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MILK PRODUCTION, DZCEBER 1, 1939

This year milk oproduvction during Novemter wss better maintained than usual
as the result of mild, open westher in the Northsrn and Western parts of the coun-
try, togetner with relatively heavy feeding of supnlementary grains and concen-
trates to milk cows, it wag arnounced by “he Agricultural Marketing Service. On
December 1, usually sbout the low noint of tl.e 7ear, %otal dail~ ﬂllK production
was about 3 percent above the previous high record for that date. With allowance
for a steadily increasing population, per capita milk »roduction on December 1 was
atout 2 percent above the 1928-37 average but several pnrcent si:ort of tne 1G31
record par cavita production fo* the date.

Milk production par cow in herds kept by crop correspondents on December 1
averaged the highest for that date in the 15 years of recerd snd showcd an increase
of 2 percent over that on the same date a year ago. With the numbter of mili: cows
on farms believed to be up avout 1 percent from this time last year, total mili
vroduction appears to have been sbout 3 percent greater than on Dacember 1, 1938,
Looking ahead, the seasonal rise in milk wroduciion is expected to be about aver-
age, tut with more severe weather in nrospect, the nresent spread over the corres-
ponding date a year ego may not e ifully waintained.

Regionally, milk production per cow s“owed less than the ususl November de-
cline in practically all the States in the Great Lakes region, uppsr Mississiopi
Valley, and Central and Northern Great Plains., Unusually mild temperatures and
freedom from severe storms have provided milk cows in these areas with excsotion-
ally favorable conditinns for late fall vroduction. In snibte of the mild weather,
the quantities of grains and concentrates fed to milk cows was reported unusually
heavy, apparently offsetting reduced pasturaze in scme areas, but in general re—
flecting ample supplies of feed grains on farms. In much of the South, however,
the weathor Mas been rather cold and early frosts and lack of moisture have reducad
the pasturage zvailable for milk cows. In both the South Atlantic and South Cen-
tral groups of States, milk aroduction ver cow showed somewnat more than the usual
seasonal decrease from November 1 %o December 1. In the Western group of States
milk production per cow on December 1 was well atove average, having shown only
about the usual Woverbar decline.

For the country as a whole, millzx production per cow in hards kept by crop
correspondents on December 1 averaged 12,09 pounds compared with a previous high
for the date of 11,99 pounds in 1930, 11.83 vounds on the same date a vear ago,
and a 1928-37 average for December 1 of 11.48 pounds. In these herds, 68.3 per-
cent of the milk cows were reported milked compared with 68.6 a vear ago, and a
range of 64.3 percent to 68.3 percent in the preceding 13 years of record.

GRAIN AWD CONCENTRATSS FED T0 MILK COWS

Liberal quantities of grains anc concentrates have bteen fed to milk cows
this fall. The high rate of feeding apmears likely to continue well into the win-
ter months except in a few limited areas where the production of supplenmentary
feed was reduced by drought this year. Supplies of feed grains on farms are abun-
dant in most areas again this winter, following the third successive season of cood
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cropses Livestock numbers have increased, btut with prices of dairy products not
far from average in relation to feed grains, the supply aapears ample to insure
that milk cows will be well fed.

On December 1, tie uuantity of grein fed -er milk cow in herds kept Dy
crop correspondents averaged about the same as on that ‘ate a year ago and well
above that on December 1 in any of the & preceding years. A month earlier when
the shortage of pasture feed in some arens was more severelw felt and the temper-
ing effect of the seasonably mild weather was lass in evidence, the quantity of
grain fed per milk cow was probavlvy even higher in relation to previous years than
on December 1. In herds kept by dairy renorters, a ~roup of more specialized dairy
farmers, the amount of grain fed —er cow on November 1 averaged nearly 10 percent
greater than & vear earlier, and was the highest reported for ‘that date in the 9
years of record startiag in 1931.

Rezionally, the quantity st zrain fed per milk cow in herds kept by crop
correspondents on December 1 this rear was well above the 5~vear average in the
Middle and South Atlantic States, Kentucky and Tennessee, in all of the Morth
Central group, and in pracvically all the lowntain States, but was only about
average or velow in northern New Ingland and on the Gulf and Pacific Coasts. In
some important dairy areas of southern New England, Yew York, and Pennsylvania,
where reserve supplics of feed on farms ware veluced by the summer drought, the
rate of feeding has so far held up well, but later in the season may be somewhat
reduced unless supplemented by more than the usual cnantity of shinped-in feed.
In general, however, such shortagzes ave of local nature and for the country as a
whole an abundance of feed is available.
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~ T T T 7.7 WoraIn' Fed per Milk Cow 2] _ z_ _ Milk Produced per Milk Cow 3 _ _ _ _
State :Dec., 1 Av.: Dec, 1 : Dec. 1 :Dec. 1 Av.: Dec. 1+ Dec. 1 : Dec. 1
o _:.1933-37 1938 _:_ 1939 _ : 1928-37 _:_ 1937 _ : _ 1928 _:_ 1933 _
o B T 7 7 7 7 Pounds _ Pounds_
Me. 4,3 4.5 7 4.2 12,3 11.6 11.6 11.8
N.H. 4,3 4.2 4.0 14,7 12,7 12.5 13,4
Tt. 4,0 4,4 4,2 12.5 11.6 12.0 12.1
Mass. 6.1 6.2 5.8 16.9 17.7 16.1 17.6
Conn. 5.4 5,2 6.2 15.7 16.1 15.8 17,0
N.Y. 4,6 5.1 5.0 14.5 14.4 15.3 15.3
N.J. 6.7 7.4 7.3 17.7 17.7 18.2 18.7
Pa. _ _ _ _ _ 5.5_ _ _ _ _ 6.0 _ _ _ 6.1 _ _ _ 14,8 _ _ 14,3 _ _ _15,1__ _14.9 _
NWATL. _ _ 4.9 _ _ _ _ 5.3 _ _ _b.2 _ _ _ 14,69 _ _ _14,88_ _ _ 15,17 _ _16.17_
Ohio 5.0 5.8 5.8 13.2 12.3 13.3 12.7
Ind. 4,6 5,7 5,3 12.1 11.6 12,2 13.0
111, 4,8 5.3 5.5 12.4 12.3 12.6 13.3
Mich. 4,2 5.2 5.3 14,4 14.1 14.9 16.0
Wise  _ _ _ 3.3 _ _ _ .7 _ _ _ 3.9 _ _ _13.0__ __12.5 __ _12.7 _ _13.5 __
E.N,CENT., _ _4.2 _ _ _ _ 4,8 _ _ _ 4.9 _ _ _ 13,01 _ _ _12.50_ _ _ 13,00 _ _13.74_ _
Minn. 3.1 4,3 4,2 12.9 12.9 13,1 13.6
Iowa 4,4 5.3 5.6 11.7 11.5 12.8 13.0
Mo. 3.0 4,1 3.7 8.4 7.9 8.6 8.3
N.Dak, 2.2 2,7 3,1 9.1 8.5 8.8 9.4
S.Dak . 1.9 2,7 2.4 8.8 8.6 9,9 9.7
Nebr. 2.8 3.8 3.7 10.9 10.4 11.9 11.8
Kans, _ _ _ _2.8_ _ _ _ _ 2.9 _ _ _4.0___11.8 _ _ 1l.2 _ _ _ 12,3 _ 12.1 _ _
W.NL.CENT. _ 3.1 _ _ _ _ 4.1 _ _ _ 4.1 _ _ _10.80 _ _ _10.45_ _ _ 11.33 _ _11.44 _
Md. 5.4 6.7 5.9 13.5 12.2 14.6 14.6
Va. 3.6 4,0 3.9 10.0 10,5 10.3 10.0
W.Va, 3.1 2,9 3.7 9.6 9.3 9.9 9.6
¥.C. 3.9 4.6 4,6 10.2 10.8 10.7 11.0
S.Ce_ _ _ _ 3.3 _ 3,0 _ _ _ 3.5 _ _ _ 8.4 _ _ _9.6___ 9.3 _ _10.6 _ _
SWATL._ _ _ 3.6_ _ _ _ _ 4,1 _ _ _ 4.2 _ _ _ 9,9 _ _ _10.,18__ _ 10,61 _ _10.52_ _
Ky. 4,5 5.2 5.4 9,7 10.2 10.2 9.9
Tenn. 3.4 4,5 4,2 8.5 8.1 8.5 8.9
Miss. 2,1 2.2 2,0 6.6 6.4 6.3 5.7
Ark, 2.6 2.9 3,0 7.2 7.3 7.3 7.6
Okla. 2.5 3.2 3.3 8.9 9.5 9.8 8.9
Tex._ _ _ _ _ 2.8 _ _ _ _ 2,9 _ _ _8.9 _ _ _ .83 _ __85___ 8.2 _ _8.3_ _
S§.CENT, _ _ 3,0 _ _ _ _ 3,3 _ _ _ 2,2 _ _ _ 8,18 _ _ _8.39_ _ _ _8.25 _ _ 8.12_ _
Mont ., 1.6 3.2 2.4 10,7 10.9 13.3 13,7
Idaho 1.7 2.6 2.6 15.0 14.7 15.4 16.5
Wyo. 1.8 2,0 1.7 10.4 10,6 10,8 11.4
Colo. 2,4 2.8 3.4 11.4 11.5 12,1 14.5
Wash, 3.5 4,0 3.8 14.8 14.8 15.1 15.3
Oreg. 3.0 3.9 3.4 13.7 13.6 13.8 14,2
Calif._ _ _ 2.8 _ _ _ _ 2.2 _ _ 2.6 __ _ 15,9 _ _ _17.5 _ _ _16.3_ _ _18.4 _ _
WEST 2,5 _ _ 2,9 _ _ _ 2.9 _ _ _ 13,26 _ _ _13.,74_ _ _ 14.10 _ _15.08_ _
U.S. 3.56 4,18 4,19 11.48 11,32 11,83 12.09

1/ Figures for New England States are based on combined returns from Crop and Special Dairy re-
porters (milk per cow weighted by counties). Figures for other States, regions, and U. S. are
based on returns from Crop reporters only. The regional averages arc based in part on records
of less important dairy States not shown separately, as follows: North Atlantic, Rhode Island;
South Atlantic, Delaware, Georgia, and Florida; South Central, Alabama, Louisiana; Western, New
Moxico, Arizona, Utsh, and Nevade.

y dverages per cow computed from answers to question, "How many pounds of grain (including mill
feeds and concentrates) were fed yesterday to milk cows on your farm (or ranch)?®"

_:’J Averages represent the reported daily milk production of herds kept by reporters divided by the
total number of milk cows (in milk or d.ry) in these herds.
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