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Milk production on United States :E‘anps'in May is estimate‘d a'l': 11,856 million ! 7
pounde, up fractionally from the 11,840 nillion pounds prodyced in lay 1959, but. d/b
.sligh’cly below the "10=year average May outpyt of 11,885 milliona In t{xe first 5.
~months this year, milk production +totaled 48e¢4 billion pounds, about 13 percent 2
" " below a year agoa Production of milk per capita in llay 1951 averaged 2e49 Pounds
per day==the lowest for the month in records dating back to 1930'. :
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Favorable production conditions-in late Ifay in the importarnt dairy se9t10ns )
of the country resulted in-a s8lightly above average increese in milk producﬁlon per
cow during the monthe On June 1, milk production per cow in crop reporters! herds
set & new high for the date, topping the previous high set in 1949 by almost 1z perw
cent and exceeding the 10=year June 1 average output by over 11 percents Pas?ures
in the important dairy States in the North Central arca made rapid growrth dU?lng .
late ilay and were furnishing ebundant feed on June le While dairymen were feeding )
less grains and concentrates than a year ago, the June 1 rate was 'still above average
end helped boost June 1 production to a record levels Nationally,” milk production
* may reach its seasonal peak this year a little later than usual, as the heavy flow
in the midwest began later than usual and very favorable pastures in the dairy
sections should maintain productiona

Milk production per cow in crop reporters! herds on June 1l averaged. 2141 .
pounds=-about* 3% percent above the 20:4 pounds produced on June last yeare Seasons=
ally, production increised 14 percent from Hay 1 to June 1 as compared with an
average increise ot 13" percent'during the 10=year period, 1940=494 The-seasonal
increase was more than average in the North Central and South Central States and )
only slightly less in the Atlantic and Westefn regionss All areas cxcept the South
Central recorded a record high June 1 output per cove Compared with the 1O0=year
ayerage for that date, all regions showed increases ranging from 4 percent in the
South Central rezion to 13 percent in the Horth and South Atlantic and Bast North

+ Central groups of Statese ’
¢ The porcent of milk cows milked around the first of June, revorfed at 76,8

* percent, was slightly above average and ‘equal to June 1, 1950e The percent milked
in the North Atlantic States, at 8663 percent, and in the West North Central area,
at 76#5 percent, sct new highs for June ls fThe percentage of cows in production in.-
the East North Central States, reported at 8440 percent, was well above average and
the second highest on recorde The percent milked in the South Atlantic States, at
70e3 percent, was slightly above the 10=year average but was below a yecar esarlier
‘hile in the South Central States the percent of the cows in production was down from ,
last year and averagce In the West, the percent of cows milked at 79«7 percent was .
dovm from. last year but above average for June le ' ST

llay milk production was the highest on reccord for § of the 29 States for
. which monthly estimates of milk production are available, including Weir Jerscy, Ohio,
Michigan, Virginia, and North Carolinae Production in Pennsylvania, Wisconsin, o
and Tenncssce was only slightly below the liay peok output established in 1949 or
1950s Kentucky and California also had near record May milk procuctions On the
other hand, in Towa, Nebraska, Oklahoma, and Montana milk production set new lows
for May in some 20 years of records North Dekota, South Dekota, Kansas, and Oregon
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recorded near rocord Mey lowse Production per cow during May set nev highs in
8 States and was exceeded in only 1 previous yoar in 7 other Statess
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Lable 1¢~MONTHLY MIIX PRODUCTION ON FARMS, UNITLD STATES, 1940wd9 AVERAGE 51950 and 19!
$ _ _ . _ _Monthly %total : Daily average per capita B
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Months Averagc s

s ¢ 1961 ¢ Average 5
SERNEIS U RN R S T
Milllon pounds Percent ?oﬁ'na—i ~~~~~~~~~~ -
Jone 84548 9,067 8,960 99 1699 1e94 189
Fobe 8,246 8,721 84527 98 2610 2,406 1699
Hare 94538 9,991 9,690 97 2422 24153 2.04
Apre 104146 10,506 10,328 98 2643 2e31 2e24
May 11,885 11,840 11,856 100 2076 2452 2649
June 12,392 12,538 297 2e75
July 11,621 11,870 2669 2092
Ause 10,505 10,620 2643 2625
Septa 9,274 9,396 2621 2606
Octe 8,835 9,081 2604 1492
Nove 84125 8,402 1493 1483
Dece 8,334 8,528 _ _ . _ _ . _ . leS2 1e80

Table 2e=Estimated Monthly Mill: Prodvction on Farms, Sclected States _]_./
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State : a.v-*iliz”o f Moy ; April 3 Moy fS tate : 9 vlgii’ fs} , Moy f dpril : Moy
11040udo: 1950 , 1981 [ 1951 UV CINONTESY 1950 | 1951 , 1951
T 7 TE1Tion pounds T 7 . T “1illion pounds B
Nede 100 110 101 113 $SeCe 54 59 55 56
Pae 520 592 522 591 :Kye 219 238 181 236
Ohio 529 561 465 587 :Tcnne 217 239 197 240
Inde 354 341 277 353 sAlae 126 134 117 130
I1la 565 528 433 530 sllisse 145 148 129 148
HMiche 556 582 506 614 10klos 276 231 180 223
Wise 1,669 1,713 1,473 1,800 :Texas 427 397 346 384
Minne 934 884 791 885 slonts 74 59 46 57
Towa 724 618 482 611 :Ideho 138 125 1056 124
Mo o 414 457 361 449 1Utoh 66 68 60 68
NeDoke 238 193 146 198 iWeshe 230 215 181 212
SeDake 189 157 120 160 10rege 159 150 123 144
Nobrs 286 234 190 232 :Colife 549 588 562 584
Konse 332 285 247 292 :0ther
Vae 164 198 174 202 1Statos_ 1,496 1,580 1,610 _ 1,471
NeCe 135 158 148 162 sUeSe_ 11,885 11,840 10,328 11,856

Gt Gt - T et e eme Sad W Giee B e 4 G el e B s i Aaae  Gn w s Fam b

_":].-/—l\fionthly data for other States not yet availablee

GRAINS AND OTHER CONCsNTRATES FED TO MILK CGWSs Farmers continued Yo feed gzroins
and concontrates to millz cows at

a liberal though seasonally declining rate, crop correspondents indicoted on thoir
June 1 reportss For the United States, the current rate of feeding, while dowm
from the high level of a year agoy ecuals the second high rate of fceding for Junec 1
in 8 years of recordse In the North Centrcl Stotes, substantial drops in the amount
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Table 39~Dairy Produots « Feed Price Patios by Regions

o o=
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Rogion tliay 1930t May 3 Anrll 1 Iy _:Mdy 1930 ?' h y T April ¢ lioy
: 49 ove s 1950 & 1951 3 1951 3 49 ave 8 1950 & 1951 8 1951

S t ot an et oee Gt oo Gad s G ed G Sl pemt s et e W s G o e eess 6@ Gk eme e e b osw Ges e

NaAtle 1008 1,02 117 1912 H ki s ———e oo

' EeNoCe 1,13 1003 le21 lol6 8 2105 1948 20¢2 2044
. WQNQCQ 1035 1017 1627 1924: H 2406 2301 2300 2503
SeAtla 1,40 1626 1e41 16,37 e - s 00 o 0w
SeCente 1e26 1623 1431 1027 3 168 1602 1Cel 16,43

- Wesve 1116 }v.ll _ J_._p_?_S__ _ _A1_22_]; _t 2._9_9_3 _____ 1 §a_2__ o _:_!._9_3_5__ _ __1:.)_@_@
UoSe 114 _ 1,08 _ _ 1,22 1018 s 2262 2761 71al 2Tk

_.;-—_......—-..-—--—.-—_-4._.__-4.—.___.——_-._——-——_———._.- e et emm i e e e s e e

A g/rPounds of concentrate ration equal in value to 1 pound of whole milk sold by
farmers to plonts and deolerse
2/ Pounds of concentrate rotion equal in value to 1 pound of butterfat in creon
. sold by farmecrse

of grains ond concentrates being fed to nilk cows as compared to a yeor cgo resulted
from very favorable grecn feed conditionss Dairy farmers in the West were also
feeding less grains arnd concentrates on Junc 1, 1951 thon a year earliers Foucver,
grain and concentrate feeding rotes in the Sou'h Atlontic and South Ceontral sections
on June 1 set newr highs for the datee Pastures in the Southern States wrere dry
during ley and deirymeon hed to feed rather heavily to meintain productione

For the country as a whole, crop reportcrs fed on average of 4el7 pounds of
groins ond other concentretes per cow on June 1, 1951 as compared with thz 50
pounds a ycar agoe Groin feeding rates showed about the usual drop hetwreern April 1
and June 1 this year with thc current rote per cow down obout onewthird from April le
Grein sunplios on farms continue fovorable for liberal feeding, with above averoge
stocks of the important feed grains on hande Fced prices have increased in rccont
months and the value of concentrate rations feod to milk cowus in llay 19861 oo $Ee52
per 100 pounds as compared to $Zel6 a year agoe IHoweover, doiry oroduct PrlCCu have
inereased and the loy milkefeed price ratio was the most fwvor ble for that month
in the last § years ond the butterfatefeed prisc ratio was 2bove ¢ yoar azo for the
first time in 12 monthse

Soventy=fivo percent of the crop correspondents iere feeding prains and conw
centrates to milk cows on Junc le This comperes with 78 percent o yeor agzo and the
June 1 average of 73 pcreent in the 1945«49 poriode The North Centrol Stutes showed
a drop of § percont from a year ago in the percent of farms freding groin ond cone
centrates, whilc the South and West showed slight incrcasese
‘ DAIRY PASTURES

On June 1 this yoar, d~iry pasturc conditions varicd preatly by arces, but
for the Notion as a whole showed much improvement from o month carlicr and averaged
the best for the dote since 19446 Conditions veried from a necor record 94 pereont
of normal in thc East North Centrcl States to bolow average conditions of 76 percent
in the South Centrel Statess Doiry pasture conditions on June 1 for the United
States averaged 88 percent, 3 points above the 1lO-ycar cverage for thcot date and
5 points above June 1 a yerr agoe Secsonally, pasture condition was up 8 percentage
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PASTURE FEED CONDITIOH =
: June I, 1951 -

«
PERCENT
OF NORMAL
L ]
80 and over [7] Good to excellent
65 to 80 PZZ4 Poor to fair .
50 to 65 B3 Very poor
35 to 50 B Severe drought - *AS REPORTED BY '}jﬁ
Under 35 [l Extreme drought CROP CORRESPONDENTS iy
% INDICATES CURRENT SUPPLY OF PASTURE FEEDR FOR GRAZING RELATIVE TO THAT EXPECTED
FROM EXISTING STANDS UNDER VERY FAVORABLE WEATHER CONDITIGNS
U. S.*DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NEG: 48200 BUREAU OF AGRICULTURAL ECONGHICS }
e )
PASTURE FEED CONDITIONS*
June I, 1950 {
i
i
.

PERCENT
OF NORMAL

80 and over Good to excellent
65 to 80 Poor to fair
50 to 65 B Very poor
35 to 50 P Severe drought ;
uUnder 35 B Extreme drought N

*INDICATES CURRENT SUPPLY OF PASTURE FEED FOR GRAZING RELATIVE TO THAT EXPECTED
FROM EXISTING STANDS UNDER VERY FAVORABLE WEATHER CONDITIONS

*AS REPORTED BY
CROP CORRESPONDENTS

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE NEG. 47687 BUREAU OF AGRICULTURLL ECONOLICS
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points from Moy 1 to June 1 this yeor as compared to an average incroase of 3 points
in the periode In the North Central and Northeastern States, moisture supplios

were omple, pointing to continucd oxccllent pasture feced in these arease Substantial
roins over most of the Great Plains in early Junc improved soil moisturoc rescrveses
Prospects are generally favorable for pastures, excopt in the southern States

cast of the Missisgippi and in parts of tho 'southwoste

* Pastures in-the North Central States made rapid growth during Mey and on
June 1 were furnishing abundant greon feod for milk cowse In the Emst MNorth Central-
States, dairy pasture condition averaged 94 porcent of normal, thc third highest. |
Juno’l condition in 32 years of rccord for that areas This comparcs with a .

92 pércent condition in the West North Centrel States on Junc 1, the fourth highest
for that dato on rocorde Pasture feed was especially good in tho important dairy’
States in the western Great Lake arcae In Wisconsin, June 1 pasture condition ..
averaged 97 percent of normal, the highest for the date since 19144 - In Michigan =
end Minnesota, pasturcs were the best reported for June 1 since 1922e In practicelly
all the central Great Plains, Corn Belt, and North Atlantic Stotes condition was
uniformelly good to exccllente Recent rcins over much of this area insure good
pasture fced in the wecks immediately aheade

In the Southern States, dry weather during much -of May seriously depleted
pasture fecde The drought situation was most serious in the .extreme lover
Mississippi valloy with the States of Mississippi and Louisiana reporting the lovest
Juno 1 pasturc condition in 85 ‘yoars of records In the Carolinasy Georgiz, Alcbama,
ond Arlansas, posturc feed was tho poorest for the date since 1941, and in Tcnnessoo
condition was below average ond 19 points below last yeare This arco rcceived -
general rains during the first ton days of Junee ‘

: In Oklohoma and Texas, pasture feod, improved sharply, with condition on June 1,
18 points highor than on Moy le In Texas, there were still arcas wherc pasture
was - short as of June 1, but most of the important dairy areas of the Statec were
goaked by carly Junc rainse In Colorado, pastures madé. a remarkablo recovery during
Moy, but worc still rather short in south central orease Pastures in the Intore
lountoln region also made good grovwth in May, worc generally better than a year, ago,
but’ wero mostly below average for Junc 1 with some areas showing cffcclts of dry
woathore In the northorn Great Plains and Rocky Mountain areas, pasturcs developed:
somowhat late as the result of cool weather, but prospects are generally goods. E
In the Pacific Coast States, dairy pastures generally improved from o month corlier,
In Woshington and Oregon, pasturc feed was somewhat bettor than o yoar ago, and in
‘Colifornia, pasture condition was about averagoe e C
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and ¢ June 1 av,:y June 1, ¢ June 1, H June 1, ¢ June 1, June 1,
Division: _ 1940=49 _:_ _1950 _ & _ 1951 _ _:_ _ _1949 _ : _ 1950 _ f _ _ 1951 _
Pounds Pounds :

Me. 18,4 S 19.2 19,4 5.0 5.3 5.6
N.H, 18.9 19.5 22.5 L3 L6 L,L
Vt. 213 23.8 241 L0 L9 4,8
Mass, 21.3 2L.4 23.9 2,2 5.4 5.3
Conn, 20,8 23.5 23,4 .9 5.0 5.1
V.Y, 25.6 28,2 29.6 5.2 5.4 5.7
N.J. 24,1 26,1 26,7 6,1 6.3 6.3
Fao _ _ _ _ _ 22,9 _ _ _ 250 _ _ _ _ 254 _ __ 62 __ __61____ _62_
NAtlo_ _ _ 23,31 _ _ _25.55_ _ _ _ 26,25 _ _ _ _BM _ _ _ _ 5.5 _ . _51._
Ohio 20,8 22.8 23.8 5,0 L9 L7
Ind, 19,2 20,7 21.8 L,s Lob b5
111, 20.3 21,7 22,7 5.0 5.2 b7
Mich, 2365 24 .4 274 L.8 5,1 L. L
Wise _ _ _ _ 25.0 _ _ _ 250 ____2 M b2 5.8 _ _ _ _ _Lko2_
E.N.Cent, _ _22.65 _ _ _23.7Y __ _ _25.55 _ _ _ _ k&6 _ _ _ _53_____ Lb
Minn, 2245 25.2 25.8 L.b 5.1 345
Towa 20.8 21.6 22.2 4,8 5.5 L.5
Mo. 1L,9 17,0 17.b Loy 3.9 3.8
N, Dak, 19,0 20,2 21.5 L,2 L2 3.4
S.Dak, 17.6 18,7 19.9 2.9 2.5 249
Nebr, 19,3 20,1 20,7 L2 L1 3.5
Kans, _ _ _ 18,0 _ _ _ 19,0 _ _ _ _18,7_ _ _ _ _ 3.9 _ _ _ _ b1 _ _ __ _k3_
W.N.Cent, _ _19.22 _ _ 20,61 _ _ _ 21,48 __ _ _ &3 _ _ _ _ k5 __ _ __38_
Md, 19,4 21,2 21.8 5.3 5.9 5.6
Va. 15,0 17,0 17.2 3.8 3.5 3.9
W,Va, 14,7 16,4 17.1 2.5 2.5 2,5
N.C, 14,0 16.1 16.2 3.8 3.9 L3
s,C. 11.9 13,3 12,6 3.3 3.5 .6
Gae _ _ _ _ _ 0.3 _ __ 16 ____1 2:;0_____2°l_._-___3.“_5._._.__..-'_-!:._
S.Atl.  _ _ 1438 _ _ _16.20_ _ _ _ 16,23 _ _ _ _ 3.6 - _ _ 3.7 . _ k0 _
Ky. 14,7 15,3 15.7 3.1 3.0 2.8
Tenn, 13.2 14,5 1h.b4 3,2 3.3 3.3
Ala. lO.l 11.0 1095 305 2.9 308
Miss., 8.9 9.8 9,8 2.0 2,0 2.7
Ark, 10,9 10,7 10,7 2.3 242 2,1
Okla, 13.1 13,9 13,3 2.8 3,1 3,0
TeXe_ _ _ _ _ 10,2 _ o _ 11,0 _ _ _ _ 114 _ _ _ 3.0 _ _ _ _3.7_____ks3_
S.Cent, _ _ _11.69_ _ _ _12.37_ _ _ _12.20 _ _ _ _ 2.8 _ __ _3.0_ _ ___3.2_
Mont, 20,1 20,8 20,5 3.1 2.6 3.4
Idaho 22,4 24,0 23.8 L,2 3.8 3.7
Wyo. 19,2 21.5 20.3 3.1 3.2 249
Colo. 19.2 20,5 21,k L7 5.8 4,9
Utah 21.7 23,6 23.7 L.1 Lo L,0
Wash, ol b 25,2 25,7 b, L,6 b2
Oreg. 22.5 23.1 23.9 4,6 L,2 4.8
Colife_ _ _ 22,8 _ _ _ 2bs5 _ _ _ _ 24,5 _ _ _ _ M8 ___ _bk9o__ _ __ L4
W%h____aﬁa--_ad____ZLﬁ____&&____Ed_____&&_
UeSo_ _ _ _ _ @8&___@&&_,_Zh&____ﬂét___ﬂé%__“_&él

;/ Figures for New England States and New Jersey represent combined crop angl special
dziry reporters; other States; regions, and U. S,, crop reporters only, Regional
figures include less important dairy States not shown separately.,

_2_/ Includes grain, millfeeds and other concentrates,
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ROUGHAGE FED TO MILX COWS

Milk cows in herds kept by dairy reporters over the nation were fed an aversge
of 2.2 tons of hay, 1.6 tons of silage and 0.2 tons of other reughage during the
October 1950-ley 1951 winter feeding season. Over 97 percent of the renorters fed
hay to their dsiry cows, 35 wercent fed silage, and 18 percent reported feeding dry

‘roughage othier than hay, Rates of roughage feeding have been very stabvle over the
seven-yenar scriod for which records have been obtained; with most years very similar
to the 1950-51 wottern shown in table 35, T

«

Hay feeding rates were heaviest in the West. Dairy reporters in most of the

. Rocky liountain States fed well .over 3 tons per cow; in the Pacific Coast Stotes they
fed at the rate of a2bout 24 tons yper cow, In.Idaho, Wyoning, and Utnh, the amount
of hay fed reached 3.8 tons per cow., In the West liorth Central, East icrth Central,
and North Atlentic areas, hay fed ver mil¥ cow during the October-Hay winter feeding
reriod avernzed about 2% tons. 1In most of the Stutes within these areas, hay fed

. rer cow r-nged betveen 2,0 to 3.0 tons. Dairymen in the South Atlantic sre- fed an
average of 1,8 tons of hay »der cow, with a range by States from 2.5 tons »er cov in

< West Virginia to 0.2 ton in Florida, the lowest rate of any State in the nation,

. In the South Central groun of States hay fed averrged 1.3 tons per cow, vith the

Gulf. Coast States feeding around 1 ton ver cow. The large veriation in the different

parts of the country in amount of hsoy fed reflects the length of the pasture senson,

availability and cost ‘of hay, quantity of silage fed, and amount of grain -~nd other

concentrotes fed to dairy cows. o

For the United States 2s a whole, kinds of hay fed to milk cows in the 1950-51
winter feeding sesson vere essentizlly unchanged from 1949-50. Alfalfa continued
to be the wrincipal hay, revresenting 49 percent of the total amount fed. Clover,
clover mires, and lesnedeza sccounted for 30 percenty soybean, cowpea, ~nd geonut
hays 2 percent; and other kinds of hay 19 percent. In the Western States, nlfalfa
was agrin most imvortant, accounting’ for 79 percent of the total hay fed in thot
section. In most of the Rocky liountain Stiétes, where alfalfa. is grovn under irriga-

. tlon, alfalfa hays revresent 85 to 95 percent of the total hay fed. 1In Californisa,
92 percent of the hay fed in the 1950~51 winter feeding season was alfnlfa, a large
part of which whs vurchased. Alfalfa hay uns nlso the most important hoy fed to

+ milk cows in the Torth Central States, representing over half of the hoy fed there.,
East of the Great Plains, clover, mixed clover, and lesdedoza were rel tivel:
important while in the Dakotss considerable "other™ nhayv, mostly wild, wes feds 1In

- the Torth Atlontic States, clovers and clover mixes, principally clover nnd timothy
were the noln hoys. Soybean, cownea, and Heanut hays were fed more extcnsively in
the South Atlantic and South Central arces. Considerable mixed grass heoy was fed
. in the orth Atlantic States, sorghum hay in the lover Great Plains Strtos snd
‘vetch and onts-vetch mixed hay in-the Pacific Cosst Stntes,
) ‘Thirtecn percent of the hay fed to milk cows in the October 1950~y 1951 feed—
ing veriod was purchased, with the rost grown on the farms where fed. The oJercent-
age purchased wos down 1 percentage point from o voar ago, but was 1 point higher
than aversge for the preceding 5 years, Dairymen in thc West purchased o larger
percentage of the hay fed to milk cows than in any other regien -- 44 jpercents In
Oalifornia, three-fourths of the hay was purchased, in Arigona over holf ~nd in
Oregon, Vashington, and Colorado more than one-fourth. >urchased hay wves rlso
relatively imoortant in parts of the South, 1In Floridn, dairy revortcrs bought
four-fifths of the hay fed, and in Louisinna, Oklnhona, ~nd Texns from one-fourth to
one~third of the total amount fed on dniry farms was bohght., As in vrovious yeorrs,
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purchased hay was relatively unimportant in other ~rers of the country, with milk
producers in the important Iorth Central snd Northe-stern driry sections buying
only 6 to 9 vercent of the total hay fed.

The average value of all hay fed to milk cows in dmiry reporters! herds on
February 1, 1951 was reported at $22.87 per ton, practically unchanged from a year .
earlier, when it averaged $22.28 per ton in value. Chenges from the previous year "
varied by regions, with values in the North Atlantic region down about $2.50 »er tor
while in the iTorth Central States, hay values wore up over $1.00 per ton, In the
~South, n relatively less important hay feeding ~rea, the mer ton vnlue of nry fed
increased about $4,00, while in the Western Stotes hay values dropped nbout $0.50
per ton, Voriations among the individual States, in velue of hay fed to milk cows
on Febru~ry 1, 1951 were sharp, ranging from $13.50 per ton in North Dlotn to
$44.00 per ton in Florida. Various factors including type of hay, quality of hay,
percent baled, production costs, and transportation costs in puchased hay ns well as
the amount of the purchased'hay fed resulted in great variation in hay vnlues,

In Februrry 1951, the number of reports by dairymen on baled hay fed to milk
cows exceeded the number of reports on loose hay, This is the first time in the ]
seven years of rccords that over half of the revorts have been on baled hoy. The
percent of reports on baled hny have incre~sed progressively. from 24.3 percent in
the first survey m=de in 1945, to 50.7 percent in 1951, From 1950 to 1951, =11
regions showed increases in wercent of reports showing beled hay fed, ronging from
2 to 12 percentage points. The South Centrnl Stntes showed the highest percent of
reports on boled, averaging 64 percent, with the West Horth Central St-ies, the
lowest percent on baled hay at 46 percent,

Dairy reporters fed ~n nveorrge of 1.6 tons of silege wer milk cow during the
1950-51 winter feeding season, This is down slightly from thc amount fed DCr Cow
during the winter of 1949-50, with most of the importrnt silage feeding Stntes
showing decreascd rates of feeding., Wisconsin dairymen ~gain led all St-~tes in
amount of silrge fed per milk cow ~t 3,6 tons, This wns down 0.4 ton from a ycer
earlier. About 76 percont of the dairy reporters in thnt Stnte fed sil-ge,
nlmost the s~me percent as » yenr ago. This compnres with = nntionnl nver~ge of
35 percent of the dairy reoorters feeding silnge. In the Southern New England .
States, nlong with New York, New Jersey, nnd Pennsylvenics, miiking herds were fed
silage ~t the rete of 2.8 to 3.2 tons per cow in the 1950-5L winter fceding sesson.

In Minnesota, Delawarc, ~nd M~ryland, d~irymen fed from 2.0 to 2.8 tons per cowe a
Silnge feeding rotes in the other more import nt dniry States nveraged mostly 1 to 2
tons ver cow,

Corn silage continued to he the most important kinds of silage over the nation.‘
In the 1950-51 winter feeding secason it reprcsented 79 percent of the totrl silage '
fed in driry reporters! herds, compnred with 83 percent in the 1949-50 fecding
seasone Sorghum silage, important particularly in Missouri, Knnsas, Nebroska,

South Carolinn, Georgia, and most South Central Statcs, accounted for 6 vecrcont

of the totrl silnge fed, the snme as a yenr esrlier, Grass silage continucd to
incrense in importance, representing 8 percent of the totnl silnge fed in the 1950-51
winter fceding scnson, pgainst 6 percent in the 1949-50 period. Grass silage hns in-
creased progressively in importance each yorr since the first survey of the smounts
fed in the winter of 1944-45, when it accounted for 1 percent of the totnl siloge.
Mixed ~nd other silage mnde up 7 vercent of the total sil~ge fed, comp~red with

5 percent o ycar earlier. :

Dry roughages other thrn hay were fed extensively in all regions of the country.
— 2 .
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Table 5.~ Amount of hay, silage and "other roughsge fed psr
milk cow, October-May winter feeding period and value per <
ton of hay fed to milk cows February 1, herds kept by
dairy reporters, United States, 194E-51

Winter 3 Amount fed per cow, 83 Value per ton of hay fed to
‘ feei’..ing .E_Okc_t_,_-Ma;).g Ttgip;tgr_—_fge_._dip_g_p_grio_@f_f_ === < milk cows .1/ - —
oty 1 T i SV L o 13 s loom | Beled [ 41
S Tons Zons Zons i - Dollars Dollars Dollars
" loaass 2.0 1.4 3 111945 20.86 25,94 . 21.94
1945-46 2.1 1.5 3 11046 18.43 2&.55 .19.68.
. 1946-47 2.1 1.5 2 1i1947 20.28 25.82 2174 .
< Yoa7-48 2.2 1.5 2 111948 22.32 27.99 24,27
194849 2.2 1.6 2 :11949 2219 276t 24,28
1949-50 . 2,2 1.7 2 111950 20.43 24,54  22.28
_1950-51 2.2 1.6 .2 1951 _ ~ 20.58 24.89 .22.87

_l/ Differences in values of loose and baled hay fed,reflect variations in kinds of
hay represented, vproportion of hay purchased, etc., as well as cost of obaling,
_ Table 6.~ Kind of hay and silage fed to milk cows in herds
Fept by dairy reporters, October-May winter feeding
period, 1944-1951, United States_ 1/

— e - e o e e e e - e T T TR e TR TS DR TS Y o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e -

Winter :_ _ _ _ _ __ _Bay _ _ _ _ _ _ & _ __ _ _Silege_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ __
feeding @ : Clover, : : i : : :
period :4lfalfa: mixed  :8oybean,: HH HE : ¢ lixed
¢ October-: ¢ clover, :icowpea, : Other :: Corn : Sorghum : Gracs : and
May_ _i_ _ _ _slespedezaipeanut_ & _ _ _ &t ' s S ¢_ _okner  _ _
‘ Percentase of total HH Percentage of total -
' 194445 41 32, 3 24 87 7. 1 5
194546 40 - - 38 2 20 i 8 8 1 6
» . s :
1946-47 38 40 2 20 3 87 5 2 6
1947-48 41 35 - 2 22 v 8 5 4 5
Wowse o om 2 20 83 6 6 5
‘' 1949-50 49 30 2 19 3 83 . 6 6 5
, 1950-51 49 80_ _ _ _2_ _ _ 19 _::_ "9 _ _ _ 6 _ _ _ 8 _ _ _ T
1/ Based on tons of hay and silage fed or to ve fed during the October-llay

winter fzged;ing period in reply to question as_ke& as of May 1 each year,

. ,
-0 - o BRI :
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ble 7.~ Hay fed to milk cows in herds kept by dairy reporters, by States,
October 1950-May 1951 winter feedingz period 1/

4 e wm te s e - ——e am

tate ¢ Anount 3. _ _ _ _ _ Bach kind as percentage of total_ f _ _ _iPurchased as
_and $ per 3 Alfalfa iClover,mxd.,clo-$ Soybean,cow- : Other : percentage

~Pivision:  _cow. i _. _ _ _ iver, legpedeza : pea,pearut_ _ t _ _ _ _ i _of total _
© . Me., Tons Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent

N.H., V¢, 2.8 5 52 - 43 6

- Mass,,

B,I..Conn. 2.3 ll 48 —— 41 6

N, v, 2.5 19 44 1 36 3

N, J. 2.1 40 38 1 2

Pa. . _ 23 _ 23 _ . _ _ 56 _ _ _ _ _ __ 1. ___20_ ____ 3

NoAatl. _ 2,45 _ _ _ _ 18 _ . _ _ 49 _ . _ _ .. __ 1 ___%% ____4&___

Ohio 2.4 40 45 1

Indc 203 46 41 B 6

111, 2.4 59 37 1

Mich, 2.6 60 28 1

Wis._ _ _ 2.5 _ _ _ _ 54 _ _ . _ _35_ _ _ __ ___ 1 _ . __ - ___58___

E.N.Cent, 2,46 _ _ _ 53 _ _ _ _ _B6_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 1 ___10_ ____w__._

Minn, 2,9 62 16 1

Iowa 2.2 66 31 2

Mo, 2.1 34 53 1

N. Dak. 8‘5 26 3 -

8. Dak, 2,9 48 2 -

Nebr, 2.4 70 8 -

Kans. _ _ _1.8_ _ _ _ _ 73 9 o __ 1

W.N.Cent. 2,49 _ _ _ 55 _ _ . _ _20_ _ _ __ ___ 1.

Del.,Md. 2,3 28 48 4

Va. 2.0 44 35 6

w,Va, 25 37 48 2

¥.c. 1.6 28 52 7

S.C.,Ga. 1.6 11 46 18

Fla._ _ _ _ s2_ _ _ _ _ 30 o 6_ _ o __4_ _ . ___19_ _

S.At1,_ _ _1.78 _ _ _ .32 _ _ _ o _4 o o 8_ . .1

Ky. 1.9 35 51 4

Tenn, 1,7 24 61 6

Ala, 1.1 17 37 186

Miss. W7 1 75 9

Ark, 1,8 8 62 8

La, o7 15 39 1

Okla. 1,8 51 . 8 6

Texe _ _ _1.0_ _ _ _ _ 40 _ o o o L mm e - 83 _ _

S.Cent. 1,35 _ _ _ 383 _ _ _ _ % _ o _ 6.

Mont. 3e4 75 12 -

Idaho 3.8 86 5 -

Wyo. 3.8 87 3 —

Colo, 2.4 85 3 -

Ariz, 3,5 94 —_— —

Utah 3.8 89 4 _-—

Wash, 2.4 40 26 -=

Oreg. 2.6 40 2l -

Calif,_ _ 2.7 _ _ __ 92 o l e T Lo

Ee.st.e.___z.z.gg____’?g ______ 7 e o e T e e e EE L S e

U Se _ _ 2,23 _ _ _ 49 _ _ _ __8C_ _ 2 . __1% _ _ .13 _

- 10 -



]

Bl

-_— — — — — . - -
" e e e amt em Sew em e e o o e T eme  wme wmw e e —

Me,, N.H., Vi,
Mass.,R.I,,Conn,
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Kans,
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Del., Md.
Va,

W. Va,
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Value per ton of hay fed to milk cows in herds kept by dairy
reporters, February 1, 1945-49 average, 1950 and 1951 l/

— — —

i, __ Looge hay _ _ _ i _ Baledhay _ _ _ i __ Allhay _ - _ _
$1945-49 $ $1945-49 : . $1g5y $1946-49 i 000 F 957
ﬁmm&;f%ﬁii%kbL@%tﬁ%%i_iiwgﬁtu__u__-

—— - = - - e =

21.20 26.50 25.50  29.33 34,50 33,00 23.81 30,50 . 29.00
28,41 33,50 30.00 37.52 42,00 39,00 32,35 38,50 34,50
17,98 24,50 20,00 22,76 28.00 23,00 19,28 26,00 21,50
29,93 30.50 28.00 35,33 36.50 36,50 32,65 34.50 34,50
______ 21.75_ _23.00_ _23.00_ _ 27.81 _ 27,50 _27.00_ 23.11 _24.50_ 25.00 _
. 20,94 _25.32_ _22,80_ _ 27,01 _ 30,47 _27.61_ 22,76 _27.69_ 25,15 _
20.17  18.50. 20,50  26.36 24.50 23,50 21,62 21.00 21,50
21.29 19.50 20.00 24,37 22,50 23,00 22,38 21.50 22,00
21.29 19,00 17.00 24.61 22,50 23,50 23.06 21.50 22.50
20.21 17.50 19.50 24,42 21,50 21.50 21,10 19,00 20.50
20,99 _20.50_ _21.00_ _ 26,22 _ 23,00 _24.00_ 21,63 _21.50_ 22,00 _
_20.82_ _19.38_ _19.89 _ 25.456 _ 22,87 _23.25_ 21.86 _20.85_ 21,59 _
15.95 17.00 18,50 21,76 21,00 22.50 '16.71 18.00 20.00
18.08 17.50. 17.00. 21.69 20.00 19,00 18.98 18.50 18.50
19.61 14.50 17.50  22.70 17.50 20.00 20.86 16,50 19,00
9,75 12,50 12.50 15,05 18,50 17.50 9.99 13,50 13,50
12.16 15.00 15,50 19,10 18,50 19,00 12,73 16,00 16,50
16,30 12.50 13,00 22,43 17,50 18,50 17.64 14.00 15,00
_ _16.62_ _12.00_ _14,00_ _ 22.39 _ 17,50 _20.00_ 18.76 _15.50_ 17.50 _
_ _16.17_ _15.39_ _16.49_ _ 21,26 _ 19,28 _20.25_ 17,17 _16.79_ 18,06 _
25,27  22.00 27.00  29.58 27.50 29.50 26.656 25.00 28,00
28.76 26.50 28,00 . 35,10 28,50 33.50 30.21 27,00 31,00
27.10 24,50 25,00  36.98 31,00 34.50 28,24 25.50 27,50
29,97 27.50 28,50 34,50 28,50 34.50 31,32 28,00 31.00
30.52 26,00 32,00 34,62 26,00 35.00 32,33 26,00 34,00
— e e e m = _ 46,05 _44.00_ 44,00 _
_ _28.53_ _25.16_ _27.76_ _ 34,31 _ 28.57 _33.63_ 30.27 _26.82 30.88 _
24,78 23,00 24,50 28,23 23,50 25.00 26.27 23,00 25,00
27,57 21,00 24,00 30.42 22,50 27.50 28.52 21,50 25,50
27,72 24,50 29,00 31,20 24,50 29,00 29.53 24,50 29,00
23,96 19,50 23,00 27,10 23,00 26.00 25,45 21,00 24,50
21,92 17.50 20,50 25,11 20,00 24,50 23.57 19,00 22,50
22,15 21,00 18,50 32,44 27,50 28,00 28,90 27,00 26,50
18,83 14,00 16,00 23,54 18,50 21,00 22,12 17.00 19.50
_ _22,03_ _15,50_ _18,00_ _ 25,95 _ 21,00 _29.00_ 24.80 _20.50_ 28,00 _
_ _23.35_ _18,90_ _21.38_ _ 27.10 _ 21,85 _25,99_ 25,46 _20.94 24,79 _
17.31 21,50 20,50 24,36 29.50 26.00 17.97 23.50 21,50
20,92 19,50 19,50  26.83 23,00 21,50 21.65 20450 20,50
18,16 19.50 19,50 24,24 29,50 23,50 19,03 21,50 20,50
18,39 16,50 22,50 27,21 23,50 31.00 19,56 17.50 25,50
24,78 21,00 27,00 3060 24,50 32,00 29,49 23,50 31,00
23,21 18,50 21,00 29.16 22.50 25,50 24,41 20,00 23,00
24,16 25,50 24,50 - 35,21 36,00 32,00 27,00 29,50 28,00
22,90 26.00 24,50 - 31,66 33,00 31,50 25,13 29,50 27,50
_ _26.74 _24.,50_ _20.50_ _ 32.15 . 28,00 _26.00_ 30,15 _27.00_ 25,00 _
_ 23.95_ _23.05_ _21.88_ _ 30,92 .. 28,42 _27.36_ 26,57 _20.63_ 20,24 _
— _20.81_ _20.43_ _20.58_ _ 26,15 _ 24.54 _24.89_ 22,38 _22.28 22,87 _

l/ Averages of reports by farmers in reply to the question "What is the value per
ton of hay being fed to milk cows on your farm? (If feeding purchased hay report
delivered cost; if feeding home-grown hay estimate the price 1% would bring at
your farm; if feeding both home-grown and purchased, give your best estimate of

- average value,) Give value only for the type of hay being fed."

Averages for in-

dividual States for 1950 and 1951 have b%ﬁ? rounded to the nearest half dollar,



Table 9.- Reports on baled hay as percentage of all reports on hay fed to

e e Ve e e o ot o e e e Ve e e e SV e e e T e e T e e e T e o e T r e e e T -

milk cows in herds
State T - ? -
. and | t lo4s ¢
— — _ Division_ _ _: :
Me,, N,H., Vt, 28"
Mass., R.I., Conn. 42-
N . Y » i 20 ’
N. J, 41
Pa. _ _ _ ___ ____ 18 _ _ __18
N.A&1. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 23
Ohio- 16
Ind, 24
I11, 39
Mich, 8.
Wis, 3
B, N._Cent. - _ _ _ _ 17
Minn. 6
Iowa 18
Mo, 36
N, Dak, 1
S. Dak, 7
Nebr, 7
Kens. 26
.,.w.:. N. _Cent. 16
‘Del,, Ma, 16
Va, 25
W, Va, 11
N, C. 28
—Sa -C.."-I. Ga. 39
S, Atl. 26
Ky. ' 39
Tenn’, 32
Ala, 5&
Miss’, 43
Ark, 55
La. 56"
Okla’, . 59
§ ,_CEn;t_. ————— 50
Mont. &
Idaho 7
Wyo. 15
Colo, * 15
Ariz, 67
Utah 7
Wash, 19
Oreg. 19
Calif., 53
U S 24,3

1/ Based on hay on

which values were reported, see footnote

— - —— — - - omn - e o e o e e m e e - oe— —
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1949 : 1950 : 1951
41 51 48
53 .59 49
35 41 47
61 69 74
29 . . _36_ _ _ _4 _

—— A3 AT
33 42 38
51 59 58
68 73 83
35 33 47
23 24 26
41 46 49
24 28 34
38 48 56
55 58 65

8 14 21
10 23 . 31
30 31 34
45 59 58
34 41 46
45 52 57,
26 32 51 .
10 14 29
31 39 42
42 54 _ - _ 88_ _
30 37 49
51 46 49
40 44 47
52 59 54
49 40 45
52 55 56
76 89 85
69 75 73

2 __ 72 . _ 87 _ _ _92 _

58 62 64
14 21 20
24 34 47
33 18 24
23 27 41
77 76 75

28 35 43
39 38 44
34 52 45

- 66 _-_ _69_ _ _ _ "5 _ _8_ _

35 42 47
40,6 _ _468.1 _ _ BOL7
1/, Table 8.

— e e e emn e U e e e R e e e e i e e e e e e e e eme e

¢ 1948
Percent
33 32
36 + b2
32 34
47 56

_—— 24 _ _ _
29 32
25 27  »
35 40
53 59
17 24
14 14
28 32

9 15
22 - 30
37 46
4 3
8 8
23 28
42 44
22 28
31 34
18 26
8 17
33 34
44 50
26 32
37 51
24 36
44 58
v 54 51
48 57
67 61
67 78
76 72
53 60
12 9
10 18
8 13
13 12
84 83
15 39
30 37
21 29
66 66
25 32
30,6 35.9
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