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STUDY OF PORE PRODUCTION IN SOUTHERN
KANSEVOND COUNTY, VIKOINIA, 1632.

General farcing in Southern Fansermond Oaunéy affords
three major sources of income, Veanuts and cotton are well
adapted to this area, and aufficient feed 's avallable to
make cheap gains on hogs. '

Yhen peanuts are harves‘ted, some of the crop is left
on the land., This mskes excellent pasture for hogs and is
the most economieal methoed of harvesting the residue. Soy-
beans are grown with corn, and make good pasture for hogs.
Permanent pastures for hogs in this region are genrerally on
swamp lands that are unfit for any o ther type of agriculture.
. Boti-x peanuits and soybeans produce a soft, olly fat. This
in 1tself presents & serious problem in marketing the pork
products. Various cxperiments have shown the different meth-
ods of disposal and of feeding, slong with other information
valuable to the fermers ralsing hogs, These experiments show
to 8 certain degree what can be dore. This study was made to
determine what the farmer was actually doing with his hog en-
terprise. :

During the summer of 195&, records of the entire farm
tusiness were obtained on 54F farms in Southern Wansemond
County, Virginia fer the crop year 1932. In addition, cer-
tain data were obtalned concerning the hog enterprise. This



information was secured directly from the farmers by the survey
methodl. These records were summarized Individually and oheeﬁed.
A summery of all records was made and the averages for the 545
farms were calculated from this summary.

Breeding animals were tabulas ted separately and subdivided
inte boars and sows. ‘The term "fattening hogs” in thils study
was applied to animels ralsed for fattening purposes. Pigs were

not included with fattening hogs.
8ize of the Hog "nterprlse

The totai amount of pork available on the 545 farms in
1972 was nearly two and one-half »1llions of pounds. This in-
cludes arimals on hand at the beginning of the veer, animals
bbnght, and pork produced en the farm during the vear, Of
this pork, 21.2 per cent was on hand at the beginning of the
year, 2.2 per cent was purchased, and 76.6 per cent was produced
(table 1). '

mable le~Tntal Pounds.of Pork Available on 545 Farms in Nansemond
8 County, Virginia, 1602,

Average
pounds Per cent
Total per of
Source pounds farm total

On hand Jaruarv 1, 1932 619,711 954 21.2
Bought 54,769 100 2.2
Produced 1,878,815 5,447 76.6

Totals 2,455,026 4,501 100.0

T. he valiaity of the survey method ia dlscussed by S, W, Warren
in An Teonomice Study of Agriculture in Northern L%;éggaton County,
Yew York, Cornell ﬁn!v. AgTs TXDe otBe Mil, DOU, .




The total pounds of pork available per farm was 2.25 tons,
of which $447 pounds were produced, 100 pounds were purohntod;
an& 984 pounds were on hand at the beginning of the year.

The size of the hog enterprise in this section of the state
is relatively large compared with other areas in Virginia. Rail
shipments originating in Nansemond County in 1932 emounted to
only 250 hogs. In 19&1 there were 125 hogs shipped by rail, ¥No
definite Information is available as to *he wvelume of hogs moved
by truckg.

At the beginning of the year 19I2 the average investment in
hogs on these 545 farms was $45.35, of which $26.52 was invested
in hoars and sows for-brnoding purposes (table 2).

Table 2.-Hog§ on Hand Jermary 1, 1932 on 545 Farms in Fansemond
County, Virginia,

Average Average
Average r farm value per pounds

Tameer Bounaa Talue 100 pounds per head
Sows 2,710 467,96 $25.18  $4.95 172
Boars 402 74.78 5-“ 4 .47 186
Fattening hogs 5080 S80.92 16.57 4.58 124
A1l hogs Te490 955,59 $45.88 14,75 127

The average number of sows at the begirning of the yvear was
2.719 and thelr average welght per head was 172 pounda. The
average nucber of sows for the year, allowing for purchases,
sales, and deaths, was 2,92 per farm. There were approximately
£ boars for every 5 farms at the beginning of the year, or 1

hoar for about 7 sovﬁ. The average welght of the boars at the

€. Virginie Farm Statis ties, 1635, pp. 62 and 65.



beginring of the year was 186 pounds., ‘The total number of hogs
at the beginning of the yvear was 7.4% and thelr average vnlue.iaa
#4.78 per hundred pounds. The average value per hundred pounds
of pigs was somevhat higher than for the other classes. This was
probably due to the different bases of valuation. Farmers valued
most otitheir hoge on the per pound basis while pigs were valued
by the head. The average welght of all hogs on hand at the be-
ginning of the vear was 127 pounds per animal, and the average
welght of all hoge purchased was bnly 58 pounds,

Purchases averaged 1.888 hoge per farm, which represented
100,54 pounds of pork and a total cost of $5.87 (table 3).

Table &.-Hogs Purchased During the Year 1938 on 545 Parms In
fansemond County, Virginia,

Average Aversge.
Average per farm value per pounds

Tumber gouﬁaa Value 100 pounds per head
Roars 0.078 7.80 0.43 5445 101
Pigl 1.004 28.06 1.83 6.87 28
Pattening hogs 0.689 46.7¢ 2.07 4.4° .
All hogs 1.888 100.54 £5.387 £8 .84 B3

The average price per hundred pounds paid for hogs was $5.84.
This was higher than the averapge price for hogs on hand in either
the beginning or ending inventory. 'The price per hundred pounds
paid for pigs wes higher than for the cther classes, Nore pilgs
were purchased than any other eclass, Purchases play only a small

part in the everage hog enterprise in this section.



Average Production

The average production per farm after allowing for hogs on
hand at the beginning of. the year, hogs purchased, and death
losses, was 2447 pounds. 'This meat was worth $154.32 to the
farmer, or £4.48 per hundred pounds live weight., "he net prod-
uetion amounted to 76.6 per cent of the total meamt available.

™e number of pigs wesned per farm was 24.,3. The number of
pigs weaned per sor, including spring and fall litters, was 8.2,
On 202 of these farms for which the data were obtained, §7.5 per
cent of the sows farrowed as many as 2 litters each, and 0.5 of
one per cent of the sows farrowed three litters furing the vear,
Pigs farrowed per sow aversged 10.6 for these 202 farms. The
average size of the litters was ¢.7 plgs.

The rmumber of hogs raised on the 545 farms was 22.2 per farm,
These hogs were disposed of in various ways., Some were sold alive
elther for breeding or meat purposes, some were held over for the
next year, and others were butchered,

In ealeuls ting average pounds of pork profuced per sow only
records for farms not purchasing any hogs and not having fatten-
ing stoek or weened pigs on hand at the beginning of the year
were used. There were 106 such farms included in the study. These
farms had 125 sows and thelr sverage productior was 1274 pounds
of pork per sow, valued at £55.16., During the year 9991 hogs
were butchered on the 545 farms, or an average of 18.% hogs per

farm. These hoge had an average weight of 160 pounds live weight



and 124 pourds dressed,
Average Yelghts

The average size of hogs grown in the peanut seot}on of
Virginie 1s small compared with hogs in other aootionau. T™e
most common breeds are the Duroe Jersey, Poland China, Berk-
shire, and the native serub or "pine-rocter"”, as it 1s ecalled
by the farzers. A few burebred herds were fourd.

The average welght of the sows was 172 pounds at the be-
ginning of the year and 176 pounds per head at the end of the
year (tsble 4). Sows that were butchered were mich heavier
than those kept for breeding purposes.

Table 4.~Average Velghts per Head of liogs on 545 Parms in Yan-
semond County, Virginia, 1¢i2.

Average pounds per head

et~
ten-
ing All
Sows Boars Filgs hogsa hogs
Beginning inventory 172 186 29 124 127
Fogs purcheased 122 101 28 71 Bd
Ending inventory 176 191 28 129 128
Hoges sold allve 194 152 31 112 gl
Hoge sold dressed whole:
Live weight 252 458 - 159 160
Dressed welght 1686 373 - 122 124
Other butcherings:
Live weight 248 s12 - - 168 180
Dressed welight 124 248 - 121 124

¥ TogEs butehered Tor home use or Tor sale by The pleces.

T, The sverage welght of 27,762,000 hogs slaughtered under
Federal inspection from October 1932 to April 1933 was 228

pounds per head live weipght as reported in Corn and Hog Statisties,
Us 8¢ Dy A. Production Division--Corn and Hog cecrion gov-

ember, 1833.




The average weight of boars was 186 pounds at the begin-
ning of the year and 161 pounds per head at the end of the yeai'.
Boars mtchered were also much larger than thoss kept on hand for
breeding purposes. |

Pigs on hand at the boginniﬁpx of the year averaged 20 pounds,
pigs purchased aversged 28 pounds, those on hand at the end of the
vear averaged 28 pounds, and those sold alive averaged 31 pounds
per head,

Fattening hogs purchased averaged 71 pounde per hesd come
pared with 112 pounds vhen scld alive. The average welght of
fattoning hogs on hand at the beginning of the year was 124
pound-' and the average welght of those on hand at the end of the
year was 120 pounds per head, 'The average welght of fattening
hoge dressed and sold whole was 15¢ pounds alive and 120 pounds
dressed, cowpared with an average of 1858 pounds alive and 121
pounds dressed for those butchered for home use or for sale by
the plece.

Te average wﬂght of mll hogs at the beginning of the
vear was 127 pounds and the average welight of all hogs at the
end of the year was 123 pounds., The average welght of all hogs
purchased was 5& pounds, that of all hogs =o0ld alive was 81
pounds .

Although the welghts of hogs sold dressed whole and hogs
butchered \far home use or sale by the plece were equivalent, the
figures represent A4if ferent groups of animals, 7The nmumber but-
chered for home use or for sale by the plece was 7247 and the
mimber dressed whole was 2744,



tethods of Disposal

Pork produced was ei ther sold alive, butehered, or kept
over into the next year. Death losses were not counted as pro-
duction.

Of the total meat available, 29.8 per cent by welght was
held over as 1938 breeding animals and stoek hogs., The avnrngu
number kept per farm was 10.9& hogs, and their averange welght
wes 122 pounds per head (table 5).

Table H.-liogs on Hand December &1, 1832 on B45 Farms in FNan-
semond County, Virginia, 1032,

Average Average
Average per farm value per pounds per
Timber Eouﬁﬂs Value 100 pounds head
Sows 2.846 502.07 ‘85023 340% 176
Boars A2 80.78 Ok 4.28 191
FPattening hogs 5.400 694,15 28.21 4,06 189
All hqgg 10,030 1359.78 158.67 4 .38 123

There was not much change in the mumber of breeding animals
kept per farm during the year, The average welght of all hogs
on hand at the end of the year was alightly less than the welight
of those on hand at the beginning of the year, and the average
price per hundred pounds was slightly less. Thg average rumber of
fattening hogs on hand ineressed from 3.06 at the beginning of the
year to 6.4 at the end of the vear. The average amount of money
invested in hoge per farm at the end of the vear was £58.,67.

Hoge s0ld alive made up 5 per cent of all pork handled. An

averasge of 2.784 hogs per farm were sold alive (table 6).



Table 6.~-Fogs So0ld Allve on 545 Parme in Fansemond County, Vir=-
ginla, 198.

‘ Average Average
Average per farm value per pounds per
Tumber gounaa Velue 100 pounds head
Sows «0E5 6.78 £ 0.20 § 4.42 164
Boars « 028 4.27 023 He 30 152
Plgs 1.121 35.31 2.46 6.97 Sl
Fattening hogs 1.600 178.43 8.48 4,75 11
All hogs 2,784 224.00 $11.47 & 5,10 ' 81

The aversage welght of all hogs sold alive was 81 pounds per
animal, and the average price recelved wss $5.10 per hundred
pounds, The average weight of fattering hogs sold alive was 112
pounds, and pige sold alive averaged Il pounds, per head. Pat-
tening hogs and pigs accounted for most of the sales of live hogs.
The sales of fattening hogs shown in table 6 include voung breed-
ing stoek as well as fattening hogs, eince information concorn-
ing the purpose of sale was not obtained,

The average number of hogs butehered per ferm was 18,8 of
which 8 were sold off the pole. These 5 hogs averaged 160
pounds alive and 124 pounds dressed. Thelr value was $81.91
per farm (table 7).

- Of all meat butchered, 4C.6 per cent was used in the house,
16.€6 per cent was sold as cured meat, 1Z.4 per cent was sold
fresh by the plece, and 27.4 per cent was sold dressed whole,
These percentages represent the average for the 545 farms and
naturally they sre not the same for all farms. PFor instance,

only 128, or 2.5 per cent, of the 545 farms aold eured meat,



Sales of cured pork on these 128 farms averaged 1109 pounds per

farme. ‘Te dressed eqivalent of this pork was 154 pounds.

Table 7.-Disposal of All Hops Butchered on 6545 Parms in Nansemond
County, Virginia, 1932.

Average ger farm = Value Percent
rourds per 100 of
Tive Dressed Value pounds total
Hogs sold dressed whole 804 623 & 31.91 & 5.97 27.4
Pork soléd cured 487 378 3] .82 €6 16.6
Pork sold fresh by plece o6 280 18.82 H5.18 12.4
All dressed pork sold 1654 1278 § 82.556 & 4.99 56 .4
Weat spolled I 1 covon  ceme  eees
Pork for home use 1281 o87 B2.,38 4,09 43 .6
All hogs butchered 20056 2266 1§ 134.88 & 4.59 100.0
¥ Iive —'Ewe;m TNt DAS 1S «

Parmers who sold thelr hogs dressed off the pole generally
recelved lower prices pear hundred pounds live welght than those
who sold their hogs on foot., The average price recelved for hogs
dressed and sold whole was $3.97 per hundred pounds live weight,
compared with {5.10 for those sold alive (tables & and 7). On
& live welght basis, the average price received for all pork
sold‘butwhered was $4.99 per hundred pounds (table 7).

On a live welght basis, prices received for cured meat sold
averaged $6.5% per hundred pounds, and prices received for pork
sold fresh by the piece averagadlgﬁ.la per hundred pounds live
velght (table 7). Although these prices are somevwhat higher
then those recelved for pork sold allve, prices received for
cured meat and fresh pork sold by the plece represent not only

the value of the meat itself, but also the dressing and curing

10



11

processes. In decilding whether or not to sell cured pork or troih
pork by the plece in preference to sellinpg the hogs on foot, the
fermer should consider not only the relative prices to be recelved
on a live weight basis, but also vhether the difference in price
willl adequately compensate him for the extra labor and other costs
involved, 28 well as possible alternative uses for the labor at
that particular time., MHowever, the fact that 88,1 per cent of all
pork sclé from these farms was sold dressed, elther fresh or cured,
indicates that many of these farmers may have obtalned an advantage
from marketing their pork in this manner.

The 129 of the 545 farms thet sold fresh pork by fhe plece
averaged selling 1240 pounds of this class of pork per farm, The
live welght equivalent of this pork was 1610 pounds,

A comparison was made of the amount of pork used in the
house by white farmers and colored farmers. 7The average amount
of pork procduced by white Tarmers was 4307 pounds per farm, com-
pared with 1€15 pournds per farm by colored farmers. The average
amount used In the house by white families was 1068 pounds per
farm, compared with 815 pounds per farm for colored familles(table
8)e

The proportion of total pork produced that was used in the
house was more than twice.as great for colored as for white far-
mers., White families onﬁuumod about one-"ourth of their total
production, compared with about one~half for colored families.

On a 1ive welght basis, the consumption per person was 209
pounds for white families and 12¢ pounds for colored families.

e difference is probably due to a much larger produection
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and smaller families on the part of white farmers as well as to
the possibility that some colored families may have had home-
produced meat for only a part of the year,

Table 8.~Comparative Productlion of Pork and Use in the Fouse by
White and Colored FParmers in lansemond County, Virginia,

1832,

White Colored
"Fumber of farms 71 174
Average pounds of pork produced 4507 1615
Average pounds of pork used in house# 10¢8 815
Percent pork used in house 24.8% 50.44
Average rumber at table Hel Bed
Average consumption per person# 209 129

# 1Live welght basis.
Uressing and Curing Percentages

The average dressing percentage for fattening hogs was 77.2
per cent, and for all hogs 77.5 per cent (table 9).

Table P.-Lverage Welght and Dressing Percentages of Hogs Buteher-
ed on 545 Parms in Nensemord County, Virginia, 19352,

S0ld dressed Home use and A1l hogs
who le sold by plece bu tehered

Average Average Average

pounds Pounds pounds

per head Per- per head Per-~ per head Per-

‘ Tres=- cent- Drés- cente- Dres- cent-

Live sed age Iilve sed age Live sed age
Sows 248 192 77.4 248 194 "78.2 249 194 77.9
Roars 468 280 Bl.2 B10 847 79,7 3BT 260 78.5
Pat hogs_ 160 183 77.4 168 121 %W6.6 158 1828 77.8

All hogs 160 1284 77.5 160 124 77.56 160 124 77.5

84ince heavier hogs showed higher dressing percentages than

1ight hogs, boars on these farms dressed slightly higher percentage:



than sows and sows dressed higher than fat hoga. All hogs tute-
chered included 9991 hogs averagling 16C pounds live welight and 124
pounds dressed. Or the drecsed weight.busin, the 545 farms aver-
aged selling &75 pounds of pork as cured meat (table 7). The fare-
mers! estimates showed that this mest welghed only 260 pounds when

cured, Te evring percentare was calculated as follows:

260 pounds cured meat sold = 60.37 curing percentage.
875';%5553 drossed aquivalent

™is represents a loss of $0.7 per cent of the dressed wolight ir
the euring process. This flpure 1s somewhaet higher than flgures
fourd in experiments.

Fxperiments conducted on curing pork in Tast S5t. ‘ouls,
Illinois and Fort Worth, Texas showed that 11447 pounds of soft
pork loast 15.62 per cent in curing and in a retaining perioed of
from 1¢ to 21 dnyc4.

The relatively high less irn curing on the Nansemond County
farms 1g probably due partly to the length of time farmers kept
their cured meat. T™e cured walght was obtained at the time the
meat was sold, On the basis of the average dressing perecentages
ir table ¢, the cured meat represented 5&.4 per cent of 1tas 11§o

equivalent, Ior example, 150 pounds of cured meat would repres-

ent 281 pounds of l1live hog.
Death losses

e largeat desth losa in the hog enterprise wss found

T: L. B: Bark, Eﬁrlﬁﬁago of Soft rPork Under Comrercial Conditions,
U. Sq Do !l. 1&71- » l’, ' pp. ,. g. aﬂm. V

13
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with pigs before weaning. On 203 of these farme the average
number of pigs farrowed per sow was 10.6. A comparison of this
fipure with 8.3 pipge weaned per sow for all farms indicates a
death loss of 21.7 per cent of the pigs before weaning. This
means that about one cut of every five pigs ferrowed dled before
weaning. 7This death loss might be reduced by better care of the
sows at farrowing time through improvement in sanitary conditions
on some farms. Proper rations and separating the sow from other
hogs untll the pigs are large enough to teke care of themselves
would help decrease the death rate of the rigs,

Te death rate of hogs Ineluding pilgs after weaning was 4.65

per cent.
Eqipment Used for Hogs

Hog equipment includes troughs, sealding tubs, kettles,
movable fence wire, feeders, lard cans, and miscellaneous. Very
1ittle hog equipment was found on the ferms in this aoetiop. '
™e average value of egipment for the 545 farms was £6.29¢ per
farm at the beginning of the vear and #6.11 at the end of the
yeare. Parchases of new e uipment amourted to only £0.21 per
farm, and repairs smounted to £0,09 per farm.

Only 289 of the F45 farms reported any hog equipment, The
average value of eqiipment per farm for these 22¢ farms was

£14.91 at the beginning and 214,47 at the end of the year,



Summary

The average number of sows was 2,02 per farm for the 5456
farme,

The average production of pork was 3447 pounds per farm,.
Thre average value of this pork produced was $154.32 per farm.

T™e average nnﬁ!:e;r of hoge ralsed was Z2.,2 per farm,.

In cnléuls ting nvar‘ngo pourds of pork produced per sow
only records for farms nét purehaling any togs and not having
fattening stoek or weaned plgs on hand at the beginning of the
voar were used, 4(‘3n 106 sveh farmrs, having 5125 sows, the ave
erage product"ion was 1274 pounds of pork per sow, valued at
$56.16. .

The average welght per head of 9991 hogs butchered on the
545 farms satudied was 160 pournds live snd 124 poundes drescsed.

The average dressing percentage of these hogs wea 77.5 per
cent. '

Cured meat, when sold, welghed 6¢.5 per cent of 1ts dres-
sed wolght,

™e average value per farm of all hogs on hand was 45,38
at the beginning and (568.67 at the end of the year.

Of the total pork avallable on the 545 farms 21.2 per cent
wag on hand at the beglrning of the year, 2.2 per cent was pur-
chased, and 76.6 per cent wes produced during the year.

Te average live welght of sll hoge butchered was €936
pounds per farm. Of all pork mtchered on the farms, 56.4 per
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cent was for sale, and the remainder was used in the house.

T™e heaviest death losses occurred among pligs before wean-
ing, aggregating 21.7 per cent of the pigs farrowed. Death losses
after weaning spgrepgated 4.956 per cent.

Very little hog eqipment was used on Southern Nansemond

County farms,



APPENDIX

j P inia, 1932. i
Thblqlg.-?btal Numbers, Welghta, and Va lues of Hogs on 545 Parms in §a nsemond County, Virg :

, . he ) d ' Died
Inventory d slaughtered Otheps butchere
Mumber Jarary 1, 1932 Purehases S0léd alive 501. unas - .. value
S i lue Mumber TIve Dressed Value Mumber TIve Dressed punber
having ¥umber Pounds Value Mumber Pounds Yalue Mumber Poun ds Value Number Pounds Value 126 135.5 35640 26340 1426 | ¢
Sows 286 550 08040 $12635 80 9780 4§ 51¢ 1551 ove 88 $1266r 19 b5 195 & o0 1064 65 45 Deoas 11151 560 | 14
Boars 268 219 407656 1821 42.5 4200 93¢ 30 83 1886 15.5 123‘4 B . eeee el 183 7066.3 1114426 857680 54138 290
Pigs 500 713 16314 1223 547 15295 1049 1233 1 88 2058 611 O 2724.7 452412 354878 17183 7066.3 1114426 44
Other hogs 509 1668 207602 9029 &5 g2n4ss 112¢ 2043 z788 12 15375 872 97244 462 ’ £, e,
am Finses 7246.8 1162107 895171 56128 ¢ e
Total ¥ 4083 519711 @24708 1028.5 54799'¢2928' 5987 73B1581ﬂﬂ31972,1517.5 182508#6249 2744 .2 4383564 595687 175 2
Total of the aversge number of sows- 1592.5
Total number of hoge ralsed 12086
Total number pips werned - 13,268
Tetal production - 1,878,815 pournds valued at 284105, f’
Production per furme 5447 pourds worth £154,.32
Table //.~Lverage fumbers, Weights, and Values of Hogs on 545 Farms in f ‘ |
&
Inventory Inventory ; s0ld slaughtered Others butghere
January 1, 1932 : Purchases January 1, 1982 5 Sold allive 501 Fbugda | . o ‘Ezu .333 e
\ 'y 1 Dressed Value
o Fumber Pounds Value Bumber Pounds Value Number Pounds Val ue Fumber Pounds Value Number Live p = ks 33‘% %
: «70 5,19 0.88 . . . #
iows 2,719 467 .56 323.18 « 147 17 .83 £0.94 2.84¢ 502 .07 228, 25 +088 £.78 3 0'gg '% 2’21 3.42 0e186 ,083 25.76 20.46 l‘ot
‘onrs ‘508 MlE M 0 it 0 .0 B EE AR TR e

000 795 .4 14.4 1.55 12.966 £2044. O eDd
1 0B 29.95 2,25 1,004 28. o5 2. 2,72 76 1.121 $5.31 2.46 1.55 12.966 2044.82 1575.72 99.
itﬁzr hogs %.ogg aeo.eg 16,57 .eg: 42.33 3:03 5.333 624:12 25: 21 1,800 178443 £.48 5.000 793,41 614.45 & ¢

-

Z,

| & ' 1 102.99
01 15,298 2132.30 1648,.5
Total 7.489 953,59 ’;5.84 l.888 100.5‘455.37 10,920 1539.73’%8. 66 2.784 224,79 ’11.47 5,056 804,38 C25.0631. .




Table/2.~Disposal of "Others Butchered” .s

545 farms

Averspe per farm

Pounds
Live Dressed Cured Value

Pounds
Tive Dressed Cured Value

Pork sold cured 264873 204052 141667 $17244 486.00 374.37 260.49 & 31.82
Pork soléd fresh by plece 198002 152521 ~===e=- 10256 363430 279.85 =wmen= 18.82
¥eat spolled 682 A - m———— 1.25 06 =mwee-- ————
Pork used in house/ 698550 538008 =--=-= 28528 1281.75 CB7 ¢ 38 mwww=== 62 .35

Total 1162107 825171 141567 156128 2132.30 1642.51 260.49 §102.99
Toun i3 Tiers Bulchere n

¥ The fotal welgnis anc total value correspond to those
table 1.

Live welght = 120.81957 of dressed welght.

81



Table/3 .~Summary of the Hog Enterprise or 545 Farms in Mansemond County, Virginie, 1932,

Average per farm Averace per farm
livewelght Livewelpht
Source 0. LbS. » value Disposal Yo. 1bs. % value
On hand Jamuary 1, 1932¢ On hand December 31, 1852:
Breeding animals 3.1 543 12.1 § 26.52 - Breeding animals 3.3 5835 13.0 § 26.69
Other hogl 4.4 411 g1 18.82 - Other hogs 7.6 757 1€.8 31.97
Hogs purchased 1. 100 2.2 5.87 Hogs sold alive 2.8 225 5.0 11.47
: Hogs sold dressed
’ whole 5.0 804 17.8 31.91
Pips weaned 24.3 , Other butcherings## 13.3 2132 47.4 102.99
Hogs raised (22.2)« 5447 76.6 154.32 Death losses@#e 1.7 et -

Total 5.7 4501 100.0 ;gos.os 3.7 4501 100.0 $205.03
¥ Does not sgree with number of pigs weane ecause pilgs SO allve belore fattening

were not counted among hogs raised.

»e Hogs butchered for home use or to be sold by plece.

Lt Fogs and plgs wenned that died., UNeat that spolled after utchering amounted to approx
imately one pound per farm.
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