6.111 6.399 i.en 4.347 
l'1.U'k~, ••..• ,. .. " . .. "" .. .. . ...... 18.062 _,6UI "",n 11.816 lo.t<3 Jf.1.S8 1~,851 ".866 '.00II 
Duoa ..•... ... ...... ..... 1.843 .,184 U30 800 II. ... 2.0" 1,&41 U •• 
.. _llaneou. ......... .. 18.'74 11.10' til .• 10 •• a .... . .... 10,111 IO,I&G '.8$1 -- --- --- --- -- --- --- --- ---

Tot.J ........ " .. ... , ............. 131,001 III .• 106.771 81,711 81.816 43.27' 41.051 fl,1Si lUll . ... - ........................... .... \1.1113 '.81' t,m 1.184 1.1416 '.11' I .... ..... 1t.4" ,.,.,... ........................ II.SIt It .• 10."" .... 1 '.M 1.1107 1 .... I.H1 a.IUt 
lloaatert. " .... " .... '''' .. ,.,. .. .... 3'.114 ..... 1S,91S lU .. 1:1." •. 'I'M ..... ..... l.i1I 
h ............. ............ .. " .. " • •• SrS4 Iii." n.817 I.on '.0111 ..... I.'" ..... ..... 1'0,"" ....... ." ..... ", ... .. .. " 10,811 10."1 It. 100 17.'. IS .... ",181 lU<O ... 71 7 .... 
Duob ............................. I.IM ..... 1M .... ... 1.081 . ... ..."' I.ot • 
II~--, .. ... .... ...... ., .... II.m lUM II.fit '.058 7.740 ..... 10.'" D." 1 ..... --- -- - - --- --- --- -- ---TouIl ....... ......... . .. -- .. "" .... " •. m .. .,., . .... ....... • u • ...... .... ...... 

1 •• "41 lS,515 2O.m 
3 .... 8.&81 12.690 
7.'172 13,4108 23,\W7 

11,605 13.937 IO,lta 
..IMI 1. 7113 U7t 
1,962 ..... 3,749 

10,OM 13,3.S IS.lftl 
--- -- --

&.1.2112 '3.101 106 •• 

•. 900 ..,. .. 11.178 
1.811 "'38 ".394 .,.12 ... W 21,451 ...... 7 .... 12,531 
1.5 .. I.UO to 1.4 
UlIO 4.111J . ..... .. "'" lD.1 .. 'f,311 
I- --- --

".720 au" .... 
...... IS. 716 fT .... 
7 •• u .• , 11.&8. 
1.2 .. 11.6 •• II .• 

M •• JI.tOl .. ..." 
~ ... •. 111 I' .• .... U .. UC 

11 .... ...... •• 7WI -- --- --a .• ....tIl ...JOt 



·037 

Broil.,.., •.. " ...... "., ..... " ......... 87,631 24,898 2 •• m J8,990 12.17a 0.044 7.3118 7,400 8,211 0.070 9.&31 0.163 
Fryen .•.•..•• " .••..•..••••..•......•• 20.113 IS,US t6,&38 11.7M B,IM6 Ii. 12& a.896 2,514 1.297 4,181 7,n9 10,13' - ............................... 89,186 36.(07 31,698 23,908 17.438 12.669 8,7211 e.oll. 4,798 6,979 13,989 21.0U 
Pawls.,." ........ , .... , ..... " ... _ •... 82,899 27.083 26.,(65 17.004 14,OH ... 1M" 14,99$ 14.136 11,223 11.1141 Ui.333 19,918 
Tutkeya," •..... __ , ................•.... 85.189 4tI,8fl 37,783 30,411 26.160 26,108 21.915 17.441 12,311 7,315 Ul8 19,tl95 
DucQ,., ..... " •..•..•.....•.••.•• , ... 4,616 a.1l>6 a,117 1.883 1,983 8.413 5,903 8.688 10,170 '.928 9,035 1.821 
MieceUaneout. " ••..•.••... " , .. , ..••.•.• 28.l1li4 28,401 ".1160 17,492 1.,wa Ja,912 U.181 13.867 13.7~U 13,691 16.113 1(1,,",0 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

Total •.• " ... "." .••.••• ,", •....•.. , 187,887 178,304 157,858 120.328 04,888 ".340 11.173 70.00) 63.733 61, 721 16.208 108,743 

1038 

BroilOtll, ••.•... , ....•.. , .•...•.•.• " .... 9.805 8.886 7.862 8.2M '.95t •. ass U76 6 ..... '.060 0,'198 10.7119 11.460 
Ffyeta ................................. 10,8052 '.800 8.625 7 .... ..... 8.766 2,513 2,030 '.560 ".162 7.283 12,,,," - ............................... 28,468 23,344 20,161 16,7" U.96J 8.826 6.948 6.449 6.086 7.40'1 15.263 26,804 
:rowlll' ..... " ... ," •• "' ... .... , ........ 24.24. 22.126 2(I,8tO lIS.24f1 11,800 ','" 9,700 9,039 8.819 0.630 12.943 18.10. 
TurkeY*' •••••• , ••••••• ,., ..... , •.•• " •• 26,1503 28,020 24.661 20,123 1«.713 12.028 11.g38 8 .... 5.111 8,790 3 .... 18.111 
Ducq, .... , ... " .......... , ........... 6.747 4,290 2.71'1 1,"8 1,4611 3,143 8.1).10 9.196 11.260 11,496 10.780 9.276 
MiaoeUaueoUfl., "" ., ••.••••••••• ", •• ' 20.891 18.589 t5.757 12,910 10.1163 10.106 11,401 11,731 12.476 18,619 16.775 22,401 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

Total" .. ",,,, .. , ....... " .... , ..... 123.600 111i.IOS 100,403 78,810 60,063 &2,0.9 53,432 62,640 H.Of! &9.94:3 77.692 118,088 

1039 
t"-!o 

BtoilAnw ...... ,. , ....... ,,, .......... ,, It.5S2 10,804 9.2811 7.414 5.770 6,MI 1""8.7., 1,494 8,m ..... 10,000 10.570 
Frye ....... ,., ... ,. ........ . ..... " 1/S.078 13,606 11.635 9,232 6.1i86 4,892 3.395 2,490 2,620 3.748 7,267 1t.a87 
RoaateQ .• , • ... "',, ...... ........... 33,I'IM al,273 26,718 91),908 1.5.513 11.3g8 7,821 6,063 4,883 8,716 18,04.6 25,637 
Fowla .... " .. , .... , .•.. ,., ... .. "" ... 23.823 ".883 18,391 13,9'10 10,907 11,g83 13,683 12,926 12.276 11,0911 11;,836 23,lI)2 
TUJ'keye .... , .. , ....... , . .,,, .. , .. ,"" 22,782 28,264 21'1,1'168 22,368 17.832 17,414 17.373 14,211 9,904 7,994 8 .... 26,498 
Duck'!,. " .... , ... , .•...... ,., ....... ,' 6.739 4.6114 2,991 1.455 1.0110 1.998 4.nl 7.M9 10.33' 10.006 9. iI03 8,064 
MDcellsueoUl •.....•... ,." ... , .... , .. 26,170 23.947 20,247 U;,640 III,S61 12,870 13,"5 13.986 14.023 14.381 15.8110 21,991 

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
TotaL ............. , ................. 139. lOS 133,631 116,229 go,987 70,&68 66.796 67,470 64.918 62.870 63.1114 79,228 127,114' 

$oUl'f:Jll 01 dahl.: 
United Sta.tM Departrnel'Jtor Agricult.ure Bureau O'f Agricultural EoonomiCWI. United States cold-etot1l{l8 boldinp O'n firstO'f each month. MO'nthly repone, January, 

JH8. to January, 1939. (Him9l).) 



TABLE 64 
POULTRY CO[.n,STORAOB HOLDINGS BY CLASS, P ACU'IC SECTION, 1926-1939 

(Thousands of pound.) 

_~ __________ -L_J_"_'.....J,-F_ob_'-,_Id_"'_, J.1_A_PI'_·_I'-_Id_""_ .... I_I_u_n·_It. ..• JUl
y 

Bmile",., . " " . """ .. ...... .. ,.,' 848 1199 3111 174 ua .06 I.om 1,41U 1,847 
Ft,oe ..... , " .. ............. . ., .. 1\8 67 33 118 \I 17 8< .. 67 
R~te,...".". .. " .... . " " .... . .. 337 lOll 118' 191 1M lot 70 61 " Fowl:i.. ... ... ... " . ... .. ... 11M ..0 m 891 2:11 23a ... JIM .oil 
Turkty(ft ..... , , ... "" .. . .... IISI IIOD I.m 1.177 997 8M m lIN lot 
MisoeilanooUi .. ... ..... . . ... ... m ... 8<7 107 149 166 199 100 lI38 --- --- --- --- --- --- --- --- ---

'1'0101 ............... ......... ..... .. 1.08< '.78< t.73' 2.1118 1.167 1,780 2.M5 t .... '.019 

1l1l'i 

Brui1en, , _ , " ... . .. " . 1,011 788 .aD alii lot M3 iIIIIl l.lI01 1.181 
F'yen ..... ... ... .. .. 82 .. II At M ,. 91 I .. 82 
RI:MM\(t ...... .. " ... .. ... m 479 41. 110 ... 2:10 1'3 141 I. 
f't",. _ ., ... . . " . ... 811. 7., .. ... ." 734 ... m 
Ttlr~~ ... , ... .... ... I .... 1.003 1.8110 1.118 1.181 I .... I, til 813 l"II 
N~lt.u .... UI. ... ... 414 100 W4 t84 48< ,,; 400 .... TIl -- --- --- --- -- --- --- --- ---

Tot ........ .. " .. " .... ...... . ..... U33 '.!NO 1,517 3._ ••• UQ .... ..rtl 

0... 0... 

I.~ 1.337 1.11\8 
06 61 06 
82 2:11 101 

.IN ~ m 
4011 M m 
210 1181 «II 

--- --- --
2.711 2.721 1,876 

I ..... IN6 I '"" 100 111 II. 
100 tID 173 ... II • no ... 121 no ... lUI 730 --- -- --

UIII ..... 1.1 ... 



1928 

Broilnnl ......... " ........ ,', .•. ,' . ... .87 387 237 128 133 681 l.au 2,053 2.012 2.076 1. 789 1,190 
Fryer'll., •... ,""', ••... ..... " 87 • 1 ... ,. .. 73 127 133 .. 20 • ,I' - ............................... 231 ... ... 162 139 .. 136 71 " 173 .. 3"" 
Fow~ .,." ..... " .. ,"'" .. ",.". .. ... ... '"~ ... ... m .23 '28 280 331 301 •• 9 
1'urkeylt ..•• ,., ••• , .... "., •• ..... . , " .88 1.466 2.083 1,979 1,195 1,&811 1,238 1.071S ,10 603 28. '" Mifoallanooue, .. , ." ...... ,. ..... ..... 770 m ." 473 '" .... 3M .23 "I <81 6U .., 

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --. -- -- --
TotaL ... .... " ...... " ... '." ... a, ... a,6fl3 a,'" a.m 2,!J67 3.051 3,470 ',077 a,801 a.'8Il a.ISV 3,e66 

1929 

Droilenl., ........ ,"'''''' ... "" .. 1,3M 1,178 1,022 721 17. '" 1,349 2,'" 2,313 2.317 2,$18 1,1126 
Fr)'eN ..•........•........• .... " .... .. 62 28 •• 28 31 '8 8Il 7' 101 122 lOB 
Routel"l .. '" " ....... ............. ... ... "8 34. ... " 86 so " 76 181 , .. 
Ft)wle"".,", ...• , .•.. , .. ......... ". <26 338 '" 183 181 105 , .. 20. ,00 ." .88 ,:16 
Turkeya: ........ , ....•..... , ..... ...... SO. 1,&48 2.231 I,Ml l.i96 t,202 970 669 398 186 ua U. 
M isoell&nooue _ . , . , . , .. .. ,,"" ... -." Of7 Ofl 619 al9 I .. I .. . .. . .. al8 82' 683 801 

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Total .............. ................. , 3,018 .••• 39 4,654 3.1146 3,680 2.782 3.140 3,926 8.1QO 3,783 4.062 4,361 

1930 

Broilm .... _. .. , .... " . .. ,,, ....... ,'" 1,866 . 1,127 1.113 79& 771 1.002 "I- 1,1184 2.238 2,103 2.321 2.202 2,049 
FryeJ'J .• """, ..•.. ", .. "',,., ...... 1211 U. '6 79 7a 81 

.,. 
107 118 "' m 100 8Il 

Routo .................... , ............ ' 84. 373 332 333 '" 261 231 '" 147 lOB I" 177 
Fowill, ... ........... .. . . . , . . . . , , . . . '''' 820 ". 768 68. 713 • 87. 817 '211 074 700 713 
Turkeya ...•. "., , ....... . ., ........ 780 2,020 1,061 2,704 2,'58 2,1111 1.785 1,34.6 018 0211 291 281 
MiJoollMOOWll, •... ,. , ...... .......... 1,061 I.MO 699 820 111 ". 771 870 1,049 97' 841 781 

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Total, .•.. ,.,',. " .. '" , .. ,. " .. ,",. 6,132 6,800 6,166 5,.90 6.036 '.9". 6,400 5.6(11 6.416 4,811 <.:IllS ..09:1 



TABLE 64-(Co1Ui1lued) 

POUlll'RY COlJ).S'OOR.A.I HOLDINGS BY CLASS, P"'CInO SIC'l'lON, 1926-1939 

(Thousands (If pounds) 

Btail8l1l .•..• , ... . , .................. 1,701 1,300 GUO '70 IlII 711 I .... 1.086 1.987 
Frye ... , ... ", .... " ................. 74 9lI eo « 36 119 1M 1711 181 
ROIUItera •••••••••••••• " .••••••••••••• 210 187 193 I .. ". 162 148 .38 m 
Fow ....... , .. _" ., .... "., ........... 861 723 633 013 648 862 m iI80 703 
Tul'keYi •. ,., .••.•••••• ',." ••••••••••• lI!l3 J,328 1.7M 1.138 1.116 162 t'1'"::: «7 238 
Mileellaneoue •.•...........••.•.•.•..• 799 780 'I3t 018 .n 7114 1,101 ton -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

TotAl ............................... 4.023 4.410 UM '.4M 1.123 '.101 un 4.40< 1.342 

.ou 
Broil ....... ,., .•.••.•••••..••••..•.••••• 1.863 1.2\10 i88 736 631 713 M7 m 630 
,."..,. ................................. 1112 118 ~ 87 sa 56 III 48 56 -................................... 230 III 304 lal 131 11:& ... 117 1:tI 
)I'owlll .. ::: •.•.•• , ........................ 011 II3t 1181 817 1111 711 187 011 1161 
Turk~ ................................ 1.01' 1,707 I .... 1."1 1.171 U38 I. "" 1.601 ill 
Dlletb. , ........ , ...... "., .... " ,,,., . • • • • • • III 8J *11 
Y.i.ooIlutlOUI ..••..••••.•....•. , ..•.... 1.380 1.111 1.137 I.OS'I l1l'i 8110 760 .... sao -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

To"' •. " .. , ..... " .... " ....... , ...... ... .. &.381 Mit Mil '.tlO OJIII 4.481 ...... I.OK 

. 1938 

:81-011 .................. -................. , 11:& HI JOO 171 177 W I.OM I.m usa 
,."..,. ................................. 6i 4' 41 It d • I" I" I .. 
R(lII.\ert ••..••. ., " .. " . " • " .... " ••• , 1110 IOi 1t.1 11:& 1!IOJ lOt lin ItO .. 4 
tn ................................ " ... m 401 1M .,,, .... ... flO OIl 7,. 
T'urk.,.. ..•...•. " .. _,., ••• , •••.•••.••.. ItS 1.111 1.'10 I,OU I .... J.141 I." n. GIl 
Duob., ....• " ........ ., .•. , ......... , '/I .. .. II II II .. II II 
"iIa.lIIut.o ............................ 611 1M ". ... "" ... .. ..., ... -- -- -- -- - -- -- -- --

TotAl .. ", ..... .. ... "" ..... , .... ,. .... 1 I .... U .. 1.1111 UI7 1.113 I.m I .• I.'" 

I, IlOl 1.138 1.1122 
141 137 1M 
.38 .00 ... 
800 sot 7M 
.96 1119 2i8 

I, III '.'" 1.161 -- -- --
1.270 •• 118 I.lla 

679 .., 1m .. .. .. 
til 100 1iI0 

6'0 tel ... 
621 ... 1.046 
r7 10$ IiO 

lOa ... 134 -- -- --
1.341 l.n6 1.711 

1.1- I. t.11 I .... 
III ... III 
HI "'I at.1 
lOt .. ... .. ... I .. .. n 71 
WI ... .. -- -- --

1.711 .. AI ... 87 



I'" 
Broilen ••.•..• , .•.•• " .••.....••....•.• 1,302 1.1112 GI7 3118 ... ... 067 1.18<) I .... 1,138 1.141 1.131 _ ........ -- ....................... I .. .. III .. .. ., '8 78 81 I .. 1113 "I 
:ao..f.ttrt .......... , .... , ... ".,',. , ., ... '83 ." '67 , .. In .. .. 60 " 138 37' 
Fowla, ••••• '.'." •••• , ..•. , .... ..... , ... '" 783 .. , 178 ,I' 843 417 &91 rot ... .., 
Turken ....•.•.•...•............... . I.IVf .3,134 3.948 '.m '.16& 2.131 2,128 I.'" , .. 411 ... ... 
Due"' .• , ................... , ..... " . '" .. " " .1 41 .. .. 8<) 109 102 .. 
llil<\eUanOOQ, •••.•.•• " ••••.••.• "., .. .," B07 tat IlOO 106 r 418 ... 401 3" 337 m 001 

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Total ... ,."." .. ,." .. "."., .. ,.", , ,.08<) 8,6OlI ..... 5.332 .. ..., a., .. f,'" 3.326 3,388 2,99\1' 2.978 a.'Ui 

Broilm ................................ 1,113 '66 IlOO IIIlO 360 881 1.240 1 •• 88 1.166 0" 733 89. _ ....... " .... " ..... , .... , ..... , . 243 ;sg 196 I" I .. 168 1<0 118 'I 83 137 196 
R.oaat.era •••••. , ••.• , .•• ,., .•• ,., .... " • ... eo. 517 '113 ... ,86 372 a2a 260 21. ... .15 
Jl'owt. .. ,.,." ...••.•.••• , •...••..... , ••. 1.006 ... 718 ... • 78 .78 ... ... ... 4!8 610 "M 
Turkeys .............................. , 2,IM 4.710 '.879 ..... 2.170 2.302 '.:IaO 1,120 1.OfI .79 2.16 1,083 
DIICO .•.. , ............. , ............. , 57 " .. I • I. 17 .. 41 61 7. T. " MiacoUanooUJ:., ... " .•. " .... , _ ..... ... .,. 3.5 .63 IIll7 m ... :I« 214 163 1<0 m 2'. -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

Total .. " .",", ...... , ...... __ ...... 1,817 7,622 ..... 5,245 •• 062 ..... ',815 4.171 3,209 11,416 '.'" 8,657 

1.36 

BroOm ............. _ •.... " ........... 1,199 ... .23 m "" ... I .... 1,102 1.761 1.700 1,816 1.&01 
l'ryeto" ... " ... ", .. --., .... , ...... -- 213 193 188 I4g 1 .. 1&7 163 I" 180 I .. 163 168 
Roaatenl" ...... , .•. ,"', .•• ,'" ..... 6" 5 ... 51. .,. 

'" 394 ... ... "" ... ... .. . 
P'owil ...•..•........•..•.••..... "." •. 785 "" ... . .. 106 391 51' .11 631 ... 1,142 1,168 
Turkeys ............... , ........... , .... 2,178 3,035 3,419 3,4:11 2,980 ..... 2,958 1 .... 1.1" ... 581 2.338 
D»cke .••• , ...... ,._,., .. , -- . . . . . . . , . 31 15 12 13 54 70 108 I .. 20. ... 2.6 '41 
MiJn)el!aneoua: ••• ,.".".", , .. ,,, ... ,, 31. ,2a .60 '80 ." ... 2111 816 327 . 3'1 '" 181 

-- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Total .... , ......... , ••... " ..•.. "., .. 6,281 6,581 U02 6.33Z '.rr. '.920 15.771 ...... 4,450 U06 •• 1517 6,476 



TAlILB 64-(Ooncluded) 

POULTRY COLD'S'!'OMGB HOLDINGS BY CLASS, PAClI'IC SECTION, 192~19a9 

(Thous.nd. of pounds) 

Jan. Fob. Apr. I . May I Juno July Aur. Sept. 

1937 

BruU'nt .. , .... " .. " ...... ,., .. ,., .. , •• 1.014 \,781 1.800 1,007 817 OM 1.133 1.011 SM 
FryOJ'l ...•.•••.•.•.•....•....•.•••.••.. 181 181 101 108 no 96 124 128 Ti 
RoMWfI, .•.... ,"' .. "" •. ,,", .... , •• I~O 2117 1<8 364 433 339 W 233 136 
Fowt. .. , ................ , .......•.... ,' 1.1.9 1,193- un 1.073 1.113 1.033 933 915 817 
Turko.)'l •.... , .....•...... , ... " ....... n,350 8.8" 8,m un 5.9Ud ~.m 3,263 I.o.a I.m 
Due"- .••. " ......... , .... , .. ,., ....... :1117 179 1119 ISO 124 100 II. 143 180 
Mi.soolt..neo\Ul .• , ...•....... , .•.• , .• , .•. &o.! 636 467 781 446 m .. 4.$1 .90 8119 --- --- -- --- -- --- --- --- ---

Tot.! ... , .. , .. ,' ' •.....•. ,., "' .. , .. , 10.639 13.031 11.775 8,GQ3 8.m 7,8M •• 2111 4.8811 8.1144 

1938 

Brollml ..•• , ... , ....... ".,,, ........ 170 136 ~84 87& 448 8117 $83 ... 850 
Fry .......... ... , ...... , ............... 1211 '" no 133 m 186 128 180 146 
RQMtora .•.•. "."" •• ,." ............. .00 SI~ '16 210 187 16ft 806 ilO4 201 
Fowt.. ' " .. " .. " ... , ..... ""', .. ,,,. SI2 SAIl '68 011 907 814 714 618 &III 
Turlre)'1l •• ", .. " ..•..• , .. , .•. , .. , .. " .. 4.(" 8.100 •• 121 t.630 1.858 1.'13.\ I ..... 2.n" 1.281 
DueQ.",." ........ " .. " . .. ... '" 107 68 .. a. u 61 137 lIS m 
UiaounantolUl, •• , .. , ..••.•••. " . " ... , 4111 476 368 883 415 .M m w .83 

--- --- --- --- -- --- --- --- ---...................... .. ... ,", .. . .. '.920 .. .., 8.m &.577 "'85 '.28' •• 1132 t,851 a,7U 

1930 

BrailWl'l. , . , .. " .. " " .... " 612 161 481 W 101 aas "'" 80loI "'I 
Fry.,., . .. ...... ..... '"" ". ... 168 180 t" 130 130 I. 
R .. 1 ..... .... . -.". . . " .. " 607 67,5 "I 101 • 1. 1ft 310 ... tTl 
FuwlA. , " ..... ." .. ... n. ... '13.\ ... ... "'" ..s 2S6 770 
1'utkeya .•.. ,.. 1.9" fl. 931 7."'" ..... U8t ..... t .... .... ..... 
PI\cb ...... " , ... .... too III 77 '" IS .. 81 I .. 11l 
M.~UIO"', .. , .. ...... 108 770 1"iII m ... w 1i1 136 51 • -- -- -- --- -- --1-- --- ---

Total ..... ......... ,. . . ". T.OOI to,093 un 8 .... 7.13$ 7 ..... 1 T. SlIO '.241 t."" 
Sow-ot 01 data: 

0... Nov, Doc. 

T81 744 m .. 115 13i 
101 1109 2118 
840 660 717 
63T m 1.8911 
III I0Il I .. 
m II. MO 

--- --- ---
1.89. Ula •• 439 

788 700 678 
1M III ... 
11, 2><5 401 
688 6IlO tIO:I 
sot 117 I .... 
2lIO fit DO 
.28 4!111 608 

--- --- ---
U68 a,rna 4.1111 -

$711 00II .It 
132 liD 100 ... ... m 
il" ... I ..... 

unJ I .... ...... 
l"i flI I" ... till ... 

--- --- --
4 .• . .... 1 .... 

l' Qil<:11 ~I .. t .. D.,'lIrtn"flt of ,\.rkUh'llll' 811.-\1 t4 .-\C"ie<ultuI1ll1 &W:>ttoma.. Cnit,wl ~"*-I ......... boIdir\4'l Oft .. 01 .... moat"" ...... , ~ ~, 
1m. \I.l ~hl1._. 1'MIL l,:I.IUUIQIO..) 1\1\11. I~~ ,",\I l~ b)' 00.IIt~h,1",1' - .... --- -


