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ESTIMATED CO8TS COF PRODUCING EGGS,

' NEV _YORK STATE, 1926m52"
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 TNTRODUGTION.

Wewr York poulirymen have undoubtedly. ﬂelt the. pinch of low esg
prices:and high produetion costs many, tines durlng the past tlrenty-five
yoars. - At other times, however, costeprice relationships have. been
generally favorabls for relatively pwofluaole ogg, production. That '
actvally has happsnad to the yearly costs of producing eggs? How have

o produetion costs wvaried from montm to month tnrouwhout the year?
Ihat does it copst currently to produce a8 dozen eggs, on the average?
How hava costs .comparsd with prices . r8061VEd Tor, eggs?

Pou1+ry farmers in general do not keép enouvh cost records %o
enable them to answer the above questions., .They cannot determina their
costs of egp production at anv part*cular time, These costs dan be
obtained by farm menagement surveys, but this me hod is expensive, “timge’
consuping and the .results are outnofudate by the time they ars presented,
That poultrymen need, then, is & method that will enable them to determlne

oosts FIEPTY and quickly, dnd” WitH & réﬁsonable depred ol BesuraTy

Such & method is preseuted -in this report, Through the use of
formulas, estinates,can be made of current costs in producing eggs both
by months and on an- annual basis. The formulas and estimated_costs. '
derived from.these formulas.can be helpful to poultrymen in planning
thelr owmn operatlons and to.economists by provlding cost date for the
years during which farm panagement surveys are not made,

. The serles of estimated costs in produclﬂr eggs Heveloped in thls
study o baclk:to 1926 by vears, and to. 1940 by months, They were
dasipgned to represenh state or area averapges and wers based on data
from a large number of poultry farms, Thus, their vaiue lies in the
fact that thev oan be used as a rauge of the profitableness of a ’
poultrymants business, Current monthLy cost data and forecasts of
costes can also 3rov1de flock ovmers with a basis. for making loglcal
manggement declslons in planning their poultry Farm productlon. )

Poultry farming in Wew York has undergone meny changes during’ the
past twonty=-five years,-.Any formulas developsd for estimating costs,
and the estimated costs. themse7“es should reflect these cha@ges over
tlmeg-'“hat have been. sems of the more 1ngortaﬂt changes that bave '
taken place durlnf this per10d7 :

ACKNGTLEDCE MFNTS Profaessor L., B, Darrah of Cornell University dirsoted
this study end made valualile suggestions in the preparatien of the
report.




CHANGES IN POULTRY FARMING

Five changes have occurred in poultry farming in New York during
this period, which have had & great impect on costs and have also created
problens 1n the development of saﬁlsfactory formulas for estimating costs.

Pirst, the annuai raie of @gg produotlon 1ncreased from an estimated
average of 126 aggs per blrd in.1926° t5 187 eggs per bird in 1951,
Produutlon rates so far in 1952 are running even hlghe* than for the
corresponding period in 1951. Thls remarkable increase in aversgs agg
produetion per bird resulted in 8 sharp increase in the amount of feed
required per bird, However, the amount of feed reqplred per dozen: eggs
at presenx is about the same as in, 19LO-h1, ' ;

Second, the amount of lsbor requlrsd to’ care for lmyers deellned
sharply from 2,1 hours per bird in 1926 to 1.7 hours at the present
time, With the inerease in egg productlon, the labor reocuired per.
dozen eggs was reduced to an even greater-extent, During this period,
Wew York pouitry farmers did & mﬂwﬂ;fzqent job of -inérsasing labor
efficiency through the use of lab0r~$av1ng equiphent,. 1mprovements in
housing, and improved manspgement nractlces, The estimated anmual -
average egg nroduction and feed and 1abor'rﬂouired per olrd are.
presented in.ths Appendlxg Table A,

Thlrd, mortallty rates declzned frdm ah,h per cant of “the average -
number of layers on hard-during +be year in 1925 to 15,7 pe? cont in
1017, A ‘survey made in 1950a51 gave a mortality. .rate of 18, & per contee
a slight inerease sinee- 1947, The gireatest reduction in mortality
rateés took place from 19LO to’ 1947 and resulted in lower dspreolatlon
costs durlng th;s perlod, .

Fourth, a cngnwe in the Fake»up of the 1ay:nv flocks in terms of
breeds ‘of chickens keph ococurred dnrlnm‘forld War II, Heavy breeds
wore widely adopted by NHew York poultxy farmers during this period.
Prior to this.time, the magoxlty £ the flocks on New York farms werae
Loghornss Sines World Tar II, %here has been an increase ih Leghorn
flocks and a deorsase in the popularltv of the-heavy breeds, Heavy-
breed flogks reculre more feed and labor per bird and per dozen eggs
than do Leghorn #looks but suffer less from losses dus to depreciation.
During the war years in parbicular, ths change in composition of the
laying flocks in the state had a marked effect an costs, partlcularly
Teed, 1abor, and depreclatlon,

Pifth, tha averzge size of the lavln« flock ;ncreased ovay thls
period, TH;s resulted in more efficient management and operation of -
poultry farms and a reductlon 1n some of the cost factors, part*cularly
1abor, .

The above-mentionsd changes in poultry farming in Wew York
resulted in changes in the amounts of the various cost factors involved
in egg production. To show these changes accurately, it was impossible
to develop a single formuls with constant factors, IL.was necessary to
adjust the formulas, and consequently the’ estimated costs frow tlne to
time to brxng'tham in 11ne with chang+ng conditions.
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THE STUDY 0 o
PurDosas
The object1VGs of thls study‘WSre to; _j y

1, Bétablish formulas for estlmatlng annual average-costs
in producing eggs in New York, and from these formulas
to develop a series of atmual egg productxon sosts for
the period, 1920 to date.
2, Establish formulas for estlaatlng the average ‘monthly
costs in producing eggs and - thue to develop a feries of
monthly ogs productlon costs for tha: perlod 19&0 to data.‘

g1 h e

N .

Souroes of Data

Two main sources of data were used in the davelopment of the
estinating formulas and the, caleulation of esbtimated annual snd monthly
costs, They were (1) the results of eight different poultry farm
managenent surveys made in New York and (2) a summary of the cosat
account records kept by a large humber of poultry farmers in cocoperation
with the Agricultural Economios Departuent at Cornell University.
“Exbensive Use was also mads 57 dete published by the Buvrsau of” Agrlodlm
tural Economiecs, United States Dapartment of Agr;culturea—partlcularly,
data concerninv agrieiltural prices, :

v Proaedure

The first step in this study fas the dstermination of the major
items of expense in producing eggs. - Date from both farm cost accounts
and farm.management surveys showed that feed, labor, and depreciation’
were the three most important cost items, For the sake of simplicity,
such minor costs as use of bulldlngs and squipment, horse and machine
labor, inberest on the flock, slectricity, -and- mascellanaous costs wers
groupsd together under "other costs". These four factors--fesd, labor,
depreciation, and other cosdtsw=were ‘then used in developlnw"?fﬁ?
estimating formulas, - .

Hext, the actual physical valugs or amounts of thede four cost
items were calculated on an annual basig from 1926 to date and by months
beginning with 19u0. The values of the feed and labor- 1nput factors
used in beoth the yﬁarly and monthly formulas were the qveraﬁe pounds of
feed and minutes of labor required. to produce a dozen egzs. Deprecistion
factors were exprassed ag a percentage of the average meat velus per
bird, live welzht. Otheér costs wers computed as & pereeﬁtage of the
total feed, labor dnd depreciation costs, As the final sbtep, a series
of annual and monthly prices were developed, which were then combined
with the amounts of the variocus cost factors to obtain the estimated
average annuel end monthly costs in producing eggs. Details of the
methods used in determining %the amounts of the cost factors and in -
develoglnm the series of prleeu uged are prasented-in uhﬁ Appendixg -
Page 16.
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ESTIMATED ANNUAL AVERAGE COSTS IN PRODUCING EGGS, 1926=52

The estimabed annmual average ¢osus in produclng a dozen eggs in
New York State, as presented in this reporit, wore compubed by combining
+the amounts of the various cost factors for each year with their
respective prices, -

7 Amounts of Various Cost Facbors i~ - .

The amounts of the various sost factors, by years, showed
sonsiderable variation during the period coversd by this study
{Appendix, Table B), With the 1éw egr production per bird in 1926,
the foed per dozen sggs was high at 7.L pounds, It'deelined
gradually until 1930 with' the ihcrease iniegg producticn-and then
remeined relatively stable during most of the thrities as the increase
in egg productlon and feed consumption per bird offset each other, In
1938, feed per dorzen eggs started %o increase and reached a relatlvely
high level of 7.3 pounds {rom 19L2 = 1908, due primarily %o the marked
increase in heavy=breed flooks. - gince 19,8, with the trend toward more
Leghbrn flocks and a high rate of e prodaoulon, faed rsqulred dropped
to 7 2 pounds per- dozen evgs, tne seme.as in prewar 1924,1e

1

Labor required per dozen. eggs ‘ha's shown & stendy trend’dcwnwar&”
throughout most of the period’ excep% for the early thrities, Thisg' is
songisfent with the increase “n egg production and’ the use of labor-
saving egquipment and - xmproved monagewent practices, The declinha im |
labor required per dozen eggs from mearly 12 minutes in 1926 1o 6;0

_ mlnutes at the present time shows a truly remarkable inereass in lator
officiency on New York poultry farms,

Depreciation costs were a rslat¢ve1y high percentage of the average
live weight vhlue per bird for meat at the farm during the early part
of this study. This was due primarily ‘o the small size of birds kepb
and the' low prica of chidken, = From 1935 on, depreciation costs as a
percsntage of the average farm value per bird live weirht declined
sharply reaching a low of 2,5 per cont in 19L5 and 1916, This can be
attributed 4o the increass in egg production, inerease in the’ size of
birds kept and thea favnrable prlces for chicken sold as meat,

Other oosts as a per cent of the total of feed, labor, and :
deprsaiatlon costs wore hizh during the first ten years of the study .-
Since meny of these costs are rolatively fixzsd, they did not fall as
fast or as far =g did febd and labor costs. dqr11~ the depressiony so
were hirh percentegewise. From 1935 through 19! ;&, they remained at
15 per cent of the total of these three cosbs. During the paSU decade,
although other costs have inoreased to pome. extemt in cents per dozen
eggs, they have hold at 13 per cent of the total of fesd, labor, and -
depreciation costs. In other words, the changes in other costs have
kept pacs with the varlatlons in the %three main costs in proquclnv

5L 5.

“
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Prloea Pald

Tha prlces pald for both feed ané labor by New York'poultrymen
(Appeﬂdlx, Table C) were relatively high during the late 1920's, low
during . the’ thirties, .end then increased rapidly to new hlghs durlng roo
the loho’s._ The peak in feed prices for the periocd came in 1918 when -,
100 pounds of ration cost $4.58." Hburly'wage rates were at & high in
1951, with 72 cents per-hour, but this - Tlgure lS expeated to be excaeded
in 1952 with an hourly rate of 76 cents. - : L .

s et -

| Even Wlth .an inereass.in the size of birds kept the annual average
farm value per. bird .sold live weight for wmeat was low ‘from 1930 through
191 because of. the dlow prices of chicken per pound (Appendix, Table D).
Chicken prices were fayorable during the late 1920's resulting in a
higher average farm value per bird than during the thirties, With the
merked inerease in size of bird kept and the relatively high price of,
chicken per pound during the 19L0's, the average farm vslue per bird
sold was high. The values during the more then 25 years covered by
this study rhnged from & low of 59 cents per. b;rd in 1933 and - l?iu to
8 high-of M,gs in 19148. - ‘ :

.,,_,........‘. Vo eambet et

Estimated Annual Average Costs

The estimated costs of feed, labor, and depreciation, 'as well as
othar costs, and the net cost of produclng a dozen eggs for .each year
from 1926 through 1952 are presented in Table 1. Feed costs averapgsd
approximately 19 cenks per dozen eggs from 19256 through 1929, higher
than for any of the years during the 1930's, They increased rather
rapidly from 1941 t6 1948, decreased sharply in 19/Q, and hdve inoreased
steadily since then, Vh“latlons in feed costs during this period were
due to changes in the amounts of feed requirsd per dozen eggs and .
changes in the prices paid for feed, with variations in feed. prlces the -,
most important factor. Labor costs per dozen eggs wers at a peak of 9
cents in 19263 declined gradually until 1940, ross gradually to 8 oents:
per dozen in 19h5, and have remained approximately at this level until.
the present time, It is expetted, however, that lakor costs.will
reach the 1926 level for 1952, DLven with the great increass.in labor
oefficiency, labor costs have been relatlvely high in recent yaars
because of higher wage rates.

Depreciation costs were also higher in 1926 than in any. of the year5¢
covered. by this study due primerily to the low egg production per layer.
These costs declined one cent vper dozen eggs every five yoars until 1937
when they reached |; cents and held at this level until 19L3. . They have
renained at approximately 6 cents per dozen ezgzs for the past 6 years,
The decline in mortality rates durlng the early 19,0's, increase in
size of birds kept, and favorable prices for chicken have helped %o
keep depreciation costs dowm during the past decads, Other tosts
declinad: one cent per dozen eggs every five years until 1930n From
1936 through 19ll;, & nine-year period, they remained at approximately
l, cents per dozen eggs. Since :I.?)hh.s these costs have been slightly
higher-«5 cents for four of the eight years and 6 cents per dozen for
the remainder of the period. Other costs have tended to change ra%her
slowly over tlme 51nce many of them are. relatlvely fixed 1n,ﬂﬁture..w<
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The estimated total costs of producing o dozen eggs on New York
poultry farms were relatively hizh in 1926, 8eclimed gradually until
N 1930, and took & sharp drop in 1931 and 1932, Costs were low all during
e 1he 19301 butincreased rapidly from 1941 to 1948 wheh the total costs
“of producing-eggs reached a peak of 53 cents per dozen," Costs decliviad. .
in 1919 and 19%0 Tt increased in ‘1951, It is estimated that the cost
- . of produsing a dozen eggs in 1952 will reach’.the peak of 19},8~wthe
highest ldével in-mmy of the years since 1926, Variations in the average
anmual costs of egr production during this period were dus to changes
in the'amounts 6f the various cost factors used (particularly feed ani
. labor) and varistions in the prices farmers had to pay for cost items.
Frice cHanges, particularly changss in feed prices, had a graater.
effect on sosts then did the amounts of the various cost factors
euployedwwbut the latter were still very importent. -

Table 1, . " ESTIMATED COSTS iN PRODUCING BGGS
New York State, 1926.52

Year Feed ™ " ‘Labor . Depreciation Other et cost

. DR " Cents per dozen ' ‘
S o926 0 18 .c -9 8 6 13
- 1927 -9 8. -6 6 39
i, 1928 20 T 6 6 -39
soi 1929 19 T & 6 38
11930 17 7 & 6 36
2931 13 7 6. 5 31
c 1932 - 10 6 5 5 26
9% - 1. .5 5 . -5 27
-3k el 5 5 5 29
T 1935 0 0 b 5. 5 . 5 29
1936 15 s 5 ' 5 L 30
1937 17 5 b Iy . 3L
1938 13 5 L L 26
1939 13 5. L L, 26
ok - - 13 Lo I i 25
1sh1 15 5. . ho- 28
w2 17, 5 L L 30
why R0 S 6 "5 L 35
o, 2 1 5. L 38
1915 - 23 N b 5 Lo
1916 28 8 5, 5 L6
1947 . 32 . g Yy 5 52
BT 33 A I 6 53
1919 27 8 . 5 L7
1951 30 3 5 - b 50
1952(Prelim) 32 9 6 5 53
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Camparlsons with Survev Costs and Costs fram Cost Accounts

. A comparison of the total costs in producing eggs, estinmated from
the forﬂulas, with the cogts from Surveys,. -and from cost accounts is
presented in Table 2, " In general, the formula casth are bYelow the’
survey costs and ‘above the costs from cost- accounts. 6 is 1ntersst1ng
to note that Both the estimated costs for 1951 from the formula and the :
net cost of producing ‘aggs for 51 market ‘egg flocks included in a survey
mede for the period from'September 1, 1950 to September 1, 1951 wers
506l cents per dozen, During this perlod, the costs estimated by usse
of formulas are in close erough agresment with both the survey and cost
account costs to warrsant the use of formulas for, éstimatlng costs in
produclng egzs in Hew York.

' Taﬁié”'e. COMPARISCN OF THREE METHODS OF ESTTMATING

THE COSTS IN PRODUCING FGGS
Hew York State, 192652

" Cost Cost from  Cost =~ = " Difference. betwesn

. “frém” oot . from forpule and.
Year. ;. formulss geoounts .aurveys  cost accounts
T T Tents per dozen T Per cent
1926 © pi g I 1o o
1927 39 37 5 -
1928 39 e 37 5
1929 38 e 38 39 0.
1930 36 : 3l 37 &
1931 31 31 %2 0 -
1932 26 27 28 L
1933 27 27 a5 0:-
1934, 29 29 0.
1935 29 - 27 T..
1936 30 29 L
1937 23 29 6
1938 26 , 26 0.
w9 . 2 . 25 L
wo 25 - 2 h L
1941 S 28 - 26 28 T
wh2 30 . 28" 7
1943 ‘ 35 ' 3L 3
4 - 38 . 58 0
915 Lo 29 -3
1946 L6 I - b
L7 ‘ - 52 50 53 L
191,8 D> EREEE T 2 : L
1919 L7 ' .. ol
1950 R _ 0

1952(Prelim) 5 .. - | ' e




.Physic&l Costﬁ%ﬁ§$qT¢ta1iGosts

o .'.

mww"‘ i

As shown in Figure 1, physical costs or the amounts of the various
.cost fmetors have declined throughout the period included in this sbudy
_arith the exception 'of a sllzht rise in the early 193%0t's. Total costs
. have tended to vary with, tie prices farmers have had to- pay for the
. cost items and the variations, in gemeral, are similar to changes in

-khe general price level,. Total costs in producing eggs, however, have
..netiineressed as much &inee 19L0 as have the costs in some-other types
*jof fdrming in Hew York .because of thé réduction that has talen place
‘inphysical costs, partlcularly labore ~The indexes of the various
cost itens and combined index of nhyslcal costs are presented in the
Appendix, Table E, '

Iﬁaex,‘u,f -“ATL:‘L:J';3‘~::;”'r~'7’*‘ ot :
roann e “193 5oBC =100 o

Wl e \

130 b

T
o

120

120

3

100 . A |
50| e
0% | o 1 B R

1926 1930 19353 1900 1945 1950
Yoars o

Figure 1, INDBEX OF ESTTBET?D DHY“IGAL AND TOTAL CosSTS IN
' PRDDUCIHG EGGS '
Wew York State, 1926wm52



Cost « Price Differencas :
In general, averagze cost of produq;ng~eggs and average prlces
received for eggs by years, ilere about the same . Aduring’ most of the
period from 1926 to 1940 (figure 2}.. waever, in ¥929, prices were
wsll Above costs and in 1932 and 1933, prlces were substantially below
costs. From 1940 through 1951, both prices and costs showed a marked
inorease but prices rose faster than cbsts and ° average annual prites
were above average costs Ain every year.

C e .
Wb T L

Prices below oosts indicates ﬁhat poul fry farmers were workmng
for low wages and also-that they. roceived less. tHan estimated for Some
of the nonwcash cost items, -Prices above costs may be interpreted as
meening that poultrymen are making prevalling wages plus a profit, -
During years such as 1932 and 1933; some. poutl trymen probably pald for
the privilege of producing eggs since they. did noet mpke enough money
to pay cash costs and.leave anybhing for their labor. Costeprice
relationships since.1940" sugvest that Tew' York poultrymen, on the
average, have received good Wages for thelr labor.

'Centé
noer dazen

60 -

50

L5
Lo

' Prices
Received

-S:%f

35 _
30 | ‘ténnnal_Costs
25 | N Y
20 + ' | o
o v v e b v ey b e by
1926 19%0 1935 190 v Ws 1950
‘ Years _ oo
Figure 2, ESTIMATED' AVNUAL AVERAGE COSTS AND

" PRICES RECEIVED FER DOZEN EGGS
New York State, 1926w52



’ Examﬁlb of Pormula Used fé?‘lgﬁl““ T A T

[ e [ -..-.mn.u.~

The formmle used in estlmatlng annual averame gosts 1@_P?0duqing
eggs for 1991 is givén-boelows e o

A ) . o S Y T ]

Feeds + - - 702 pounds & prlce per pcund e
I T R AN A S
Ladodet. . '¥«4%ii"-'f X ?i“ié value pet hour N
i '."::'“f.r"' "{‘(k oL - 2t T . [ B ot Pt
Depreciations 035 ) . farm value per blrd '
"""h“-ilva'Weiyht = .
Other edhstss 1§¢ Qf total of fodd; ‘labory and e T
wieone s , : ‘deprecmation oosts =
. "‘}"..’i"i-i..' vy e R A o i ey e
?fé Annual averawe ubsb of praducmng 1 uozen eggu = o ;
.o J { . J
Tha follculng @rices nrevalled in 1951-
Feads | Laylng m&sh = @hQBB
Serateh feed = 1538
Poultry ration = hgél less 8% or gh 2l
labory ~ Farm wagas- i o o
e January = $102 = 3 = £300 ‘ g
Chpril = lh x 3= 312 R
S duly = 113 x 3 = 539 .
Ootober = (135 x 3 = 739 .

q,,-a% s» 12 = q>108

‘®108 x 1? 2?00 = u8¢ % 105 = ?2,0 or 7°¢ psr hnur

Depreciation: AVerage orice’ of chiecken per pound = 3l.lL¢
, e Gob 1bse x 3lolif = 5 1,76 {average fam value per bird)

'The combining of these prices with the formula factors yiselded
the estimated annual cosbs of feed, Iabor, depreciation, and other oco&ts
as well as the total costs for 1951 snown baldw-

-
| Foed costs ', 702 x h-ahﬁ = 50a5¢
% Lebor coéts:: i W11 x TEé_ .= ;%?ﬂ
Depreciation costs: ,035 x $1.76 = 4.8/

- * IL.67

Oﬁﬁer costsé W13 x hh.éﬁ = 5.8¢

{

P——

Eatimatéd tobal cogts for 1951 . 50.h# or 50¢



Formula for Current Use and Forecast for‘1952

Results of the recent surVey ma&e in New York State’ Whlch 1ncluded
51 market egg flocks, 1ndlcate that revisioﬁs of 4he’ formila Factors
established for. cuirent use are, unnecessary, Thus, the Tormule for
ourrent use inm estimatlng annual average costs 1s tha same as the one
developed for 1951 (page 10);1 o

For the flrst five nonths of this year, the average price of -
laglng mash Was $5.20° per hundred poundso Seratch’' grain was ¢h,51° A
ration of 50 per cent mash and 50 per cent scratch cost approximetely .
@h,86 re'ba:.lo An allewance for cash dlscount return of feed: bag, and
use of cheaper feseds and homeegrown grains reduced this price to $l1.li8.
What happens to fesd pricas the remainder of the year will dspend to a
large extent on the 1952 grain crop. Labor is expeeted to averags:
about 76 cents per hour for 1952, Chlcken should be around 30 cents
per pound and birds sold from ez . York farms are “estimated Yo average
5o pbunds 1n‘We1ght.A This nges an’ estlmated farm value per blrd of

$1 - C . .\.l . ¢ ,_._,"‘ !':.: *A :

O the basis of these pr;bes, ‘the cost of faed per dozen ozEs wmll
averags. abcut 32 cents in 1952e Thls is’ two cents ‘more than in 1951
due to the increase . in the price of feed, Labor will cost about 9 cents
per dozen eggs which is one cent higher than in 1951, Depreclatioh
costs and other costs are exnected to be the same as for last year. <
This brings the estimated costs to 53 cents per-dozen-eggs which is-

% cents higher than in 1951, With lower prices for eggs and higher
costs, the outlook for 1952 is for a less profitable year than last
year. for most New York poultrymen.

o An indlvidual faymerts costs in produsing egs will vary from
this averagse d_epend:.nD upon the efficiency of his nanagément, his egf
production per bird, and the prices he has to pay ‘foi* feed and labor.
Farmers with Leghorn flocks should’ produca eggs at costs that are at’
least no higher than this sstimaté,” The costs of & dozen eggs produeed
by heavy=bréed flotks may run sllmhtly hlwher dwe to greater feed and
laber reguirements, *Any farmer can’ obtain & tood idea of what his
costs in produeing eggs will be by using the formula with the prices
he has to pay for feed and labor and with the prices he recelved for
birds sold oub of his flock on a 1ive-we1ght ba31s. :

1,

Esmmn AVERAGE COSTS BY MONTES, JANUARY 19L0 - JUNE 1952

The same genaral procedure employed in estlmatlng annual average
costs was tised in deriving the estimated average monthly costs of egg
productlon., waever, it was necessary to adgust the amounts of - the
feed and labor factors to réflect the changes in these items dus %o
variation in egg nraductlon, grovith of pullets and average number “of
layers on hand.
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Values of bha depreclatlon amd otber cbat “aeﬁqrs-nalreadj computed
for use in the fozmu¢as foxr’ estlaatlng anﬂual costsyawere keld coastant
throuzhout each year in the monthly. formulas. - The amoun» off foad’
required %o produce @& dozen eggs was nlvheet i the £all monthy and
lowest during theé spring ahd early summer months throuuhout the entire .
poriod {Appendix, Table F). -High feed requirements during the fall
months can bé atbributed to a low rate of egg production and the facd
that nul“éts,ﬁparﬁlcularly “those in heﬁvymbree& flocks, are still ’: o
growinga. Forothe pagh few years, feed requlred ner dozen egds was 8.6,
pounds in Cctoher ond Hovember and onlf &.1 pounds  in. the low month .of -
June, as aompared to an armual aversge of 7 e pounds.3 The low amount
of feed required *o produce” a dozen eg June 1ﬁ due; to a high rete
of egg production per 1ayer. et S .

e .

Lahor requlrameats per dozen eggs vary throuwhauu the year .

prlmarllv because of changes in the pumbér oft birds. kept snd rate of

ge nroduction, The amount of labor regquired pey dozen ehps was
hlﬂkest during the fall months for svery yeer of the peried, dues to a
low rate of exg ‘production. -Labor wer dozen® 8ggs. was ¢oweqt during
the winbter months when flocks were still large.in size and the rate of,
egs productlen por’ 1aveb‘was at a high level, partlcularly in flocks. fon
of the heavy breeds, Even with a high rate of egg nroductxon ‘during
the spring end early'sumﬂer mnntns, the labor-: reqylred per dozen eg gs, :
was higher than in %the winter mon*hs dua to a dawllqe in ‘size of flocks
(Anpendlx, Table Gle :

N 1.
1 - !
e ‘

B LT um..“w_;w_,.,
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The average monthly- prlceu Doul“fymen pald du 1ng"ﬂhis“period’for
1aying mash, scratch feed and 8. uo ¢T+;y'r%tlon of: 50 par oent mash,
50 per cent scratell (re@uead T »' Sent) are prasented in the Apnendlx,
Tables H, I aal J, For- ”Dproxgut v onéLnalf of the peripd (6 vears)
fead prices,. wers h;gner ‘during the last half of- the vear than in the
first half, During four years, 19LO, 19hh, 1948 -and 19L9 feed prices
wers lower durihg the last half of %he ysar.‘ In 19,2 and 1951 feed
prices remzined vrelatively s able throuqhout the year,

In "etera. nnu;ly wegza rates were 10v¢st during the mlrter'mbnﬁhs,'
incrensed &raduaJLv”thvoughout the spying wnd sumrer and reached their
peak in the fall months {Appendix,” Tablé' X}e

As sthn in Tablew L and M of the Appendix, ®the average farm price
of chicken per pounid’ and consequéntly the average farm value per blrd
live weight were low during the first part of the period and relatively
favorable during the 1nst nalf of the period, except fou 1950, Chicken
prices ranged frow a low of 15 cents pey pnﬂnﬁ in e ry 19L0 to a
high of L2 cents per pouud in Gotober 1946, , In geacral prices were at
the hichest levels during 1948 when the vrice was 38 cents per pound for
the last six months of the yeoar ‘and the-yearly average was 35 cents.
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Estimated Avarars Mbnthly Cos%a

The estimated total costs in produclng egrs, by months, for New
York State are given in Table 3, For every year, the costs of egg
production were highest during the fall months when rates of lay were
low and feed and labor requirements high. Costs, in general, were
lowest during the spring end early summer months when the rates of egg
production were at a high:level, Costs per dozen ranged from a low of
21 ocents in June' 1940 to‘a high of 68 cents per dozen in October and
. Hovember of 1947, During this perlod, .costs of ez productlon varied
thyoughout the year with chenges in the amounts of the various cost
factors (partzcularly feed anf labor) and changes in the prices farmers
had to pay for the cost items, In general, changes in the cost factors
had a greater effect on the costs of produeing eggs by months, during’
any given year, than did price changes, ' A detailed breakdown of feed,
labor, depreciation and other costs for: each month of this perioed are
given in Table 0 of thse &ppendix. : '

Table 3. ESTIVATED TOTAL COSTS IN PRODUCIFG EGGS BY MONTHS
New York State, January 19&0 - June 1952

e

‘ ‘ ’ ‘ S " T Ay
Year Jan. Feb, YMar, Apr, May June July.Aug. Septs Oct, Nbv. Dece ave,
Cents per dozen

- 190 28 - 25 2% 22 22 21 22 23 28 32 36 .
w1 27 26 22 23 2% 2, 26 28 33 Lo Lo
V42 31 30 27 25 25 25 26 29 3L 39 I3
w3 35 32 30 30 30 31 31 35 Lo L6 51
L L2 - 38 35 35 3L 3L 35 38 L L6 I8
L5 39, 3677 3, 3L 3L 3L 37 38 L6 L9 53
/6 42 Lo 37 38 38 43 L6 50 57 58 65
R =7 ' IR 1 TR P SR TR S _u9 5, 6L . 68 68
194860 . 57 52 50 50 L9 50 58 60 59
CoLko-lo ko ks L5 L U2 lﬁ 5 50 52 53
1950 L2 L2 bl L3 k2 L1 LWL L6 L9 53 53
951 v o 50 L8 L7 L4 LT lo 55 58 58
1952 52 52 52 50 L8 - . - | 53*

¥ Prelzmlnaﬂv(f

25
28

EHES QB ERERGS
. |

" Cost. m’Pfice-Differéncea
: . Prices received for eggs ‘and costs haVe followed essentially the
- same patbern during this period (figure 3)e This indicates that for a
perisheble item like high-quality eggs near to market, changes in prices
from one period to another basically refleot the changes in costs of
production from one time to another. .
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Cents
ney dozen

vo wis o 1950

Figure ‘3 ESTIMATED AVERAGE (OSTS AWD PRICES RECEIVED
A FER DOZEN BEGGS, BY MONTHS o
Wew York State, January 19h0 - Jung 1;52

In some years, sueh as 1912 and 19&5 prioes ‘were wel above costs.
This resulted inp a large expansion in numbers of birds kept and’
consaquantly in 19Ll prices f£ell below costs for. several-mmths,  The
year 1945 wes a rood.year and. 1946 léss favorable. During 1950, prices
wore well below costs for at least six months even though the governmsnt
bought 8 lot of eggs for pries support purpeses. Prices rose well
above costs, thereafter, snd 1951 was a favorable year. The expansion
in numbers, inoreace In egg produchien. and- ancre%51rw costs have
rosulted in prices oors&deraoly below costs for the first five months
of 1952.

i“\“ o . . L. €

The average ﬂOQuhlv prlces Few Yorlk: poultrymen r9361VGd for eggs
Guring:this period are presanted in'the Appendlx, Table N, -



S e Exampls of Formulas Used for 1951

The formulas used in est1ma+1n¢ averaﬁe monthly costs in producing
eggs for 1951 -are given belows

Item Jan, Feﬁqlmar‘ Apf;‘ﬁhy June Julj Aug.{Sept, ch; Nove{Dec,

Peed= (lbso)vﬁjéf 7?51,752 6.8 161} Gol 5.51.6.9] 840|846 (806 {747

Labors (hours o10 | <10 1311 {a11 L1 uanfanf W] .12 |2 a2 [l

i ! < e . !

Depreciationy Use ,035 times aversse Faym Value per Bird, live ﬁélbht
ab - for .each month, (5.9 1bs. * monthly price chickern per 1b. )

P
G-

s“@%ﬁervﬁashs:i ;l?/ of the gum’ of feed labor, and deprecﬁa%ion ¢osts
RV 3for pach moath. ”»‘:‘ Do e

s t-

Total uost3° Sum of the four casts, i L R e

‘The comblnlng of bhg abovTé formula fantors with “the prlces glven
fad the Appendix, Tables J, K'énd M, yielded the averags monthly costs
T‘OP “producing eggs in 1951 presented in ' the- Appandlx, Table Ge )

BRE

" . P 2 .
oy . - Ja

Pormulas for Currqpt Use and Fsﬁlmated Costs for 19 52 (Jan.mmav)

The formulas %ﬂat may be ussd curreatlf in estlmatlnp the average
morthly costs in p?oduclng egms in xev YoTk ere the same as those"
_developed 1c'or’ 19510 o .

Average costs per dozen e Sa £or the first 5 months of 1952, ars
running higher than in the oorrespendlng mbiiths of 1951 (Laole HA
Prices have bgen below costs in each of the first 5 moaths of this.
year, '-The main reasons for the incrsase in costs for this' perlod are
the 1ncrease in feed prices and 1abor retes, w -

Table 1o " ESTIFATED COSTS OF . PRODUCING TGCES
RN Wew York State, January - lay 1952

Fead Labor . . - " ogher .. Total

Mbﬁth_' costsr aoshts . . Depreciaﬁiﬁn” . eoebs.r . gosts
Januwary = 32,8 726 B ‘ 6;0-¢i‘-;:52;0
Febrﬁary" ) %2.8 CTW0 5.9 ‘ 5,0 5250
lgreh | 321 Wl A (R 5250
April  C 3063, . 845, 1 S L 500

W 88k 8,5 5.8 . .f5*°H' 8.0
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METHODS USED IN COMPUTING AMOUNTS OF VARIOUS COST FACTORS
o AND IN DEVELDPING PRIGE SERIES e :

To determlne ‘the actual ph¥510a1 values of ‘the: feed and 1abor
factors used in the fbrmnlas for estimating annual average.costs in
egg- productlon, ‘the estlmated annual averdge pounds of fséd and hours
oft labox per. bird werd div1ded by the annual average egg product;on per
h_blrd. These values were rounded for formula use,

To estabilsh the - amounts of the feed and’ 1abor f&ctors for use in-
'formulas for estimating average. monthly costs, it wes necessary to
determine the average monthly rate of egg production, f'eed consumption,
and lator requlrmnents per bird, Date published by the Buresu of
Agrioultural Economics gave btoth ampual -end monthly'rates of egg
production beginning with. 1940, - These rates differed from the rales
found in Wéw York poultry farm menagerment surveys and cost actount data,
Since the annual average productlon rates used in this sthdy were . based
on cost account and surydy. date it was desirable to' base the monthly
rates on these some dmte, To derive these monthly rates, the eggs per
layer reporied by the Fureau of Agricultural Economics was divided by
the amnual average eggs produced per- layer to est&bllsh ‘the- percentage

of the ‘yearts egg production-that was laid in each month, - These — -

percentazés wers then applied to the estinmated arpual averase production
rates based on farm surveys and: cost account data to arrive at an o
estimated average egg production per layer by months,

From the results of a. study of the geasonal costs and returns in
producing égis 1n 19h6~h7, it was possible %o estinate the changes in .
feed’ congumption and labor reaulrements in laying flocks durlng the .
year. This survey showed thet of the averesze feed aonsumed per layer
during. the year, 25 pér cent was consumed in the fall, 26 per cent in
the winter, 26 per cent in the spring, and 23 per cent in the swmer.
The estimated amual average pounds of fesd per bird for each year |
were then mulbiplied by these percentages, ‘Bach of the four amounts,
thus calculated, for the seasons, were then divided by 3 to get the
average feed consumed per layer by months e The average. nonth;y rate "
of egg productlon per. laysr divided into the AVETALe pounds of feed
per 1ajer, by months, yielded the pounds of feed required per dozen o
agEs==the phy81ca1 valuas of the feed factors used in the monthly
formulsas.,. oo . .

Labor per dozen eggs, as shown by this survey, was 108 per cent of
the annusl’ average aurlng the 3 fall months, SL.2 per eent 'during the -
winter, 96,6 per cent during the spring months, .and 101 per cent during.
the summer. These peroentages were, then multiplied by ths- Ennoal’
averages oaloulated: for-each year to obtain the averages by seasons, ’
The computed seasonal values were each held constant for three months.

Depreciation on the laying flock is largely the result of
mortality and of selling culls during the year and hens at the end of
the laying season at a price below the valus of new pullets. . Survey .
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and cost acoount data indiecated that the most important single factor
affscting deprvciation was the meat wvalue per bird, The aversge weight
per bird of fowls sold from Hew York poultry flocks and the annual
average price of chicken per pound were obtained from data published by
thie’ Buréau ‘of- Agrloultural Hconomzcé, From this information the annual
average farm value pe¥ Tird, 1ive wéﬂ”ht was caloulated for each year
from.1926.to the present. tlma. Estina ted. Jepreciation costs pet bird.
by yeaxs. yers besed Ohvthe survey . resulfs and. cost account data, These
annual costs were divided by the. annual averaze egs mroductlon retes to
obtaln,the average depreciation oosts ner dozen oggs,. by years, IL was
then pbsszble to "expresy yearly: ‘depreciation tosts per dozen 8gzs’ ey o
percentege of the annual average farm value per bird, live woight. . . ' =
Thesd.percentages were used as the deprecistion factors in the formulasf”
for éstimating annual averaze costs in producing egys since 1926 énd in -
the monthly formulas from 19hQ on, Depreclatlon costs, by mohths, -
fluctgated with the chanves 1n the price of chwokan per nound.,

Cad PR

Othar costs tend to remain relatively stable compared to feed,
1aoor* or depreciation costs. In this study they were computed as a
percentage of the total of the feed, labor, and depreciation costs for:
each year, These percentages were used as the values for the other
costs factors in both the yearly and monthly fonnulas.

O GRS v me —na PRGNS i e o op i

After hav1nv determlned the DhJSlcal values or, auounts of the .
various costs factors both by years and by months,. +the' next step was tq
esteblish a series of prices to use with these factors‘ During the .
period, coversd by this study, e poultry ration of 50 per cent mash and
50 per,‘cent scrateh was used since it seemed th bve-fairly representat1va
of fevding practices on New York poulbdry farms, ‘Average mash and scratch
prices, btoth on a yearly and monthly basls, were available from data
published by the Burean of Agricultural Leconemics from 1940 to the prsgent
time,s , These prices were used byt were reduced by 8 per cent to adgust
fors il) cash discounts, (P) return of feed bags, and (3) use of dheaper
fesds gnd homsegrown grainge brom 1926 to 1940 it was necessary to build
up & ggriss of annual prices, "This was done by applylng a mark-up te'the
Grangs Leagzue Federation Exchange, Inc, wholesale prices of laying. mash
and commercial seratech in the RoohesbernSyracuse Zonse., )

Farm'wage rates were based on Bureau of Agricultural Economies. data
for tha antire period. Ths aterage wage rate per month with board paid
all hlred help on Mew York farms was available both on a quarterly and on
an annual basis, Guarterly data published in Januery, April, July,fand
October tere used in establisiing weze rates for use in the monthly & .
formulas. A reoview of cost account data showed that an averags of 2?00
hours were speny. per man annually in earipg for the laying flocks on.
cotméreial noul%ry farms in New York State., By multiplying this annual
average wage rate per month with board by 12 and dividing the result by
2700, it was possibvle to compube an mnnual average hourly wage rate, To
bring these wage rates in line with the results of farm menagement surveys,
it was necessary to adjust them upward. For examplé,'since 1942 the rates
determined in this mamer have been multiplied by l.5. Tlage rates by months

. for use in the formulas for estimating average monthly costs were computea

in the same manner exéept that quarterly instead cf'énnual data were ‘used,
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Table 4, AV“RAGE EGG PRODUCTION 'FEED AND LABOR REQUIRED PER BIRD

Wew Ybrk State, 1926*52

. Average hours

bAvyerage egg - .AvarégeApounds
) “production of feed - - of labor

Year per bird . per bird = per bird
1926 126 T8 201
1927 131 86 2.0
1528 131 .80 1e9
1529 137 82 - 1.9
1930 13 ‘80 . " 19
1931, 138 oL B2 1.9
1932 137 80 1.9
1933 . KPR 8l 2.0 *
1930 7 , ToBs 2.1
1935 150 SURUTRY:/ DI 2,1
15936 154 . 89 2.0
1937 155 . 89 21
1939 16k 97 2,0
1950 160 % . E3tt
19L1 183 97, 2.

- 1912 167. 103 | 1.8
1913 165" 101 1.9
1oLk 172 107 . 1.9
19L5 172 Wy 1.9
1946 (76 109 1.9
1947 182 111 1.8
1940 182 112 1.8
1942 186 112 . 1,7
1950 186 112 1a7
1951, 187 o112 .. -
1952 {Prelim. ) 188 3 :{;{
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Table Bes .. T VALUE OF INPUT FACTORS FOR USE IN F@RMUL&swpoa
BRI . ESTIMATING THE COSTS IN PRODUCING BGGS
' New York Stats, l926~52 ;4--'ig«‘nn

7 Pounds Hours of - Depreciatlcn | Other costs
Year ;' of feed * _ labor - - (per cent) ___.(per cent)

1926 1 Tt " 2195 740 T8
1927 Ted al85 - ¢ 6a5" © 18
1928 - Te3 - 175 645 .18
1929 - 7e2 - $165 . De5 - 20
1930 7.0 L1650 - 645 20

1931 - - 70 - o165 " S o) - 20
1932 740 : 0165 T T 22
1933 - 70 £ 165 - 845 22
1930 7.0 W165 845 .20
1935 . 70 - #165 640 * .20

- . -

.r »*
1O Qo
B

19367 - 70 160

1937 Te0 ' +160

1938 - Tal - #1255
1939 N Tel :1 4155; )
Whoo ., 7w 0 o L1550

1941 762 . - $150 "
1942 763 oo
1943 -, Te3 +1h0 .

9hl Te3 o135 7
19&5 - 703 J -135

946 Te3 e 130
1947 7¢3 120 ¢
1948 Te3 o o115
1948 - 742 . 0kl0
1950 Te2 o110

e B

N Mo oW V10 O Gl
&

oA o :me1U1u1xn“

- - -2

.

1951 7 7é2 7 3110
952 72 v 10 -

s . e - e - el i s

& .

Ldku::knku\u\ﬂro

o
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Table Ce PRICES PAID BY POULTRYMEN FOR FEED AND _J-'LBOR
‘ New York State, 1926-52

Px&dﬁ'of feed‘per lQO’pnumds R
R Scratch “Gross = MNet price Labor
Year % Soegrsine T prite feed fraed-ﬁ% }er hom:y;
. - .dollarg. ... Dollars: .. Bollarﬁ AT
1928 . 2457 ,2¢36 2647 - I
1929 - 2,51 202L 2,387 :
1930 2.h2 0 1.93 2,18 »
1931 186 Tali1 L8
1932 0 1h9 “L.09 1.297°
1933 1453 1437 1.Ls .
1934 L.8h T.77 1,80
1935 - 1.9k 579 1.87 "
1936 1.96 1895 1,96 "
1937 . 2,22 2533 2,287
1938 14:78 lnS?—- 1965
1939~ 1.88 1251 170"
19h0 2,30 1375 2,02
0Ll - 2647 1498 2423 7
whe . 2,92 2:21 L 20,56
943 . 3.32 2.67 3400 . 2,76
19LL - 3.65 3:0h 3a3L " 3407
19L5 3665 3418 3eli27 3015
19Lh6 - Lk28 3296 hel2 3.79‘_
1947 L85 a9 heB2 77 hels3
1W9L8 | 5,06 -89 1498, . ha58 -,
1949 . 138 3579 Le09 3076
1950 - Leli3 3468 hol6 .~ 3483
1953 ¢ L83 Ly38 A TIN5 N 19 -_;; L
1952#i3~ 5420 5ue52 . he86 7 h,h8

o=

£ Prmas for ]926»-39 are wholesale pr:.ces,‘ Rocnesternsdrrac’usé aone; N
taken Lrom Ge Lo Fa Faed Qllc}.ta'blOnSc -Prites for 1940452 are from'
g eu ) SUrEY Pric68, Dureau of Aoricuitural Leonomics, Us Ss Dy Aa

## Gross price plus 20¢ for 1926=39, Gross price less 8% for 19L0-52¢

# Based on annual average wage rabes per month with board piblished in
rarm Labor, Bureau of Agricultural Economics, Us Se De As

#H Tistimates based on prices for January through May.



Table D. _ AVERAGE FARY VALUE PER BIRD SOLD, LIVE'YEIGHT
. Wew York State, 1026562

Average live= . Ann‘ual ... U hverage farm
weight per .. ... #verhge’ priee 5 "value per
Year . bird sold# __per pound*x . = 7 bird sold
SARPERETELEE Pounds w77 Cents _‘ ‘ B Dollars’
X6 T LeQ - 27 o L0 1,08
1927 . - Lie© 26 Do 1e0h
1928 Ll.n ' 26 y o 1-:0',4-
1929 I Co28 | 1.12
1930 i Lied,: -, 2 : . 0,96
1931 Lel o 200 0 . 0,82
1932 a2 - 17 S . 0671
W33 . Le2 R Y ) 0a59
193L o ~lia2 _ . 1 ' 059
1935 . - he3, | R N ¢ A
1936 - Lol o - 19 ‘ 068l
1937 - bo5 | 18 0681
1938 : he3 . = 19 082
1539 ha? 17 0680
1940 ‘ he9 16 0,78
1941, L9 ) 19 o R
1942 ' Dal 22 o 110
1943 52 30 1556
19hh : 503 28 - 1ﬁh8
1945 . Se3 S 33 , 75
1946 5e5 33 S 1,82 .
19h7 e Se5 : 33 182
1948 : 5e5 - 36 . ' , 1,98
1849 Y 33 1.86
1950 . 595 28 - ’ leSh .
1951 Seb ' 31 PRI e T
1952 < 5eT7 est. 30 est. e la 73 eub

¥ From:. TFarm I_--’i‘oduc‘bion‘, Disposal, asb Receipts, and Gross Incomea
Cojekens and Lggs, Bureau of Agricultural Wconomits, Us Se Da Ae

#% Based on monthly price data from abeve source, and data from
Agriculbural Prices, Bureau of Agricultural Economics, Us Ss Da L
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Table E. | I}\JDEX oF ESTIMATLD PHYSICAL: COSTS IN PRODUCLLG EGGS

7 flew York State, 1925-52 N

Year * Food La,bor - D_éﬁ:‘eciation O*her oos'bs - oembined findex

T 1926010501 122, 6 12906 10?,1“‘ 111.1
o 1927 LA0FST AL 120;hpi,.ﬁw»,m* B Vs IERIRLEREERRIN, ¥o:: U WU
1928 10%.7 110%1 - 12004 10741 1071
S 1929 10243 10%.8 10159 - S T1I9%0 - 10LL5
. 1930 99:b. 103.8 - 120,14 *119.0 105,0
1931 ool 10%.8 12946 11940 104,1
- 1932 ﬁh_ 103.8 1389 213150 | 108°6
-.1923 99 10358 15764 131,0 11029
L193hL ,9 o1 10%.8 1574 - 1190 10964
1935 : ﬁh 10308 111,1 119,0 103.9
1936 99sL 10046 10149 . 952 998k
1937 99Lh 10056 10159 - 9Ee 95k
-1938 10049 9785 92,6 9542 98,7
11939 10049 9745 92,6 9.2 9857
- 10h0 10203 9745 92.6 . 9%5.2 95 65
1911 102,3 9lya3 8343 L 95%2 - 9TW9
19h2 1037 8841 7l 7Tkt 95
Cv0k3 1037 88 5546 775l 9263
TaohL 1037 8li9 5545 Tk 91.8
19L5  105,7 8L h6.3 L TTah 9046
1946 10347 818 L6e3 L TTeL - 90.2
- 1947 1037 755 55t TTls o903
948 10%e7 7253 5546 77k 8947
0 9lg 1023 E5e2 6,8, . TTeh 8945
50 1023 69,2 6118 T L8945
~%31%1‘wa5_7@ - 6.8 " Wh- 895
"”1952 10’2’ '3 69

R 61;.. _{?'4 . e

P, I\Eo*be- 1935--39 = 100, Comblneé md.ex a weigh‘ted :mdex ‘based c;n Jcht-:r
" - following weightss: foeed, 60 per cents labor, 16 per cents
L demrsolafbion, 12 per cen‘b; and other costs, 12 per cent,
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Table Fa- . VALUL" OF FEED INPUL F.imTODS TOR USE IiT FORMULAS ‘FOR ESTINMATING THE

U 19420 8.7 T80 6,5 ,5,8
C19L3 VBT TWl t6.5 6,1

~*COSTS IV PRODUCING BGGS, .BY NOHTHS
s "Iew York, S‘tate, 19]_;%52

L "—'4 ' * s \.;.. o e

Yoor Jan, Faba War. A’pra June Jul_'y Aug,_ Sept. Oet, Nov, Dec,
e @ i - R b A LA ¢ :

-

6 3 . 8,7 10,7 12.0 1_‘; '

8.6 8,0 10,7 107 9.l
‘6.9 8.7 10.hL 11',,6, 9.l
&y 8,3 1050 1152 . 994

19340 C}‘el ST o»? 5e9
1912.78.3 0 7,7 6 %,;\'5;,9

-
CG
-9

T »
g e

N OO
LONONON GAATE

By .
6.
4
]
8 !
o2
0
9
1

LT, .” W0 S 5 1 ©ooel20
-,,1%5 ‘0 Rldo e 4130 SRR § BT 32

" 5
T g
5 20
oy W0
L T19L .86 ',?;5';‘6.0;,-; e . w2 TWE 8T 9ub 10'4; 857 -
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Table H. PRICES PAID BY POULTRYMEN FOR LAYING MASH BY MONTHS
w New "Tovlk State, 19/0=52
o : ' _Averhge monthly price per 100 pounds . AN,
Yeay . Jan, ‘Feb,.. MNar. Apr.';May Jﬁne July Auge‘;Sapt,TOGtg'HNbv& Decy. Ave,
' O TN Dollars ) S

191-%-0 2'29 92]4- Qgé E‘aBLL 21557 050 2 2}4 -2]4 2 25 226 o29 2
19415 2304 25 e 25 230 - 230" A5 “g& 50+ BERT w703~*~2 570 -'“‘-2‘9?0
19I2 2485 2590 22495 . 2,90 .2:99.. 2,90 .2590.. 3300 . £:90.. 290 .290. 2.9
1943 3 10 3510 3,15 3,20 3,20 3,85 3,30 3.40 .55 3, 50 3% 60 3
1Ohly 3965 3465 365 3,65 3,65 3,70 5.75 3570 3.65 3 60 3455
L5 3,550 3,80% 3,60 3560 3,55 3,55 3465 if7o 3,70 3375 3.80
19h6 3.80° 3,80 3,85 390 1515 IA35 LG70 1075 Le55 Luko LL6o
1914-7 )—1-050. ll-'ls lhEO 14.;,'60 )—L:BO l}-v?f‘? }-Lags 4-10 O 50 530 51950
618 570 5D 5.h0 SWh0 5o Syh0 5i20 180 Lus5 Lnho ik
19h9 150 Lyes L35 mm 5 um laho 1455 Luhis Liho o 120

195 i85 110 1420 15 1io0 WIS ats 170 L ko lnso k6o L
1051 1680 LL75 LTS5 LW70 185 u-??’o L;fs L;-.i;a-_.o 1480 L.90 5,00 5020 L

1952 5,20 5.20 5.,20 5.20 5;20

ovls =0

s o

_ Saurces Ag;rlcultural Pr:.ceg, Bureau o:E‘ Agrlcultural bconom:.cs, U, S. Do A.J. o

v ~-,,_\7 o e e - R S RS "‘A" n [ ¥

Table I. ”PRIC‘ES PAID BY POULTRY}EN FOR ”SCRA.TCE FEED ‘BY 'IQTONTHS
Wew York S't:a-!:e, 191;0-»52

e < .-

Iwera,ge mon'bhly price per 100 pounds

v Amn,

Ave,.

Year Jan, Feb. Vo, "Apr, Moy June Jul .&u_g. Sep*b, Oct, “Novs DOCs
L R e TR IR -t 1 L1 4 Ry ST SN

w”oho 1
ieiTh A, &
2
2

PRI

85
85 1,85 1,807 1585 1490 1,95 :2405 2,05 2415 2,10 2,10 2,15
AONZT 2,207 2,85 72,20 220720220 2,20 2,85 1 2.20772,20 VB0 2525
1015 21 240 2,50 2455 2,60 2.602.65 2,70 275 12,85 295 3:08
0L 305 3,05 3.05 5405 3505 310 :3,10 3,10 3.05. 3,00 295 290

1015 2,90 2,95 2,95 3,00 2295 3,007 3,15 3%35 3240 :35L5 3950 3¢50

1914»6 . 5'50 %55 3‘060 "_5'065 3585 ).4.'.00 ) LfeLIS h’w35 L!-'!25 Jrl 30 L’-'a15 3090
19!—!-7 3;85 5}:80 :!—I;g es. . L!f? 50 J‘I-fah-o hLT0" l‘-!—fu95 500 500, . )9]-‘ 5%50 5 670
19&3;?5}80 5420 5,20 5,30 5,20 5.20- 1495 ln70 LWé0 W35 1510 h-lO
19&9*ih395 3480 3385 15,90 3490 3,80 3,85 3,75 3,65 3,70 3,55 3.65
1950 %455 3485 3370 3,75 3,90 3.90 1500 4,00 3.95:3.95 Le00 Li15
195L < Ledi0 h;ho IhS -Lnlio Lnho 4,30 ‘Lu25 11,30 1,35 'L;, 35 leh0  La5B
1952 -h*55 55 La50 11,50 1,15 o - o :f

o

1,82 1,76 1476 1,80 1473 Lyl 171 W7 18 Tk 173

1575
1,98
2,21

2567
3:“5 woh-
%18

5796

1679

1469
%,

.38

Sourcec A&mcultural Prices, Bureau cf Agrloulﬁural Econom&.ou, U, S. 33. A.
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Table J. AVERAGE PRICES Pﬁ&D BY'POULTRfFEH FOR POULTDY RnTIOH BY ﬂONmHS
- : : L . Hew York S'taue, 1‘3‘ 1052
o ‘ Av_‘erage “mmon%h:lj} ;T;rice\ per 1.00 poﬁ_nd‘s ’ R Ann,
Yoar dJan,. Feb, -Har. Apr, May June dJuly Auz. Sept. Oct, lNov, Dec, .Ave,
e ~BaiTars _ " 7 e

1940 149011587 1990 19890 16910 1,86 1483 1582 1,80 1,81 1,86 1,87 1580
CI9N1 LWL 189 ST986. L9 1,93 1498 2,100 2012 2.23 2,21 24,21 2.85 2,05
19h2 2,32 EGE?'«,aB? 2035078537, 2,35 2635 2Ll 2335 2635 2935 239 2,36
.19 2'05}4- 2‘055; 059 ’ 1‘05 ',2 67 '2",‘6%} 2:1&:”4 2,81 ‘ 2,85 2,93 F,02 3,05 2,76
19Lh. 3208 3,08 "3,08 3,08 %08 3,13 3315 3,13 3,08 3,04 2,99 3.02 3,08
915 2,96 3,02 3092 3a0h 2,99 3,02 "3.13 0 3.l UR27. 3,31 3.356 3.36 3L .
I9L6 3,36 %w'mﬁ.mm 3268 3385 LW2l Ln19 1505 1503 Li03 382 3,79

19}-4-75 5975 3 &6 -03 B Lfralg‘ h-l'oog lL‘aBJ# l¥'055 13“965 11»092 )—I-ucs)2 " 14«397 5‘c15,- ’ J-i.’ol-l-ﬁ

048 5,80 " 1,88, b.sa 192 188 - [n88  LW67 LW37 1L85 1503 3w9l 34597 Li58-
949 | 394 * 70<\7i77k?§%§5A ;&5"§z732'5579 382 3.73 3973 3.57 3,83 376

19%0]‘3.r5;:3j57“_";55 5575@“)Q8é.w W35 397 - 1400 3.B6 3,85 3,91 L.03 3,82
DH)Mﬁm%wmyLw 25 mMWMQMwiwlmﬁlmemwlwh
1952 L9 L.l9 Lpglyé"h.‘;u’;;,_jﬁ;, . SR ‘ : ;

‘1\{6'&50 'Basad on’ 8, Duultr'y rﬁtmn m‘“ V"O L;er cant qash and 530 per ceﬁt serafbuh.?
Ty eAmerared. f@i‘ prades Froft tables H*‘amd T &8s 8Mpef - dent to aditist Tor-"
o (9.) cash d"{ scount, (b) I‘eed ba“s, and gc) uae of howevrovm fead,

Table X, ' AWRAGE HOURLJ[ ¥AG RA'PBS Pl\ 113 Bﬁ POULTRYIEN BY' ?uOl\T’I‘HS
t _ © ., Hew Yerk Stq’ce, 19@!.0- ;2
BRI R ”Mww,;~. T T T
Year dJan, Tab, liars ‘Apy¥, gy  Jyne July Auz, Sept, Oof, HNov, Dec, Ave,
T Gemts L

CeB 28 o8
.38 38 36
i W38 4038 36
whé RS L5

who 2L el 2k 25 tas L es
91 28 28 28T %R, 3R 3R,
/e 28 28 28 33 7UERL 33 0Bl 3l
1913 38 38 38 Ly hhy LS

Wl W6 hd L6 B0 Ko rdgg, 5e. 51
w2hs 52 5°i 52 56 56 55 2. 57 57
S (=TS R=Y) oho 8l &% &3 &3 S &3
Wiy e & b2 @ 48 4B 70 &
©L198 &8 43 48 8 48 68 72 @
©e 70 70 0 70 70 70 e @
950 63 G5 &3 65 63 63 & 66
1951 &8 &8 8 O & & 75 75 72

v B952 76w;,70- w7§v~:37~ T

Sources. Farm Lpbor, Dureau of Agrioultural AEOOHOTI}J'.GS{;,"; Ga So.Du A,
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_Table L,. . ... -AVERAGE PARM.PRICE'OF CHICKEN PER POUND, LIVE RIGHT

‘New York State, 1Oh0—52
. ca " Average monthly,prlce in cents per pound* ' Anx
Year..Jan, Feb. Mar. Apr. May- June July Aug, Sept. Oct, HNov, Dece. Ay

S [ I . Cents

oo . 15 . 16 16 .16 17 17 - 17 A7 17 16 167 16 16
ey, (17 S 17 17 18 19 19 200 20 19 20 20 20 1
lolg’ 20 21 22 22 22 21 . 22 25 @y, 2 24y FH o«
gk 'er 28 .2 . 30 32 3@ 31 3@ 3 30 2 30 30
oGl @8 28 .28 . 28 - 29 28 28 .29 28 28 27 29 8B
Bh5. 29 .30 3% 0 34 35 35 3 38 33 30 22 a9 52,
946 28 27 - 27 -3 30 33 36 34 36 L2 37 3% 3%
BT 33 33 35 %5 . 3% 34 3, . 3% 33 . 322 29 3= 55
eh8 3% 3% 3L, 3L, 3, 37 -3 38 -.% 38 38 38 3
99 38 3 38 38 35 32 29 3D 31 28 28 23 33
.1vs0 . 95 . 27 29 28 P8 2 3 30 29 28 28 B 2
1951 %5 . 3 3 3L .35 34 -3k 3} R 30 B B/ 3N
1952 30 31 31 30 23 ‘ Ce s .

B Fron,Parm Producbnon, Dlsposal Cash Receipts and Gross Incams, Ghicken anﬂ
gg y . Bureav of Agricultural Economlcs, U. Se Do be

Table M. - AVERAGE PARM VALUE PER BIRD, LIVE WEIGHT, BY MONTHS# 4
: : New York: State, Wwiow52 ;
:* Year Jar, ~Teb, Har, Aprg'ymay‘ Juﬁﬁ July Aumg Sept. Oc%. Noﬁ. ‘
' e " Doliers

PR e W SUSVR ' - r . & Il ~ . Fd RV L o g

10L0  0y7h $78 OLT3 0478 0983 0,83 0,85 0683 - 083 0y78 0.78 .?8£a0§'5
1041 0,83 %~$% 0488 04,93 0,93 0,98 0.98 0.93 0,98 0.98 098 093
1942 1,00 1,05 3930 1.10. 1,10 1,05 1,10 1515 1,20 1015 1,20 1,25 1,10
1913 100 1ghb 1,51 1,61 1,66 19u6 1,61 1,66 1,56 1,56 1951 1.36 1.50
0L 1,48 1a48 1ﬁLa LaliB 15 5 1,08 1548 15k 1B 1048 16L3 1@gﬁvﬁl@hﬁ
1945 1.5k 1475 1380 1.8 1,86 2,01 2,01 1,75 1,59 1.5k l%aha o>
1946 1,54 Lﬁ 1nL8 w65 65 1,82 1,98 1,87 1598 2,31 2.0k 192 1.5
147 18% r@ 192 1:92 1,92 1,87 1,87 1465 1,65 176 1.60 @%,n%
1948 1.65 1965 1587 1987' W87 2.0l 2000 2,09 2,09 2.09 2009 2,09 1.96
1919 2,17 2205 2617 2,17 1099 1,82 1e65 1371 1,77 1463 1.3 1‘65'@;385
1950 1,38 1518 1560 1o8h 155h - 1,60 1065 1465 1460 5@ 1.5h 1e5h 1sh
1981 1962 1.68 1L79 1590 1,96 1,90 1,90 1a.7h 1ﬂ7h 1.58 1,57 1,57 “L7L
3353 1,68 1,7k L7k 168 L& - L

T
"

* Average we;ghﬁs per'mature blrd sold frqm Table D %imas average monthly prlcﬂs
- of ohmdken fram Table Lq,

R
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1502
1913
.. ashh

i 191;5

S 19h6
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A
© L1948
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T -\19)
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Le
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L3
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36

Lo
.38
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35 37
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25 22
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19
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.23 - 21

25 21

38 38
Bh 32

!",_],O

Ly - 18

51 sk
Wy b3

2‘0':» -

26

58

28
26

a1
15
.15

‘18
$23

21

|2h
~20
20.’:.&.

19

-2 h.mgg .
33..30.73

29
26

26

2g

27

1.
1

15
17
25

21
. 22.

21
2"0» b

1%

30.. .

23?&%@;;33::

3L...35"

38

3

0.

Lm

39
50
- 53
Bl
38

5l

Tedgr = <0 o0+ w o m
Lo .

30
25"
30"
39
26,

19
15
15
1Q
26

23"
22
2h
20"
19

39
31
[

hl
5%
- 57
57
39

56

32 ..... 3 6,

.28

33

36

.28
23

20

21
- El .
28 -

%

-32
L2

.33

.27
23
22

25

27

26t

28+

21;"

23

L3

38

14?

h?
59
63

. 61
A7

3

32

32

29

26
35

“he

L8
Ll

i)lﬂ
5k

65

69

&6

41
LO
L3
L7
37

.32

26
25

20

33
32

23
29

29

37
by
50
L6

: 53

57
71

70 .

69

5355

€8

e

70

s RS s

L7
L8
co
53

[

Yefe‘hr Jano Feoa I‘J&ro Abrn ‘VL."—?-Y Jum J'llly Au- Lo Sep‘tc Oe.bﬁ NOV@ Dei;»
‘ .. Cents per, dozen -

uve@

G 61 - lib 3

27 e

3k
3Q

33

5%
3.

37..
33
29

133

33
36

~~31

52
SLL
7
68

.62
Lo
- 6?

60

56, .38
5B

o
L2

NN

27,_.‘
23
22

25

30

29
.28,
.26

2k

T30°
.57
L

38
L7

L6

57
5
55

,‘u?
60

.o
el .
N .
“a e
o
+ wl
I ¥
[EPS .
'

LI

T

irepaa

Source. Ag?lcuLtural Prlcesg Bureaa of Agrlcultural Econon1cs? U, S L. A.

‘M

e

REsaoti



- 28 o 3

Table G ESTIMATED COSTS IN PRODUCING EGGS, BY MONTHS
Hew York State, 10L0e51

19140 ‘

Coste Jan, Febs Mar, Apr, lMay Juns July Aug, Sept, Oct, Nov, Dec,
| - o - , J T Céﬂts‘}— - .‘r - - r -

Feed 17,37 lgh 12¢7-.31%2. 1057, 9 27 10.1 1155 1557 19*,;14, 223 1740

Lebor - 3s2 32 -3-6 309 397 hyo b3 B3 Db b6 Ln6 el
Depreocis . T e Lt o e
ation  F.7 3.9 39 3«9 AT 0% - B -] T2 e 3590 39 . 3%

Other 3.5 3,5 3.2 3.0 360 269 360 302 369 hed 1O  Lud

Bt @0l 50 B3 20 2L 208 PUE B ol fodl ML B0

"q}..u-
i - /o died i< i ——— T T
" Bt B o . . R ol "f‘

Costs . Jen, Feb. lar. Aprs Mey June July
. - . i ‘ Cen‘l',s . o ) - )
Feed - 15,0 1lu6 1177 11:3 1058 1195 12027 1450 1768 23,6 23,6 2055
T Labor 7 599 319 549 I-l-’é'j_s )-i-35 1.1.«8 L}--? -507- 601 6:1 6.1 f;z
Deprecin . - . e ¢ s e I g . e i
ation . 357 - %7 - 3T Lo e L ha2 o Lok Lobo-le2 ok lehe o Ldh
Other 348 5536.” 2.0 342 Fel L Be3 - %66 369 1u5  5e5 565 Ll
et 2753 125,38 2.y 23,0 22,6 .ses,. 25.9 28,0 32.6 30.6 39,6 35.0

J" L F el 19i-|2 . ‘. | P i 71‘ i

Costs Jer. Tebs Mar, Apr, lay .Junsg July Augﬂ Sspt,. Oct, MNova Dr;rf—

. T A Cents - i P )

Feed 20; 1940 182h 13.6 13,07 152 11;3;1- 16,6 2005 2L 273 225

Labor 30 595 3-8 14«5 Lo La® L8 LB 5al BT 5eT Ll»°9
Depr‘eoiub.' ‘ e D ’ ’ oo

ation . lio L2 Ik dl o loli W2t lho 156 ka8 ke L8 k9

Other . 346 3.5 3.l . 2.9 287 2,9 3,0 Beh " 3:9  LeS b3 | hst

L

R -m -k"l"' ‘-" l‘%’\.‘k“"‘b}é‘-ﬂ 4 ,
- N N Fe ia
5. 3L "(—/ i 13.2..7 o

Net: - 3l.i 30,3 ?f vl el T 2t 262 2ol Zhi o 208 WBeT Z0e)

4 s b )
S T A T e Kot el 3 L1 WM
. oA v

- ot o

Costs Jen.  Febs - Mere CAprrsl

Feed 22,1 18,7 148 182 155 16l 162;h 19,1;‘ ‘237 2943 55»8 287
Labor he9 - L9 5ol 549 549 6.2 603 t5 6,8 6@9 a9 6 0
Deprecie  ° - ‘ J ‘ ‘ ’ ‘ !

ation g2 leh Le5 18 590 550 Li8 5% ot W7 LS LhT
~ - Other Lol 3¢6  3cl 305 3ely 3¢5  3¢6 L0 M6 53 34D 55
et 35,3 31,6 2.3 30 29.8 30,8 3i.1 L7 Lé.E ;1,,1 L

= ui:‘.f-u‘ R B
(Continued)
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New York Stats, 19L0«E1

ESTIMATED COSTS 1IN PRODUCTEG-EGGS,. BY MOWIHS.
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s
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S L R,

Fab,

Lfor,

x.\s'.m:s«

DA T ’\-I‘T’m‘d“hﬂ

Vay- June Ju;g Aﬁgq

Sept, Oct;

e L T L SR

Hor,
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T T R ek T

. C e LA e oo - .
Feed 26,5 2371 2053 20.3 1941 1805 1045 “ephe” pdiB T RBL6 B1Ll 2403
Labor 5.8 548 6,0 6.5 6,5 6,8 6.9 6.9 Th TS5 To5 6o

Deprecie. - e e U - T -
atlon Mty NG Ly LRle Lo Lok Lah MeS o LALLM Ll Les
Other_ .”58f Ls? J a0 el 252  3s9 heC -lieh 560 | 5@3 55 Led
Yot ° 135 3725 3h.7 35.3 3hd 33.6 3L.8 24 136 z,,a L8.5 12,3
- e e e -
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Feﬁ;

Hov, i

Fséd
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~Deprecxm
. atlon
Other.

dJan..

P e e s e

26 AT

Lo
o.;

5 8

Hf)
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}_1.'“: 0

H .
L.!.E:\E

ar. .

;o 1812 S

73

5

5‘%9
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bt e r
ey
» v

p- 5l
8:}3

5‘@@

J.J.’.D__ .

3G
Bo3

20
el

38l

et o

IB9%E<

535,033,

}-I-_ «1-2;900

5.1 .

eatet : . s o " i
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T N e L |
i~ i .

Fesd )
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- Dapreoie
Jw &“tlm
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"26ﬂ9 25ph

095

5Q7
L

DaJ
)38

Lie8

o7l
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2156
7e9
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L Peedioun
Lo Labor

» " Other”

' “.Eﬁéggmvr‘

. Feed . -~
" Labor

Table 0 (continued)

L e 30 e e

ESTIMATED COSTS “IN PRODUCING BGGS,
New York State, 19L0w51

L)

BY MOWTHS

.
)

Coéts

Moy

xﬂpr,-’zﬁgy sJune. . July Aug}

Se?%lfﬁéf.ﬁ

“Hovy

ﬁbc.

- Feed -
Labor -
Depreci=
ation
Other .

332 315

- 6g0 -

Cents

31.2 28 ool
725748 ,B_Of

5.6 6a1
548 . 5,7

302
7840

56  5ub

548

S

5a8

36,6 3745

:8,8..'

667 6.9

t9§0w

3646 3340

7940 7749

o o
6sT  Gul

Tet ~-

52,3 - 50.l) 50.1‘Hg9.h

58aly

£ Do ~h

fSOi}\f

T

.

5.6 53,3

;\;*Cosﬁs

Uan a°

FG b‘,’“ Mar 3.

ﬂﬂph;tﬁil;ﬁfff,

A{Ié—n

Depreci=
etion

o Ted

. .5eb

I i

28582750, 27,1 ...
.? '.\9 H-» M : il'. . .

i

Teo T2

< 5elL

26&&

G
5‘01 B “"!-11""98

76 Te6 T40

55, Be2

e ":. % ‘7..7'.2‘1‘,;

548 6;0.”
5‘.2 .

Be,Et @ Oct L

-

298 321
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