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STATE :(Aveg,)1925-1931 ¢ 1932 1933 : 1934
Pounds " Pounds Pounds Pounds

Mes 13,0 12:7 11,7 12,0
N, He 14.6 . 15.1 1347 13¢5
Vte 12,4 13,7 13,3 13,
Mass. 17.4 - 17.2 17,1 17.0

o« Ls 18.0. 17.5 1656 15,9
Conn, 1642 17.2 16,7 16,0
Ne- Yo 14,7 - 1543 15,5 15,5
Ne Je 1742 18.0 1747 18,0
Pa, - 15.3 14,8 14,9 1562
N, ATL, 14,97 15421 15,12 15.28
Chio- 14,0 1348 13,6 13,6
Ind, 1343 12,9 12,0 12,4
Ill. 12.3 12.5 12.6 1300
Mi ch, 14,8 1543 14,0 14,4
Wig, . 13,4 12.7 1262 1341
E, N, CENT, 13,53 13427 12,71 13,21
Minn, 12,0 11e8 11.5 1045
Iowa 11,7 11,7 12.0 11,8
Mo, ' ' 9.4 ‘8e7 8:3 9,9
No Dak, ' . 9.8 8e6 " 8ol 8.0
S. Dak, 9.5 9.8 845 7e2
Nebr,. 10,7 11.1 11,1 11.4
Kans. 11,1 11,8 1145 1146
W. N, CENT. 10,84 10,54 10,46 10,32
Del, 126 14,5 1254 13,4
Md, 14.4 13,8 13,1 16,0
e e g
L) Se . . P

. Ce 11:2 10.6 101 10,0
Se Co 943 1063 962 849
Ga.e 849 8.2 709" 7e3
Fla’. 6.1 7.5 6.2 6'7
Se ATL, 10,488, 10,16 D484 10,14
Ky, 1143 10.3 10.4 10,0
Tenne 10,0 849 8.0 8s2
Ala. 851 7.2 7;3 6.9
Miss, 76l 6,8 6:5 5.9
Ark, 849 7.9 7:3 6.9
Lae 6.6 5¢9 5.4 5.2
Okla, 9,7 8e3 803 8o
Tex. N 8.7 8.5 892 893
S« CENT, 9,07 B8e B 8,03 781
Mont, 11.4 1k.4 11,3 11,8
Idao N 15.9 14.8 14.4 1307
Wyot 11.3 9.8 11.47 10.1
Coloe 11,8 10,8 1047 9,7
N, Mex. 848 767 859 8.1
Ariz, 14,0 13,9 1262 1642
Utah . 1445 14,6 14,7 13,8
Nev, . 13,4 12.8 13,9 10.4
WaSh. : 16.3 14.9 14.6 15.8
Oreg. 14,6 14,0 13,9 13,7
Calif, 14,9 16,2 1645 17,6
WEST, 13,75 13,02 13,18 12,98
UI SC 12;10 11.70 11'48 11‘ 56;’

l/ These are not estimates but averages obtained by dividing reported daily pro-
duction of herds kept by reporters by number of milk cows in these herds,
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MILX PRODUCTION DECSIBER 1, 1934

Although the dogling in milk production per Cow Curiang Yovemb.r was

the greatest for the month in ten ycars of record, productioi per cow on
December 1 was only about 1 percent below production on tnc sanc datec last year,
The extremely favorable fall weatkher oxtending until after the first of December
in most parts of the country allowed farmers vo kecp their cows on pasturcs

much later than usual and sreatly aided in conscrving the short supplics of
grain and hay. On Dccember 1, corrcspondents verc fceding much léss grain and
concentrates per milk cow than at that time in any of the past four years, the
reduction being most marked in thne area affected by the drought this ycar.
Production per cow in this area was also very low in compariscn with receznt
years., With some increases over last ycar reported in the arca oxtending from
Migssouri to Pennsylvania and in the Southeasturn and Westorn States, milk
production per cow as roeported by crop correspondents on Docombor 1 for thc
country as a whole, averagcd 11.C8 pounds per cow per day comparcd with 1
pounds last year and a December 1 average of 11.93 pounds during the prec
5 years. Since December 1, with the coming of heavy s10vs and much colder
weather in many important dairy scctions, production per cow has prod=oly docn
reducod still farther below last year., With the culling out of dry covs, which

has accompanied the heavy reduction in milk cow numbers, a large proportion

of the cows remaining on farms were reported as being milked on Docember 1.
Crop correspondents were milking 67.5 percent of thelr rmills cows, compnred with
65.5 percent last ycar and 67.3 ia Dccember 1930, the hiztoest nropePiion
previously reported in ten ycars of record. The change in milk cow nubers,

in comparison with last year, cannot be accuratvely ostimated as yct because

the acute scarcity of fced has caused exceptionally heavy culling in some areas
and it has also caused meny farmers to discontinuc milldng somc cows of thc
beef and dual purposc breeds which were formorly reported as nilk cows but are
now considercd as being kept for beef. Howover, a reduction appears to have
hecen general, with the heaviest decrcases occurring in +he Yestern Corn Belt
and ncighboring States. Pending the completion of the arnual survey of live-
stock numbers, the number of milk cows on farms oax Decembor 1 is tentatively
estimatcd to have bcen 4 to 5 percent smaller thau on that date a yoar ago.
Because of the decrease in numbers of milk cows and the slightly lover pro-
duction per cow, total milk production December 1 appears o heve been 5 to 6
percent below production on that date last year, Wwith feed prices iancrcasing
morc rapidly than dairy product prices and feed supplics voery short in :aany-
arcas, a light production is in prospect for the vinter and carly spriag
months unless the winter is unusually open and mild,

-
2.
3

2l
!

.
receding



