
THESIS

Submitted tc the Faculty of the

Virginia rolytechuic Institute, Blackeburg, Virginia

in

Partial Fulfillment of the iaequirememte

for the

. Degree of riester of écience in Agricultural Lcenomice

Gilbert ää. Bigge, B. S.
ati

September; 1947

" /6 1Appreved by: ] " .
T. B. Hutcheeoh, Dean of Agriculture

A

_



II5 27 ‘/—-é
E
I

I

THE ADLQUAGY OR EINADEQUAGY OFTHEPOULTRYMARKETINGFACILITIESIN THE
VALLEY OF VIRGINIA

1947

I



I
I

IIACKNOhLEDGEMäNTSq
The author wishes to take this opportunity toexpresshis

sppreciation to all those who have helped in preparingthis thesis.
The author especially wishes to express his slncere

apprsciation to Dr. J. L. Maxton of the hepnrtment of Agr1·

cultural Economics for supervising, guiding and directing

this study.

The writer also expresses his gratitude to Professor
H. L. Moore of the Poultry Department for his aseistncs

and to the managers of the poultry marketing facilities in

the Valley of Virginia who gave their time anä cooperation.

II

I



V

TABLE OF

CONTENTRIHTRODUCTKON.... „ ......... . ........
lPRODUCTION........................ 3 A

A. POULTNF PRODUCTION AS CONRARRD RITR THE

'
PRODUCTION OF CATTLE, HOGS, AND SHARP ....... 3 A

UNITED STATE8 .................
3VIRGINIA.................... 8

B. CHICEENS: FAEN FRODUCTION, DIEWOSITIGN
AND INCONE .................... 13

UNITED STATES ................. 13
VIRGINIA .................... 13

C. COMMERCIAL BROILIR PBGDUÜTTON ANB INCCNR
.”
.... 21

UNITED STMTEG . ........ . ....... 21
VIRGINIA .................... 21

D. TURKEYS: EARN PRODUCTION, DISPOSITION
AND INCOME . . . . . . ..... . . . . ..... 26

UNITED STATES ................. 26
VIRGINIA .................... 26

E. POULTRY HAISZD IN THE VALLEY OE VIRGINIA ..... 33
CRICRLNS .................... 33
TURKEYS . ....... . . ...... . . . . 35

F. POULTRY PRODUCTION IN ROGNINGNAN COUNTY ...... 38
ä'iAHKi§TING· ...... ...... . ....... . . . . . 42

A. PRICE; ...................... 42



I
I
I
I

I
cxäxcxmvs....................
42TUREBIYS„...................56B.

MARKET I¤:;C.I¢;IPTf£.................. 64
G. GOLD STORAGE; HCLDILEGS...............

72CONSUMPTION.......... . . ............ 77
POULTHY BEARKETINC FACILITIEELS IN THE VALLEY OF VIRGINIA . . 84 I

A. DESCPEI PTION OF FACILITI IS AND AZWEA STUEIIED..... 84

84
ME'I‘HOD USED IN JFTUDY . . . . . . . . ...... 84 I

PHYSICAL MAKE-UP OF FACI1-IYI87B.
PUi’iCI·IAS:.S . ....................
91SOURCEOF SUPE‘L‘{.......... . . . . . . 91 IPRICES BY FAOIL.I’l"I?§S . . . . ........91SEASONALI'I‘Y. . . . . . . . . . . . ...... . 95 I

C. PHOCEZSSIEIEG CAPACI’I‘Y AND COST OF PROC.i£SSING . . . . . 97FII'€ISHING....... .............97GAPAGI‘1’YOF EACILITI . ............ 97 I
PEi.I%l<“ANCi£ PEI2 WOH(EE·E.............103COSTCF i’RC·Cé.;SSIi'~EG . ............ . .106GRADING. . . . . . .. . ............108
PACKING . ...... . . . . . . . . . . . „ . . 108D. SALES.......................112

CHAEDIELS UIIIIIZED..... . . . . . . . 112
BHICES i<t}?C.„lVE.D BY FACILITI..........113 V

I



I
I

I

SHIPPING . ................. . .
114SUANARYANDCUNCLUSIUNS...........•......115 I

APPELNDIX A...............„.........

119APPENDIXB.......... . . „............150 IBIBLIOGRAPHY.......................155I



-1-

IINTRODUCTION I
The first phase of this study is a tahulation of poultry

statistics over a period of years so as to determine production, >
marketing and consumption trends. after a discussion of these

trade, the data on the poultry processing plante is presented.

Then the adequacy or lnadequacy of the plante is determined in

the light of the trends in production marketing and ccnsumption

of poultry.

The first step in determining the adequacy of the poultry

marketing facilities in the Valley of Virginia is to consider

the trend in the growth o the poultry industry in Virginia end

in the United States over a long period of years. This consider-

ation is necessary in order to determine whether the trend is I

toward an increase or a decrease in the prodction of poultry.

The increase or decrease will have a direct bearing on the adequacy

of the poultry marketing facilities, because if there is a trend

toward an increase in growth of the poultry industry, the market-

ing facilities will have to be increased also. Un the other hand,

if the trend is toward a decreasc in the growth of the poultry

lndrstry the marketing facilities will have to be decreased.

Before going further certain termlnology should be defined.

l. The ”Valley of Virginia" as used in this

manuscript refers to the territory includ-
— ed in Rockbridge, nugusta, Hocklngham,

Shenandoah and Frederick counties.

I
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-2-2.The term "poultry" aa used includes

onlychickensand turkeys.l
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U
A. Pcultry Production es Compared with the Production of Cattle,

Hogs and Sheep.
1United States 1In order that the growth of the poultry industry may be con- 1

sidered fully, it is necessary that the growth of livestock, which
compete with poultry for the produoers tine and feed as well as
for a place on the table of the consumer, be considered also. ‘

Te trend in the production of chickens and turheys es com-
1pared with cattls, hogs end sheep in the United States is shown in

Table 1. The figuren are percentages of the 1989 production and
were computed on the basis of pounds live weight produced each year
from 1910 through 1945. The year 1929 was used as a base year be-
cause of the fact that adequste yearly statistics on turkey produc-

1
tion were not available before that year.

Figure 1, which is taken from Table 1, is a graphic presenta-
tion of the trend in production of chickens and turheys es compared
with the production of cattle in the United States. The figure
covers the period 1910-1945 usdng 1929 as the base year, other
years being expressed in percentages of the 1929 production in
pounds live weight. The trend in production of cattls and chickens
has bes slightly upward with the cattle curve being somewhat

smoother than the chicken curve hich deviates more eharply. This

difference between the two curves may be explained by the fact that

1 I
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1 ·~ Production of Ghickene, Cattle, Hofes, Sheep
i

end Turkeye on Farms in the United States, 1910-1945. (Computed on the Basie of Pounds Live äeightHaving 1929 = 100%.)

Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent
1910 80 99 77 65 *
1911 76 99 80 62 *
1912 75 108 77 70 *
1915 75 117 78 65 *
1914 78 122 81 70 *
1915 77 119 89 69 *
1916 75 125 87 61 *
1917 75 151 85 62 “

1918 80 125 95 68 *
1919 77 105 90 65

l
*

1920 75 97 87 51 *
1921 81 101 91 65 *
1922 86 105 106 59 *
1925 89 105 109 69 *
1924 89 105 99 80 *
1925 92 102 91 85 *
1926 97 99 96 88 *
1927 101 95 105 91 *
1928 92 97 104 97 *

— 1929 100 100 100 100 100
1950 102 104 97 108 105
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1
Table 1 - (Continued)

1

_____ Per Cant Per Cant Qggwgggg Per Cent ge; gg§£_
11931 95 105 106 113 112

1932 99 111 105 101 139
1933 101 121 106 102 146
194 85 114 80 105 138
1935 89 107 69 101 136 1

1936 93 113 83 101 186 11937 79 108 80 106 172 1
1938 84 110 92 112 181
1939 90 118 110 112 227
1940 81 122 110 116 233
1941 95 131 112 124 239
1942 108 141 135 127 243
1943 131 147 163 117 241
1944 103 149 133 109 275 11945 117 149 123 107 352 1* Not Available
Source: Computed from Appendix A, Tables 1 amd2.1
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it is easier to get in and out of the chicken business than it is

the cattlc business. Thus, the chicken curve is more variable.

The most striking fact about the Figure is the steady and high rate

of increase in turkey production. Only in the three years, 1934,

1935, and again in 1937, was there any swbstantial decrease in

production under the previous year. Turkey production, during the

period 1929-1945,had increased to 252 per cent of its 1929 produc-

tion in 1945.

In Figure 2 the trend in the production of chickens and turkeys

as compared with the production of hogs is shown in percentage of the

1929 production in pounds live weight. In this Figure the chichen

and turkey curves arc the same as in Figure 1. On the whole there

seems to be no great difference in the trend of production of chlckens

and hoga. hoth trends have been slightly upward with hogs remeining

above chickens except for the years 1930 and 1934-1937. Turkey pro-

ductlon ls far above either chlckens or hogs,

Virginia

The production of chlckens, uarkeys, cattle, hogs and sheep

on farms in Virginia for the period 1924-1945 is shown in Table 2

on a percentage basis with 1929 es the base year. Figure 3, which

is taken from Table 2, gives a graphic present»tion of the produc-

tion of chickens and turkeys as comparad with the production of

cattls in Virginia. The production of ulrkeys has been steadily

upward except for a slump in production which occured in 1931.N
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1

Turkey production has increased 173 per cent from 1929to1945
whe 1929 ie used es 1OC per cent or the base year.

Chicken production has been eomewhat unsteady, but the

gnerel trend has been upward. The low points were in 1928

und 1940 with 91 per cent of the 1929 production. The high

points wexe in 1956 and 1959 with 142 per cent and 150 per

cent, reepectively, of the 1929 production.

Cettle production has had s eteedicr upward trend than
chicken production. The low point for cettle production was p
reached in 1926 with 66 per cent of the 1929 production. The

high points were rceched in 1945, 1944 and 1945 with 129, 127,

end 150 per cent produced, reepectively, tor those years.

Figure 4 gives a graphic illustration of the production

of chickene and turkeye as compared with the production ot

hogs in Virginia. Hog production has been lens variable than
‘ chicken production. The general trend has been upward with

the low point in 1934 when the production wes @0 per cent of

1929 and the high point in 1945 when it was 151 per cent of

1929production.1

W
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Table 2 · Production ef Ghickers, Caätle, Bugs, Sheep
and Turkeye on Fazms in virginia, 1924—1945. (Com·
putsd on tns Basis of Pounds Live Weight Saving
1929 = 1002).

Per Cent Cant Par Cant

1924 * 70 87 77 *

1925 92 69 89 80 *
1926 98 66 91 75 *
1927 104 80 105 80 *

1928 91 88 107 89 *
1929 100 100 100 100 100

1930 96 95 88 102 113

1931 97 93 89 107 91

1932 121 97 97 110 107

1933 97 102 97 110 116
1 1934 101 97 80 89 141

1935 113 97 84 94 127

1936 142 103 94 124 134

1937 114 96 106 85 158

1938 139 99 108 79 155

1939 150 104 115 76 166

1940 91 110 103 72 158

1941 102 112 102 73 165

1942 109 115 119 71 184

1943 127 129 151 68 174

1944 121 127 135 65 2081945 1K) 130 116 68 275
Source: Computed from Appendix A, Teb1s 3.

I 1 .1
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I
B. Chickens: Farm Production hispoaition and Income.

United States

The farm production, dlsposltion of chlckens, and the income

from chlckens in the United States for the period 1910-1945 are

shown in Table 5. The production over the period 1910-1945 has

averaged well over two billion pounds live weight per year. The

cash income fro the sale of chickens has ranged from almost 120

million dollars in 1912 to over 581 million dollars in 1946. The

gross income from chickene in the United States which includes

both cash income from sales and the value of chickens consumed

has ranged from over 215 million dollars in 1912 to over 771

million dollars in 1945. The peak year for the United States pro-

duction was 1945 with 151 per cent of the 1929 production and the

low year was 1957 with 79 per cent of the 1929 production.

Virginia

Farm production, disposition of chickens, and the income from
l

chickens produced in Virginia for the period 1925-1945 are shown in

Table 4. Production in Virginia has ranged from over 47 million

pounds in 1925 to well over 77 million pounds live weight In 1945.

A Cash income from the sale of poultry has ranged from a little over

5 million dollars in 1940 to almost 12 million dollere in 1944.

Gross income from chichens in Virginia ranged from over 6 million

dollars in 1955 to over 18 million dollars in 1945.

I
I
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The prodction of chickene in Virginia is compered with

the production of chickene ln the United States in Figure 5. 1
The comparison is made in terms of per cent of the 1929 pro-

duction in live weight with 1929 equal to 100 per cent. There

has been considerable variation in the Virginia production

from year to year. The general trend, however, in Virginia'e

production has been toward a greater increase than that of the

United States production. The peak year for Virginia produc-

tion occured in 1959 with 150 per cent ofthe 1929 production.

The years of lowest production were 1928 and 1940 with only

91 per cent of the 1929 production.
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C. Commercial Broiler Production and Income.

Commercial broiler production is considered separately be-

cause their production le not included in the farm production of

chickene given in Agricultural Statistics. By ”commerc1al broil-

ers", according to Agricultural Statistics, is meant ”young

chickens cf the heavy breeda, to be marketed at 2 to 4 pounds

live weight and from which nc—pullets are kept for egg production.”

United States

Commercial broiler production and income in the United States

for the period 1934-1945 are shown in Table 5. Production in terms

of numbers has increased from.34 million head in 1934 to 312 million

head in 1945, an increase of 817 per cent. Gross incoe from com-

mercial broiler production has incraased from over 18 million dollars

in 1934 to over 279 million dollars in 1945.

Virggnla

Table 6 shows commercial broiler production and income in Vir-

ginia for the period 1934-1945. Production in Virginia has increas-

ed from 2 million head in 1934 to over 27 million head in 1945. The

gross income from commercial broilers produced in Virginia has in-

creaeed fronzover 1 million dollars in 1934 to well over 25 million
dollars in 1945.

Figure 6 is a graphic comparison of the growth of broilsr pro-

duction in Virginia with the growth of production in the United

WW
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Table 5 - Commercial Hroilcr Pnormction and
Income in the United States, 1954-1945.

5'“'°'i?ä'¤T“'é"17é'§1°;““
Number Pound__g_ Price 1__x_;_c_g_;:g_

Thousands Per Cent* 1,000 Per 1,000
Increase Pounds j;g9_g_<§_ Dollars_______ over 1954 §__e_x_}t__s ___________

1954 54,050 100 96,662 19.5 18,694

1955 42,890 126 12:,884 20.1 24,651

1956 55,155 156 152,447 20.7 51,495

1957 67,915 199 195,916 21.4 41,876
1958 82,420 242 259,508 19.0 45,609

1959 102,055 500 296,865 16.9 50,286

1940 I51,756 587 585,288 17.5 66,522

1941 172,490 507 505,581 18.4 95,102

1942 205,545 605 607,121 22.9 159,098

1945 251,560 759 754,994 28.6 210,289

1944 255,994 695 706,222 28.7 205,018

1945 512,200 917 945,509 29.6 279,146

* Computed on the basis ot 1934 = 100%.

Source: Agricultural Statistics, 1946.

I

I_ __________________________.__..-.----——--—es---u--------ll-------—___—___—_—
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Table 6 ·· Conmercial Broiler Production and ¥Income in Virginia, 19344945.

Number Pound s Pri ce Incomeps: 'i]'6ö“'6"
Incrsase Pounds _ljq_u_ngl_ Dollars______ over 1934 __________ _Q_g_g_g_

1934 2,000 100 * * 1,400

1935 3,500 175 * * 2,450

1936 4,500 225 * * 3,240

1937 5,500 275 * * 4,180

1938 7,000 350 * * 4,550

1939 9,500 475 30,875 18.2 5,619

1940 12,000 600 39,000 18.0 7,020

1941 14,000 700 45,500 19.5 8,872

1942 17,500 875 56,000 22.5 12,600

1943 22,050 1,103 66,150 29.0 19,148
I

1944 20,948 1,047 64,939 29.5 19,157

1945 27,023 1,351 83,771 30.5 25,550

* um Available

** Computed on the basis of 1934 Z 100%

Source: Agriwltural Statistics, 1942-1946

I _ 3
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States for the period 1964-1945. The growth is erpreeeed in per

cent of the 1934 production in thousand head. The trend in com·

·

mercial broiler production in both Virginia and the United States

bes been steadily upward. only one setback was auffered and that

was in 1944 when the number produced over the previous year de-

creesed in both the state of Virginia and the United States. The

trend er production in Virginia has been toward a greater increase

than has been the trend of the country as a whole. In 1945 ,

Virginia produced 1,251 per cent more commercial broilers than it

did in 1934 while the United States es a whole produced 817 per

cent more then itddd in 1934.

1
_____-____-___...........................-..................-...------------A
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Turkeys: Farm Qroduction, Disposition and IncomeUnited States t
Farm production, disposition of turmeys, and income from

turkeys in the United States for the period 1929-1945 are shown

in Table 7. Turhey production in the United States has increas-

ed from 218 million pounds live weight in 1929 to well over

768millionpounds live weight in 1945. Cash income from the sale of

turkeys during this period has ranged from over 35 million dollars

in 1933 to over 242 million dollars in 1945. Gross income from
turkeys during the se period ranged from over 38 million dollars

in 1933 to well over 249 million dollars in 1945.

Virginia
Table 8 shows the production, disposition, and income of

tnrseys in Virginia for the period 1929-1945. rroduction in terms

of pounds live weight has varied from over 6 million pounds in

1931 to 20 million pounds in 1945, an increase of 392 per cent.

Cash income from the sale of turkeye in Virginia dnring the period

1929-1945 has varien from over 1 million dollars in 193n to over
7 million dollars in 1945.

Gross income was only 85 thousand dollers more than cash

income in 1933 and 203 thousand dollars more in 1943, and has
followed the same general pattern as the cash income.

In Figure 7 turkey production in Virginia is compared with

production in the United States in the period 1929-1945. The com-

parison ls made on a percentage basis expressed in per cent of the

V
V
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T
1929 production in pounda live weight. The year 1929 equale 100

per cent. Virginia turkey production has not kept up with the

United states production but the trend for Virginia production

has been ateedily upward. United States production over the same

period hae increaeed 252 per cent over the 1929 production.

Virginia production tor the same period has increaead 173 par

cent over the 1929 production.
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E. Poultry Haised in the Valley of Virginia.

Chickens

Production figures of peultry in the five counties which make

up the Valley of Virginia were difficult to obtain. For a long

time in Virginia poultry was not taxed, therefore, little data were

collected on the number of poultry in the various counties of the

State. The United States census of agriculture is the only source

which gives the number of poultry in the various counties. The

ceneus of Agriculture ls taken every five or ten years and for this

reason may not give a true picture of poultry production because

there may be considerable variation in production between the census

periods.

Table 9 gives the number of chickens raised in the five countiea

of the Valley of Virginia by census periods 1919-1944. The total

number of chickens raised in the Valley has increased from 1 million

head in 1919 to more than 10 million head in 1944. In 1944 the

ccunties in the Valley ranked according to number of chickens raised

es followsz Rockinghan, first, with almost d million head; Shenan-

doah, second, with over 2 million head; Augusta, third, with well

over 1 million head; Frederick, fourth, with 397 thousand head and

hockbridgs, fifth, with 220 thousand head.

The percentage of increase in the number of chickens raised

in the five ccunties of the Valley, Virginia, and of the United

States is shown in Table 10 for the GBHBHS periods 1919-1944. The

percentages are based on the number raised in 1919, which is equal
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Table 9 — Qhickenaz Numbey Peieed in FiveCountiea by Genaue wriode 1919-1944. N"'”""”'”"”°””"’°”””"'”'°““'“ '”““'"“öEI?{é'u”§"i"5E?§““”““"““““““““"'“
County 1919 1924 1929 1954 1959 1944

Number Number Number Number Number Number
eaised Raieed Paieed 2aised__ Raised Raieed

Buckingham 587,095 559,476 782,760 1,006,555 5,465,125 5,861,061
» Augusta 555,100 587,279 416,005 512,785 548,664 1,426,121

Shenandoah 228,555 526,555 419,894 427,559 1,056,047 2,252,722

Rucbridge 169,516 204,269 197,491 216,114 206,222 219,944

Frederick 157,500 155,678 176,874 165,584 181,672 596,804

Total 1,275,544 1,615,057 1,995,024 2,526,195 5,457,728 10,156,652

Seurce: United States Genaue uf Agriculture, 1920-1945.

Table 10 — Cbickene: Percentage of Increaee in
Number Reised üver Censue Periode in Five Goun-
tiee, Virginia and tne United States, 1919=100$.

Ceneue Years
Division 1919 1924 1929 1954 1959 1944

Per Cent Per Cent 9er Cent _Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent

Five Counties 100 126 156 182 426 795
Virginia 100 112 118 116 155 241

United States 100 115 142 127 140 186

Source: Cumputed frm Appeudix A, Table 4.

N
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to oe hundred per cent. In 1944 the Valley increassd production '

695 per cent over its 1919 production while the State as a whole
'

produced only 141 per cent and the whole country 86 per cent more.
’

Figure 8 is a graphic presentation of Table 10, The tre- I

msndous increase in the production of chlckens in the five counties

of the Valley ls immediately apparent. The general trend in

Virginiaproductionof chlckens has been toward a greater increase than has 1been the trend in the United States, but at the same time lt has been 1
less of an increase than the increase in the Valley of Virginia.

I

TurkeysIn

Table ll my be seen the number of turkeys in the five I
_ countiee of the Valley of Virginia as regorted by the census for

the years 1929, 1959, and 1944. The total nmber raised in the
five countles has increased from 68,788 in 1929 to 587,044 in
1944, an increase of 465 per cent. The rank of the five countiee

in number of turkeys raised in 1944 was as followsz Rochingham,

first, with 260 thoaeand head; Shehandoah, second, with 60 thou-

sand head; Augusta, third, with 54 thousand head; hrederica, fourth, I

with 8 thousand head and hochbrldge, fifth, with 5 thousand head.

rercentage of increase in number of turheys ralsed in the

five counties of the Valley, Virginia and the United States es

reported by the censs for the years 1929, 1959 and 194» isshownin

Table 12. The hercentagea are based on the number ralsed in

1929, which is equal to 100 per cent. In 1944 the Valley produced I

465 per cent more than in 1929, while Virginia produced only 44

per cent more and the country es s whole produced 114 per cent more.
1

I
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Table 11 · Turkeye: Number Vaieed in Five 0
Counties by Genaue Periode 1929-1944.

'°”””°°°’l“°°’°‘°öB'i?£;“"i*§§?§“"”"““
County 1929 1939 1944

Number Number Number
Baiaed Paiead Haieed

Hockingham 29,539 225,675 260,216

Augusta 22,420 52,125 54,673

Shenandoah 7,840 26,084 60,728

Frederick 7,378 13,431 8,263

Rockbridge 1,757 3,353 3,164

Total 68,788 322,668 387,044

Source: United States Genaue of Agri-
culture, 1930, 1940 and 1948.

Table 12 — Turkeye: Percentege of Increaea in äroduction.-··
over Genaue Periode in Five Countiee, in Virginia, and
in the United States. 1929 = 100%.

CensueYearsDivision
1929 1939 1944

Per Cent Per Cenä _Per 0699

Five Countiea 100 469 563

Virginia 100 134 144

United States 100 166 214

Source: Gomputed from appendix A, Table 4a.

I _ -
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F. roultry lroduction in noohingham County.
,

The poultry raiaed in the five countiee of the Valley exe

preased ae a peroentage of the total poultry produced in the

State of Virginia ie ehoan in Table 13. In 1944 almost 50 per

cent cf the ohickene and 51 per cent of the turkeye raieed in

Virginia were reieed in the Valley.

Eockingham County ie the meet inportant oounty in the Valley

in poultry production. The poultry raiaed in äockinghem County

expreeeed aa a peroentage of the total poultry raieed in the five

countiea ot the Valley and in the state of Virginia ae a whole ia

shown in Table 14. In 1944 nearly 53 por cent of the ohickene

and 67 per cent of the turkeye raiaed in the Valley were raised

in Buckingham County. Hookingham County raised 17 per cent of the

ehickena and 54 per cent of the turkeya that were raiaed in

Virginia in 1944.

Table 13 - Per Cent of Chlcxene and Turkeys
the Five Countiee Heised of the Number
Raiaad in Virginia, 1919-1944.

Peulwv EE2. 2222 2.222. 2222 E3?2. 2222.Per Cent ser Cent Per Cent rer Cent Der Cent Per Cent

Chiokens 9 10 12 14 24.6 29.5

Turkeya * * 13 * 45.7 50.8

* Not Available

Source: Computed from Appendix A, Table 5.
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Table 14 - Per Cent of Chlckens and Turkeys
Rockingham County Ralsed ot the Number
Raised in Five Counties and Virginia 1919-
1944.

1929. 12:*1 lää R9; Ei $2:*.1and Division Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent

Five Counties

Chickens 3 3.3 3.9 43.26 63.7 57.8

Turkeye * * 42.6 * 69.9 67.2

Virginia

Chiokens 2.7 3.4 4.7 6.1 15.7 17.1

Turkey: * * 5.5 * 31.9 34.1

A consideration ot some ot the cauees ot the rapid growth ot

the poultry industry in hockingham oounty should throw some light

on the growth of the poultry industry in the Valley ae e whole.

The April, 1945, issue of the Monthly gelle! 2£ Financial
!nE_Bs1nese Conditions published by the Federal Reserve Bank ot

Richmond had this to say about the development ot the poultry

industry in Rockingham county:

The development ef an important poultry industry

in this oounty has taken place within the fitteen year

period between 1928 and 1944, with the prinlpsl expan-

sion ocouring in the past tive years.

The development of a poultry industry of the present

magnitude in this county may be attributed to a number of

I _ .
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different factors, some of which are peculiar to the area.

The principal factors, in approximate order of importance,

contrlbutlng to the growth of the industry in this area

include:

l. The thrifty and induatrious nature of the people in

this county, many cf whom are members of the Mennonite

faith. Poultrymen in the area contand that this is

probably the most important single factor contributing

to the growth of the industry, particularly under the

contract feed system. Te sccessful development of

poultry is to a great extent a matter cf effort expand-

ed, so that the importance of a large supply of industri-

ous farm labor ls readily apperent. In addition, honesty

and integrity are essential to the operation of the

"sharas" system.

2. The method of ”shares” contracting, worked out by the

various feed milla with the farmere. Lader this method

the farmer is relieved of the necessity of furnishing

his capital and of absorbing losses.

3. The proximlty to markets along the eastern eeaboard

is another important contributing factor. The poultry

products can be hauled overnight to most of the major

eastern terminal markets, thus giving the area competi-

tive advantage over the midwestern prodnclng araas,a1nce

the eastern markets, particularly the New York market,

are the principal poultry markets.

l _.
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4. The decline of the lumber industry and the subsequent I

impoverishment of certain sections in the northwestern I

part of the county resulted in farmers in these sections
’

turning to poultry reising as a source of income. In

the early thirties a great proportion of these people

were on relief, and dependent for eubsistence on gardens, l
perhape a few laying hans, etc. In turning to poultry

raising these farmrs have been rendered eccnomically

independent, thus benefiting the entire area.

5. AHOÜHST factor, particulnrly instrumental in the above

noted conversion of farmers in this so-called ”Brocks Gap"

area to poultry raieing and in the development of the

"shares" system, was the ooncerted action of a small group

of individuale headed by the then county agent.

6. A final factor, of diminishing importance with the in-

troduction of scientific feeding and breeding, is the

general topography of the country which censists of roll-

ing, limestone land. This rolling country asaists in the

provision of proper drainage of the poultry range, while

the limsstone is considered of some value in building the

bone of the fowl.

I

I
I
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MARKETING

A. Prices

Chickans

Estimated prices of chickens par pound live weight received

by farmers in the United States es of the flfteenth of the month

for the period 1929-1946 are shown in Table 15. The average of

the monthly prices shows that December and February were the

months of lowest price aversging 16.5 cents per pound and 16.9

cents per pound respectively. The peak months were July and Sep-

tember, both sveraging 17.9 cents per pound*. On a yearlv basis

prices paid farmers per pound live weight in the United States

varied from 9.5 cents in 1933 to a peak of 26.8 cents in 1946.

Table 16 gives the eatlmated farm.price per pound live weight

pid to Virginia farmers for chickens as of the flfteenth of the

month for the period 1929-1946. The monthly average shows that

the lowest price was received in January when only 18.5 cents was

received par pound. The peak averages were for the months of June

and July when 21.2 csnts per pound for both months ses received.

The average price per year received by farmera in Virginia for

chickens has varisd from a low of 11.9 cents in 1953 to a peak

of 30.8 cents per pound received in 1946.

Figure 9 gives a comparison of the average monthly farm

price psr pound live weight received by fsrmere for chickens in

the United States and in Virginia for the period 1929-1946. The

onthly Virginia farm price has followed the same general trend

*Th average prices shown in Tables 15, 16, 20 and 21 are simple

fgägäly averages with no attempt made to calculate seesonal vari-
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as the United States farm price. Over this period of time, how-
g

ever, Virginia farm prices for chickens have been well above

United States prices. Monthly Virginia farm prices for the

period 1929-1946 averaged 19.9 cents per pound live weight while

those for the United States for the same period averaged 17.3

cents per pound live weight. Virginia fanners received 2.6 cents

more per pound live weight over this period for their chickens

than did the United States farmers es a whole.

In Figure 10 is shown the average price per year received

for chickens by farmers in he vnited States and in Virginia for

the period 1929-1946. The Virginia farm price has followed the

same g8UOP8i pattern as the United States farm price. Virginia

prices have remained above United States prices to the extent of

2.6 cents per pound live weight. The trend in prices received by

farmers for chickens has been generall; upward since 1933.

Table 17 gives the wholesale price per pohnd live weight at

Chicago of different market classes of chickens for the period

1935-1945. Heavy roasters (over 4 pcunds) including both Ahite

Hock and colored have averaged 22.5 cents per ponnd live weight

wholesale on the Chicago market. Light roasters (under 4 pounds}

have averaged 22 cents per pound live weight. Broilers averaged

21.3 cents per pound while fowl have averaged 19.2 cents per pound

for the same period.

The vholesale price per pouna dress d weight of different

market classes of chickens on the New York mark t for the period

1935-1945 is shown in 'I‘z—.=b1.e 18. Fowl fresh dressed or frozen,

p_ rllll______________.._.........................................................--------J
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faucy box pscked have everageci 25.3 cente per pouno over the

period 1935-1945. Young chiekme fresh-dreaeed, fancy,1n

barrels have avereged 28.5 eente per pound dreeeed weight on

the Neu York market. Young chiokene, fresh-dreeaed and frozen,

faney box pecked for the period 19354945 have averaged 28.2

oente per pound wholesele on the New Yozk market. Young

chiokena peoked in barrele brought 0.3 centa more per pound.

1 Y Y
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Table 19 shows the prices paid to Qroducers for various

fern products in Virginia including milk, butter, milk coss,

eggs, chickens, beef cattle, sheep, lambs, wocl and hogs. The

prices are indicated in index numbers 1910-1914 Z 100 for the

period 1928-1946. an average index number for the period 1928-

1946 ehows that chickens ranked fifth along with milk in prices

paid to producers. The average index numbers for products for

the above period ranked ae followsz lambs, first, 165; milk

cows, second, 156; tool, third, 155; beef cattle, fourth, 154;

milk, fifth, 145; chickehs, sixth, 145; hogs, seventh, 128;

butter, eighth, 121; Bggß, ninth, 112; and sheep, tenth, 97„

The average index number for the period 1951-1956, milch das a

period of relatively low prices, shows that chickens ranked

second in the ten products listed in terms of prices paid to

producers. For the above period the average index number for

prices paid to producers for chiekens was 110 and was exceeded

only by milk which had an average index number of 117. For the

period 1941-1946 ehich was a period of relatively high prices,

the average index numbers of prices paid to producers show

chicksns ranking fifth. The products ranked were as followsz

milk cows, first, 251; beef cattle, second, 227; lambs, third,

225; wool, fourth, 218; chickens, flfth, 183; hogs, sixth, 181;

milk, seventh, 180; butter, sight, 165; eggs, ninth, 150; and

sheep, tenth, 122. It appears that the prices paid producere

for chickans ars relatively higher than those paid for the

products listed in periods of los prices.
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-56-Turkexs '
Table 20 shows the estlmated prices per pound live weight I

received tor turkcys by termere in the United States es ot the
I

fitteenth of the month tor the period 1929-1946. A monthly
I

average was celculeted tor the period 1938-1946 because com-
L

parable data on Virginia farm prices was available tor this
L

period only. Dnring the period 1939-1946 the lowest average
I

price received bv faxmers in the United States tor turkeys was L

21.2 cente per pound live weight in the month ot ray. The peak F
month was Qecember when the tere price of the United States

averaged 26.4 cents. The average yearly price tor the period
L1933-1946 tor which complete date are available hae ranged trom L

a low of 10.6 cents live weight in 1933 to a high ot 33.4 cents

per pound received in 1946.

hstimated prices per pound live weight received by tarmers

tor turkeys in Virginia es ot the titteenth ot the month tor the

period 1929-1946 are hown in Table 21. The average monthly price

tor the period 1938-1946 tor which complete data are available
I

has renged trm a low of 24.2 cents live weight to a high of 28.3
L

centa per pcund in December. The average yearly price received
L

by taznmrs in Virginia for turkeys has ranged from a low of 16.8 L

cents live weight received in 194C to 35.9 cents per pound re-
‘

ceived in 1945. I
Figure ll shows the average eatlmsted prices received per

I

pound live weight for turkeys by tarmers in the United States L

and in Virginia aa of the tittesnth ot the month tor theperiode
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Figare ll · Turkeye: Average Eetimted Prices Received per Pound J

Live weight by Farmers in the United Statee and Virginiaasof

the 15th of the Month tor the Pericd l938Äl946. (Source':
V N

° )
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1938-1946. For this period Virginia prices declined after Janu-
ary, reached a low point in June, then advanced to a pear in
December. United States prices declined after Jnanary, reached
e low point in May and advanced to a peak in Decenber. For the
period 1938-1946 Virginia farm prices for tureeys averaged 2.7
cents per pound live weight ore than United States turkey farm
prices.

Average yearly estimated farm prices received by farmers for
turkeys per pound live weight in the United States and in Virginia
for the period 1936-1946 are shown in Figure 12. Both curves reach
their los points in 1940; Virginia prices, however, rsached their
high point ot 35.9 cents per pound live weight in 1945 while United
States prices reached their high point of 33.4 cents in 1946. The
trend in both United States and Virginia farm prices has been
steadily upwsrd since 1940 with Virginia prices remalning an aver-
age of 2.7 cets per pound live weight above United States Prices.

V



Figare 12 - Turkeye: Average Eatimeted Prices Per Pound
1

Live Weight Received by Farmere in the United States . . ‘ 1

end in Virginia, 1938-1946. (Source: Tables 20 end 1

21). I1 1
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B. Market neceipts.

Table 22 gives the live poultry recsipts of three markets by

rail and truck for the period 1936-1945. In general, live re-

ceipts of poultry have been decreasing during the period 1936-

1945. In the New York market, for instance, total.uve receipts

were 151 million pounds in 1937 and about 107 million pounde in

1945. The New York market indicates that the motor truck le gaiu-

ing ln lmportance in the transporting of live poultry. The motor

truck recelpts of live poultry in this market increased from about

76 million pounds in 1936 to over 117 million pounda in 1943.

Motor truck receipts of live poultry have auffsred some set back

in 1944 and 1945, due to wartime shortagee and Office of Defense

Transportation regulations.

Live poultry receipts in six markets by rail and truck for

the period 1936-1945 are shown in Table 23. In general, truck

receipts ef live poultry have tended to fall off in the last three

or four years of the period 1936-1945. One exception, however, to

this trend ia the fact that in the San Francisco market truck re-

ceipte of live poultry, except for the year 1943, have steadlly in-

creased. In the New York market during the period 1936-1945 rail

receipts rsached a low point in 1941 when 114 million pounds of

dreased poultry and a high point in 1945 when over 212 million

pounde were received. Truc- receipte for the same period in the

New York market started at a low point of 39 million pounds in 1936

and increased to a high point of 137 million pounds in 1942, then

dropped to 83 million pounds dressed weight in 1945.
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Table 24 shows the total live and dressed ponltry receipts I
in three markets fer the period 1930-1945. lt is obvious from. l

this Table that the trend in reocipte cf live eoultry has been
:

downwerd while the trend in recelpts in dresced poultxy has been
I

upward. A graphic presentation of this Table is given in Figure '
13, which gives the total live and dressed poultry receipts in

three markets for the period 1930-1945 expreesed in terre of per- I
centages of the 1930 receipts in poends of live and dreased I

weights, respectively. The trend in total receipts of live

poultr; hss been steadily downward in the huree markets

de-creasingfrom over 302 million pounds in 1930 te about 157 million 1

pounds in 1945, s decrease of 48 per cent. The trend in total re-

ceipte of dressed poultry in the three arkets has increased since

1935 when tne receipts totalad 233 million pounds except for one

year, 1943, when there was one large set back, to over 444 million l

pounds in 1945, an increase of 53 per cent.
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C. Cold-Storage Holdings.

Cold-storage holdlngs of all classes of ponltry in the United

States ae of the first of the month for the period 1921-1941 is

shonn in Table 25 in terms of million pounds. n graphic presen-

tation of the average monthly cold-storage holdinge of poultry in

the United states for the period 1921-1941 is given in Figure 14

nich ls taken from Table 25. Cold-storage holdlngs for the period

averaged 127 million pounds in the peak month of January, then

steadily declined to 47 million poonds in the low months of august

and September then rose ateadlly to an average of 1Gl million pounds

in the month of December.

Figure 15, which ls also taken from Table 25, gives e graphic

presentation of the average monthly cold-storage holdings per year

for the period 1921-1941. There have been considerabre yearly

fluctuatlons in the average monthly poultry cold-storage holdlngs

during the gerlod. Exceptions are the years 1931, 19hE and 1933

nhen the monthly averegea for the year were 65, 65 and 66 million

pounds, respectively. The general trend in average mcnthly cold-

storage holdlngs for the year during the period le21-1941 has been

steadily upward varying from a low of 4a million pounoe in 1921

to a high of 127 million pounds in 1941, an increase of 164 per

cent. The straight line trend given in th Figure shows that the

average monthly cold-storage holdinge increesed from 55 million

pounds in 1921 to 100 million pounds in 1941, a rate of increase

of 2% million pounds per year over the period 1921-1941.



I

l• G :-4 0* N :0 0 0 GE lv) g G G G b G G G G B-
•Ä
il!) N 0 t- I> 0 0 G :0 O :-4 :-4 G*0 0 G g G O G I.- :-4 03 G I! 0* O:,2 «-• :-4 -4

*‘ „I
,2I Q 0 G 0 N G E- 0* G SD 0• :0

ää *3 lf) Q [0 3 *0 0 0 G 0 G 0 0 ß

O-P 4-* G G :0 0 4* :0 Q N b G b O :0‘ 0{Zig N N IF) Q 4* 4* 4* G 4* 0 8) 0ääé
ga .

6-:;;; +>. 4* Q O :-4 CD :0 :0 O CO *0$‘° £gä:‘3L')$$4*4*4*4*•l|*b‘)~#4*{GH ib,$0
p··Q+).u•s •

n . :+2 «-l :-1 ,-4 :0 6:,2 O :-1 ¢> G •·-l L3 0Sl-4301 3* N :0 4* Ä FD 4* 4* 4* 4* :0 IO 4 4*-,-4¤l wa..2-rg?
5-sO O“ ,1, c- N :0 C- 5) :·•lggü! 2* gl} 3 4* 3 83 I!} 4* 4*:-4 dd "‘1

ääiä{L4 -4 Q¤¤ 0 0* B- Q :0 N 4* N :-4 0gäüg Ü 0 I0 4* G 4* 4* G 4* EH
OG}:-lßi 0 :0 l.~ b LQ b E- G 0*g b 2 g 0 b 0 *0 0 4* 4*

jl!-4*5 $2:

:-4 :-4 -43*52%
Ü

I •
E4 F4 ¤* 0* Q IQ :-4 0 O :0 0* :0 0 G GI N:0 Q :0 O 0* 0 G O"‘

°° 2 °' 2 2 2 °° E3 2
J1; 5) N 0* Ol 0 N N N :-4 N 0 O, 4* :-4 O O :-4 O N94 3

0 gl r-l :-l :-4 sl -4 r-I •-l :-4

Ä ¤•· FJ N Q l~ CD -4 nz} £~ N gO :-4

0* O :-4 Näääääääääääsääé:-l :-4 :-4 :-4 :-4 :-4 :-4 «-I :-I :-4 :-4



‘ «

'<IW

M Q B Q O 0 B B> B B O B 0: M N BIQ M M M
63 Q Q Q G Q Q D M t
az Q 4* G ·-·• N an r.~ G$7; M M M M M M M
vr} so 2: 0 cc 0 .2 ä mO K) O B B B M Q

M MMÄ

0 cu cu 0 zu •-• c- cuQ Q #.0 Q Q K'}

*5 0 0 1) U3 N #0 B
2 Q Q D Q G G 0

M Q B') IO N M B
ä ä'! 0 IQ Q G G 0-.-• ” cam·P B30:3 be QQ9 M B W B EO B N \O Q MMO SI 0 4* B O Q G CO 0
sv P1 *¥j'Ü

|tt') N N N B B 8} “O
N 3 0 G IO Q g G (O 34}*+1 QQr·*‘•··•·l
.0 >, N cs IO G M ~¤ M 4* •·•·

E9 E Q 0 Q Q B G O Q EW.-2 H :3S2L; 4* 01 Ua M ¤'> B B gw(Q Q B Q M N G 0nz M M M ·•··•¤

**] 2 E3 2 2 2 2 E2 2 §„·*sg •-·• .4 «·-e «·-4 •·-4 «-r «·-• 05‘§£
.6 mz ao ¤— «-• :sQ E3 Q M E Q Q N 90Eu M M M M M MMsi

cu c~ cn a> > gu:
¤ Q G g eo :5 zu+1 M M M M M N M0
F4 *0 Q B G Q O M äQ L'} U3 U3 F! LQ 3 0 •Q Q Q Q Q Q Q hr Q>4 M M M M M M M ·—1f U)



II

I I I I II; II1
E I Q Ä I Ä I

Figure 14 - Frozen Poultryz Average
MonthlyHoldings,United Statee, ae or the first of theIII 192.1.-1941. (Source; Table 25). I II II I

IIIII I
I I . III

Z I1. I Z Z
ÄZ Z 7 I tZ. . IIIZ

lßß ZI
I I I I II;IIIIE

E I
_I

I116

ä ‘ I
I

g95ä¤°

65 ZZ
I . Z IO I I I III.
I 1

75I

65 Z II66

Z Z Z

6 i I
I 55Jan. Feb. ma:. Apr. May June July Aus- Sept- ¤¢t- NW-

E i I

Z I



pre · -
‘ ry: vsrage "• 7 ¤‘ cup

Bolüngq fur the Y•ar• 19214941. (Spu_1·6•: Tabl; ,25). V _ __

lßb g 3 3 3 3 33 ” Ä
3 3 .3 1 3

uß
Ä

4 . 3 I
Ä 1

Ä . ’ Ä

Ä . I3-~ 166
3* Ä d. line Ä

.° 95 3 • „_ ,9;E
1Ä’

ä { · '
/;//

· °— · ***•*'··1'·Äl‘···•4
_r- / Ä .Ö

ä
I, rl

·

/ t
//

·
7

N
I ll ‘ ÄÄ I 13 * \/ *3- Ä Ä 1 Ä

I 3 . 65

*

’ '
,··’ I \ .

-
-.

„.55I · * -· _

3 gg -.-..-3 3 3 3. - ..-3- --3 -3-3 3 -„....._........,...,„,,_,
319211923 1925 1927 1929 1931 1933 1936 1937 1939 19l1 3 _ _

I
I :‘ox·r:11ü.a used to comrmte stvajghti linetrend‘

I-
‘ Y Z u + wc

-1 Ä I ‘

- 3 3.. 3 jligbx



1

1
-77-1

CONSUMPTIGNTable

26 shows chichen consumption in the United States in 1

terms of pounds dressad weight for the period 1950-1945. The

lowest per capita consumption of poultry was reached in 1958 when

16.8 pounds per person were consumed. The highest per capita con-

sumption was reached in 1945 when 22 pounds of chichen per person

were consumsd.

The total and per capita oonsumption in pounds dressad weight

of turheys in the United States for the period 1950-1945 is shown

in Table 27. For the period 1950-1945 per capita consumption of

turkeys in terms of pounds dressed weight has ihcreased from 1.7

pounds in 1951 to 4.5 pounds in 1945.

A crmparison of the per capita consumption of chickens and

turheys with the per capita consumption of beef, veal, lamb,

mutton, and pork for the period 1910-1945 is given in Table 28.

A graphic presentation of the above Table is given in Figure 16.

The Figure gives the per capita consumptioh of chickens an; turkeys

as compared with other msats which include bsef, veal, lamb, mutton

and pork. The comparison is made on a percentage basis and is ex-

pressed in terms of per cent of the 1929 per capita consumption in

pounds. The year 1929 was used as a base year because data on

turhey consumption were not available before that year. The most

striking fact about this figure is ÜHB increase in the per capita

consumption of turneys over the period, 1929-1945. In 1945 the

per capita consumption of turkeys was 145 per cent anove the 1929
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Table 27 - Turkeys, Dressed weight: Con-
sumption in the United States, Total
and Per Capita, 1950-1945.

Year Production Cold- Importe Cold- Consumption‘*
Storage Storage
Stocks at Stocks Total Per
Beginning at End Capita
ot Year ot Year

Million Million Million Million Million
Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds Pounds

1930 216 10 1 5 222 1.8
1931 214 5 5 10 214 1.7

1932 264 10 1 15 260 2.1

1933 298 15 **3 16 297 2.4
1934 284 16 *** 19 281 2.2

1935 267 19 *** 17 269 2.1

1936 361 17 1 35 344 2.7

1937 246 35 *** 26 355 2.7

1938 355 26 *** 26 358 2.7

1939 422 23 *** 23 393 3.0

1940 482 52 *** 52 473 6 . 6
1941* 468 61 1 61 472 3.6

1942 496 50 1 50 488 3.7

1943 466 36 3 36 439 3.4

1944 552 37 4 37 436 3.4

1945 677 72 4 72 559 4.3

* Consumption figuren, 1941-1945, apply only to civilian populetion

** Conaumption does not allow for experts: data not available

*** Less than 500,000 pounda

Source: Agricultural Statistics, 1946.
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Table 28 - Estimated Per Capita Consumption of
Meats and Poultry, 1910-1945.

__________ __________ Button _r.g_%_t_._g_______ Pounds §ggggg_ §ggggg_ £ggggg_ gggggg Pounds Pounds

1910 70.5 7.2 6.4 62.4 146.5 20.6 *
1911 68.6 7.1 7.4 69.2 152.3 20.9 *
1912 64.7 7.0 7.7 66.8 146.2 19.9 *
1913 63.8 6.3 7.3 67.4 144.8 19.4 *
1914 62.7 5.8 7.2 65.9 141.6 19.3 *
1915 57.1 6.0 6.2 67.3 136.6 19.2 *
1916 59.6 6.5 5.9 69.8 141.8 18.1 *
1917 65.4 7.3 4.5 59.6 136.7 17.7 *
1918 69.2 7.4 4.8 61.6 143.0 17.8 *
1919 61.5 7.8 5.7 63.9 138.9 19.0 *
1920 59.1 8.0 5.4 63.5 136.0 18.2 *
1921 55.7 7.6 6.1 65.0 134.4 17.8 *
1922 59.2 7.8 5.1 65.9 137.9 18.9 *
1923 59.8 8.2 5.3 74.5 147.8 19.4 *
1924 59.9 8.6 5.3 74.7 148.5 19.2 *
1925 60.0 8.6 5.3 67.3 141.2 19.8 *
1926 60.7 8.2 5.8 64.6 139.0 19.7 *

1927 54.9 7.4 5.3 68.2 135,8 21.0 *
1928 49.0 6.5 5.5 71.3 132.3 20.1 *
1929 49.8 6.3 5.6 69.8 131.5 19.8 1.75
1930 48.9 6.4 6.7 67.0 129.0 21.6 1.81

1931 48.5 6.6 7.1 68.3 130.5 19.5 1.72
h

.. --11-.........................................................................................-.4
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Table 28 -(Gontinued}____________

___________ ;|g.}_t_t_9_q_ __________ Meat s_____ Pounds Qggggg_ gggggg_ ggggggp Pounds Pounds Pounds
1932 46.7 6.6 7.1 70.6 131.0 19.8 2.09
1933 51.4 7.1 6.8 69.9 135.2 20.4 2.36
1934 55.8 8.4 6.3 64.2 134.7 18.9 2.23
1935 52.8 8.0 6.9 48.3 116.0 18.2 2.12
1936 57.9 8.4 6.6 55.0 127.9 19.1 2.68
1937 55.0 8.6 6.6 55.6 125.8 19.0 2.76
1938 54.4 7.7 6.9 58.2 127.2 17.7 2.76
1939 54.7 7.6 6.6 64.7 133.6 19.4 3.00
1940 55.1 7.4 6.6 72.9 142.0 18.9 3.59
1941 61.5 7.7 6.9 68.9 145.0 20.3 3.64
1942 61.2 8.0 7.2 61.5 137.9 21.5 3 70
1943 49.6 7.9 6.4 72.4 136.3 28.0 3.40
1944 53.4 11.3 6.7 77.0 148.4 23.6 3.40

1945 58.7 11.6 7 2 60.2 137.7 25.3 4.30

* Not available

Source: Agricultural Statistics, 1942 and 1946.

1

1
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per caplta consumption. Per capita consumption of chlckens es com-

pared to other meets has been holding its own over the period 1910-

1945 and since 1942 has lnnreased well above the consumption of all

other sta. This increase in chlcken eonsumption in relation to

other meets may be due to the fact that chicken production has had

a large increase in the last few years. For instance, total pro-

duction in pounds dreseed weight was 2,988 million pounds ln 1942,

(Table 26), and 5,700 million pounde in 1945, an increase of 712

million pounds. also, ohlcken imports lncreasad from 2 million

pounde dressed weight in 1943 to 22 million pounds in 1945 while

ohlcken experts lncreaeed from 1 million pounds dreasod weight to

only ll million pouds in 1945. Thus ehickon imports have been in-

creaeing mors rapldly than experts in the last few years.

I

(
l



-84- 1

I
POULTRY MARKETING FACILITI*S IN THE VALLEY OF VIRGINIA VA. Description of Facilities and Area Studied.LeeazxcnThe

area included in this study is shown in Figure 17 and in-

cludes the five countiea of Rockbridge, Augusta, Rockingham, 3henan·

doah, and Frederick. This area included in these five countles is

known as the Valley of Virginia and has been referred to before in

this manuscript.

Figure 18 gives the location of the marketing facilities studied

within the five countiss of the Valley of Virginia. The facilities

are located as follows: Rockbrldge County, one, located in Lexington;

Augusta County, four, one at Moffatts Green, one at Etuarts Draft and

two in Stuanton; Rockingham County, two, one ln Harrisonburg and one

at Timbrville; Shenandoah County, three, one at New Market, one at

Edinburg and one at Tome Brook; Frederick County, two, located ln

Winchester.

Method Used In Study
The method for determlnlng the serketing facilities used in

this study was to personally interview the manager of the process-

ing plant or person in charge of the establishment and secure data

by filling out a questionnaire. A copy of the questionnalre used

in the study ls shown in Appendix B of this manuscript. Twelve

facilities in all were vislttd, however, these marketing facilities

are not homogeneous throughout and may be grouped as followe:
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1. Two producers were interviewed. dns of these pro-

ducers had a retall license, and hepurchased,dressed,

and sold chiokens and turkeys in addition

to those produced on his farm.

2. .A second group included a dealer who purchased

chickens and turkeye, selling some live and some

dressed. He had no means of dreseing poultry at

hle establishment and employee some of the pro-

cessing plante to dress hie poultry.

3. Processing plante:

(a) Three plante were small establishments

without conveyor systmns.

(b) Six of the plante were large establish-

ments with convcyor systeme and modern

mschinery.

This made lt difficult to make comperisons when there were

such great dlfferences in number of people employed, floor space,

and investment. The average investment of seven of the plante on

which data were obtained ameantsa to $155,205 which included real

•stste,.machinory, equipmet and tracks.

Phzsical make-Up of Facilities

There was considerahle vsristion in the eine of the twelve

facilities studied. The shall establishments had one floor. The

larger ones had two floors, the upper floor being used for holding

and feeding the live poultry and the lower used in tne actual pro-

cessing. The average number of floors for all twelve establishments

was 1.6

n
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Table 29 gives the number of workers employed and floor space
hy groups tor the eetablishmants etudied. For the purpose ot
analysis, the eetabliehmete were grouped ae follovaz

1. Producers and dealer:

(a) Two producere are included in this group.

(b) CHE dealer ie included in this group.

2. Three processing plante not having conveyor systems

were included in a second goup.

3. Six proceesing plante having conveyor systeme were

included ln a third group.

Table 29 — Number of Forkers Employed and Floor
Space by Groupe for the Esteblishments Studied.

Number of Number of Floor Space Arersge
Eetabl1eh· Torkere FloorGroup mente in Employed Space
Group Per

Total Averggg Total nvergge Worker
Number Number Number Sg. Ft. Sg. Ft. Sg.Ft.

Producers N Dealer 3 11 3.7 1,601 534 146

Processing plante
not having conveyor
systems 3 29 9.6 4,720 1,573 163
Processing plante
having conveyor
systeme 6 4C0 66.7 141,257 23,543 353

All eatablishmenta 12 440 35.9 147,579 12,298 335

1



Z
The average number of workers psr establishment was determined [

by dividing the total number of workers employed in each group by Ä

the number of establiehments within the group. The producers and

dealer group employed an average of 3.7 workers per establlshment,

Ihlle processing plante not having coveyor systes employed an

average of 9.6 workere per establishment and plante having conveyor

systems employed an average of 66.7 workers per establlshmsnt.

While these numbers of workers per establlshment may seem small,

it must be ramenbered that at the time of the study the establish-

meuts were only operating at 51 per cent of their total capacity.

The variatlon in the size of facilities may be seen in the

average floor space per facility for the different groups shown in

Table 29. For instance, the producers and dealer group had an

average of 534 square feet per facility, while the processing plante

not having conveyor Systems had 1,573 square feet per plant and

those plante having conveyor systems had 23,543 square feet of

floor space per faoillty.

The average floor space per worker was determined hy divlding

the total number of worhers employed (when the plante were operat-

ing at 31 per cent of maximum capacity per 8—hour day} by each group

into the total floor space for each group. Floor space per worher

for the different groups was es followez producers and dealer group,

146 square feet per aorker; processing plante without conveyor systems,

163 square feet per worker; and plante with convsyor systems 353 square

feet per Iorker. This wlde difference in floor space per vorker may

be due to the fact that the larger establishments had feeding rooms for
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finishing poultry, while many of the ennller eetebliehments did not.Q
Also, the plante were operating at 51 per cent of their mximnm
capacity, which fact would make the average floor space per worker

much larger than it would be if the plante were operating at full

capacity with a large number of workers employed.

In regard to the possibility of expanding or contracting their

present facilities, eeven out of nine said their estebliehmente

could easily be enlarged. However, nine out of eleven said that

they did not have any plans to expand their present eetablishmente.
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B. Purchases.

Source of Supply

Purehases for six of the large plante on which data were ob-

teined averaged 3,965,273 pounds live weight of poultry per plant

for the year 1946. The facilities in the Valley not only serve

the five countiee of the Valley, but in addition they serve High-

land, Bath, Nelson, Page, Warren and Clark conntiee in Virginia,

and Hardy and Pandleton counties in west Virginia. The counties

served by these facilities in addition to the counties served in

the Valley are shown in Figure 17.

Prices Paid by Facilities

Table 36 shows the average prices paid per pound live weight

for different market classes of poultry by the marketing facilities

etudied for the year 1946. The average prices paid per pound live

weight by market classes were as fellowe: broilers, 32.6 cents;

roastere, 36 dante; cecks, 15 cents; fowl, 28.6 centa; turkey hens,

31.8 cents and turkeyvtome, 26.4 cents per pund.
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Table 30 - Average Prices PÜid per Pound
Live height for Different harket Class-
es of Pcultry by Harketing Facilities
of the Valley for the Year 1946,Paid

iger Pound
Cents

Broilere 32.6
Roesters 36.0

Cocks 15.0
Feel 28.6
Turkey(Hens) 51.8

Turkey(Toms) 26.4

The mrket classes used in this study are defined in Fermere

Blletin, No. 1377, published by the United States Bepartment ef

Agriculture, es tollowsz

1. "Broilers {in Virginia same definition as on Page

21) are young ehickens, approximetely 8-12 weeks

old, of either sex, of eaxketable age but not

weighing over 2% pounds each or 30 pounde a dozen,

and suffioiently soft-meated to be coohed tender

by broillng. The lighter ueighte are soeetimes

quoted es squab breilers."

2. ”Roaeters are young chicaens, appreximstely 5-9

months old, of either sex, weighing over ßä pounde

each or over 42 pounde a dozen, amd sufficiently
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soft-meated to be cooked tender by roasting.”

3. ”Cooks are mature male blrds of any weight with I

darkened and toughaned flash. Sometimes they I

are quoted ae old roosters.” I
4. 'Fowl are mature female blrds of any age or

weight. Thayare generally divided into several
I

sub—elasses according to weight, and the lighter
weighta usually bring a lower pr1ce.”

5. ”Turkeye arc commonly quoted ae young and old I
and as hans er tome. Old turkeys are those over I
1 year old with toughened flash and hardened I

breastbona. Turkays clasaed as young are usually I
less than l year old, are soft—meated, sd have I

flexible breastboncs. Young turheye genarally I
I

sell for the higher price, followed in order by Iold hans and old toms.” I
Table 51 gives the average prices received by fahre ln V1r· I

ginla and in the United States per pound live weight for the year I
1946. In that year Virginia fsrmers received 4.0 cents per pound I
live weight more for their chickens and 2.0 cets per pound more

Ifor their turkeys than did farmers in the country as a whole. Co-
Iparable data on prices for fermers in the Valley could not be de· I

termined because a number of the facilities studisd were coopera— I
tive orgsnizatlons and es auch they distribute patronage refunde '
to their patrone at the end of the year. These refunda are based

I

on the amount of business that the patron does with his cooperative, I

I
I



I

I
—94- I

Table 31 - Prices Peceived by Fermers in Vir-
ginia in Relation to Prices Received by
Fermers in the United States per Pound Live
weight for Chiokens and Turkeys for the Year
1946.

Prices Paid
Division Chickens Turkezs

Cents Cents

To farmers in Virginia 30.8 35.4

To farmers in the United States 26.8 33.4

Difterence 4.0 2.0

Source: Tables 15, 16, 20, and 21.
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and, therefore, the patron may get more for his poultry than the

average prices paid by the facilities would indicete.

Seasonality
All the facilities studied reported that they operated the

year round. In general, the facilities reported that they re-

ceived their largest number of young chickens in the spring and

their largeet number of older chickens in the winter. The

largest number of turheys is received in the months of October,

November, and December. This ie in keeping with Table 52 which

shows the proportion of the turkey crop marketed in different

months. In 1946 nearly 45 per cent of the turkey crop in the

South Atlantic States, which includes Virginia, was marketed

in the month of November.
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Table 32 — Proportion of Turkey Crop Marketed
in Different Months.

Geographic Division 1945 Crog 1946 Crog
Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Oct. Nov. Doc. Jan.
Per Per Per Per Per Per Per Per
Gent Cent Cent Cent Cent Cent Cent Cent

North Atlantic 8.8 41.9 34.9 14 4 10.7 44.4 35.2 9.7
East North Central 10.1 40.8 35.2 15.6 17.8 43.7 30.4 8.1
West North Central 33.9 37.7 22.8 5.6 41.8 37.0 17.8 3.4
South Atlßhtiß 17.0 40.6 33.6 8.8 19.1 44.8 29.5 6.6
South Central 9.6 41.9 34.4 14.1 7.7 46.8 35.1 10.4
Heetern 17.4 28.8 30.7 23.1 24.5 34.7 26.2 14.6
United States 19.6 36.4 30.0 14.0 29.4 39.6 26.4 9.1

Source: Crope end Markets, October, 1946.
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C. Processing Capacity and Cost of Processing. 'Finishing I
Only the larger plante did any finishing and in these plante ·

the birds were held for an average of two days. The birds were I
held in batterien and fed a wet mixed feed in troughs. Some of I
the smaller plante that did not finden their poultry paid the po- I
ducers a premium of 5 cents ps pound live weight for blrds that I

had ben fattened on the farnxor were in very good condition at I

the time of their purchase. I
ß

Cagacitg of Facilities I
Table 55 gives the total maximum capacity and average maximum I

capacity by groups for the twelve facilities studied on the basis I
of pounde dressed weight per 8-hour day. All capscitles eere brought I
to this common denominator of pounds dressed per 8-hor day by using I
an average weight of 5 pounds per head for broilers, 5 pownds per head

‘

for fowl and 15 pounds per head for turkeye and assuming a 10 percentshrink.

#
There was considerable varlation between the different groups I

of facilities in average maximum capacity dressad weight per 8- I

hour day. The producer and dealer group had an average maximum I

capacity of 1,026 pounds dressed weight of broilere per 8-hour I

day or 1,274 pounde of fowl or 1,187 pouds of turkey. The pro- I

cesaing plante not having conveyor systems had an average axi- I

mum capacity of 4,268 pounds dressed weight of broilers per 8- I
hour day or 7,659 pounds of fowl or 4,705 pounds of turkey. I

K
_ _g_g_4_______________________________________________________________________.......m
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Plants having the cenveyor system had an average maximum.capacity
of 19,750 pounds dresaed weight of hmoilers per 8—hour day or
46,749 ponnda of fowl or 46,855 pcunde of tnrkey. The overall
average maximum capacity per 8-hour day for the twelve facilities
was 11,976 pounde of brcilers or 25,603 ponnds cf fowl, or 24,776
pounde of tnrkey.
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—100·Table54 gives the total maximum, present, and minimum

capacity in terms of dresaed weight per 8-hour day for teelve

facilities on which date were obtained. Minimum capacity was

determined from the per cent of maximum capacity which had to

be utilized in order not to lose money on operations. Con-

siderable elestlcity in operations ie shown from the fact that

at minimum capacity the facilities handled only an average of

105,405 pounds dressed weight of poultry per 8·hour day, while

at present capacity they handle 117,195 pounds of poultry and

at maximum capacity could handle 229,791 pounds of pcultry per

8—hour day.

Table 54 — Capacity: Total Maximum, Present
and Minimum for 12 Facilities in Terms of
Pounds Bresaed weight per 8—Hour day.

Glass 45% of Total 51% of Total Capacity
Pounds Pounds Pounds

Broilers 60,467 68,550 154,575

Fowl 158,259 156,694 507,245

Turkeye 111,490 126,55ö 247,756

Average 105,405 117,194 229,791

Table 55 shows the total number of chickens and turkeye

raised in five counties in 1946 (eatimated by the average year~

ly increase shown in the census fhgures between 1959 end 1944)
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and total maximum capacity of the twelve facilities an whlch \
capacity data were obtained in the five countles of the Valley.

The estimated production in pounds llve weight in 1946 fo

chickena uns obtalned by multiplylng the number of head by the

average weight of broilers and fowl. The esti matsdproducticnin

pounds live weight of turkeys in 1946 was obtainad by multi-

plying the number of head by an average weight of 15 pounde per

head. The eetimated dressed weight produced in 1946 for

bothchickensand turkeys was obtained by applying a 10 per cent

shrink to the live weight.

according to the data preented in Table 35, twelve facili-

ties etudled could dress all the chickens raised in the five

counties of the Valley of Virginia in 196 days and all the

turkeys rained in 22days.These

figuren are eomewhat mtdeadlng, however, because not

all chickens raised are sold but some are kept by the producers

for replacemants in the laying and breedlng flocks. Some turkeys1
are kept also for replacements in the breeding flocks. In ad-

dition to this not all the poultry sold in the Valley is sold to

the marketing facilities in the Valley. The Monthly Beveiw_g£
‘ Financial ä£g_Business Conditions, published by the Federal Re-

serve Bank of Richmond, has this to say:

”With regard to marketing chickens in ts area

(Rockingham County) the cmtract feeder normally sells

about e to individual buyers (truckers) who can make

the overnight haul of live poultry to the castaru

_____________________..................................-..----------—-———-————d
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terminal mrknte, and the other to dresaing

plantewithinthearea."Sincethese twelve facilities studled are not the only pro- “

cessing facilities in the Valley, and since they not only

drawpoultryfrom the five counties of the Valley but sixadditionalcountles

in Virginia (Figure 1*7) as well as two counties

inWestVirginia, it would appear that the marketing faci litiee of ‘

the Valley are more than adequate to mndle all the poultry

pro-ducedin the five countiee of the Valley of Virginia and
thenormalneerby area of supply. :

Perfomnnce Per Worker '
Table 36 shows the performance per won; er by groups for the ,

twelve poultry marketing facilities in the Valley ofVirginia.The

performance per worker le calculated on the basis of poundax ;
dresaed weight produced per eight hour dw at present capacity

which ie 51 per cent of maxinum capacity. The advantagee of having

a well organized processing facility are apparent in the Table.

For instance, workere in the producer: and dealer group dressed

an average of 148 pounds of poultry per worker in an 8·-hourday,while

wcrkers in the processing plante not having conveyor systems

dressed 266 pounde per day md workers in plante having conveyor

systems dressed 287 pounde of poultry per 8-hour day. In terms

of percentages the workers in the processing plante without con-

veyor systems dressed 80 per cent more per worker than did the

ny

g _
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I
workere in the jrvodlucers and dealer gzeup, end uorkers in plante I
having conveyor eyetms dreseed 94 per cent more per workerinan

8-hour day tum did the workere in the producers anddealergroup.
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Cost of Processing

Conaider bla variation was found in processing cost in the

facilities studied. They varied from 0.8 of 6 cent per pound

dreased weight reported by a producer to 7.5 eente per pound re—

ported by one of the large processing plante. Table 57 shows a

break—down of the cost of some of the large processing plante.

The total cost per pound dressed for the low cost plante was 3.55
ccnts par pound while the high cost plante averaged 7.18 cente

pr pound dresaed. The average of the high cost plante and the

low cost plante gave a total average cast of 5.36 cente per

pound dressed weight for dressing all classes of poultry.

Table Z? shows the performance per worker in the high cost

and los cost plante in the talley. lt is intsxsetihg to note

that the lee cost plante dressed an average of 324 pounds of

poultry per worker psr eight hour day, while the high cost plante

dresaed an average of only 283 pounds of poultry per worker per

B-hour day. Thus, the los cost plante were dresaing 4l pounda

of poultry more per worher in an 8—hour day than were the high

cost plante. There sowas to be some room for improvament in

labor efficiency in the high cost plante. Alec the high cost

V
1
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Table 37 - gversgw·.‘.Cost of recbssing Psultry IPer Pound Dressed weight Heported by Fa-
cilities in the Valley. I
II

Low Cost High Average ICosts Plants CostPlants 'Cents Cents Qgntä I
Buy and Haul .50 1.00 .75 I

Administrative and Plant .75 1.51 1.15 I
Feed .10 . 22 .16 I

ILabor - Dress .75 1.51 1.15 I
Supplies .20 .43 .31 I

Package .50 1.00 .75Preignt .75 1.51 1.13
Total 3.55 7.18 5.36 I

I

I
Table 38 — *erformance Per *orker in the Low I

and High Cost Plants in the Valley ot Vir- Iginie in terms of peunds Bressad äeight per8-Hour Day per Porker. I
ILew Cost Plants, High Cost Plants,66 MÜIKBFB er Plant 65 terkers «er PlantMarket Class Present Pounds Present Pounds

Capacity gressed Capacity sressed
Per Plant Per Perser Per Plant Per Worker IPounds Pounds Pounds Pounds I

Broilers 14,471 219 14,025 203
IFowl 24,118 365 23,269 336 I

Turkeys 25,546 2e7 21,420 310 I
Average
All Clasaea 21,378 324 19,638 283

i _
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1
plante had an average of 375 square feet of floor space per

worker, while the low cost plante had 335 square feet offloorspace

per rarker. according to this fact, the higx costplantehad

45 square feet of floor space more per aorker than did the

low cost plante. There might be some room for improvement

along this line.

Grading

All the large plante employed a special grader to grade their

poultry. Stmdard U. S. Grades were used in all plante where grad-
ing aaa done. Specifications for U. S. Standards for grades for

dreeeed brollers, fryere end roaetere are gvm in Table 39. Speci-

flcations for U. S. Standards for gradee for dreeaed fowl or etew-
ing chickens are given in Table 40. In general, U. S. Grade AA

refers to commercially perfect speclmens of any class, U. S. Grade

A refere to the second higheet grade of dre eaed ehickaens, U. S.

Grade B refers to the third highest grade cf dreseed chickaens, and

U. S. Grade C refers to edible dreseed chickens below the grade of

U. S. Grade B, except such as are speclficelly excluded by the

general graddng requirements or by the detailed apeclfications for

U. 8. Grade C.

Packlgg

There were wide variatione in the type of oontainers used

for packing poultry by the marketing facilities studied in the



•lÜ9• I

an .25 ·¤ II-• 43I 009--4 I0 I b•0 vd 4->$-E4
43 :4 I M $$3 $1*0 1-4•·•30 --4 I
N 0 0*500¤¤443 S10 ~·4«•3·•·•.-C100 F-• IG! E- ••'¤ ·•4¤O0¤,¤0€ e-4--4 ¤$·4 QE-4-3%-•f‘c¤ O0 *5 U ¤«·•4$·443 0+* $4

£"-'3 0•0I17 MO43Üh*5 Q 0 44 .¤U000'U•f§--,-4 I I
-+3*043,0 1-Il ·«4 00 Q 61430 $11.%-•_1-I-+3I Q

*5 @43243 0 • -•3.C¤ F-4••QO-9*3 ::I>•s¢1••-4 ·vI; I
ff- I-4 -4-443 4343 0 43 0 :--00,:: 6 ru--40 wc S- I
Q 0 -4 -¤0I-4--4Oa;-:},13;::; zu

L3 0 0¤•0xä¢¤0 I-•.::c:2¤§···I> -4-•4¤·· ··;:•~ :3-4 —„-4¤¢1¤·-4 gnome 0 ¤ I
I?} I¤¤•Q· 1-4--If-4044-*¤l0E0 ÜÜÄA 00 gg Q; Q I
I4 0 0,0--4 ,ä¤- ¤ Q-4*·‘*¤20¤¤•$4 OF-•°$4 43 I
0 $··l¢’)·P·*·’• 'Pz 0 Z;} I
an ¤I¤oo:· -4>•e -,-4 mc *0 43.0;: 0 .:2•«·•0¤¤lÖ r-·I!·4.¤hD GF4!-•-4 343:-' 030 gk 43 ·Ih- ¤«--4 0 ä0+>¤•¤.¤:::-c--4 .¤o¢--#00-—-I ccc LQ I-4309hD--4 b ·«-IQ-930 Q ¤Gä900·4«4$•¤Q43 •• 1-40000 -•-I ¤lQ *:3--4 #04-•a0 u¤ $-6 D
**4 OS-4-4-4 6>,e 4-* EE -:1:-4 00 I043 U 0-I 0,::QST-' #:902090 ¢-•®,¤gI=—0¤3 0www own: mc 0 b
-4 ¤00E¤: I4O.¤4·•0—•-*6; -4:0 ES-4 43a:I,¤;:g¤2 --4-4 Icxhcgv 0, -4 0-.I::.*·—I$·•· 0*:: b III 0 4-* I
O $41-40 äh '5··‘I0$-•-P *5N}Q'5¤¤+300s2‘»4'I;‘*c$ 0 füY-4 4-I ~•·41-•·•·•·•3 ·d::r·<|> -G-400::0 0 •·0 +3GQ ¢!1'5·¤00¤¤ EQQ000¤4300·-IQF-3 0 02 Q•I=";·•·-• ¤ IPHIIGQEUOE0 *¤t¤·‘¤ III;
*5 -4 $-4 M ¤2¤d+3H+-*·•-4.C·•~4 611$·4¤30 @00 H0 Q IQ :1*5 0*50 *583.-¤N).ä) 0 0 00444350 I0 von: 9 gitlil *5 ¤J•'5¤i>·> Edi-wc ·I3*¢:~··*$40 ·•·*¤‘l¤43$·4 ·r-•••4:S0••'Z1-0 HG? 0·‘*I0¢i)¢0E-Of-B :3 I
$-4 >¤O00·•3 92 $130+-302 h•$~4F·•5-404343M£‘JI•-I0 0 0
Q *-*2 ·-4

I-4 Mag nc ¤,¤-éemoü 04- IN ¤·dE00*5OH M MUM I-gl I-40 00 I-4 .:1 $·4¤¤Q·4·-4+3 $41-4 r-I,¤+3O¤4 r-I0 008* 02 M0 $100200 +3 IF-¢···|Q°3$-40 -I20F4•5 *5$··4>••0ß® 0- S3 00 0--I CßG2 00 Q-054 0 G-DE dä--444 :243 -40 $-4B¤0 0 3 0 4300ä 4-3-433430 Ol-4 4-*$-eh!) :1 I*0 Hl-40 ¤¤043O 43 09 O I-ICIUS-4:¤••4¤¤2 —·-I
G3 N•·ä-¤ 0 •O $2*00 E$4 ¤'5 S11 *5 •O$4 0$$O$·4I;6&;0•~ 0_$-*2 0 B *-:3 IC2 00 *:3 E4 043*5 ¤•¢Q0|·••5 I•·=:!$·4P¤4)·•-4 0~·-I 06 4 I-•·4•-I4-30 HA0 wbt-24¤• 0830¤¤ -****00-,¤O
$4 O 2• 4-*+*0-•4*¤+3¤0·v:¤ä:1 :;' IO Q 0•„4• ·•-4·•3•¤Or-40 *2 ·¤¤12430Q3:t:0¤0 O1-4 0--I-42+*43 «—4«·-I•4;¤ .:2O £2_ ·•·1'dIßI°-4 «P•
02 02 0-40 ::2 I
*2 -43 ,¤ I0 bg I-•• 080Q•·-I3--·|Q¤•300Q

-«·-·I•30'5 •0 ¢*5 00 $40 s::0$-4--443Ba HC1: $+-4 I'5 @591-43 0'5>¤ $!1*5$—4+3 Q-•¤24-40.-¤\~•.':O ~·4O +3E3 I',’)0O¤20§J40 ¢-1-430 0Q0•·4¤-7- -¤„¤¢¤•·-I fh I
Q ,:1 atx: 0,d-•30..,;;•, 60-·I-¤•-4-4c0:>,00 0::10-1 -,-4- I43 0*20430 N¤•·•-IIZB•43 ¤40<D¤4«·•0~—1¤,¤_ Oél0,¤! -399

O') 430 $4 0 00+3 +¤•**¢0E4·33 4·3,SF4CJ432II>•·-4 -4 gz••·I•··*|I¤•¤g -408*3 0B,¤Q+-‘ *30 G? Qüfür-;.054 *::10 I
· -44-4 I-I~•-IK 00«—I5..I-4-vo-,-4:>„ $4:102 .¤0‘,2¤-·-I-,-4c eaU) *5000I: 0044.5:00 00

e-·I0gß.¤'5··•I -44343 @1-4111 $40-4 $4*5:30 ,0-,4 €¤·I4·«4 I• <I«-4343043 •-4¤30••4 *5 00 ,:3Z3 :$o _0·¤<I>ocE•-4ou: $4 0Q-4-4¤?6.>.¤ Inn -•-4c!-I4-*0 Q-40¤¤-•¤c:·•-=•,¤ä0 O · I0 ***0C-I! -4-4-40 e-IQS-4 M 0-,-4In--443I:•·Q vi man--400 I-40••·• *2 00 43¤•$40*5 ·!D·—I 0I>g0¤¤ 0** Z50 I43 0,0 00t-•,¤$-vd!-4I-4 -•-4¤I4¤$-•¤-¤0·¤4¤#40·Eoc -3:1;0 --*8 *¤-•»·¤·•-9 0 --46943 D 4--422-43-*I.¤_,c: Hg $$74 I-,4-4434-40 Qua: 00 0,¤ -40 :3 --4E4 0 .¤-4 ¤¤0-··4¤«•3 -,-4 ·-—·I¤ 0 003--4I-IBI4 4-I0 kk I
$4 Q ‘*"•¤4·•-48 0cl-400¤„CIQ OQHQ-9 $-4+3 g,¤Q¤*·‘IE:«•3·•3¤•·•·••$4 *440 I

·~I'¤¤ ,¤ Q0-4 *5 13.9 Q¤¤•·:‘I00$4 00
0 -4-¤¤¤.¤ 4• ums-4,-402-•-> «•+»>-0-1:64+ S200::2Sl

Q-6 bunny- pwß 0:104-eq 000 Ogu PN I
0 Ü!-4 0 0O¤’J•·0»·-IQ @0 dhv4 ÜÖÜ-1 E 0f·•00·•-·•·«··I•00$-40 Q- 00-¤„¤«··I€L0 gib43 Of-1 *2 08020üf-4-IO 043l-4+3UI‘·-4 ·•3Q¤•$·4 I
Q 00 wg $4 00¤0 M)•¤¤20„¤ O 4:*5

I0 0M43M -4->-4-•.¤.¤!·•M Mä*5·•··•¤P¤70 $40043 z;
-I-I 5QgO 0 QE ¤,00*d0 0a0c>•«·•;::0 00-4¤..* QQ I1-4 O9-I I-40-4-400 ‘5£1¤4$4,¤¤00·-4 $-4ä-40,§0>·•-4.0,0 CL
-60 I W I

•@
02 0 -4 s‘¤ c.: 020 I*5 •••-II 8 3 3 3 3 °"O! Ö - 0 Q I

$4 $4 ••
Ü Us C3 C3 *:5 L5 8 I
rd • • • • •

-0 Q Cf)C')Q• • • • Q I
E-- ::• 0 .0 zu 0:

I
I

I



1

g

1

·“
u

.„
an *’

-110

sÜ.„z>„ ¤‘g•?·°

Ü.

Gun
"'·¤"°

° 7-6

2.
•===ä·¤°'·*§'

ä‘—~¤äZ¤
°°

1

Q:
=o$¤„¤

¤§',•¤_‘_?g.„§2>
ssjgmg

1:

n
naß:-.3-.-g"*¤„

;,gn_Q‘·—¢*‘¤„·°

Üuvm
¤

2«S 2
3.

2¤äS ääßg ”

¤°¤E.ä

uggßmägg

ug

Ü

·*‘*2°o
‘·‘o;„

,_,

·¤$m,„1:„,¤·

ä .¤
·

Eußgßgwg

BMSG

og tgghw

L:

M
M

g
2*S22

222-S22:
*22222*

2222
2

•i

Ü
dg

cu
-—4

ag
¤®•«,-qgßg

.,4

» ·2“.*

2¤äi§ä·ä

2¤2«2g222¤*§

2

fg2

2*23:
~%¤%„

2%

%

*2
ä¤·”B

i~°
3

äägqmää
B

2
2

2ä°B
W

„ •
r-4

4-*
9

0
*3

g.,
Q

O

gg

4-* $4 •~
Äg”‘°Ü,

'§g’a22’.*„„
"··¤==„„3

3G'°,„.»

‘..=:··ä~—·„-.¤..,.
3

„»-•"""--•

'°>~¤
,.¤¤

¤¤
¤l,";"g.r:„,G·§§

:2

S
¤«3ä

ä
0 Il ¤¤*’¤

1: 6
·**„-•‘**¤>¤

15

*:1 $4
**3

*· GI
HN

9-•.¢D

Qpgßq
Ü;

"‘¤"*0*"4¤
11

.¤‘-<
:3**

•
¤:·°

Me

E
'¤ '¤•-•¤¤.

¤'°
¤"a

’*¤¤$r-6
en

o"¤¤"'.¤§

qw

·•·-4
:,1 0

0
-4

'C!
-0

0—6l··•

S'-?

an

es
G

.-1 •3

llkazm-C
7-6

ME:§ä“%ä

8:%£“:§‘
§8282“&

ä8E8“
2·

om
G2

•
*32

SI

q gk
¤g

“m
¤§¤”

A

"'
¤"-6"‘s-."’

"‘¤"*A

°·»«
Ä"'

äggmggmgg
,,

Ü"'

°
""¤°¤g

*73
°¤§

§.¤‘°¤§+¤

.>.__go'__,¤ Ew

A

M
8**€**¤¤

aääm
6 S°’*“···•¤'g'“°

3*3
°§

3*

_

••·|

Q

sag

3 ä*”gäg

3äg5»3g§•2¤¤g§ää~„g¤¤3

¤;

gg ¤·.‘3¤=.ä‘¤

;gE„"§äg

‘ä§g...¤*ä;·¤g¤g5_g2

83

'¤

cz

G

¤ 0
8 2-.

B‘<¤ü£-¤¤

„.g«>g°g'S$«*S?8«„¤°

3-..+*
5

Ü
'E '°

""

M
m Svä

?„
E „g

ag

„
gw;

Egg

*6
_

g
5.

M

A;-1

0

#4

--6
Q3

·«·•

..2

2

§„

*-5

“”ää.$~§¤gC;ä3£„“,·TäEä§a2¤ä

gzgéäü
$$3.

6

3*§ä„:·g«„¤ra*»§'é1“

.'ä°·¤2$°'-Vjäggäää

.,.,3

6.

¤„
•-•

:.1 o

0
O

Ö3
--4

¤•

$4
9

O
$-6

*€3

5

¤2°:ä„'§$g¤¤8ä»§5§§€°:ää2E§:

2§

Ü
Ä"' °‘

gg1:

€=“.¤'*+•‘*•
*2.** B·’·

,1, mÜ

¤
äo

„,
§

>
°+-•°o"°’E

o"'

1:

* ·“

*“
3 25

‘$

87*8w°ä:3§E'§ä·°'.3„;ä§’6‘g°'g;&·;,·¥3§¥.?g$;‘é

‘&„,

~
4-*

·-42-
¤'°

A- •¤*"‘=¤.
6- 0 ¤¤ :3 S3

A"'
**2: -.-•

¤"‘¢-‘° "‘*¤

Ä

5**
*..3

**1:5
_.

Äléeguwmü
Mäß

0 gp

@,3

ä'

”§§'§2ä2‘;‘Ü2ä„¤2ä§€*§°;2%§

¤
¤=>

pf2

2

"
*72

ää«3§§§¤

„

g
¤

2
*-2¤*

2
”

S

2 §°
„

5
8 8

-«-•

1
U

gg;

Q
„.Q

'

O

8 S 2
3

¤

•
" M

um

,1

cb

•

0 "2 U2E “° B
1

Ü.



1

-111- '

Valley of Virginia. They varied free old orange erstes used by

producers to a special hetel pack put up by ons of the large pro-

cessing plante. Une preiucer used galvanized cans in shich he

packed and iced his pcultry then delivered lt and reused the cans.

Table 41 gives the quantity packed in different ccntainers
— by the facilities studied on a percentage basis. ßarrels ranked

first, with 55 er cent of the quantity packed; bcxes, second,

with 38 per cent; consumer size packages, third, with 4 per cent;

and miscellaneous, fourth, with 3 per cent. Barrels seem to be

the most popular package with the poultry precessing facilities

studied in the Valley cf Virginia.

Table 41 - Type of Packages Used and the ausn-
tity Packed in nach by the Facilities in the
Valley.

Per Cent

Brrels 55

Boxes 38

Consumer Size 4

Miscellaneous 3

Total 100
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D. Sales.
Market Channels Utilized

The market channels utilized by the facilities in the Valley

of Virginia are shown in Table 42. The producers and smaller

plante tended to sell to local hotels, restaurants and retail
stores in the area. The larger plante tended to sell to ehole·

eelers and sholesale distributors located along the eastern sea»

board including auch markets as Nee York, Philadelphia, washington

and Norfolk. Market channels utlllzed ae shown in Table 42 and
the extent to which they were utillzed on a per cent of volume of

sales basis were as followsz sholesalere, 24 per cent; hotels,

20 per cent; uholesale distributore, 17 per cent; restaurants, 13

per cent; retail stores, 7 per cent; retail routes, 2 per cent;

and other channels, 17 per cent.

Table 42 — Market Channels Utillzed by the
Facilities Studied and guantity Takenby Each.

Wholesalers 24
Hotels 20
sholesele Uistributore 17
Restaurants 13
Retail Stores 7
Retail Routes 2
others 17Total 100
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Some idea of the meguitude ef the qurntity of sales of dreseed
poultry may be obtained from the fact that seven of the facilities,
for which data were available, sold a total cf 21,401,725 pounds of
dressed poultry or an average of 3,057,389 pounds per plant in the
year 1946.

Prices Received bg Facilities
average prices received per pound for various market classes

cf pcultry by the marketing facilities studled are shown in Table
43.

Table 43 — average Prices Received per Pound
for Poultry by the Rarketing Facilities
Studied for the Year 1946.

Market Class Dressed and Dreesed and
Drees Dressed and Braun

Cents Cents Cents
Brollers 39.5 55.7 47.6

A toesters 41.5 60.0 50.8
Cccks 24.0 42.2 33.1
Fcwl 36.0 55.0 45.5
Turkey - Hans 41.7 55.0 48.4
Turkey - Tees 30.8 55.0 42.9

r



u

—114·

Shipping

Table 44 gives the facilities used to ship poultry by the
poultry marketing estsblishments visited in the Valley of Virginia
for the year 1946. The facilities used in rank in importance of
per cent of quantitylcarried wexe as follows: trucks of the es-
tabliehment, 71 per cent; private tracking agsncies, le per cent;
railroada, 10 per cent; and motor tracks of customer, 1 per cent.
The table indicatee that 90 per cent of the poultry shlppel by
the marketing facilities of the Valley of Virginia was shipped
by motor truck.

Table 44 - Facilities Used te Ship Poultry and
Extent of Use by Marketing Establishments
in the Valley.

Per Cent
Trucks of hstabllshments 71

Private Tracking agenciee 18 .

Trucks of Customer 1

hsilroade 10

Total 100
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SUEHnRY ANDCUNCLUSIOHS1.

The increase in chicken production over the period 1910-1945

in the United States has compared favorably with the increase

in production of Iivestock which compete with it for the far-

mers time and feed as well as tor a place on the table of the

consumer. Turkey production has lncreased 252 per cent in

the United States over the period 1929-1945.

2. Chicken and turkey production has lncreaaed more in Virginia

than cattle, hoge, and cheap.

5. Luring the period 1925-1945 chlckeu production in Virginia has

had a greater increase than that of the country ae a whole.

4. Commercial broiler production in Virginia has increaaed faster

than commercial hroller production in the United States.

Virginia production in 1945 wan 1,251 per cent greater than

in 1934 while for the country aa a whole the 1945 productio

was only 817 per cent greater.

5. Turkey production in Virginia has not kept pace with the

United States production.in 1945 the United States produced

252 per cent more than in 1929 while Virginia produced only

175 per cent mors.

6. The production of chickene in the Valley of Virginia has in-

creased to a greater extent than has the production in either

the United States or Virginia. In 1944 the Valley produced

695 par cent more than in 1919 while Virginia produced 141

per cent more and the United States produced only 86 per cent11101*8.
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7. Turkey production has had n greater increase in the Valley

than in either the United States or Virginia. In 1944 the

Valley produced 463 per cent more than in 1929.

8. In 1944 the five counti es in the Valley of Virginia produced

30 per cent of the chickens and 51 per cent of the turkeys

raised in Virginia.

9. Rockinghan County 1s the largest producer of poultry in the

Valley of Virginia. In 1944, it produced 58 per cent of the

chickene and 67 per cent of the turkeys raised in the Valley.

In this same year hockingham county produced 17 psr cent of

the chickens end 34 per cent of the turkeye rsised in Virginia.

10. prices per pound live weight received for chickens by

Virginia faxmers have tended to be higher than farm prices

received by farmers in the United States. over the period

1929-1945 Virginia farm prices everaged 2.6 cazts more per

pound than United States farm prices for chickens.

11. Virginia farm prices per pound live weight received for

turkeys for the period 1938-1946 have avereged 2.7 cents per

pcund more than farm prices for turkeys in the United States.

12. Live poultry receipte in three marsets have been steadily

falling off while dressed receipte have been inereaeingoverth•

period 1930•l945. This has been due in part to achangein

consumer demand and a shift in processing facilities

fromareasof coneumption to areas of production. In 1945 the live
j

receipte in three markets were 52 per cent of the 1930 live re-

ceipts while the dreesed receipte were 153 per cent of the

1930dressedreceipts. i



-117-13.average monthly cold-storage heldinge of dreased poultry per
year over the peried 1921-1941 have increased.

14. The trend in the consumption of chickena over the period 1910-

1945 is similar te the consumption of all other meets. Turkey

consumption has increaeed greatly over the period 1929-1945.

In 1945 the per capita consumptien of turkeys was 145 per cent

more than the 1929 cehsumption.

15. .A1though the poultry industry has green considerably in the

Valley of Virginia, the facilities studies were only operating

at an average of 51 per cent of their maximus capacity per 8-

hour day. Furthermore, the facilities were epereting oe an

average of 4 days per week. On the basis of a 40—hour week

they here only operating at 41 per cent of their maximum ca-

pacity.

Thc facilities studied could dress all the chickens raised in l
the Valley in 196 days and all the turkeys in 23 days on an 8-hour

day basis. However, it is highly improbably that these facilities

would have to do this since some of the chickens raised would be
kept for layers and breoders and some of the turkeys raised would

be kept for breedors and many would be marketed live.

The facilities studiad, in addition to serving the five coun-

ties in the Valley, also served six other counties in Virginia and

two in heat Virginia.

Hot all the poultry sold in tne Valley is sold to the pro-

cessing plants but in normal times much ie sold to trucksrs who



take it overnight to live poultry markets on the eestern seaboard. [

In the light of the above facts, it must be concluded that ,
net only are the present poultry marketing facilities in the Valley ,
of Virginia entirely adequate but these facilities may beconsideredae

being more than edequate under existing conditiens end for some
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APPENDIX A

Table 1 - Production in Pounds Live Weight and Value
ot Cettle, Hoga and Ghlokene Produced on Farms inthe United States, 1910-1945.

Year Quantlty Value Quatity Value duantity Value1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000_____ Pound: Dollar: Pounds Dollars Pounds Dollar:
1910 12,671,577 647,242 12,024,795 985,613 2,064,468 243,390
1911 12,586,484 596,145 12,517,212 787,760 1,965,417 214,127
1912 13,806,621 759,969 11,944,861 803,934 1,949,126 214,404
1913 14,865,589 938,870 12,219,962 923,300 1,954,112 240,150
1914 15,561,942 1,032,716 12,593,573 954,238 2,017,872 254,358
1915 15,136,310 966,915 13,935,217 915,480 1,995,81 230,494
1916 15,933,296 1,099,254 13,582,465 1,124,349 1,902,527 256,841
1917 16,764,055 1,448,782 12,927,941 1,776,428 1,933,679 326,690
1918 15,658,139 1,549,865 14,791,531 2,376,635 2,064,901 448,301
1919 13,387,352 1,361,514 13,985,843 2,268,681 2,002,710 492,772
1920 12,402,914 1,101,352 13,532,950 1,753,873 1,954,215 513,753
1921 12,816,792 737,724 14,132,316 1,097,940 2,111,223 441,134
1922 13,185,275 768,601 16,518,111 1,388,271 2,221,503 426,762
1923 13,174,367 784,707 17,007,565 1.192,287 2,318,714 442,996
1924 13,401,665 803,635 15,388,156 1,137,848 2,306,399 440,163
1925 12,953,100 871,159 14,167,523 1,540,048 2,379,062 479,830

1926 12,604,625 885,246 14,909,297 1,755,094 2,505,519 548,828
1927 12,072,445 946,907 16,339,974 1,583,843 2,608,150 521,644

F
1
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AP?ENDIX A

. Table 1 • (Coutinuedß

Cattle Hogs Chickans

Year Quantity Value „uautity Value :;;;1;;___—7;1;;—
1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000____ Pounds Dollars _§gggQg_ Dollars Pounds Dollars

1928 12,526,765 1,194,525 16,188,885 1,585,115 2,395,290 508,795
1929 12,755,959 1,227,920 15,581,878 1,426,856 2,596,250 585,777
1930 15,626,598 1,051,868 15,175,728 1,540,502 2,645,206 482,103
1931 15,400,949 744,270 16,541,584 966,570 2,457,000 585,251
1952 14,190,814 595,897 16,567,644 561,989 2,576,151 296,958
1955 15,569,948 575,268 16,566,125 602,150 2,616,429 243,971
1954 14,504,576 555,566 12,585,555 520,162 2,214,975 241,956
1935 15,650,546 859,405 10,672,796 906,975 2,515,566 551,599
1956 14,457,789 856,653 12,975,896 1,196,514 2,409,582 586,116
1957 15,74a,695 974,199 12,506,271 1,176,449 2,042,009 332,299
1958 14,046,970 951,675 14,572,175 1,105,458 2,185,049 556,689
1959 15,097,570 1,087,824 17,081,824 1,066,252 2,557,980 519,252
1940 15,585,510 1,185,175 17,045,067 919,784 2,092,851 284,842
1941 16,718,197 1,484,075 17,475,427 1,575,520 2,477,222 586,869
1942 17,967,445 1,950,098 21,054,576 2,728,414 2,807,555 528,896
1945 18,706,781 2,225,519 25,470,257 5,480,019 5,410,150 854,540

1944 19,012,085 2,082,950 20,756,868 2,697,255 2,661,655 657,504
1945 19,027,585 2,510,292 19,189,701 2,685,894 5,026,451 789,452

Source: Agricultural Statistics, 1940-1946.

1
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APPENDIX A

Table 2 - Production in Pound: Live Weight and Value ot
Sheep and Turkey: Produced cn Fans: in the United
States, 1910-1945.

Sheep Turkey:

zw1,000
1,000 1,000 1,000____ Pouds Dollar: Pounds Dollar:

1910 1,149,833 68,353 * *
1911 1,127,847 54,696 * *
1912 1,275,029 67,273 “

*
1913 1,186,839 65,985 * *
1914 1,270,852 75,312 * *
1915 1,254,128 81,528 * *
1916 1,1183335 87,068 * *
1917 1,125,720 135,124 * *
1918 1,238,044 161,684 * *
1919 1,142,755 145,951 * *
1920 925,518 98,354 * *
1921 1,146,492 72,223 * *
1922 1,080,432 97,402 * *
1923 1,252,848 117,985 * *
1924 1,458,666 141,327 “

*

Ä
1925 1,508,345 166,262 * *

Ä
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APPENDIX A

Table 2 — (Continued)

l
Sheep Turkey:

Year Quantity Value Quantity Value
1,000 1,000 1,00 1,000________ Pounds Dollars Pounds Dollars

1926 1,609,107 167,385 * *
1987 1,664,088 167,528 * *
1988 1,778,717 193,183 * *
1989 1,882,660 191,978 818,275 53,896
1930 1,965,377 133,963 288,497 49,475
1931 2,050,185 101,900 243,753 47,297
1938 1,831,338 74,578 303,103 42,950
1933 1,863,156 86,362 319,388 37,584
1934 1,980,605 100,024 300,471 43,622

1935 1,834,514 115,847 897,062 57,008
1936 1,848,508 132,868 406,337 66,663
1937 1,938,413 150,665 375,787 66,213
1938 8,042,429 127,476 395,550 70,477

1939 8,040,699 139,175 484,695 78,510
1940 2,111,877 150,049 508,788 78,230

1941 2,267,056 193,424 520,703 103,331

1948 2,332,259 236,964 530,300 145,879
1943 2 , 133 , 546 244 , 832 525 , 683 171 , 516

1944 1,979,610 219,565 600,726 203,844
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APPEDIX A

Table 2 ~ (continued)

Sheep Turkey:

Year auaatity Value eguantity Value
1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000
Pounds Dollars Pounds Dollars

1945 1,958,604 232,252 768,957 258,179

* Rot Available

Source: Agricultural Statistics 1940-1946
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NAPPENDIX A F

Table 4a - Turkeys: Number Raieed in Five
Virginia Gounties, in the State of Vir-
ginia and in the United States in GensusYears 1929-1944.

Ca¤sue‘YearsDivision 1929 1939 · 1944Number Number NumberHaised Raieed Raieed
Five Gountiee 88,788 322,668 387,044

Virginia 527,715 705,970 761,432

United States 16,794,485 27,933,756 35,858,000*

* Taken from Agricultural Statistics, 1946

Source: United States Genaue of Agriculture, 1930-1945.

N
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AP”2HBIX A

Table 5 — Ccnaumption of Chickens and Turkeys ae Compared with
the Coneumption ot Beef, Veal, Lamb and Mutton and Pork in
the United States, 1910-1945. äxpressed on a percentage
basis having 1929 = 100%.

Button Meets_____ Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent Per Cent ?er Cent Per Cent

1910- 142 114 114 89 111 104 *
1911 139 113 132 99 116 106 *
1912 130 111 138 96 111 101 *
1913 128 100 130 97 110 98 *
1914 126 92 129 94 108 98 *
1915 115 95 111 96 104 97 *
1916 120 103 105 100 108 91 *
1917 131 116 80 85 104 89 *
1918 139 118 86 88 109 90 *
1919 124 124 102 92 106 96 *
1920 119 127 96 91 103 92 *
1921 112 121 109 93 102 90 *

1922 119 124 91 94 105 96 *
1923 120 130 95 107 112 98 *

1924 120 137 95 107 113 97 *
1925 121 137 95 96 107 100 *
1926 122 130 98 93 106 100 *
1927 110 117 95 98 103 106 *1928 98 103 98 102 101 102 *
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APPRNDIX A

Table 5 · (Coatinued)

Muttcn Meets_____ Par Cant Par Cent Fer Cant Par Cant Par Cant Per Cant Par Cent
1929 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
1930 98 102 120 96 98 109 103
1931 97 105 127 98 99 99 98

1932 94 105 127 101 100 100 119

1933 103 113 121 100 103 103 135
1934 112 133 113 92 102 96 127

1935 106 127 123 69 88 92 121

1936 116 133 118 79 97 97 153

1937 110 137 118 80 96 96 158

1938 109 122 123 83 97 89 158

1939 110 121 118 93 102 99 171

1940 111 118 118 104 108 96 205

1941 124 122 123 99 110 103 208

1942 123 127 129 88 105 109 211

1943 100 125 114 104 104 141 194
1944 107 179 120 110 113 119 194

1945 118 184 129 86 105 128 245

* Not Avai lab la

'

Source: Computad from Table 28.



-1EO-APPENDIXBBlankSchedule Used in Interviewing Managers
of Poultry Marketing Facilities · All Datafor the Year 1946.

I. Plant Make Up.

1. Financial (Value of assets)
a. Land.................$

b. Buildings............ . . . e
c. Office Furniture and Fixturea . . . . . gt
d. Plant Machinery andEquipmente.

Feed Boom Equipxuent ..........ib;

2. Physical Make Up
a. Floor Space

b. Number ot Ploors
c. Cold·Storage Faci litt es

3. Peraennel
a. Number of dreeeere wage rate
b. Number of office worxers Ziege rate

c. Other wage rate

4. Poeaibility et Expansion er Contrection of Present Capacity.

a. Could establlehuent be easily enlarged?

b. Could additional saehinery be easi ly added to the
present unit to increase the capacity?

c. Could a unit of maehinery be disconnected so ae
to cut down present capacity?

d. Are there my plans to expand or contract the
present capacity?

ZF
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(Contlnud)

e. How much of an inerease in volume would bs required
to make it profltabls to enlarge the present estab-
lishment?

I. What is the sallest volume the establishment could
operate at and not lncur losses?

II. Purohasee.

1. Total lbs. purcheses in 1946 and cost.lb.2.

Source of supply

a. Counties

b, Locallties

3. Average prices per pound live weight at plant paid tor:

a. Brollers

b. Roesters

c. Capons

d. Socks

e. Foul

I. Turkeys

(1) Hans

(2) Toms ___

4. Seasonality.

s. ln what months do you receive the largest number of:

(1) Chickens (list months) % rec.

(2) Turkeys (list months) rec.

(3) Highest month:

(a) Chickens (list month) rec.
(b) Turksys (list month) ___ rec.

b. In what months do you receive the smellest number of:
) (1, Chicken: (list months) % rec.
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APPENDIX B
(Continued)

I
(2) Turkeys (list months) $§ rec.

e. Is eetabllshment closed during the year? If so, list Imonths closed 4
III. Processing Capacity and Cost of Processing.

l. Finishing.
V

a. Cost of feed in relation to value of weight gained

b. Bange in time used to finish birds days
2. Present capaoi ty (lbs. dressed birds)

a. Total capacity of establishment _lbs.

b. Per cent of total capacity now utillzed (8-hours=l0O%)

3. Processing speed and cost of processing

Birds per Hour pgr lb.Dressed Dressed Cut Dressed Dressed Cut
and Braun QL and Braun Qp_

Broilers
Fowl
Turkeys

4. Gradlng

a. Who does the grsding?

b. What U. S. Grades are used?
5. Packlng (on percentage basis) and cost of package

a. Boxes$Ib.Barrelsc.Consumer size ät it
I

d. Cost of ice per lb. packed $ ß
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APPIHIDIX B )
(Continued)6.

Storage

a. AVQTQQS cost per lb. for storage

b. Average length of time held months
IV Sales

1. Total lbs. sold dres.ed in 1946 and returns (lbs.
ki

2. Market channels (including pereentsge end location)

a. Brokers

(1) Bholesalers

(2) Hestaurante______

(3) Hotels

(4) Others

b. Direct cooperative distribution °

c. Other

5. average prices received in 1946 er pound dreseed tor:

a. Brollers

b. Boasters

o. Capons

d. Cocks

e. Bowl

I Turkeys

(1) Huns __*___________________________________________

(2) Toms

4. Transportation - shipping (on percentage basis) & (trans-
portation costa)

) a. Trucks (cost per lb. traneported)

(1) Trucks of establiehment $ %
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„f„PÄ"Zi?·$DIX B I(Continaed)I

I
(2) Trucks of customer $2 %

l
(3) Lmploy private tracking agency de

b. Hail (cast per lb. traasported)
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