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Given special stress during the year 1936 by the
University of Nevada agrieultural extension division news sere
vice were the programs of the agriculbtural adjustment sdminis-
tration, bulleting for L olub boys and girle in the state,
and the redio service.

The soll conservetion program end the range conserve-
tion program were presented to the people of Eewvads, largely
through news stories, dut alse in comection with radio sotivie
ties, s0 that the state renked well up among the states in the
percentage of its farmers telting part in these movements.

Bulletin Program is Large

With special appropriations made available for the
purpose, all of the home economics Li=H club instruction bule
loting then in print were revised and reprinted,; those in mimeow
graphed form were ro-writhten and printed, wnd new omes written
and printed. In addition, one such booklet for L1l boys was
written and printed. The resulting plamning, editing, and see-
ing through the printing process laid upon the extension editer
the heaviest bulletin editing program inm the history of the
University of Neveda agriculbwral extension service.

The year's radie program, especially in relation to
the Western Pars and Heome houry, vag more exbensive than in pre
vious years.

Stress in these three activities, as it, of cours

Gy

muet, caused less time end attention to be deveted to the other
phages of the extension editor's work, notebly the news service,
which 1s the backbone of the emtire jobe It is recognized that
tmmmwﬁQchtiﬂuMGMumﬂi-
tions, but, it should also be remembered, that the news service
itsels is of greater valus as an extension method than any of

the others and perhaps than all of thes tegether.
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Page L.

During 1956 nineteen of those storles were written
for a total of 1,500 words, a volume slightly under that far
the previous year,

0f these words, 12,500 wers written by the extension
editor in covering for the two Remc papers the activities of
the Hevade Junior Farm Bureau camp for Nevada LeH club boys end
girls when it was in session at lLale Tahoes This is & consider-
eble increase in wordage over previous years. In sddition te
the stories, both papers surried elaborate layouts of pletures
ufthmanﬁwaﬂivﬁlmm wore token by a come
tors mmmm,mmwrwmuimu
make the trip teo Tehoe from Pemc end return every day during
the week the camp was in session,

The plekeup in the eomdition of Newuds newspepers bhe-
gun last year contimied through 1956, with the result thet it
umiﬂum&benm'hhtm:fthmwﬁermmm
returned nearly te normal,

Both logel and matiomal advertising eontimued to gain,
while eireoulationy never fer off, ploked up neatly, with the re-
sult thet the ¢ditorial sections of most of the papers sppesred
to have rom for as many sgricultural exbension newe stories snd

s good a play as dwring previous prosperous years.

mmzmwmm*ammwmm
sorvice eontinued to be cordial, and this was reflestod in the
. fact that probably o percentage of extension service news
mmm hwmﬂmmnﬂsm

The stabe's population showed about & 10 pereent gain,
and this helped the papers to retwn to normml.

wore established in the state
yoears m‘mgm in the heart of a great m
redioing area, mwmhmmv
mmuwp mmmmwmﬂmmswm

wnmummm

Mmmmw-mmmm-
pepermon of the state contimied 4o bo eordial,

 As usuel, the annuel meoting of the Yevada State Fress
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Pertloulerly in & year of sconcmic dopressiom in which
a.gr:lmxl**m is deeply lmvolved, the reoading of these papers has
ialelup move and more of the editor's times It is felt, howe
w. tlut%hu sotivity, together with a careful planning of
roleases, is respousible to a great degree Por the suscess of
the service,

¢

..A'ﬁ_m.iu- | gm .f‘ ,a‘ it 18

Again during 1%6. the uews service eooperabed with
the 3al% lake Clty office of the Dureau of Agrisultursl Seoncmics
of the United ftates Department of Agriculture in the dissemi.
ration of orep and livestock estimstes and production figures
to the farmers of the state, With the owrent stress on seonomic
informat ion, the Hevade news serviee underbook this service severe
al years agos At that time few of the newspaperec of Wewads used
wy inforpabdon of this sort) now prectically all of them carry
the news ag gemt to then in the Yevade exbension news service.

This yeer, however, the stress on bulletins curtailed
this ecvoamic serviee samewhat, It 15, however, a reguler and
fuporbaut part of the service In getting oublook and other cooe
fm information sbout Nevada's agriswliural orops to her

plang for erop Nmim

Prank Andrews of the Dureau oflee conferred with the
mmmwmmmmmnmmmtm{:'
mim ineressed Loellity of operation lng rosulted from _

%8s

The value of sending these reports to uewspapers in
tory form is illustreted by the obassrvabion of ¥y, Andrews,
saye thet "The fact that these reports ars relssued from
mwMWumm1mumzmuummxc
FL. ww,%wwtgﬁmanmuwm
of your reissuss and would publish original report from
this offices This is perfechly logical."
The

_ | mummemrmmu.
r be 5s & move in the right dlrsction, sisge withe
mammmwmmmmmm

53
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Other Divisions MM

Cooperative arrangements were begun during the year
with two other divisions of the departuent of agrioulture in
Nevada.

Through contact with the Ogden office of the forest
servige, plans were made for the national forest supervisors
in Heveda to furnish informstion to the extension editer whioch
would be used for stete-wide stories when newsworthy, end a
begimning was made in this works A start looking townrd a simie
lar set-up with the Newvada office of the biologisal survey was
made but had not got under way by the end of the year,

For some years ovccasional steries hawve been written
ebout the work of other federal departments in or related to
agriculture in the state, but no regular arrangements such as
these have been made.s It i3 a step forwards in cooperatiom,

w&%mmmmwtmm
newspepers, more stress was put during the year upon extension
news photographs, yet the results were not satisfactory.

Agents, in general, do not lmow how to tale news
ctures, and the extension editor camot be or go inbo the
field simply as a photographer on 1ittle or no notice,
Muﬁmmmmmmwwtmm
if this phase of presemting the news

htehupm ith the development of illustration in nowse
‘papors and megazines.

The year, however, was not barrem of photographs of
Heveds's aprieultural life in newspepers and magazines,

ntmmémmmnmmumn
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seoond sectlon, thus directing more faversble attention by
photograph to Nevada's club activities then had ever been pivens.

This was mihhmkml;rmmm of the oxcele
lence in news value and technical guality of the pictures, but
because the Reno papers sre now equipped to use more outs, The
Rmsuuammmmmmmmmm
during the year, while the Remo Tvening Geagette uses
mmm&mumm.mmummm
and operated.

Us Ss Ds As FPhotographs Used

Fhotographs taken in 1935 by the federal office of
extenaion work in Nevada to show the agriculturel 1ife of the
mmnmwmwwmmmimmmmmmam

ing 1936,

Sent to the Pasific Rural Press, weelkly agricultural
magazine of San Frencisco, s dozen of the photogrephs were used
in that publicetion during the year, many of them ag cover pages,
thus ealling attention grephieally to Nevada's agricultures The
Pagific Rural Press has a olroulation of e . near a hune
dred thousand, end is the only apricultural - magas Yo cover
Nevada to any great exbont. _

The lxtension Service Hevliew, momthly publication of
extonsion workers in the U. 8.4 also carried probably nearly a
dozen of the plebures of Hevada's agrlculture in commection
ﬁ%m&mnummmwthwlawryuwﬁum
lievadae As to usefulness, the sending of a pho apher to
Hevada by the federal office 15 ome of the finest services it
MgMKMhtMM%wwWimhw

menrwwnmmumtmmmrm
gerviee during the year, largely becsuse pletures of the right
MMMNW This service, to compete with the
udm ethering and distributing organization,
11d be just 1llustrated as thoy are, and efferts to
Mmmmwm
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THE RADTO SERVICE

Redioy the new handweiden of information, wes streesed
by the newe serviee during 19356, Az a result, it is
that the extension service was more sctive in this field than in
eny provious year. ITwo avenmes were used.

The service cooperated in the roadeests of the Verte
ern Parm and Home houwr, daily program of the United States Dee
partment of Agriculture over o far weshern chain hoolup of the
national broedoasting companmys It alse cooperated with Redie
Stetion O, Renos only station in Nevada.

mmmaunmrmamm in Western Famm and
Home hour brosdessts some twenty tiwmes.

Of these, six of the talks were on agrioultuwral swbjects
which were writben either by the extensien editor or by the staffs
of the exbersion service or the experiment station, All were
broadeast by proxys gince no one from Neveda wes able %o go to
Sen Franoisco and gpeak over the miorophone.

Three of the VBC talls were on |l olub work and reps
mmwm-umnmammmawm

mafth hm;nMMmh £44 hdﬁhﬂwmﬂﬁu
of the progrem, but the material was collected and treatment suge
gosted Ly the extersion editor, o

mmmm:unmw % wvas
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__
Agrieultursl Plamming in Neveda Ve E. Soott February 19
International Snow Survey Conference Jo Es Chureh  April 1
foil Commervation Program Sipneup Yews Stories June 3
Water For Ivrigetion & For Nourishe _
ing Renge Forage Plants Go Hardman June 22
Why Cattlemen Succeed or Fail Ce As Bremmen July 1
Talking Twhey Le Be Cline July 8
Turkey Produgtion in 1936 Le Be Oline Oateber 26
The Desert Cooler YMary S. Buol June 30
Josephine Hemphill
17
Eo
“onte 18

" ] 9
1
=L
" Ogtober 13
" August 1
A1l the : mmmmmmmm

ences with Ne. mm lany progrems were proposed or
WW&IMM‘W of laolk of time, itmm-
aible to work out.
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Help With Time Change

When the time of the Western Yarm and Yome hour wes
ghifted from 12115 %o 1 pe me Paoific time, the farmers of
Vevada were coneerned, sinee few of them gould be et home to
listen to the mwrogram during the new period of 11130 to 12115,

Through Direstor Ceqll W, Creel, speaking for the
wegt as o menbor of the metlonal committee on organizstion and

Pmﬁmmzmmwmm 8 protost was
ed with the National Broedeasting company. :

As & reoult of this protest, alomg with meny others,
Mhmmwmmsammm-mmmmsm
Department of Apgricultwre features coming from 12 m. onmy o
setisfactory arranpgement,

Infortunately, howover, for NHevada, at this timo the
western division of the Natiomal Broadeasting sompany was split
inke bwo nebworks, with the Wertern Parn onf Yeme houy o the
wealer of the twos

Although there is ne NBC station in Neveds, farmors
in this stete with efficient radios may receive the program
from ¥ECA, Los m.m,mmamarm.om
Sinee K0, Reno, woalter in pover then most of these statloms,
the Western Farm and Home hour ig the only wmy the exbensien
gervice has of reaching all the farmere in Nevads. For this
rensom, stress has been put upon coopsration in 1%,

Hovnda's tellks come largely from extensiom workers,
but ineluded alse were some sgrioultural experiment station
warkers, for whoge appearanse by proxy before the San Frenciseo
miorophome errengements were made by the Vevada extenmsion editors

the radio service of the
mmwwerigﬂ - wore brosdonst throughe
mmm.mwwm.mmnsm&mxmmm |

Again during 1936, sll of these talls eleared
the extension oditer and were edited by hime Talks net
wmmmmnmxmm.mlm
were ineluded, and the Parm Flashes, day in and dsy out, were
adapted by the extension editer to lecal comd muﬂm
wmsuormmummmm editor
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Through these talks the preduction eontrol progrems of the
federel agricultural adjustment sdministration were made more
mwhmmwwmm. In ade

arthnlﬁ*bw uMlummthM
hmﬁaginsmml.

Station XOH, which was rather dubious sbout using the
Faom Flashes whon they were first presented Ly the extension
editor, is now emthusiastic sbout themy not aly as comserns
the subjects but as concerns the splendid way in which they are
writton, The tellks go om the alr ot 1:15 ps mey o tine when
many Hewade fevmers are still in the house after dinpers Dure
ing the noom howr itself, would be wore sulteble, but that time
is not available.

Last year, the levads extension editer made srrangee
ments with XO0H to carry, also, the lousekeepor®s Chats, a Us 8.
De As | which he bad been seuding Yo the Reno stetion for
some i Arrangements were made to have the programs sent
fm‘ﬁm.im.m&wmpwammmtmm-

Tith two exbension programs, as well as a weekly levada
State Farm Bureau program, KO 4s cooperating splendidly in agrie
eulbural and home econmaies feabures.

mhﬂl%mﬁ%wmm MEM:&NM
 good start in Uis direchimms Six of the sevan bullsting were

mwtmwmm.wmmmuam*
mammmmmmnummmmmw
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Myrs. Holen Tremewan (nee Helem Stimson) for first year foods work,
in which there is an exeeptionally large enrollment, The ¢ld bule
lebin was brought up to date, o new drawn cover design provided,
and & new formet plemmed. The issue ran o 2,500, snd the bule
lebin combained 70 papges.

fagther former bulletin was revised and reprinted, "High
uﬁmmmmm.hyww.mwmm
yoar Nl club girls in foods worke. This bulletin, which sonmtained
8ly pages and was issued in o prizking of 2,500 coples, is one of
the most popular and useful of 21l Nevada's home economic publicaw
tionss since the bmsds of ite theme is a particular Nowada problem.

Another baking bulletin, "The Art of Breadmaicing”, third-
yosr foods demousgbration boxt, was written by Hellen M, Cillette,
and ran to an lssue of 1,500 coplss sinee there ave fewer girls
in the thirdeyear work than in the two previous years. It has 70
pages. In this bulletin appear spproximetely = dozen 1llustratioms,

Most oxtensive of tho home eeonomics leH elub work bule
leting was the sme embitled "The Sple-and-Spen Cirl", Yy Lema Hauke,
County Dxbumsion Agenmt, designed for first year girls in the elothe
ing projescts Huming to 110 pages, this book combaing 28 1lluse
trati In the opinion of thu exbenslion oditor, it is one of the
bost motivated projest books inm publiestlon smprhers, and will be
a proat sthmlus in clvd work in Movada., TH wes issued in volume
af 5,000 eoples.

metummmmwwmwsimMum
"The Swmer Outfit", & book for members ¢f seoomd year clothing
alubs, Thisz book, as well as its companion, boars a oover dow
uim Yy Robert Cole Caples, Yovada's best kmown artist, with a
indigenous of the state, It sombains 11 1llustrotions im
ﬁwm"aummmwmm It was writbten

aaﬁ - Mt@miﬁmmﬁuﬂurwbah%ﬂm
published during vYhe yeoar a compsnion bullst Pihe
Swmmer Oubfit", and umm*mwmenm. ‘Degigned

AT



56 pages of printed waterial in en edition of 1500 copiess The
cover, barayeard scene, is one of the best covers yet to be used
on an extension bulletin, and wvas plammed Ly the extension edi=

tor from the taking of the photograph through the printing,

All the Nevada bulletins this year wero printed at the
state wﬂming office of Wevada in Carson City. Joe Farnsworih,
ites puperintendent end Desn K. Smith, its foreman, lent their
spmm mopomﬁm which conbributed greatly to the quality
of the work in the booklets,

dran, éaminny on farms md' umially in Nevads.

Hotivation ig one of the current methods belng stroge
sed in modern education and, in a large degree, this was used
in the 1936 tulletins, thus meking easier the assimilation of
gpound principles by the boys and girls on Fevads farns.

Largs type was used to promote reading, illustrations
wore plembiful, much white gpace was included, eover designs to
stimlate the imagination were plamned and in these and
mmm&meummrwmm

wmammmmmwmmw
rectors Thomas Duckmen and lpg Stilwell Buel, practieally
all the bulletins relating to Leil ¢lub werk will be vevised,
mmwnzhmmmrwmwmmu
Hevads will have as fine a course in LM olub instruction and

All told, about fifty new Dulleting will be published
:ﬁthemhiuuﬁwhmhm&wu

of soveral yoars. VWhen it is completed, it is expocted
w mwhﬁuw;nhomwﬂﬂrngeuﬁwmm

bulletin, an instruction book for firet yoar | 'ezm«.m
mmmimmmnmsmmah mmm_
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In eddition to those mctually printed, a great deal
of sditoriel work was done on two other bullebing,

Pirst of thase, "Setting Up Tayler Grazing Districts
in Wevada", is the most extensive, ruming to many pages, tables,
and illustrations. With Assistent Director Thomes Duclmen as
ite editor, it will come from the pregses of the state printing
offise wnder a wm appropriation of the 1935 legislaturs,
in the soring of 1037,

Algo to be published dwring 1%7 ta the baby beef feed-
ing end (inishing handbook, now in ion by Josoph V.
Wilson, comty extemsiom agent, This will bnamtm@nth
poultry handbools

One of the remsepe for this exbenaive bulletin program
in 1956, which has ocscupied so mueh of the exbension editer's
tine, is to provide lovads exbtension agents with printed materdal
which will enslble them betber tv ocarry on the stundard
in addition te the mltifarious new activitiss which hawe fallen
mtmrmmmmawumehmmutm

Thevgh less efficient than news storles ag an exbension
method, bulleding rank smonmg the boat and cheapest ways of ine
fluencing approved practices end, with tinme and energy at a pre-
mivm, doubtless ere even more waluables

The extension editorts dubties in conmection with these

bulleting consisted of coumseling with the author as %o olarity,

and other mebtersy goyy reeding and editing
thewxm. the ewts madey plarning the format end ty-
pography; designing snd aranging for the drawing of the gover
degigne or having the vhotographs taken snd the outs mades ochecke
ing the preof, arranging for the printing, and seeing the job
through the printing office.

As 8 result of the inelffTielency which resulted frem
some of the authors not preparing copy hfmﬂi&mﬂh
mmmmmmmmmwm;m

_ oireular for suggestions to prosweetive ) m
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the coples in the office have been misplaced,

Inmmdmwtemmuﬂm for reference
work and for other pwrposes, & beg of binding of these bule
leting vas begun, togethe: with the collection, from verious
sources, of those now migsing or unavailable,

Beveral sets were gotten together during the year, and
more will be done from time to time wobil sufficient coples of
bound volumes containing all of the printed bulleting of the sore
viee from its begimnings are prepared.

mmmmm,mwwtmmh
mmmhtMMMBmdeﬂthm
hendling of the agricultural outlook meterial, which has been
confined largely to one armml bulletin and news stories at
senconal inbtervels.

The news stories, it wms felt, belng timely and printed
mmmaamnjmwwmehmw_mmn
local pepers -« were a realistie approsch o the problems The
bulletin, however, appeared to be dry, academie Informetion of
mmmimwmwmuamm
er or range riding stockmen.

An etbempt was made in 193% to solve the Wulletin probe
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not solve the problem of getting outlook information to Newada
farmers. This feeling was shared by the extension editor end,
$0 o lesser degree, by the seonomists of the stete office.

Sop 8 ghep was attempted whish 1t was hoped would proe-
vide a sound solution:. In a questiommmire, the agents wers
asked what theoy thought the farmers' reactions would be to sever-
ol contemplated methods,

Vote Against Pullebin

A mjority of the agents belleved that any outlook bule
mmmamwtmm% ag a mothod of getting sueh
informption to the farmers. d that the information ia
mmmmmmutammwawm-ammgm.
instead of concemtrated in ome Pell effert. This ell, despite
the belief that the illustrated bulletin wasg a great improvenent.

Practionlly all of them believed that the newspaper
story is the best available medium for outlosk information, since
there the farmer reads sbout his owa industry as well as the other
indugtries in his home community, and he does it regularly on the
mn of established habits. Some of the agents would abanden all

A proposal for the issuing of g fourepage leaflet of
| outlock end other economic information, at intervals during the
| yoar when the material in it could be seasonal, received cone

| siderable approbation.

The agents also approved a poriodicale~-menthlys; if poge
sible~wfarm price index, distributed in the form of news stories,
as well through the projested seasemnl leaflet.

Following the disoussion of these matters at the annual
extension conference for the gtate, it was dotermined to try to
follaw them oube
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The first mmber contained nothing but cutlook waterial,
and covereds in briefs all the importent cormodities produced in
Hevade. In subsequent nusbers, totaling six during the year, an
attenpt was made to treat the outlock materiel on a spot news
bagie snd to Ltreat varlous outlooks at the time or season of the
year during which they ceused the most interests In & genersl
mmlymthh domey, with the result that although the
is en improvement, it still has & long way to go before it takes
its rightful place in solving the preblem of getting ecomemie
information to the farmers of Newndns

The ineffectiveness of the plan lies, in the opi |
of the editor, not in the methed but in the mamer of working 1%
outs Two things, he believes, would tend to improve things., In
the first plave, one of the sxtension cconomlists sghould handle
cutlook material throughout the year, ingtead of the present plan
of alternating respomsibility, which mey have some tendency teo
buck passing, In the second place, ecareful plans for the various
outlooks throughout the year should be mede and followed. As it
iz, no organived attempt tauhtaﬁothh.ﬁththrﬁtw
mayy outlooks anmmmuthmmamm

The department of farm development of the agricultural
exporiment station mailed sopies of the leaflet to its
fermors, while the extension service distributed about two thoue
sand copies to farmers throughout the state.

A1, or practically all, of the outlook articles carried
in the leaflet were also semt to the papers of the state, farm
magazines, and so forth es news stories, and received a strong
playe hmmummenm.mmm
of the "Socnomic Talks" mmmm&mmmm
inbnamkim This may seem & roundabout way of doing bub

t appears to worl,

m»mm«rummmm umm
but much more should be dome to mmmpum
soteup. Mhtbﬁiﬂ'nmm; good job will be done,
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THE © AGEYD SERVICE

mm-

Howhere was the heavy burden of work which the agents
of the University of Nevada agriewltural extension gervice are
garrying this year bebtber eoxemplified than in their news story

production.

&
In no year since 1930 hag the eactivity of the agents
along the lines of using their newspapers to sarry infermation
eftmmﬂcxbmalmdmmm&nmiwmmm
eaking WMQMMHWMaMMhM

most important metter in a sparsely populated state
umnmm

the Wﬁﬁ’ - e et e T i ma

A men WOmEN, WRS s

y and consisbantly ress wstil &% renshed 76,3 in 1988, sines
oh &emmlwmwwhyzurummdm

MMMMWWM‘*

activitiess

Hevedn recognizse the wmlue of this servise, and
koow thet it is, & MM&W.MWMW
wammmnmwmmamumm
which they de not appear to haves

w&uhu, the agents of the state wrote 913 nows
stories the year, or an average of 50,7 stories per agat.
This figures is e total of 125 wnder thot of the year before,

and an average of nbout seven shorles per agenmt less than for




m«nmmwmxgm so valuable,
it should be given all possible attention Ly both agent and ex=
tension editer, It is, however, probably futile to try to en-
mtmmmwwmm mmmhi;:n

mm a mmu m mnnﬂ.o m M oondie
tiomse

Wevertheless, slighted though it is, this method is
being widely used and is producing results. It is cheering te
MM.QWMMWfamMWMM
slipping, it still is above any year befare 1931,

(Tables showing tho produgtiom figures are given in
the exhibit seotion of this report.)

Boganze of the Mﬂmﬁtmmum state,
as well ag of the banks, tho sooperstive BankerFarmer advertis-

project, wmﬁthmﬂm abandoned
mg%am tttm in the four years previous. ey

With the present stress en federal plans to help the
farmery togother with the heavy burden of work it involves, as
mummmm@fmmnumh
that this will have to be ebandoned watil extension
work returns to nermel,

' with great success in the years and 1931,
mmmmwmmﬁmwmmmo of & y
series of ¢ nts prometing approved agrieultwral pract
gess which are placed in the newspapers of the state by the loeal
banks over their names and earrying their recormendations.

The in the two yesrs of its operation, wes

50 ;'wm Stete Bankers' Associetion as ome of the
chief projeets of its sgriowltursl coxmittoes




In the latter part of 1932, aprroximetely cne-half of
the banke of the state, most of them agriecultural sections of
mmta.awmmmmmemmmm
of 1953, Muny of them are now open, but are in no position to
undertake the projeet. Undeor such conditions, no such cooporas
tive advertising program could be carried on

Likewise, the formers and ranchers of the state who
wore in sconomic straights, being herd pressed to make ends
meot rather than to atbtempt the adoption of new agricultural
preactices, have not entirely recovered from the utmwa
geries of very dry years.

The planting of forest trees for windbreals woodleb,
mmimtwmm'ummmm
Ndwwqummmmwmerlmﬁm
the that nearly as many of the seedlings were set oubt
on the farms of the stete this year as in all previous years.

mmmmmmummmm
farmers of the state had purchased exd sot out 15,885 trees,
mwm e:‘mﬂ 1$;h:d - has 'bz
pramobed by the extension services The planting wes nesrly
mmﬁmmmurmwtmmm
m&‘;

m mtb m and the Noveda mm |
her with the Nevads agrieultural agents, on this

the distridbution of the trees m
Mwwmhmmﬁwth
rector for sgriculture.




mut%mawumwam»mw
hilenrdal report of the University nrxmwarw
the governor and the state legislature fell teo the editore In

this reporty a brief suwmry of the significant activities of
the division during the last two years is given,

In m e TANGos, m mmm Mi‘hlr &&M m
the preoparmtion of talks for pwblic delivery by obher monbers
of the state of'fice stall.

E&mawnd-uam@hmmlﬂxmm"
health booklet comtest of the home ecomomics division, serving
as ¢ judgs of the public appeal of the exhibits,

Considering the many dubles of the Vevads sbtabe stalf,

it was well represented, both in picture and in gopy. in the
various issues of the Extension Service Review during the years

w w e NEWE SERVICE BXHIBITS » & «

1. 1936 Nevadn Agrieultural Extension Service Bulletins.

2+ Tebles Showing WMuwber of Stories Written by Men and
Women Agents, 1927 « 1936,

3¢ Table Bhawring Classifieation of Stateswide “tories
as to Projeet.

i« Representative Stabe-wide Stories of 19%6.
5e Complete File of "Seomomis Talke with Nevada Parmers”,



HOMBER OF REWS BTORIES WRITTEN IY MEN AND WOMEN AGENTS
1087 &~ 19%¢

. TOTAL  NOJuEES TOTAL O,
DAYE = AGENTS  ACENDS  STORIES  MEWS STORTES

1927 8 men 11 B4y
5 women

1988 8 men 11

1929 11 mem 16

1980 11 mem 16

86el

1831 12 men 17

:

1982 12 men 17

1885 12 men ;- ¢

1248 7840

1088 * 70 #

® ¥

918 0T

308
39
04
79
809
280
& women, 492
6%
557
B35
36

smber 1054 = Ootober 1986 inclusive)

S - ol G R -




NUMBER OF NEWS STORIES PUBLISHED BY EACH AGENT

1931 = 1932 « 10335 = 1955 - 1936

He B, Boerlin
Royal D. Crook
Louie A. Gardella
Paul L. Maloney
Mark W. Menke

D. Il, Propps

Es B« Recanzone:
A. J. Reed

Es Co Reed

Otto Re Schulz
Wilbur H. Stodieck
Ce Re Towmsend
Joseph W. Wilson
J« He Wittwer

Total Men Agents

Hargaret Brenner
Hellen I, Gillette
Lena Hauke

M. Gertrude Hayes

Grace H, Schmidtlein

Helen S. Tremewen
Total Women Agents
Total All Agents

1931

A

27

52
49

93

186
52
45
38
25
15
42

51
230
190
140

gl

492

1125

*11 lMonths only - December 1934 - Cetober 1935

s 280
20 28
66 29

0 0
70 55

113 70

135 113
99 110
49 108
63 a7
56 58
55 28
24 54

. S

765 707
72 84
40 54

242 201

169 184
14 12

537 535

1300 1242

*¥1935

M

60
al

0
40

59

38
59
78

24

163

48

73

130

65

39

307

951

1936
28

80

26
101

37
120
31
10

72

&

556

64
120
94

Tok

857

913



CLABSIFICATION OF STATESWIDE NEWS STORIES
8 0 PROJECT
Noveriber 1, 1086 to October 81, 19356

TWHBIR HOSWOERDS
SIONIES  Ashehe  Ashehs Zoma
. 400 3 400
1
X 23 800 & 300
VI Agrisultural Eoonomios 2 : " % :
S Livortock 2 3 560 +
4G Wous 3 3 500 1
e gy PP 1500 1
Axl6 Use of Market Informe 1 200 §
BeCrodit bas o T ¢ 1700 1
Cwigrioulturnl Outlook 1 % 500 ¢
Jeitirel Rehebilitetion
& Resatbm s 80 w I :
B3 Kevtatteonl Micpbaet : 50 25500 25600 1
1 118 400 s 51850
. $ 1000 ¢
x ¥ 400 3
4 3 1160
g 1 750 ¢
1 480 1
2 1 1000 ¢
: ' - & 510 1600 : 3550
VIII Club Work & : 950 :
b gy g 3 1100 1
t 2 ¢ GGO
A | 660 3
1 34 260 & 1400
3 & 11850 ¢
i X 400 3 400
t 1 3 360
1 s 360 @

95 $95 %0 25500 44704 ¢ 44704
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| NEVADA Lel CLUD TOTAL

| CLIMES HIGHER 1N 1935

| Hent HEVADA RURAL DOVE AND GIRLE TOOR eant In Led Gunn.icnu
N THE STAYE oumreng 1930 vaAR N ANY YEAR, TITH ONE EXCERYION, Sinee

; tHE wonLD wan, Tuouss Duckoan, ABSIETANY DIRCCTOR oF THE UNIVERSITY oF

| NEvaRA ACHICULTURAL ERYENGION SERVICE, SHICH GRONGORE YHE WORK, Al

MOUNGED THIS WERKe |

TOvAL ENROLLBENY, HE GAID, HEAGMED THE wioH ricuse or 926, on

| wone tiaN ONE FOURwAITOCRER POR EVERY WUNDNED CITIZENO AW THE STAYEe ToE

| oMLY OTHER VEAR SINOCE THE WAR BWEN THIE FIGURE WA EXCEEUED WA 1951,

L ungn YHE EumoLLscwy Juwseo vo Dhli

THE GARN IN HUDBERG, ACCORDING VO TUGKMAN, MAD BECN SYEAOY
L6IngE THE LOw POINY REAGHED aw IDER, ArTER THE ZETUUSIASE OF THE WAR

GARDEN VEARS WAD OEOLINGGs IN THAT YEAR 550, onLy Aout SuEeTHIND OF
THE PREBENY STATE NUNDERS, WENE ENROLLED.

FRrune rFARS ROMENARENS LEAL CONGIDERABLY I6 nUWBEns or NEvADA's
LFOUReA I YENERS, TUERE SEINS GO6 5P YHES® ENROLLED 1N THE STAYE IW COUPARIEON
Ivo Bho womss Bovae |

PROJELTE OF WORK CARRIEZS ON OV THE VOUNGEYENG, N UHICH THEY
[UNDERYARE AND CARRY T COUPLETION BUTICS COUNSH ASOUT THE WONE OR THE
FARG, DuCKRAN GAVE, GIVE & SREYTY 000D PIOTURE OF THE AGHICULTURAL LAIPE

T THE SYATE.

LeaDINg ALL OYHERS AN POPULARIYTY AND ACCOUNTING FOR WUOW BORE
[THAN WALP 6F YHE CUBLE 10 GLOTHING WORR, BUT SHANPLY ON ITH HEELS WAS
“jwut WITH BAIRY SATYAE, THILE POULTRY SORN, WOME GARDEN PROJLOTS, GWINE
AIGING AND FOOD SELSCTION AMD PREPARAT IO uxan ANONG THE LEADERG.

{tone)

BeUNIVERBITY BF TEVADA RORIPULTURAL CEKTENBIGN GEAVE T

ERAT 4 vE uugm,run ExvENS oM wnu. Mzc v Vv b Jmm, tém
ik Yo CHEEL, DISESTONs s o s 8 s o ¢ o ohs Lo Hisouns

ey L
T e TR
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GTHER PROJECTE UNDER THE CANZ OF THE YOUNCGTURG DURING THE

1935 vEaAR ARE MARKEY GANBENS, VARD IRPFROVENERY , SRAIE AND POTATS

PROJECYE, YURKEY RAISING, DEEF GATTLE WoRk, SUEES NANSING, RADDIY

GROVING, RANGE BANABEMENY, PARM ACCOUNTING, AGRICULTURAL ENOINEERING,

FORERYRY y FOGD PAEGERVAVIONG AND HOWE INPRGVELENTS

|
i
l
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NOTE TO EDITOR-~--BECAUSE CF THE URGENCY OF THIS STORY, IT IS BEING
SENT SIMULTANEGUSLY TO ALL NevaDaA PAPERS RECEIFVING 1Tseenrslabe

NEW SOIL ACT IN NEV.DA
TO GET UNBCER WAY SOON

FirnsT STEPS TOWARD PUTTING INTO EFFECT IN NEVADA THE PROVISIONS
OF THE NEW SO0IlL CONSERVATION ACT WILL BE TAKEN AT A MEETINE OF
FARMERS AND LAND GRANT COLLEGE REPRESENTATIVES IN SALT LAKE ©1TY NEXT
WEEKe

FOUR'NEQADANS WILL ATTEND THE'SESSlONS, WHtCH WILL BRING DELEGATES
FROM ALL THE WESTERN STATES, THomMAs Buckman, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF
THE UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENS]ION SERVICE, SATD THIS
WEE Ke

In AvorTron 10 Buexman, Ls Es CLine, &np ¥¢ Es SC07T 0F THE
EXTENSION SERVICE WILL REPRESENT NEVADA'S LANODO GRANT COLLEGE,; WHILE
GEORGE OelLv;E, LiveEsTocKman oF LEE, ELkO CoUNTY, AND PRESIDENT OF
THE Nevaoa StaTeE Faam Bﬂntau, WILL SPEAK FOR THE FARMENRS OF THE STATE
OctLVIE WAS INVITED TO ATTEND THE MEETING BY “ECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE,
HENRY WALLACES

DETAILS OF THE NEW LAW, WHICH IS DESIGNED TOo REPLACE THE TRIPLE
T

A"y RECENTLY HELD UNCONSTITUTIONAL BY THE SUPREME COURT, WiILL BiE

L]

EXPLAINED B8Y UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE MEN FrROM WAsSHING=
TON, AND METHODS OF MAKING THE ACT IMMEDIATELY EFFECTIVE 1IN NEVADA AND -
OTHER WESTERN STATES WiILL BE TAKEN UP.

SPECIAL WESTERN PROBLEMS IN ADAPTING THE ACT TO THIS TERRITORY
WILL COME UFP AT THE MEETING, WHICH wiLL BE HELD MonNoay, Tuesoay AND
WeoNESDAY,; (T 1§ EXFECTEDS | ' | :

AMONG THE MEN FROM WASHINGTON TO ADORESS THE GATHERING, ACCORD=-
ING 70 PLANS, WiLL BE Ms L, WiLson, ASSIBTANT SECRETARY 9F AGRICULTUNE;

. Gs B. THorNE, DIRECTOR OF THE ASA LLVESTOCK 01VIS19N; AND GEORGE E.

FARRELL, DIRECTOR FOR THE AAA GRAINS D1VISIANG
2

FROM=UNIVErS 7Y 0F NEVADA RGRIGULTURAL EXTENSIoN Divisian, RENO, NEVs

QGOPEHATIVE AgRlouLTunaL Extension Work, Acts oF May & June, jgih r

ECIL W CREEL, DIRECTOHE 0 R 0 b 5 e AslLe HiScINBOTHAM, Enoiror :
_ i —l, )
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BEST SHRUBS, VINES, TREES
FOR NEVADA PLANTING NAMED

WITH MANY HOME=QWNERS |N THE NORTHERN AND CENTRAL PARTS OF THE
STATE PREPARING TO MAKE SPRING PLANTINGS, MarRk We MENKE OF THE
Uviverst Ty oF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE THIS WEEK LISTED
§HRUBRS, VINES, AND TREES ADAPTED TO COMDITIONS IN THESE SECTIONS OF
NEVADA

_"SHRuas AND TREES SHOULD BE ORDERED FOR “MMED! TE DELIVERY AND
PLANTED DURING MARGCH AND APRIL WHILE THE WEATHER 1S STILL COOL," HE

"AND THEY SHOULD BE PRUNED HEAVILY WHEN PLANTEODO 50 THAT THE TOPS

SAYS,
WIiLL NOT REQUIRE MORE MOISTURE THAN THE ROOTS CAN SUPPLV.?

VERY BEST DEPENDABLE SHRUBS FOR NEVADA UNDER THE MOST SEVERE
CONDITIONS, ACCORDING TO MENKE, ARE BUSH HONEYSUCKLE3; CARAGANAj
ELDERBERRY; SNOWBERRY; CORAL BERRY; SERVICE BERRY; CURRANT; DOGWO0D;
BUCKTHORN; COTONEASTER; PERS I AN, CH:NES@, FRENCH AND COMMON L ILACS;
GNOWBALL3; TAMARIX; ROSA RUGO8A; Van HouTte AnD KOREAN SPIREAS , JAPAN=
ESE OLEASTER, ENGLISH PRIVET, AND FLOWERING ALMOND.

SEVERAL OTHER GOQOD SHRUBS BUT WH| CH NEED WINTER PROTECT | ON N
EASTERN NEVADA, HE SAYS, ARE MOCK ORANGE, DEUTZIA, JAPAN QU INCE 4

FORSYTHIA, AND BARBERRY

AMONG THE BEST SHADE TREES FOR NEVADA THE EXTENSION AGENT SAYS
ARE CHINESE AND AMERICAN ELM, RusstAN OLIVE, “ONEY LOCUST, BLACK \
LOCUST, GOLDEN WlLLOW, HAWTHORNE, CRABAPPLE, BOLLEANA, AND S| LVER

AND CAROLINA POCPLARS. (MORE)

FRoM = UNtvERs|TY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION DivisioN, RENO, NEVe
CoorpenraTive AgricuvLTtuns . Extension Work, Acts oF May & June, 191
GEctL We Crent, DiRrerons s . » o wow s wbe Ly Hiss iusareap, Evitos
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Tue BEST VINES ARE SILVER LaceE ViNe, VIiRGINIA CREEPER, HONEY=
SUCKLE, CLEMATI 8 MOZN VINE, AND WILD GUCUMBER s
"Amowa THE EVERGREEN SHRUBS AND TREES WHICH ARE VERY HARDY
ARE MANY SPECIES OF JUNIPER, SPRUCE AND PINE," MENKE STATESe "THE
‘ L]
WERY BEST OF THESE ARE PFITZER, PROSTRATE, SAVIN, SARGENT, AND COLUMN
JuniPER; EneELMAN, NorRwAy, AND COLORADO BLUE AND GREEN SPRUCE; AND
MucHO DWARF AND AUSTRIAN PINEs
"EVERGREEN COTNONEASTER, MAHONIA AND PYRACANTHA ARE ALSO
EXCELLENT SHRUBS BUT NEED FAVORABLE LOGCAT|ONS AND SOME WiINTER PRO=
TECTION IN HIGHER ALTITUDES,"
ARBOR=VITAE ARE NOT SATISFACTORY IN Nevabpa NORTH oF WINNEMUC-
CA, AGCORDING TO THE EXTENSION MAN, AND SHOULD NAT BE PURCHASEODs JUN |-
PERS ARE MUCH MORE HARDY AND ARE EVEN MORE ATTRACT|VE THAN ARBOR VITAEe
EVERGREENS NEED NOT BE PRUNED, SINCE THEY COME WITH A BALL OF EARTH

ARCGUND THE RQOOTSe

=50 =
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SOIL CONSERVATION ACT
DETAILS ARE EXPLAINED

To PRESERVE AND IMPROVE THE $0IL RESOURCES OF NEVADA FARMERS
AND TO REESTABLISH AND MAINTAIN THEIR PURCHASING POWER ARE THE CHIEF
PURPOSES OF THE NEW FEDERAL SOIL CONSERVATION AND DOMESTIC ALLOTMENT
PROGRAM, NOW GETTING UNDER WAY IN THE STATE, ACCORDING T0 PROFESSOR
Vs "Ee  Seort 0F THE UNIVERSITY oF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE.

UNDER THE PROGRAM, SCOTT SAID IN EXPLAINING THE NEW LAW
LAST WEEK, NEVADA FARMERS WiLL RECEIVE PAYMENTS FOR PLANTING CERTAIN
CROPS AND FOR CERTAIN PRACTICES WHICH ARE AUTHORIZED BY THE LAW,

FAQMERS WiLL BE PAID FOR PLANTING SOIL CONSERVING OR SOIL
BUILDING CROPS ON ACREAGES FORMERLY USED FOP OIlL DEPLETING CROPS, ON
THE BASIS OF THE NUMBER OF ACRES IN THE VARIOUS TYPES OF CROPS (N
1925

PAYMENTS WiLL VARY, THE LAW PROVIDES, ACCORDING TO THE PRO=
DUCTIVITY OF THE SOIL AND THE KIND OF CROP REPLACED, WITH THE PRO=-
DUCTIVITY OF THE CROP LANDS IN EACH COUNTY AS A BASIS,

FIGURES HAVE NOT YET BEEN WORKED OUT FOR NEVADA, ACCORDING
To ScoTT, BUT IN THE NATION AS A WHOLE, PAYMENTS ARE EXPECTED TO
AVERAGE ABOUT &10 aN ACRE.

IN NO CASE, SCOTT SA1D, MAY THILS PAYMENT EXCEED THAT FOR I 5
PERCENT OF THE SO!1L DEPLETING ACREAGE OF THE BASE vEAR of |935 own
EACHIFARM.

THE
IN ADDITION, ACCORDING TO/PROGRAM, NEVADA FARMERS WILL BE

PAID FOR EACH ACRE ON THEIR FARMS, WHICH, in 1936, 18 PLANTEB IN
BUILDING CROPS OR ON WHICH SOIL BUILDING PRACTICES AR CARRIED OUT.

L TH1S PAYMENT MAY NOT EXCEED $l AN ACRE FOR ALL SCIL CONSERVING AND
BUILDOING CROPS ON THE Faam tN 1936, ACCORDIYE TO REGULATIONS

%0

FrRom=UN i VERSITY OF NEVADA AGRicULTURAL Extenpion Division, Reno, Neve
CooreraTIVE AgRICuL TURAL ExTENs1oN Work, AcTs ofF May & June, 191L
GELIL W5 CrEChy, & & 5 % 5 0. 5 detioe g ome e L disa ile aHANs b1 Ton




g

G R I 0E TR AL NENWE SERVYIGE
ReLEASE UPpoN RECEIPT = 1936=-#33-6=23-A&AB=L00=ExcrLusive 1n Your City

IMPORTANT FEEDING TIME
FOR TURKEYS I8 NOW HERE

NEVADA TURKEY GROWERS WHO WANT TO MAKE PROFITS AT THE BUSINESS
ARE PUTTING THE POUNDS ON THEIR BIRDS AS FAST AS POSSIBLE THESE DAYS,
IN THE OPINION OF Le Eo CLiINE,; OF THE UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTUR AL
EXTENSION SERVICEa

THE FOUR OR FIVE MONTHS OF THE SUMMER FEEDING PERIOD ARE THE
MOST VITAL TO MAKING PROFITS, CLINE STATED, AND IF IT IS POSSIBLE TO
MAKE A PROFIT ON THE SUMMER FEEDING PERIOD, MONEY PROBABLY WILL NOT
BE MADE AT ALL BY THE HOLIDAY BIRD RAISERs

THE FIRST SiX WEEKS OF THE TURKEY's LIFE 18 A VERY CGRITICAL
PERIOD, THE EXTENSION MAN SAYS, BUT LITTLE WEIGHT 1S PUT ONs THE
FINISHING PERIOD JUST BEFORE MARKETING THE BIRDS 18 ALSO IMPORTANT,
BUT IN IT LIKEWISE LITTLE WEIGHT I8 ADDED IN PROPORTION TO THE LARGE
EXPENSE FOR FEEDs _ ’

Bur DURING THE IN=BETWEEN PERIOD, ACCORDING TO CLiNE, THE
RAPIDLY GROWING TURKEY ADDS POUNDS ECONOMICALLY BECAUSE |IT CONVERTS
AT A RAPLD RATE, LARGE AMOUNTS OF A RELATIVELY LOW PRICED FEED INTO
A HIGH PRICED COMMODITY TO GRACE THE TABLE OURING THE FALL AND WINTERS

' PERIOD

DURING_THIS FAST GROWING/A RELATIVELY SMALL PROPORTION OF THE FEED
GIYVEN I8 NEEDED FOR MAINTENANCE WHILE A LARGE PROPORTION 18 AVAILABLE
FOR GROWYH AND PROF[TSe

WHEN THE AVERAGE TURKEY 18 TWO MONTHS OLD, IT WIiLL WEIGH ABOUT

2¢5 POUNDS, THIS WEIGHT 1S PUT ON AT AN AVERAGE RATE oF 2415 PounDS
- (MoRE)

FrRom=UNtvERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE, ﬁtso, NEV.
CooPERATIUE AgricuLTunal Extension Work, Acts ofF May & JUNE, 1914
Cecit W, Creet, DIRECTORe o & w s o o« Ao Lo HiceinBoTHAM, EDITOR
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OF FEED PER POUND GAIN IN WEIGHTe A MONTH LATER, .THE TURKEY WILL
WEIGH 5 POUNDS, AND WILL BE GAINING ONE POUND FOR APPROXIMATELY EACH
THREE POUNDS OF FEED EATENS

AT THE END OF THE FOURTH MONTH, THE TURKEY SHOULD WEIGH" AT
LEAST Be25 POUNDS AND 1S TURNING FEED INTO TURKEY NMEAT AT THE RATE
0F 3«5 POUNDS OF FEED TO ONE POUND OF TURKEY.

Goob GAINS MAY BE MADE ALSO DURING THE FIFTH MONTH, CLINE
DAYy BUT THEREAFTER THE RATI0 OF POUNDS SAINED T0 FRED HOKEUMED
DECLINES VERY RAPIDLY, UNTIL IT TAKES H+6 POUNDS OF FEED TO PRODUGE
ONE POUND OF TURKEY IN THE SIXTH MONTH AND APPROXIMATELY 10,7 PoOUNDS
OF FEED FOR ONE POUND OF MEAT IN THE SEVENTH MONTHa

AFTER THAT, THE FEEO OFTEN COSTS MORE THAN THE NET PRICE
WHICH WILL BE RECEIVED FOR THE ADDITIONAL POUNDS OF TURKEY -

CLines sTRESSED THAT, WHILE FEEDING IN ADEQUATE QUANTITY
1§ VERY IMPORTANT, THE COMPOSITION OF THE FEED 18 EQUALLY IMPORTANT

THE TWO MUST GO TOGETHER |F THE MOST POUNDS OF TURKEY ARE TO BE PUT

ON »
JusT HOW ALL THIS WORKS OUT 18 NELUSTRATED IN A LEAFLET
WHICH NEVADA TURKEY GROWERS MAY OBTAIN FREE FROM THEIR AGRICULTURAL

EXTENSION AGENTS IN THE VARIOUS COUNT IES o

w=3 0=
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BANG'S DISEASE CLEANUP
IS UNDER WAY IN NEVADA

EBADICATION OF BANG's DISEASE FROM_NEVADg CATTLE 1§ WELL
UNDER WAY THROUGH THE Dﬁlva_or THE Ues S Bugeau OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY
TO ELIMINATE THE MALADY, NOT ONLY IN THIS STATE, BUT THROUGHOUT THE
COUNTRY s

WORKING UNDER FEDERAL LAWS PROVIDING FOR THE PURCHASET™ AND
ELIMINATION OF DISEASED ANIMALS, THE FEDERAL VETERINARIANS BY May |
Hap Founo 2,445 NEVADA REACTORS, THEIR OWNERS HAD BEEN INDEMNIFIED
BY THE GOVERNMENT, AND THE CATTLE HAD BEEN SLAUGHTEREDs

THE DISEASED ANIMALS WERE DISCOVERED AFTER 29, |78 HeaD oF
CATTLE IN THE STATE HAO BEEN TESTED SINCE THE PR OGRAM BEGAN . IN JuLy
}93&, AND REPRESENT BUT B¢’ PERCENT OF ALL ANIMALS (N THE STATE TEGT=
TED FOR Banc's DISEASEe THIS FIGURE IS SLIGHTLY BELOW THE AVERAGE
FOR THE COUNTRY AS A WHOLE, Dre Re A« GIVEN, INSPECTOR IN CHARGE OF
THE BUREAU'"S WORK 1IN N;vgnn,_nmwouncsn THIS WEEKe

OF_THE I,h29 HERDS TESTED, HOWEVER, 773 Heros, or 5L PpeErcCENT,
WERE FOUND %Q BE INFECTEDe THIS FIGURE COMPARES W ITH 3]l PERCENT FOR
THE UNITED STATES AS A WHOLEe THE :NFEcrtD_szana HERDS CONTAINED
19,984 neao oF catTLE, OF WHiCH 2,445 were REACTORS, OR |2 PERCENT OF
THE ANIMALS IN INFECTED HERDS, A FIGURE WELL BELOW THE Use Ss AVERAGE

CARRIED OUT ON A NATION=WIDE BASIS, Banc's DISEASE ERADfCATtoN
IS A FEDERAL=STATE CO=OPERATIVE PROJECT.,

THE WORK 16 CONDUGTED BY THE BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY OF THE
(moRrE)

FRoM=UNTVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE, RENO, NEVe
CoorErATIVE AGRICULTURAL ExteEnsion Work, Acts ofF Mavy & June, (914
Ceerr We CregLy DIRECTORY. » 5 o o o o Kao Le HicsinsorHaAM, E0LTOR
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UNiTED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURF UNDER RULES AND REGULATIONS
OF THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE e
THE PROGRAM 185 VOLUNTARY, BUT STOCKMEN HAVING THEIR CATTLE
TESTED AGREE TO ACCEPT THE GOVERNMENT 'S INDEMNITY FOR Banc's DISEASED
ANIMALS AND PERMIT THEIR SLAUGHTER
FOR THE COUNTRY AS A WHOLE, A TOTAL OoF 585,365 HERDS WERE
TESTED FOR BANG'S DISEASE IN THE 22 MONTHS ENDING May |. THESE HERDS
conT AINED 8,TL0,382 HEAD OF CATTLEe OF THE HERDS TEsTED, 185,112 HERDS
WERE FOUND TO CONTAIN INFECTED CATTLEes T|HE NUMBER OF CATTLE IN IN=
‘ FECTED HERDS TOTALED L,513,766 of wHicH 765,660 WERE FOUND TO BE RE=
I
. ACTORS TO0 THE BANG S DISEASE TEST.
i .
‘ ON A PERCENTAGE BASIS, |7a PERCENT OF THE CATTLE IN IN=
FECTED HERDS REACTEDS OF THE TOTAL NUMBER OF CATTLE IN ALL HERDS

TESTED, INCLUDING NECESSARY RETESTSy 8476 PERCENT WERE FOUND TO RE=

ACT TO THE BANG'S DISEASE TESTos

| —-30-—
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FIRST DROUGHT LIVESTOCK
ARRIVES ON NEVADA FARMS

WHAT MAY BE AN EXTENSIVE MOVEMENT OF LJVESTOCK FROM THE
DROUGHT=STRICKEN MIDDLE WEST AND RoQKVMOUNTAIN STATES TO NEVADA
RANCHES AND FARMS BEGAN LAST WEEK WITH THE ARRIVAL OF 1,00 HEAD oOF
eATTLE AND 2,500 HEAD OF SHEEP FROM MONTANA TO OUTF{TS IN THE FALLON
AREAs

PurcHASED BY CHURCHILL COUNTY RANMEHERS AT AUCTION SALES RE=
SULTING FROM THE PARCHED CONDIT[ON OF THE RANGES OF MONTANA NEAR
BigLings, THE STOCK ARRIVED [N GOOD SHIPPING CONDIT[ON. BOTH CATTLE
AND SHEEP W{LL BE ADDED TO THE OPERATING UNITS OF LAHONTAN VALLEY
FARMS ¢

MANY oTHER NEWADA RANCHERS ARE CONSJDERING PURCHASES [N THE
DROUGHT COUNTRY TO BUILO UP THE HERDS WHICH WERE DEPLETED BY THE
SERIES OF DRY YEARS [N N;VADA, ACCORDING T0O Ls Eq CLINE; OF THE
UnNtveErstiTY OoF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSJON SERVJCE, WHO REGARDS THIS
AS AN OPPORTUNE TIME FOR THE RANCHERS OF THE STATE TO PICK UP GOOD
STUFF AT REASONABLE PRJCESe

IN CHOUuTEAU cOUNTY, MonTANA, ALONE 60,000 HEAD OF CATTLE WILL
HAVE TO BE SHIPPED OUT EJITHER PERMANENTLY OR FOR FEEDING DURING THE
WINTER AND sPRING, CLINE HAS BEEN INFORMED FROM THE COUNTRY [N THE
VICINITY OF GREAT FALLS

FRE{GHT RATES FROM BiLLINGS TO ELKQ AR'E QUOTED BY THE RA[lL=
ROADS AS 5011/2 CENTS A HUNDRED POUNDS AND TO RENO as 6 1/2 CENTS A
HUNDRED, NOT INCLUDING FEEDING IN TRANSI[Ts

PossIBILITY OF THE FEEDING OF CATTLE [N THE STATE EN ROUTE
(More)

FROM-UNiVERSIfT oF NEvaDA AGRICULTURAL ExTENSIoOoN SeERvicE, ReENo, NEVe
CooPERATIVE AGRICULTURAL ExTeEnsion Work, Acts ofF May & June, 1914
CEcIL W Creel, DIRECTORS 4 & o w o = sl s Hign IN8orWal,., EDTTOR
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L/ FEEDER STOCK FOR SALE
IN NEVADA BEING LISTED
AN INVENTORY OF FEEDER CATTLE 70 BE OFFERED FOR SALE - THLIS FaLL
;Bv NevADA RANCHERS, WAS BEGUN THIS WEEK BY THE UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA
AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICES
By THIS METHOD, ACCORPING 7O L Ee CLINE, AGRICULTURAL ECONOMIST
e o FERVIGE, T i85 HOPED THAT THE WOVEMENT OF THESSTO0GK WL HE

“rCILITATED AND THE SELLER AND BUYER BROUGHT TOGETHERS,
Niow (N 1T8 THIRD YEAR, THE IQVENTORY in 19%L ano N 1935 PROVED
F_ﬁF cond IDERABLE VALUE TO THE LIVESTOCK MEN OF THE STATE 1IN ATTRACT ING
f © UYERS INTO THE STATE AND EXPEDITING SALES.
T s ouad [ T6 COUNTY AGRIGULTUREL ARENTS, THE UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA
EXTENS I ON SERVICE WILL OBTAIN FROM RAMCHERS INFORMATION AS T T HE
ST ocKk THEY ARE LIKELY T0 OFFER FOR SgLEp THis WiLL- BE COMB [NED MNTO
A STATE INVENTORY, WHICH W{iLL BE ABAILABLE TO CO=0OPERATING MARKETING

! ]
EASSO0OCIAT IONS, PROSPECTIVE BUYERS THROUGHOUT “THE COUNTRY, RAILROAD

L]

COMPANIES, RANCHERS, AND OTHERS INTERESTED

~ As SALES ARE MADE, THE INVENTORY WlLL EE REVISED, BRING (NG
:THE-NUMBERS UP TO DATE THROUGH THE WMARKETING SEASON. b AR PN LU E
B (s7s OF ALL CATTLE LISTES AND UNSOLD THROUGHOUT "THE STATEs
"TH% PRODUCER OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS, WHO GOES TO MARKET BUT
iﬁﬁCE A YEAR, HAS SREATER MARKETING HAZARDS THAN THE PRODUCER WHO
" MARKETS HI!S PRODUCTS AT MORE FREQUENT inTERVALS ™, CLINE 8AI1D THIS WEEKs
B e e ThE NEVAGA PEEDER CATTLE PRomudea v6 LIMLTED TO A BRIEF MARKET=
'jﬂe PERIOD DURING THE FaLL MONTHS OF EACH.YEAR, THE RETURNS FROM HisS
-iﬁmEﬁATﬁONS VERY MUGCH DEPEND ON A THOROUGH KnDWLEnﬁE oF QARKET PRICES,

!

(More)

‘.Fnam UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE, RENG;INEV,
COOPERATIVE AGRICULTURAL ExTENstoON WORK, ACTS OF ey & June; 1914
_gEclL We CreEElL, D[RECTQR = 3 g ..Hﬁi L. Htealmaarﬁnm, Eg;yén -
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suPPLY, AND DEMAND FOR SUCH CATFLEST

"UNFORTUNATELY THE EARLY SALES OF FEEDER CATTLE ARE VERY OFTEN
WADE AT LOWER PRICES, AND PRICES THAT ARE OUT OF LiNE WITH THE RRICES
THAT ARE LATER ESTABLISHEL, TH;N WHEN THE FEEDER CATTLE MOVEMENT 18
WORE GENERAL, AND COMPET[T]ON HAS. BECOME MORE EFFECTIVE N ESTABLISH=
it

THERE ARE MANY RELIABLE SOURGES OF |NFORMATION FOR THE NEVADA
FEEDER QAT TLE PRODUCER, ACCORDING TO THE EXTENS|ON MANGS

Tue ProbuceErsY Live S70ck MARKETING ASSOCIATION OF SALT. LAKE

sND THE PaciFic States Live Syock MARKET ING ASsociaTioN oF San FRAN=

1500 AS WELL AS THE FeperaAl StratTe MAarkeT NEWS SERVICE IN San FrAN=

[

 51sC0 ARE RELIABLE SOURCES OF CURRENT MARKET NEWS INFORMAT ION- T HERE

{5 NO REASON, HE BELIEVES, FOR ANY LIVESTOCK PRODUCER TO BE LACKING

P THE-LATEST PR }CE TNEORMATIEON UFHAS 18 S0 ESSENTIAL TO FNTELLIGENTLY

NEGOTIATE SALES.
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CHURCHILL COUNTY; THIRD HONORS To Ray LuceEy, PaLisaoe, EUuRexa COUNTY ;

FOURTH PLACE 1O JuNNfTA HARRIS, KATE Ms SMiTH scHooL, Separks, WASHOE

“COUNTY, AND FIFTH PRIZE T0 FRANCES PHILPS, |SLAND CoMMUNITY, CHURCHILL

~COUNT Y »

In Diviston "B", Rutw FerTner oF VERDI, TOGK SECOND HONORSS WITH

 Pat KaptTanaxki, KaTeE Me SMyTH scHOOL, SPARKS, RANKING THIRDs BoTH

LIVE IN WASHOE COUNTY.

QNOTHEHIW§SHOS COUNTY YOUNGSTER, ENtcCe ZoLeEzZiE, BROWN COMMUNITY.
CAME IN FOURTH, WHILE THAIsS ANN SEnrmanN, FaLLON, CHURCHILL COUNTY, WAS
FIFTHe

THE BOOKLETS ARE PART OF THE "Keer GrowiNg" WORK AMONG THE CHILD-

REN, AND ARE DESIGNED TO ILLUSTRATE SOUMD HABITS OF G000 HEALTHs AN

\MPORTANT PART OF EACH PAMPHLET 18 A CHART SHOWING THE AUTHOR'S HEBALE T H

FROGRESS DURING THE YEARS

EacH cHILD, Mrs. BuoL saip, SELECTS ONE HEALTH PROJECT WHICH

APREALS TO HIM, SUCH AS SLEEP, TEETH, POSTURE, SANITATION, EXERCISE,

OR -"DIET, AND PREPARES A BOOKLET T0 ILLUSTRATE ITae

THE WINNING BOGKLETS WERE CHOSEN BY THE JUDGES FROM ABOUT A
THOUSAND SUBMITTED TO THEM BY vouucsjzns FROM AMONG THE 5,309 CHILDREN
N MOST PARTS OF THE STATE WHO COMPLETED THE Kee®P Gncwtﬂe PROJECT o

oy

THE AGRICULTURAL EXTENS|ON SERVICE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA .

ASSISTED BY THE SCHOOLS AND VARIOUS ClVIC ORGANTZATIONS, COUNDUCTS THE

i 'w 0 n K L]

P

-
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NEVADA RANGE PROGRAM
1S ANNOUNCED BY CREEL

A RANGE IMPROVEMENT PNOGRAM FOR NEVADA; AS WELL AS THE OTHER
WESTERN RANGE STATES, UNDER WHICH STOCKMEN MAY EARN PAYMENTY FROM THE
FEDERAL AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION FOR APPROVED PRACTIOES
ON PRIVATE LAND WAS ANNOUNCED THISs WeeEkK By Cecir We CREEL, DIRECTOR
oF THE UNtvErRsITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENS|ON SERVICEs

CARRIED OUT UNDER THE PROVIS]IONS OF THE SOIL CONSERVATION AND
DOMESTIC ALLOTMENT ACT,y THE PROGRAMg WHICH (S THE WORK OF THE STOCKMEN
THEMSELVES, [S DESIGNED TO CHEGK THE DEPLETION OF THE RANGEs

UNDER 1T CERTAIN PRAGTICES, WHICH WIiLL BE DEFINITELY ANNOUNGCED
LaTeER Fon NEVADA,; ON PRIVATELY OWNED RANGE LAND N THE STATE WILL MAKE
YHE STOCKMAN ELIGISLE FOR A GRANT FROM THE TRIPLE "AYs

THE NEW PROGRAM, CREEL STRESSED, APPLIES ONLY 70O PFRIVATELY
OWNED OR PRIVATELY CONTROLLED RANGE LANDSs It DOES NOT APPLY TO THE
SUBLIC DOMAINe PRIVATE RANGE LAND [N THE STATE CONSTHTUTES AROUT HALF
e Nevapa'ls lessrocx NANGE o

CREEL ALSO POINTED OUY THAT THE PHOGRAM 18 ENTIRELY VOLUNT="
NO ONE NEEDING TO GO [INTO 1T WHO DRES NOT CARE TGO DO S0

BasiS FOR PAYMENT THIS YEARy; HE S AID, WILL BE THE BRAZING
CAPACITY OF THE RANCHy; EMPHASIZING THAT THE PROBRAM 18 NOT A CATTLE R
SHEEP REDBUCTION PLANy; AND THAT PAYMENTS FOR THIS YEAR HAVE NO CONNEC=
TION WITH THE NUMBER OF HEAD GRAZED ON THE LANDe

PracTiCES MHICH WILL BE APPROVED FOR Nevapa WiLL BE CHOSEN FROWM
THE SUGGEST[ONS MADE BY THE STOCKMEN OF THIS STATE IN AususT AT A

MEETING HELD IN RENO AND FROM SIMILAR SURGESTIONSE WMADE BY THE STOCK=

MEN OF OTHER STATESs
__ (Mone)

Fnom UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGnICULTURAL EXTENSIQN SERVICEy RENO, NEV
CooreraTive AaflouLrunaL Exreneron Wonk; Aots of Mayk June, 1914
CEctl We CREELs DiREciOR S e N S RN Le ‘H".l BEINBOTHAWMS, Eplton
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JUST WHAT THESE Wt LL BE HAS NOT YET BEEN ANNOUNCED BY THE

WASHINGTON OFF1C1ALS, CREEL SAID, BUT IT IS8 EXPECTED THAY THEY MAY
INCLUDE SUCH THINGS AS CONTOURING, DEVELOPMENT OF SPRINGS AND SEEPS,

BUILDING OF EARTHEN PITS AND RESERVOIRS FOR THE HOLDING OF RAFNFALLG

BRILLING OR DJGGING OF WELLSy,; WATER SPREADING TO PREVENT SOIL WASHING ,

THE RESEED|NG OF DEPLETED LAND WETH CRESTED WHEAT GRASS, RODENT CONTROL

ESTABLISHMENT OF FIRE GUARDS,; AND DESTRUCTION OF SAGEBRUSHa

PRACTICES TO BE CONS|IDERED FOR PAYMENT MUST BE APPROVED BY THE

COUNTY SOIL BONSERVATION COMMITTEES AS THOSE WHICH WILL CONSERVE THE

RANGE &

NoT ALL THE APPROVED PRAETICES WiLL BE APPLICABLE TO ALL RANCHES

CREEL SAI1Dy BUT ONLY THOSE CONSIDERED FEASIBLE FROM A CONSERVATION
STAND POFNT AS CERTIFIED BY THE COMMITTEES KN EACH COUNTYa

THE LATENESS OF THE SEASON MAY LIMIT THE NUMBER OF PRACTICES
WHICH BTOEKMEN MAY PUT INTO EFFEET THRS YEARs THE PRESENTY PROGRAM,
HOWEVER, WILL OFFER NEVADA AND OTHER WESTERN STOCKMEN A SUBSTANTIAL
OPPORTUNITY TO BEGIN RANGE IMPROVEMENT ON THE[R INDIVIODUAL HOLDINGS
ChEEL BELIEVES,; WHILE THE WORK DONE IN CONNECTION WYTH THIS YEAR !
SROGRAM Wi LL PROVIDE A POUNDATION FOR A BREBADER RANGE=IMPROVEMENT

PROGRAM IN 1937, IF SUCH A PROGRAM IS DESIREDs

- 30 -

NOTE TO EDITOR w== BEGAUSE OF THE URGENCY OF THIS STORY, IT IS BEING
MAILED SIMULTANEOUSLY TO THcsE NEVADA PAPERS RECEIVING
ITa - AoLqH.
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COYOTE MENACE GROWING
IN NEVADA, AGENT SAYS

CALLING ATTENTI{ON TO THE SERIOUSNESS OF THE "covore ProBLEM"
1o NEVADA FARMERS AND SPORTSMEN, PauL MALONEY, AGRICULTURAL EXTENS|ON
AGENT FOR HumeoLDT AND NORTHERN LANDER COUNTIES, THIS WEEK SUGGESTED
THAT STRENUOUS CONTROL MEASURES MUST BE TAKEN |F BOTH INTERESTS ARE
TO PROSPERS

"INEFFECTIVE PREDATORY ANIMAL CONTROL (S ONE OF THE SERIOUS
PROBLEMS WITH WHIEH SPORTSMEN AND LIVESTOCK MEN OF NEVADA HAVE TO COPE
AT THIS TIME," HE SA1D,

"|¥ PROPER PROTECTION TO WILD LIFE AND DOMESTIC ANIMALS 18
T0 BE BROUGHT TO TS GREATEST EFFICIENCY, STRENUOUS CONTROL MEASURES
MUST BE EMPLOYEDs"

As COYOTES INCREASE IN NUMBER, DEER, GAGEHENS, PHEASANTS, AND
MOUNTAIN QUAIL HAVE DECREASED, ACCORDING TO MALONEY; UNTIL AT THIS TIME
GAME BIRDOS ARE ALMOST EXTERMINATED 1IN DISTRICTS OF THE STATE, AND
GREATLY REDUGED IN ALL AREAS WHERE THE COYOTE |8 PREVALENT,

SINCE THE COYOTE CAN ADJUST ITSELF TO ALL ENVIRONMENTS AND
HAS A WIDE RANGE QF DIET, IT QUICKLY BECOMES A MENAGE TO BOTH GAME
AND DOMESTIC ANIMALS, HE SA[Ds

"No OTHER WILD ANIMAL (N AMERICA STANDS OUT 50 CONSPICUOUSLY
N ITs ABILITY TO GOPE WITH MODERN CIVILIZATION AS DOES THE COYOTE "
(HE HUMBOLDT EXTENSION AGENT DECLARED; "NOR HAS ANY OTHER PREDATORY
ANIMAL 50 EXPANDED |T6 DISTRIBUTION AND SO EASILY ADAPTED ITSELF TO
NEW CONDITIONS AND ENVIRONMENTS IN DEFIANCE OF THE WHITE MAN'S CONQUES"

TNER THE WiLDe™

(Mogre )

“OM UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE, RENO, NEVe
C6OPERATIVE ASRICULTURAL Extenston Werk, Acts of May & June, 1914
DEoiL We CreEéL, DIRECTOR . & 04 $u ww o k Be Le HEGGINBOTHAMS Eofvor
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1
'"FEDERAL, STATE, AND COUNTY GQOVERNMENTS SPEND LARGE &SUMS OF

||

—

MONEY EACH YEAR IN DFVELOPING /ND PROTEVTING WiLCL GAME ANO BILRDS
YeT, 1T H#As BEEN ESTIMATED BY AN ABLE NEMRER GF g NEvapa BTRTE F I8
AnD GAME DEPARTMENT THAT COYOTES ANNUALLY FILL & LLRGZR NUMBER OF
DEER,; SAGEHENS, AND PREASANTS THAN ARE KILLED 4y UL SPORTEMEN

CARCASSES OF YOUNG DEER AND ANIELOPE, KiLWID LY COYOTES,
M LONEY S™iTED, CAN BE FOUND ON THE MOUNTA{N RANGLS ANY OFPING /AND
suMnERs ~MEMBERZ ©F YHE BretogleonL -#Unvey CONTEND THAT LARGE NUMBERS
GF GAME » IEDS @WICH REST 0N THE GROUNE AHE KILLED BACH YEAR BY¥ (THE
CUNNING COYOTEs O!nos ARE THE FARMERS® FRISND AND GAME OFFERS BIl1YVERS
- TON FOR MANY SPCR.CMENs

MAgine FroM THE LARGE NUMBERS 0f WLLD SAME AND DOMESTIC
ENIHALE TAKT ARS WiaLED EASH YEARy, THE PUSLUE. BT & WHOLE. SRS ANEEREH
PNFEREST N COYOTE CONTROL THAT SHOULD BE KEPT “ONETANTLY N MIND Y
Bk -~ONEY SN 1Ds  THAT IS THL EVER PRESENT SANGE 3 OF OUTBREAKS OF
M BR OB IO [he - COYVOTES O0UIEKLY BESORE GARRIELS OF TUT BREAD DISEARE
P HIBH AFFECTS MAN LNF /NINALG ALIKEs THE MORE ABUNDANT THE COYCLE

SULATION, THE BREATER THE PERIL WHEN THE DISEASE ARPEARS.
"To GONTINUE TO l&NORE THE PREDATORY ANIMAL WMENJCE NE 49

¥ I BECORE WORE PoMELielTEY ANG MARE BIFFIEULT T coNTROLe "
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MORE ARMY STALLIONS
ARE ON NEVADA RANCHES

WiTH THE ADDITION OF THREE NEW STALLIONS IN THE LAST THREE

-

MONTHSy 20 ARMY STUDS ARE NOW STANDING ON NEVADA FARMS AND RANCHES [N
'TH$ GOVERNMENT 'S CAMPAJGN TO INCREASE THE BREEDING OF Honsés SUITABLE
 50TH FOR RANCH AND FOR MIJLJTARY USEy

REcoaNiziNG NEVADA AS A NATURAL COUNTRY FOR HORSE RAISING,
ILTHE REMOUNT PURCHASING AND BREEDING HEADQUARTERS AT FoORT QOUGLAS, UTAH,
i.pLaws TO PLACE MORE STALLIONS |N THE STATE DURING THE NEXT SIX MONTHS
7o BE BRED WITH NE¥WADA RANCH HORSESe PARADISE VaLLey, FaLLON, FERNLEY,
AND RENO ARE THE LOCATIONS BEING CONSIDEREDs

WHILE MOST OF THE TWENTY ST@LLIONS_STANDINQ tNn NEVADA AT
PRESENT ARE ON RANCHES 1IN EFKO COUNTY, TH;'GOVERNMENT STUDS ARE ALSO

(N Lyon, WasHoe, WHiTte PtnEy NvyEy, HumBoLDT, AND LINCOLN COUNTIESe
"NEVADA IS A GREAT HORSE STATE AND THE RANCHERS ARE REAL

HORSEMEN, [NTERESTED I[N WELL BRED HORSES, " CAPTAIN FRANK Ls CARR OF
Fort DoucLAaS, IN CHARGE OF THE WORK, STATED THIS WEEK IN ANNOUNGCING
THE NEVADA STALLION NUMBERSse "] AM PARTICULARLY ANX|OUS TO COOPERATE
WITH THEM IN EVERY WAY IN ORDER TO [MPROVE THE HORSES IN THE BTATES"
ALL THE GOVERNMENT STALLIONSs IN NEVADA, AS WELL AS THOSK
PLAGED [N OTHER STATES, ARE OF OUTSTANDING BREEDING AND CONFORMATION,
AND MANY OF THEM HAVE ESTABLISHED FAMOUS RECORDS ON THE TRACK AND N

THE STUDs MANY OF THE HORSES HAVE BEEN DONATED TO THE SERV|ICE, WHILE

THOSE PURCHASED MY THE ARMY HAVE BEEN BOUGHT AT AROUND 8750 EACHe

1 “(MoRE)

FROM=UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE, RENOy, NEVe
CooPERATIVE AGRICULTURAL ExTENston Work, Acts oF May & JuNnE; 191L
CEcyt We CREELy DIREGCTORs s s o v o o ¢ oAs Lo HiceINBOTHAM, EDITOR

SOIWNONODE OH

TVELLINOT YOV
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THE GOVERNMENT STALLIONS ARE AVAILABLE FOR BREEDING WITH

ARES ON THE VARIOUS RANCHES [N THE COMMUNITIES N WHICH THEY HAVE

EEN PLACEDS

SELECTION OF THE BRETTER TYPES OF MARES FOR BREEDING PURPOSES

ALSO ONE OF THE PROJECTS OF THE FoORT DOUGLAS REMOUNT SERVICE, AND

1§ 18 BEING STRESSED [N ADDITION TO THE USE OF OUTSTANDING REGISTERED
To PROMOTE INTEREST IN THE PRODUCTION OF HIGHER GRADE HORSES,

ME AMER{CAN REMOUNT ASSOCIATION HAS RECENTLY SPONSORED A HALF=BRED

TUD ASSOCIATION TO REGISTER ALL ANIMALS SIRED BY A THOROUGHBRED

TALLIONS

WHEN FARMERS AND RANCHERS WERE URGED TO REGISTER THEIR GRADE

-

|
iHLTS IN TH|S ASSOCIATIONgy THE WESTERN ZONE,z OF WHICH NEVADA 1S A PART
| i |l
|

ﬂ%NKED HIGHEST [N NUMBERSa IN ALLOTMENT OF STALLIONS [N THE FUTURE y
| = - 5

!

CH WEIGHT, CAPTAIN CARR STATED,; W[LL BE PUT UPON THE REGISTRATION

MARES [N A VICINITYs

S S P




STATISTICAL SUMMARY OF WEVADA 4«H CLUB WORK

1, Summary of Club Work in 1936
t 24 Swmmery of Club Work by Agzents and Prajects, 1936
% Be Graphie Presemtation of Junmior Work by Counties, 1856
% 44 Graphie Presentation of Jumior Work by Years
1926 to 1936 Compared
¥ 5o Club Work Compared by Prejects 1926 to 1936
{ 6. Comperisen of Work, 191§ to 1956, Table
" 7. Comparison of Work, 1916 to 1936, Chart
n 8, Number of 4-H Club Membors According to Age,
1932 - 1533 - 1954 « 1935 ~1956
t, 9 Club Camp Attendance, 1923 to 1936
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GRAPHIC PRESENTATION OF JUNIOR WORK BY YRARS
1926, 1927, 1928, 1929, 1980, 1981,
1952, 1953, 1954, 1986, and 1936 compared
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| COMPARISON OF CLUB WORK, 1915 « 1936 © =
F JBR L SONELEIED
]
L s 829 169 204t
1016 1995 1229 6146
1917 2454 747 50sk
1918 1578 510 3244
1919 546 567 5742
1920 432 324 T5eD
: 1921 610 6351 8740
| 1928 330 252 7640
} 1023 419 275 6548
 1me 669 419 6246
T 698 441 6342
1926 804 453 5645
L 19y 684 404 6842
1928 602 885 6348
1029 822 577 7002
| 1550 883 714 8048
1981 944 777 8243
1852 983 771 3548
| 1833 296 633 046
. 9m 658 564 8647
T 926 783 84,7
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COCPERATIVE EXTERTION WORK IN AGRICULTURE AND BEOME ECONOMICS
URIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION DIVISION
AND UNITED 9TATES DEPARTMENT CF AGRICULTURE

COOPZRATING
Report for 1936 _ L, B Cline
I. HNAME OF PROTECT Extension Work in Agricultural FEconomics and
Harketing ' |
II. SUB=-PROJECT Introduction end Miscellasnecus Activities,

Extension activities of the Extension Agri-
cultural Hconomist in charge of marketing have been carried out
in accordance with the plan of work outlined for 1938, with the
exception that some of the sub-project phases outiineﬂ in the plan
of work for 1936 were not carried out as planned, because AAA
emergency programs and new sube-project phases in the Ztate regquir-
ing immediste mnttention, were given the time allotted to previous-
ly plamned sub-project phases.

Included in the new sub-project phases, not in
the 1936 plan of work, are Soil Conservation and Demestic Allote
ment, Nationwlide turkey survey, Potato Adjustment Program, Clark
County Turkey Crowers Association, Eastern Nevada Provision Co.,
and Commereial Turkey Hatching Eggs Survey. Sub-project phases,
included in the plan of work for 1936, but not carried out as
planned, are Honey Marketing, Marketing Eggs and Poultry, and
Marketing Dalry Products. Some time, however, was given %o these
subjects as attention was required.

Among the miscellansous activities, not covered
in the follewing report, the subject of turkey production was given
considerable time., Thie office has had this subject in charge as
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a miscellaneous activity since the industry has been established
and all questions in this connection are referred to this office.
A large volume of correspondence in this connection from out of
the state has also been directed to the writer. During the past
year, the correspondence has amounted to 164 letters. Nineteen
news stories have been published in state papers and in the agri-
cultural press on various items of turkey production. Approxi-
mately five days were spent away from the office on various phases
of turkey production and five meetings were addressed,

Aetivities in comnection with Boys end Girls
Glub work were confined to assistence in connection with the Club
Camp at lake Tshoe, August 3 - 8, Wour days were spent in prepa-
ration for club camp activities and two days were spent in camp
activities,

This office has cooperated closely with the
Nevada Livestock Production-Uredit Association, the Nevada office
of the Resettlement Administration, the Berkeley branch of the
Bank for Cooperatives, and the State Department of Agriculture;
and has assisted in facilitating the work of these orgenizations
within the state.

During the past year requests for bulletine
isswed from this office have been rather heavy for turkey pro-
duction and merketing swjeots, epproximetely 380 requwsts have been
made for bulletins published prior to 1936 and 960 requests for bulletins
issued during 1987.




TURKEY FEED COSTS
1935-1936 COMPARED

L., E. Cline
Extension Agricultural Economist
University of Hevada
e

Throughout 1935 the turkey producer was faced
with rather high feed costs, =nd although turkey prices ware
favorable and profits generally good, it has besen the turkey
grower's hope that 1956 feed prices would be substantially
less, Indications at the present time are that the turkey
grower's feed costs for the present year may be substantially
lower than that of last year, ¥uch of this hope, however, is
based upon lower prices for grain crops yet to be harvested.

Were it not for material incrsases im prices of
high protein feeds from animal sources over last year, and the
consaquent strength of prices of high protein vegetable oil
meals at this time, the turkey ration now would be materially
less than last year.

The higher prices for the protein ingredients
necessary to compound en efficient starting mash for turkeys
makes the total ingredients for such a ration slightly higher
in price as of May lst, this year than for the same date last
year, in spite of the fact that the grain and grain by-products
of the ration are considerably chesper than last year. Any in-
erease in the prices of meat enimals and dairy products during
the summer should have the effect of lowering the prices of




these high protein ingredients.

In order to interpret the change in feed prices
of this year as compared with last year in terms that the
turkey grower can better understand, the wholessale cost of the
ingredients of a well balanced starting mash formula and an
equally well balanced growing mash formmls was calculated frem
the wholesale guotations shown in the Pscific Rural Press of
¥ay lst, 1935 and for the same date this year,

Besed on the prices mentioned, the fellowing
forrmla which should previde a very palatable and efficient
turkey starting mash containing approximetely 28% protein has
been sclected as one adopted to Pacific coast territory.

Ground mile 15 pounds
¥ill run s =
Ground barley o o
Rice bran 0 =
3oy bean meal g =
Fish meal 15 =
Dried milk D =
Alfelfa leaf

meal g =

Normal ¢od liver oil 3 percent

The wholesele price of the ingredients of this
ration showed approximately 3.5% increase May lst, this year
as compared with the price May lst last year, due %o the higher
cost of protein ingredients.

' The wholesale cost of ingrediemts for an

afficient turkey growing ration, requiring less protein, i.l
more encouraging., The following growing ration containing sp-
proximately 23% protein mede up as follows, showed a decrease
in the wholesale cost of ingredients of 15§, as compared with

last year,




Ground mile 20 pounds
Ground barley 2 *
Mill run 2 =
Rice bran aa =
Soy besn meal ay "
Fish meal N =
Crushed lime stone 2§ *
Bons mesl R

Formal cod liver oll 2 percent

The combination of a grain mixture of equal parts
of milo, barley, and wheat for the grain mixture at present whole-
sale prices show a decrease in the cost of these ingredients in
the ration of 20% as compared with last year. |

When the feed requirements for maturing s seven
months old turkey are taken as appmhtoly 8.6 pounds of start-
ing mash, 38 pounds of growing mash, and 30 pounds of mixed grains
exclusive of green feed, and wholesale prices of ingredients of
above menticned feed formulass are used, it is interesting to ncte
that the prices of the combined rations as of May lat, this year

show a decrease of 14.8% over the ssme date last year,




SUMMER PFIEDING OF TURKEYS

TR

Le Ee Cline, University of Nevsda
Research Secretary
Horthwestern Turkey Crowers' Association
oo

Profits in the turkey business, insofar as feed-
ing operatione sre concerned, are made or lost during the four
to five summer months of the growing period. While the first
six weeks of the breoding pericd is a very important and eriti-
cal time, the actual gain in weight and profits is relatively
unimportant, ILikewise the three or four weeks of the feeding
peried, during which the birds are being finished for market,
little or no actual profits can be expected in the gain of weight
over the cost of such gains. It may be seen, therefore, that the
turkey grower's opportunity for actual prefit is during the in-
terval between the brooding and finishing pericd of the bird.
During this interval the rapidly growing turkey flock is capable
of coaverting large amounts of relatively low priced feed into a
high priced product.

By the time that the turkey is six weeks old, he
should weigh a minimum of a pound snd a half as an average for
hens and tems, and for an average flock individual turkeys up
to that age, if well fed, have consumed about 2 1/3 pounds of
feed each, From this time om, the turkey increases its feed
consumption at a rapid rate and makes a very rapid growth, if
the ration end manegement conditions are proper. This is the
time when the turkey flock begins to turn large smounts of feed

into potential profits.



By the time the turkey is two months old, it
should have reached a weight of at least 2.5 pounds with a feed
cost that should average not mere than 2,15 pounds of feed per
pound of gain. By the time the turkey is three months old the
average welght for toms and hens should reach a minirum of S
pounds., At this age of three months it is eating approximately
& pounde of feed for each pound of gain, if plenty of green feed
is provided in addition to the mash and grain ration.

At the end of the fourth month the averszge weight
of hens and toms in a well fed flock should have reached the
minisum weight of 8.20 pounds, and they should be putting om
gains at s feed cost of approximately 3.5 pounds of grain and
mash combined for ome pound of gain under good féeding conditions.

According to the above figures, during this period
from the time the turkey was six weeks old to the end of tke
sixteenth week, the young turkey has made = gain of 6.75 pounds
at an average feed cost of 3,16 pounds of feed for one pound
ef gain.

After the sixteenth week the feed requirements
for a pound of gain incresse rapidly, but there iz still a chance
for a good margin of profit during the fifth month, when the
turkey should be making gains at approximately four pounds of
feed for one pound of gain,.

By the end of the sixth month, however, the profits
in the feeding operations are beginning to shrink rapidly, and two
more weeks of feeding should send the birds to market, in order to
save excessive meintenance cost. A careful check up on the turksy




flock at the end of the sixth month shows that the average
turkey under good feeding conditions is eating approximately
7.6 pounds of feed for sach pound of gsin, The average for
the sixzth month, however, will show approximately 5.6 pounds
of fead to produce one pound of gain,

If turkeys are of a late maturing strain, or
have not been given an adegquate ration in kind and emount during
ths earlier period of thelr growth, they may require seven months
or longer to finish for market, and the feed coest of the seventh
month may easily be in excess of the value of the gains during
that perded, adding materielly to the final average cost per
pound gained,

To further emphasize this point, turkey production
atudies have showm, that while sn average flock of birde under
geod feeding conditions will make one pound of gain for spproxi-
mately 5.6 pounds of feed during the sixth month, it will require
approximately 10.7 pounds of feed to muke one poumd of gain during
the seventh month, snd for any weekly period thereafter the cost
of gain might be expected to be far in excess of any net selling
price under present day feed prices,

Granting that health conditions and management
of the turkey flock is satisfactory, the kind and amounts of feed

nrovided will govern the rates of gain., Thé turkey grower has
little to say about the price he will receive for his finished

product, but his cost of production rests entirely in his own
hands, It is within his power to produce at the minimum cosis.
Under ordinary feeding conditions the minimum costs of production
are obtained when the turkey flock is making the grestest gains




per pounds of feed consumed,

During the growing peried of the life of the
turkey, there is = thﬂ.n:ltla requirement for maintenance. The
feed provided above this amount is used for growth, This extra
feed above the needs Tor maintenance is availsble for growth
and posasible profit. The proportion of profit, them, for each
day is dependent upon the amount of feed eaten by the turkey
floek in excess of what iz needed for msintenance, and as the
bird increases in age, the greater is the preportion of feed
used for maintenance and the less thet is left for growth and
profits, This continues until maturity is reached, when all the
fead consumsd is used for msintenance and nome is used for in-
arsase in weight.

In the sbove statements strees has been placed
upon gquantities of feed consmumed with the underatanding that the
rationg provided have been of the proper compesition, Very often,
howaver, the turkey Tloek has suffered from a ration inadequate in
composition while still adequate in quantity. A ration which does
not provide all the essentials im the right proportion for maxi-
mum growth as well ss malntenance may be expectied to be just as
inefficient, inscfer as p_m&ueing profits is concerned, as a ration
lacking in quantity.

The successful turkey grower will feed a ratiom up
to the 1limit of a turkey®s cepasity %o consume and of a eamposi-
tion suited to the ehughgmdl of the flock from the brooding
period to the tims of maturity, taking advantage especially of
the four or five months of the greatest snd cheapest gains.
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HOW HMUCH FEED IS REQUIRED
TO PRODUCE ONE POUND OF LIVE TURKEY?

HOW FAST DO TURKEYS GROVW?
HOW MUCH DO THEY EAT?

The followines table has been prepared from actual large scale farm turkey flock operations and experimental
studies, for the purpose of showing the average minimum rates for growth of turkeys that should be expected

under good growing conditions on an adequate ration of starting mash, growing mash, mixed grains, and green feeds,
The averere amounts of the different kinds of feed needed at successive weekly and monthly pericds, are also

The feed requirements for a pound gain in weight as the turkeys increase in age are given in the last

shown.,
column, These fipures arc all based on the live weights of turkeys,
Arc of Turkers Average Vg, ILbs. gain Lbs, of feed con- Total feed | Cumulative feed | Lbs, of feed
lonths Weeks of toms and in wte for sumcd for each week! for each requirements for| required to
heng in 1bs.| each week. (T Start.| Grow. week cach successive | producc one
Mash Mesh | Grain week & at end of| 1lb, of gain
each month in wte for
cach wocke
(Initial Wt{) G
B 2% « 20 «08 .08 +08 1,00
21id, «40 «20 24 24 32 1,20
3rde 61 o2l +30 « 30 «62 1e42
4th, «85 024 .40 40 1.02 1,67
ist, MONTH TOTAL .65 D 1502 1,02 1,02 Ave 1439
5the 1.15 «30 .56 .56 1,58 1.87
6th. 1,53 «38 76 .78 2ed4 200
Tths 1298 +46 .76 e25 1,01 3a39 219
: 8th. 251 2 D8 94 « 30 1,24 4,59 2638
end, MONTH TOTLL el 1,66 3,02 « 56 357 4,59 & 2el5
: 9th. 3406 «55 Wzt «58 1.53 Bel2 2478
10th, 3466 .60 o322 «65 15 1,72 784 287
Tithe 4,31 .55 »88 «89 «20 1,97 9681 3603
12ths 5,01 « 70 »S 1,13 iy 2926 12,07 B eld
3rd. MONTH TCTAL 5,01 2«90 3466 3,29 057 7 e48 12,07 . 2e99
13th. SalT «76 .65 1.62 «25 2692 14,59 3431
1l4th. 6.57 «80 « 30 2.18 « 30 278 17437 3e47
16th. 7«40 .83 2410 «35 3605 20442 3467
16th. BelT DT 2485 «40 3425 2067 - ]
4th, MONTH TOTAL BT 3426 « 95 9635 | 1,30 11,60 234,67 Y Db
1TEh, QT « 30 2472 o 10 3e42 27409 3480
18th, 10,10 e 23 252 11,08 3460 30,69 3487
19th. 11,06 «95 2428 1,52 380 34 449 4,00
20th. 12,01 2B 2.00 | 24,00 44,00 38.49 4,17




HOW FAST DO TURXEYS GROWI?
HOW MUCH DO THEY EAT?

HOW 11UCH FEED IS REQUIRED (CONTINUED)
TO PRODUCE ONE POUIID OF LIVE TURKEY?

5th, MONTH TOTAL 12,01 3,74 9.52 | 5430 14,82 38449 Lve 3496
@ 4, Rleh, 12.91 .90 Teb8 [2,02 |  4e20 « 42,69 4,67
22nd. 13,76 .85 L.76 12,64 4,40 47,09 5418

23rd. 14,56 80 1,84 |2.76 4460 51469 5475

. | 24th. 15,19 .63 1,92 |2.88 4,80 56449 7462
6th,  MONIH  TOTAL 15,19 3,18 7,20 10,80 18.00 56,49 e b eBh
| 25th. 15,74 <55 200 ] 2495 4495 61,44 .00

26+th. 16.24 +50 2,00 |3.10 5e 1l 66454 10420

27th. 16,69 45 200 15,356 Seld 71,69 11,44

| 28th, 17.09 .40 2e00L 15,20 5420 76489 13,00

Tth, MONIH . TAL 17,09 1,80 8,00 [2.- 20,40 76489 " 10,73
TOTAL FOR 7 MONTHS 17,09 g B.65  B7.87 $0,37 76489 76489 |Ave 4.34

Sumaarizing the gbove teble it will be seen that there is required, as shown, 8,65 pounds’ starting mash,
3787 pounds growing assh, and 30,37 pounds mixed greins, in addition to green feed or other roughage, to moture one
turkey.

Turkeys dc not consume feed at a uniformelly increasing rate, nor do they make uniform gains in weight
os they incrcesc in ege, such as shown in thesc tables, but mey show considerable varictions in both from week to
weeck, although on & full retion, ecnd otherwisc good average conditions. Fluctuations for the average, from week
to week, thet neturally occur, heve becn equalized in the above tables

Clecer, cool or cold weather is more conducive to hecavy feed consumption and rapid growth than extra
warm or stormy westher. Hence, cctuel operations may result in figures fluctuating above or below these given,
but the aversge for & given period should not vary greatly from the figures given above,

It may be expeccted that turkeys hatched carly and carricd through a long warm sumer scason will
maturc at a larger sizec, take morc time and requirc more feed to rcach maturity than turkcys hetched lator in
the season.

The above tables are bascd on the assumption that alfalfa pasturc or other green feed will always
be avoilable, Without fresh green pasture, the amount of feed required to produce a pound of gain in weight,
os shown, will nced to be increascd approximatcly 25%.
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HOW FAST SHOULD TURKEYS GROW WHEN GIVEN SATISFACTORY FEEDIEG CORDITIONS

Figures were obtained from large commercial and experimental flocks

Age in Approximate Average

Weeks

Weight in Pounds

Weights for Hens and
Toms , combined

Initial Weipht .12

WO M= U o

20
.40
.61
<85
1.15
1.53
1.99
2e 8l
3.06
S+€€
4,31
5,01
577
6.57
7.40
B2 T
9517
10,10
11.05
12.01
1291
13.7€

L e i, —

Age in Approximate Average

Weeks

23
24
25
26
27
28

Weichts for Hens end

Toms, combined

14,56
15,19
15.74
134,24
15.€9
L7169

Age in Weeks

Bh

|

1k

The curved line illustrates the figures
shown, which gives the minimum live weights
of turkeys that should be experted at the
end of each successive week when on an
adequate ration.

This curved line represents the average
growth rate of toms and hens, combined.
Tom vurkeys normally incresse in weight
about 50j faster than do hen turkeys under
the same conditions.

Weights are per turkey
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Pounds of feed consumed each week

Period of

Determination

By Weeks

—

e

WHAT ARE THE TOTAL FEED REQUIREMENTS PER TURKH

BY TEE END OF EACH SUCCESSIVE ¥WEZKLY PERIOD AS THE BIRDO (BT OLDER

Tounds of

Feed (o-nsumed

Pericd of
Determinatlion

Tounds of
Feed Consumeq

0~ T Ui H

.08
24
«30
«40
«56
« 76
1,01
1.24
1,55
1.72
197
2426
2452
2478
3,05
9425
S.42
d4 60
5 ¢ 80

By Weeks

20 4,00
21 4.20
22 4,40
29 4,60
24 4.0
20 4,65
26 5410
i f Belb
28 520
Total 7€.8%

Age in Weeks

|

>

1lo 1|1 1‘2 Jl: 1l4 1I5 e a7 1]8 19 2’9 Jl 2!2 2'5 da 2

Diagren illustrating the increasing
feed needs of turkeys each successive week
throughout the growing period. The figures
shown represent weekly averages per turkey.

Individuel flocks may show slight
variations above and below these figures
occasionally during the growing period, due
to variations in climatic conditions and
methods of andling, but the average should
approximate the figures shown if the
turkeys are to meke a profitable growth.

Figures are per turkey.

Je
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30 HOW MUCH MASH AND GRLIN DO TURKEYS NRED "TiEN GIEN, T} ADDITICN,
FREE ACCESS TO GREWN FEZD OR LLFPLLFL HAY
75 |
Age in Total Feed Required
70 Weeks ¢t end of each Suc-
cessive Week /
7/
65 1 } ,/
2 «32 /
680 3 .62 /
4 1.02
gE ) 5 1,58 /
2 6 2«34
50 : 8 4,59 b i
O 3 6.12 .
45 3 10 784 .f"/
0 11 9.81 22
-
o 13 14.59 ,//
@ 14 T ol
i & 15 20442 //
S 16 28467 L
30 17 T+0S e
ST o 18 30.69 4
25 2 34,49 /
20 3¢ 342 The curved line on this page, illus-
21 42469 trating the figures, shows the incrensing
£ 22 47,09 : 5
o 1 i = ¥ feed needs of turkeys as they increase 1n
25 ?1‘69 sge. L less rapidly increasing rate of
15 24 56,49 fead o Bl [ +he ,.1.10"_ 1 e'n vould b
3 61 44 feed consumption then shown here would be
2‘- - A / . Tl 2 - Ny 5
~ o expected to result ia sub-normzl grcwth cnd
26 66 54 ; - :
10 57 71 .89 / & hisher feed requirement per pound of
e 28 76 .89 =2 inerease in weight, and less margin of profit
e et in the finished product.

/ Age in Weeks Weights of feed are per turkeye.

Bdabied L Lol el o) L) Lol

}—J
o
>
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Weight in Pounus

TURKEYS REQUIRE INCRTEASING AMOUNTS OF FEED PFR POUND GAIW AS THEY ADVANCE IN AGE

Age in  Pounds of Food ; Age in  Pounds of Food
Weeks to Produce One lb. Weeks +o Produce One lbs.
—  of Gain in Vieight of Gain in leight
1 1.00 18 3487
2 1.20 19 4,00
3 1.42 20 4.17 /
4 1.67 21 4,87 //
5 1.87 2 5.18
6 2400 23 54T
7 ZelS 24 7462
8 2.58 25 €.00
2 2,78 26 10420 /
10 2.87 27 11.44 3
11 3.03 28 1300 /
12 3.23 iy
13 S0l e
14 3s4T £t
15 3.67 .
16 3473 DT e
£ d 3480 o
2 -_'_.___.___._'___.....---«--""""'"’f’w“F
/ﬂ'f
The curved line illustrates the figures on
this pege, and shows the gradual increase in feed
oy i costs per pound gain in weight, until the twenty-
1‘:::::Trf““'###- second week, after which there is shown a contin-
uous sharp rise in the feed consumption per pound
of gain in weight.
This chart emphasizes the importance of quick
Y development end finishing for market, because of
fee i Hoske the exgessive feed costggof gains on large lurkeyse
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HENS AND TOMS

B

HOW MUCH PROTEIT™ DO TURKEYS NEED FOR BEST DEVELOPMENT?

INSUFFICIENT PROTEIN RESULTS IN SLOW GROWTH, L/TE MATURITY,
ATD IFCREASED CCST PER POUND OF GAIN.
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This diagram illustrates, according to the
author's observations, the most advantageous
percent of protein for the concentrated ration
(mash and grain together) for growing turkeys
on green pastures. I the hens could be fed
seperately, the Lroken line would represent
the percentage used to best advantage for hens,
Turkey hens grow at a slower rate than toms,
mature earlier =~ require a lower percentage
of protein for : ~imum development.

Perhaps the most advantageous protein per-
centage in a ration for a mixed tom and hen
flock is that indicated for toms since the
toms make up about two-thirds of the flock

s
T AE N

B
\\
. T

\

SUE N RS NN o o

- —



TURKEY STARTING AND GROVIING MASHES

Startin& Mashes Grcwing Mashes
#W_ -

. High Protein , High Protein . Medium Protein,

: : Noo 1: No, 2: No, 1 : No, 2: No. 1: Nos 2 :
: ¢ Lbse 3+ ILbs, : Lbs, s Lbgs 2 Lbse 31 Lbss

. Ground Yellow Corn U e R SRS TR

. Ground Barley t Ao A8 ¢ .20 1 15 & a0 : 20

+ Ground Wheat $ 20 50 15 + 20 ¢ 15 «+ 25 + 20

. Rice Bran or Wheat Shorts s 10 .« 10 + 10 : 10 :+ 10 : 10 :
. Corn Gluton Meal or Soy Bean loal : ¢ 15 : ¢ 1B : s 10 .
; Dried Milk AR SRR TR R R R :
. Fish or Meal Moal 65% Protein 28 s B s R0 - T - R S
« Alfalfa Leaf Meal : DLt 5 ; 5 s B . (5 s B :
. Total LA00 e 00 8 AU0 | R00. % 300, 00 %
. Total Approximote % Protein 28,2y PBYD » 28,6 s+ 2316 3 20,4 + 20,1

The above arc suggested turkey starting and growing mashes for those who
wish to mix their own feeds, when current prices of the feed mentioned in the
above formulas carc not in line with their relative nutritive valuess  Sub-
stitutions should bc made according to suggestions under the heading of sub-
stitutions.

Under the heading of growing mashes are formulas for high protein and medium
protein mashes, also optional uses of vegetable oil meals in the place of meat
or fish mecls are shown. The substitution of oil mecls for a portion of fish
or meat meals will usunlly'reduce the cost of the mash, but will not add to
the efficiency of the mashs

The above high protein growing mash should be used following the high
protein sterting mash, as per sugmestions below., Ie-imum growth ond meturity
et minimum feed roquirements per pound of increase in weight should result under
good conditions of health and managcmcnt when using these meshes,

Some producers prefer to use a growing mesh with o protein content similer
to the medium formule cbove in which casc o smaller proportion of groin would
be necded to give the some protein balences

Turkey starting mashos should contain high grede fish or meet meal or pro-

ferably both, plus dried milk, in addition to o mixturc of two or more ground



grains or the by=products of sames Rice bren, or, as a second choice, brown
wheat shorts, and, in addition, green colored alfalfa leaf meal should always be
included in baby turk rations, High protein oil meals such as corn gluten meal
and soy bean meal may be used to replace a portion only of the meat or fish meals.
The total ash content of a turkey starting ration should not exceed 8%. Rice
bran should be included in all starting formulas, if at all availablee It is re=-
cognized as a corrective agent against leg deformatives and adds to palatability
of the rationse
Feed the above starting and growing mashos dry,
Do not add minerals such as bone meal or crushed oyster shell or limestone

to the above starting mashes, and do not feed the same in conncection with these

starting mashes, as thoy alrcady contain omple minerals for turkeys up to six
wocks of agee Excess ash or minerals in sbtarting rations inhibit growth and ex-
prerimontal studies strongly indieate that excoss minerals or ash with a high
phosphorus content causc doformatives,

Usc granular hot roller process dricd milk proferably in the starting mash
farmula as it will not cause tho feed to adherc to the poult's mouths as when tho
{inc powdered procoss milk is uscd, Do not foed skim milk with these starting
mashes, as thosc will eontain ample skim milk in the d?ied form.

Whon mixing the above starting and growing mashes, add three pounds of
normal Cod Liver 0il, or its equivalent in any morc condonsed form of vitamins
D and A, to cach 100 pounds of the sbarting mash ond onc to two pounds to the
growing mash until the birds arc four months old.

Thosc mashos should not bo ground too fince Thore should be plonty of
frosh chopped groons always available, as well as the proper sizc@ grite In tho
abscnee of frosh green foed, greon cured alfolfa hay or leaf meal, if givon with-

out limit, will answer as socond choicce



At the ond of tho sixth weck the poults will no longer utilizo to advantage
the high por cent of protoin contained in tho above starbing mash formulas. It
is oconomy, thorcforo, to bogin at this time and rcduee gradually the protein
content of the ration to the growing poults! nceds, as the poults inercasc in ago
as shown in last diogram, It should be noted that the tomsroquire a highor por .
cent of protoin and over a longer poriod of time than the hons for maximum dovolop-
monte This is important since the toms constituto 2 '3 the wdight of tho flock.

The simplc addition of grains to this storting mash will net suffice to
rcduce the protein contont, cs such a2 method changes tho total compositizn too
greotlye.

It is best to reduce the pretoin of the rotion by mixing 3 ports of the
starting mash formule with 1 part of the growing moash formula given cbove for
usco during the 7th wcok, thon gradually rcducc tho prop:irtion of the starting
mosh by adding morc of the growing mesh, until by the 10th weck the turks should
be gotting 1/2 starting and 1/2 growing mash. At this time give free accoss to
a mixture of bonc meal 1 part, and oyster shell, or crushed limeostono, %-parts,
also the proper size grit, Add 10% cracked grain t» mash or feed it scparately
by the tenth wecka

By tho 15th wock the turks should be gotting all growing mash plus grain
as por lst tablc. From this time on teo the end of the foeding perind mixed
greins, whole or eracked, can bo gradually inerecscd in the growing ratisn to
further rcduce the protein to the turkeys'! ncods, until thoy arc¢ getting half
growing mash and half grains by the twentioth weck, in additicn to alfalfe or
othor green focd range or as soeond choise green color alfalfa hay. Aftor this
time the grain should execcd the mosh as shown in the first toble of this cir-
cular,

Skim milk mey be fod with the growing mash. Tho alfalfa meal may bo loft

out of the growing mosh if groon alfalfa pasture is constantly cvailablec.



If an ebundence of skim milk is available without limit, and is substi-
tutcd for woter, 1t can take the plece of growing mash at the rote of ono gallon
of milk for onc pound of mash. Ono gollon of skim milk will also take the placo
of ono pound of dried milk in tho cbove rotioms,

It is highly importont to provide ample fecod and water troughs so that
all tho birds may oat or drink at one time withiut beoing crowded othorwisc timid

birds moy not cat or drink rogularly ond moy c¢ven dic of starvation.

SUBSTITUTING CNE FEL" FOR ANCTHER

PROTEINS

In the casc of high prntein feceds, which arc ernsidercd csscntial for bost
rosults in storting and growing mashes, it moy bo found possible to recduce the
cost of the moshes by substitution of onc high pratein feed for anothor of less
cost without scrinusly impairing the nutritienal value of the ration. High pro-
toin feods such as meot meal, fish meal, dried milk, soy boan meal, sesame meal,
etcs moy be substituted onc for anithor in sterting and growing rations without
seriusly changing the fecding valuc. Howover, for best rosults, it is still

considered, though subjeet to verificati n, that protein in a starting rotion

should bo derived cqually from vegetable and onimal sources. The most desirable
proportion of vegetable ond animal protein for growing and finishing ratirns is
§till a subjoet of study.

With tho oxeeption of dricd milk in stertine ratioms, which‘can hardly
bo roplacéd beecouse of its high contont of the essential Vitamin G, tho othor
protoin concentrates may woll bo considercd primerily from the standpoint of
¢ost per pound of protoin. A rough way of figuring the comparative cost of
protoin from the differont protein concontrates is to divide the porcontagc of
brotein in the fecd into the cost per hundred pounds of the food, Thus, driecd

milk having 37% protcin and costing $6.50 per hundred would show a cost per



pound of protein of ($6450 & ,37) 17.8 cents per pounds Fish meal with a protein
contont of 65%, costing $2.00 per hurdred would show a cost per pound of (2,00
2 .65) 3 conts per pound. The carbohydrates ean always be obtained cheaper from

the grains or their by-products,

The mash firmulas in this eircular werc prepared on the assumptisn that
the various ingredionts menti-med oeuld be purchascd at pricos in keeping with
their rclative feed valucs. Vory often, howiver, tis is nct the ecase, and it
is often advisablo for the sake of c¢conomy to make substitutions, if this can
be donc without greatly changing thc percontoge ¢ mpositicn of the formula or
its digestibility.

The grains, corn, wheat, oats, barley, milo, ete., may be uscd to replace
onc ancther in a ration, sc long as twp ar miro of the grains arc used at the
samc time., Thosc groins do not have identieal valucs as a feed, so thot when
substitution is considcred, the feeding value as wcll as theo current price should
be taken into eonsideration when purchasing fcodse

Taking a suggestion from CALIFORNIA EXTENSION CIRCULAR NO. 58, and allow-
ing an arbitrory value of 100% for dent ccrn because of its very high digoestibil-

ity and value as a poultry feoed, the following respective values should ho givone

Deut Corn- 100% Whoat- 93%
Egyptian Corn- 98% Barley- 82%
Kafir- 98% Wheat Middlings= 78%
Milo=- 97% Oats- 75%
Ricc- 97%

- If corn with a rating of 100% is solling at $1.50 per hundred pounds, bar-
ley, with a roting of 82%, would be worth .82 x 1.50 or $1.23 per hundrod pounds
to roplace the corn. If the barloy was sclling for moro than $1.23, in this
case, corn would be cheapor ot $1.50, If the barlecy werce sclling for less than
§1.23, thon it wuld be a choapor feed than the corn at $1.50 por hundred.

Very often prices of differont loeally grown grains, because of local sup-



ply, ore out of line with thoir rolative fecd values, it is thon advisable to de=~
torminc which is the most cconomical at the timo., For example, if barley is
sclling at $1.23 por hundred,'and corn is n~t obtainable locally at a rcasenable
price, bub wheot is available, a comparative priee for wheat may be determined

as follows:= Dividing the priec of the barley $1.23 by «82 its relative frnd
yaluc as compared with corn, tho estimeted value of corn will be $1.50., With

the comparative price of corn as a basc established, the equivalont wheat price
con be obtained by using tho comparative wheat valuc .93 given above and multi-
plying §1.50 by this figure, thus $1.50 x 493 oquals $1.39 as a fair sclling
price for whoat, whon barley is $1.23 per hundred. In like manner tho current
equivalent pricc may be cstablished for the other foods listed above for purposcs
of substitutins-n,

AVERAGE PERCENTAGE COMPOSITION CF SOME COMMON POULTRY FEEDS

Protein Carbohydrates - Fat Ash
Fiber Starches, VEi%,
SETy o

No. 2 Corn 9.6 149 67 6 : 4,8 1,4
Barley 11,5 4.6 69,8  * el N §
Alfalfa Leaf Meal : 20,0 18,0 4030 . 245 1280
Wheat : 12,0 2.4 71,0 240 1,9
Millrun : 1648 a6 56547 4,6 g o
Wheat Bran : 16,0 9.5 BRaV . & &4 6.3 °
Wheat Middlings : 16,0 9.6 56,0 * 4,0 4.5 *
Rye : 1158 s T8 % AR e R
Milo : 10.5 A8 SRR [ M o s SRS ), TaT o8
Millet Seed : 1150, % 9,5 2 sho % 3Lk ZL8
Kaffir : L P TR o) o USSR R AL B e B
Oats : VI20 "= 1350 75 8008 & LA gl s RS eh
Rice : Safl b Gguty w8 gl o F - ualhy A A
Rice Bran : 120 T 12,0 * 4650 ¥ 1250, F 3050
Cotton Seed Meal - 41% Pp, i 43,0 1 13,0 F 280 » 8.0 70 Gd
Soy Bean leal : 1150 * 807 F 2240 7 60 Bgll °
Corn Gluten Meal D0 & 200 F neLe S 1.0 - % - 3,0 i
Linseed 0il Iienl = O.P. S A B % | B et AR S G
Fish Meal - 607 P, : 8000 5% B:D . EeD, T 8.0 P 2020
lieat Meal - 55% P, : BE,0 5.0 T 250 9.0 * 22,0 "
Dried Skim Milk : 3846 T 00 ° 25,8 4,2 ° 26,1 °



COOPERATIVE EXTENSION WORK IN AGRICULTURE AND HOME ECONOMICS
UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA ACRICULTURAL EXTENSICN DIVISION
AND UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

COCPERATING
Report for 1936 - L, 2. Cline
I, NAME OF PROJECT [Extension Work in Agricultural Economics and
Marketing.
II. SUB-PROTECT Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotmesnt
Program,.

The activities in comnection with this project

began with attendance at a regional meeting March 8th to 12th at
Salt lake City with Agricultural Extension workers in eleven
western states and ropresentatives of the AAA organization in
Washington in attendence. A second meeting was called in Salt
lake City to further consider the program March 26th and 27th.
Following these meetings, a program for spplication in the eleven
western states was perfected, and rules and nguht:l.m wore dis-
patched to Nevada early in April, following which, meetings were
ealled in various parts of the state for the purpose of acquaint-
ing farmers with the program,

During April and May, the writer held meetings
in Elko, Las Vegas, Pioche and Ely, for the purpose of introduc-
ing the program. Later meetings were attended in Las Vegas, Pioche,
Ely, Paradise Valley, Elke, Lovelock, Minden and Fallon for the
purpose of exsmining work sheets and establishing bases for the
farmers submitting work sheets. Vork in this comnection was carried
on throughout the summer up to September 20th, whem the field work
ws largely completed and further work on the program consisted of




office computations aend preparation for payments of grants
under the program in charge of the Secretary to the State
Board of Directors,

Activities in comneetion with this pro-
Jeet covered eight days away froam the office attending reglonal
meotings in Salt Lake, snd 45 days in the field attending meet-
ings of county committeemen. Six meetings of state directors
and technical committeemen for the progrsm have been attendsd
at the State Extension Office during the year and 15 meetings
of farmers were attended in this connectien,
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COOPERATIVE LITENSION WORK IN AGRICULTURE AND HOME BCONOMICS
UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGEICULTURAL EXTENSION DIVISION
ARD UNITED STATES DEFPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

COOPFRATING
Report for 1956 | i B. Cline
Is RANE QF FROSGE Extension Work in Agrieultwral Doonomies and
W%l
11, SUB«-PROJECT Turkey Narketing.

Turkey marketing has been an important sube
projeet of this office sinee ite establishment. Twrkey produe-
tion hes been a very important industry in the irrigated wailleys
of western Wovads for the past ben years, the principel develop-
ment being in the cowmties, Churchill, Lyen, Pershing, Douglas
and Washoe, named in the order of their importance. Clark and
Lineoln Cownties in Bouthern Heveda have slso had periods whom
turkey produetion reached s commereial seale. This wes especially
true in 1938, when the turkey crop in Clark County inoreased to
12,000 birds from the previous year's mumber of 2500,

Turkey marketing in Neveds has been dominated
by eooperative marketing orgenizations for the past eight yoars.
Since the marketins season of 1930 the turkey growers of Churehill,
Lyon end Pershing Countiee heve been merketing thelr turkeys
through their stetewide producers orgenisation, The Hevada Turkey
Growers Assoeistiom, which in turn consigned the shipmente to
the Northwestern Turkey Crowers Assoeistion with selling egencies
in Sen Frenciseo and los Angeles. |

The Horthwestorn Turkey Crowers Associstion is
composed of numerous state turkey producers erganisations of which
Wevade Turkey Growers Associetion is ome of the charter members.




.
The Northwestern organizatlon serves es a sales egeney for all
its predwer associotions,

Under this mrketing plen orderly marketing of
turkeys throughout the intermowntein stetes is fasilitated. ALl
turkeye going to any one meriet from the different produsing
ereas during any ono marketing peried, sueh as Thanksgiving or
Christmu; are pooled mecording to grade, and all eonsigaments
are pald fer ascordingly, eoach association paying itz own transe
portation snd marketing expemse and guaranteeing its produst,
Surplus turkeys are not effered for sale, but are stored wnbil
the market will absorb them at a falr price. This marketing
method has proved very satisfactory to the produser as well as
to the wholesale trade with which the associetion deals,

Hevada turkeys have established a wery good
reputation on the market and the state assoclation iz enjoying
a lerger percent of the business of the state each year, During
the period November 1935 to Nevember 1936, the period covered by
this repert, the Newvada Turkey Growers shipped sooperatively
205,214 pownds of dressed turkeys with s total walwe of $52,922.31.
Asocording to reports of the eooperative assoclation these turleysm
graded 89,777 prime.

The following is o statement of net prices
received by producers for the three markebing perieds, Thanks-
giving, Christmas, and Jenwrys | |

For Thanksgiving prime young hems and toms
eial hens and toms 22 cents.



+¥e
For Christmas the prices were prime young hens
and toms 26 eents per powndy cholee young hens and tome 22,34
centes and cummercial grades 20 cents,
For the Jenuary shipmenis prime young hens and toms
bwought 23,53 eents per pound; choloe young hens and toms 21,85
sets per poundy and commercisl grades 183 cents,

A11 indicetions prier to the marketing seasen
of 1936 were that the priees of turkeys on the Pacific Coast
maxiets would be six or soven oente per pound less than the prices
# at the opening of the marketing season of 1985, Marketing condis

tioms were very mush disorganized due to the maritime snd ware-

house men's strike which prevented exports of turkeys, provision-
ing of beats, and the proper handling of receipts.

During the past year this office has dewoted
cone iderable attention to the various phases of grading and
myizeting turkeys in eonnection with the eperations of the Nevada
Turkey Growers issoolation and the Nortlmestern Turkey Growsrs
hssoolation, During the pest year & two day grading school in
8alt lake snd one in Nevads was perticipated in, mmxm
cintlon meetings also were attended and two Nerthwestern Associ-
stion meetings were attended in Salt lLake, A total of 26 days
wee gpent in the fleld im eommeetion with this project, 14 of
which were devobed to mrkebting operations end 12 days in cooper-
ative assoeintion meebings. During the past year elght news artloles
end two redio talks were prepared on turkey marketing., Correspandense
emounted to 60 lebters.




COOPERATIVE EXTENSION WORK IN AGRICULTURE AND HOME ECONOMIGS

UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION DIVISION
AND UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ACRICULTURE

COOPERATING
Report for 1936 Le Eo Gline
I,  NAME OF PROJECT Extemsion Work in Agricultural Rooncmics and
Marketing.
II. SUB=PROJECT Potato Adjustment Program.

This office wae placed in charge of the Potato
Adjustment Program for Nevada in October 1935, Wollowing this
appointment & western regional conference was attended in
Poeatella, Idsho, of potato growers, Agricultural Extension
workers, and representatives from the Agricultural Department
of Washington, The meeting was oalled for the purpose of ex-

plaining the new potate act and for formmlating plans for carry-

ing out the provisions of the act.

There was considerable differsnces of opinien
between different groups of producers regarding the merits of the
act and methods of administration, with the result that no very
definite recommendations came out of the meeting.

A socond meeting was called in Salt lake City,
December 16th and 17th to consider plans of administration that
had been assembled in Washingten, At this meeting definite ine
structions were given out to the state potato agents in charge
of the Potato Adjustment program in the various western states.
Instructions were given to these men to return to their states
and to proceed to aequaint the potato growers with the provisions




of the act and methods of administration.

Considerable time was devoted to this pro-
ject, Meetings and conferences were held in Nevada with potato
growers and with the state potato conmittee, which was set up
to administer the work in the state, Seven meetings were held
in the state on the subject, four days were spent in a trip to
Salt lake City, and seven days were spent in the field, Numerous
circular letters and instructions were sent out from the state
office in preparation for the operation of the potate program,

The Aet was declared uneonstitutional in
January when all activities in this comneetion were discontinued
in the state.



POTATO ADJUSTHUENT PROCRAM
Le Be Cline
Extension Agricultural Economist
University of Nevada
NE——

After two consecutive years of ruinously low
prices of potatoes, various groups of potato growers sought
relief through Netional legislation. After numerous msetings
and conferences to study production und consumption snd price
trends throughout the United States, the Petuto Act of 1935
wos presented to Congress and enacted as a measure sponsored
by producers,

The Potato Act of 1938 under which potato grow-
ers cof the United States will operete next year is an amendment
to the Agricultural jdjustment Act, and will be operated by the
Agrieultural Adjustment Administration. The saforocement foatures
of the Act, however, will be in the hands of the Buresu of In-
ternul Revenus. |

The Potate Act, now in effect, as interpreted by
the Agricultural Adjustment Administration, has more liberal
provisions for complisnmce on the part of preducers, whe wish %o
grow potatoes, than the regulations affecting the other adjust-
ment programs in the state, under which Nevade farmers are now
operating.

Yo one wishing to grow potatoes in Nevada in 1836
should be greatly restricted, if at all in his plans.

The Potato Adjustment program will not regulate
any mamner the amount of potatoes that any one farmer may grow or




may use at home, but 1% will regulate the mumber of bushels
a farmer may sell for humsn conswmption without paying a
penalty tax.

The Potato Aet is, therefore, a marketing Act,
which is intended Yo prevent the price of potatoes from full-
ing below a reascnable purchasing power as compared with things
the farmer buys. When the Potato Act was passed by Congress
and for two years before, potatoss had a purchasing power of
only one-half of what it should have been, and potato farmers
throughout the country were in serious distress with their
large c¢rops and low prices,

| Under the provisions of the Potato Act, the
national requirements for potatoes for humen consumption,
estimated to be 226 million bushels for 1936, is spportioned
to the variocus states in proportion to their past production
and sales history of potatoes. Under this apportionment,
Neveda has been alloted 444,000 bushels, that may be sold by
Kevada producers tex free., This allotment of potatoes, that
may be sold tax free by Nevade producers, is to be sub-divided
among the various potato producers of the state, on the basis of
their average 1927 to 1934 years sales. Nevada potato producers
who expect to grow potatoes for sale in 1936, should understand
that according to the Potate Act, they must apply for and receive
their allotment of potatoes that may be sold tax free before
they will be privileged toc make any sales without paying the
tax, which applies to surplus potatoes.




Commercial potato growers, therefore, should
not plan too definitely their 1936 operatioms, until they find
out the size of thelr sales allotment, because it is not exe
pected that any Nevada potato growers will went to pay the
revenue tax of 75¢ per 100 pounds for the privilege of selle
ing potataea for which allotments have not been secured.

In order to carry out the provisions cof the
Potato Act in Nevada, one person, designated as State Potato
Agent will be in gemeral charge and in addition there will also
be for the state at-large, three state committesmen, who must
be producers of potatoes, and in each prineipal potato producing
aeounty, there shall be at lesst three county committeemen. In
counties, where the potato induktw is unimportant, one committee-
man will act. These committeemen, both state and county, are for
the purpose of dividing the state allotment of potatoes that may
be sold tax free, equitably among the applicants, who wish to
grow potatoes for sale,

After the sales allotments have bean distributed,
the actusl supervision of potato sales falls under the office of
the Internal Revenue, whose duty it will be to see that all
potatoes sold by the producer are accompanied by the necessary
tax free stemps.

The State Potato Organization will be set-up in
smple time to msquaint producers with the requirements of the
Aet, snd to receive applications prior to preparations for
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planting, so that no one need to be deprived of his privileges
under the Potato Adjusiment program.

The allotment of tex free sales of potatoss for

Nevada of 444,000 bushels is considerably ia excess of the States

sales during the past flve years, so that there is considersble

room for expsnsion if desired in the 1936 crop., Newvuda potate
growera are espeelally fortunate in this respect. If the adjust-
ment program resulis in better prices, as is expected, the Nevada
producers may benefit both by increased tomnage and increased prices.
At least, Fevada producers have nothing to lose, it seams, by the
program but on the other hand, should be greatly benefited.

Since the snaciment of the Potato Adjustsient pro-
gram, there has been zuch criticism of it and much misinterpretation,
Much of this adverse criticism has come fram processors and dealers,
who operate on a percentage basis, and depend on volume for their
revenue. In cases of over production, these interests naturally
thrive at the expense of the producer, who must necessarily operate
at a loss,
tuating prices and for being a hazardous crop for the growers.
Potato growers in desperation have taken this means in an effort
to regulate preduction in sceordance with consumptive demand, a
prineiple, which is in common use by zll industrial enterprises,
and which is essentienl to the success of all industries.

It is inconceivsble thet the manufacturer's of

autemobiles, for example, could survive long if they were unable




to regulate selling prices in accordance with the cost of
produetion; yet the potato producer in the past, along with
other producers of agricultural products, has been obliged
to operate under just such handiceaps.

At the present time some of the immediaste need
for the present potate progrem has been offset by heavy losses
in the potato c¢rop of the late producing sections, due to
freezing., This reduction in the crop as might be expected,
has resulted in sudden advences in prim to a level approxi-
mately that contemplated by the adjustment program, This very
condition would be expected to stimulate excess production next
year to be followed sgein by extremely low prices in 1937, wers
it not for the enforcement of the Potato Adjustment Program.
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NEVADA POTATO PROGRAM
TO BE READY FOR 1936

Nevaoa's PART IN THE AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION'S
pPOTATO CONTROL PROGRAM, INAUGURATED BY THE LAST CONGRESS, WILL GET
UNDER WAY IN PLENTY OF TIME FOR THE 1936 pPLANTING SBEABON, L. E.

CLINE OF THE Uni1VERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVIGE
ANNOUNCED THIS WEEKs

No DEFINITE INSTRUCTIONS FOR NEVADA TO PROCEED WITH THE PROGRAM
HAVE BEEN RECEJVED YET, BUT CLINE HAS BEEN NAMED TO HEAD THE WORK IN
THE 8TATE. "NEVADA'TS QUOTA HAS BEEN ANNOUNCED, AND THE STATE COMMITTEE
HAS BEEN SELECTED,

WiTH THESE STEPS ALREADY TAKEN, THE PROGRAM IN NEvVAOA IS
ALREADY TO BEGIN AS SOON AS OFFICIAL WORD IS RECEIVED FROM WASHINGTON,
CLINE STATEDS.

ALTHOUGH THE LAW BECAME EFFECTIVE DECeEMBER |, IT WILL HAVE NO
EFFECT tN NEvAaDA uUNTIL THE 1936 crop 158 PLANTED, CLINE SAID, SINCE
THE 1935 crROP HAS BEEN HARVESTED IN THE STATEs

LACK OF FUNDS, WHICH WERE TO BE PROVIDED BY THE LA&T CONGRESGS,
I8 HOLDINS UP ADMINISTRATION OF THE ACT HERE AND IN OTHER LATE
PRODUCING STATESs THE NEEDED MONEY |S EXPECTED TO BE PROVIDED WHEWN
CONGRESS ASSEMBLES (N JANUARY.

IN THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE PROGRAM IN THE STATE, A COMMITTEE
OF THREE EXPERINECED POTATO GROWERS WiLL ASSIsTs NAMED FOR THIS POS T

NCH

. R ER
HAVE 2EEN Jo G+ Peckuam, TRuCKEE Meaoows/ ;ARTHUR

MartocH !, Mason VarLLeEy

GROWER3 anp V., L, Apams oF RENO

(MORE)

FROM=-UNTVERS ITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE, RE'10, NEV.
Coorerative AcRicCuLTURAL Extension Work, Acts of May & June, 1G 1L
Seerr W, CREEL, DIRECE®RS o w s + & & & =i Lo HiceiNBBEHANa E BRI TER
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COUNTY COMMITTEES WILL ASSIST IN THE LOCAL ADMINISTRATION OF
<HE PROGRAM, AFTER IT GETS UNDER WAY, CLINE ANNOUNCED.
BEFORE NEXT YEAR'S CROP 18 PLANTED, HOWEVER, EACH NEVADA
GROWER, ACCORDING TO THE LAW, WILL REGARDLESS OF THE SIZE OF HIS CROP,
UPON APPLICATION BE ASSIGNED AN ALLOTMENT OF POTATOES HE MAY SELL,

BASED ON HIS PAST SALES, TAX FREE FROM HIS 9%6 croPa

"Tue potato ProarRAM™, CLiNE staTED, "DOES NOT PROVIDE FOR’ ANY
LIMfTATION ON THE NUMBER OF BUSHELS. THE PRODUCER MAY GROW, BUT HE Wi(LL
NOT BE PERMITTED, ACCOARDING TO THE AGT, TO SELL MORE POTATOES THAN
HiS ALLOTMENT UNLESS HE PAYS A TAX AT THE RATE OF 75 CENTS A HUNDRED
POUNDS FOR ALL SOLD BY HIM ABOVE HTS ALLOTMENT"

NEVADA'S ALLOTMENT WHICH MAY BE SOLD TAX FREE HAS BEEN SET AT
Lilily,000 BuUSHELS .

"Tuis™, CLINE sat10, Panticierares 4 ©ror ror 1936 of 535,535
BUSHELS, WHICH IS NECESSARY TO YJELD THE MARKETABLE ALLOTMENT OF
POTATOES rFOR NeEvADA N 1936,

"Tue Nevaba QuotTa FoR 1936 15 CONSIDERABLY BELOW THE PRESENT
OR LAST YEAR'S CROP. THE NEVADA CROP HAS BEEN SUFFERING REDUCT | ON

IN s12e sINCE 1929, THE PRESENT SEASONTS ACREAGE IS8 ESTIMATED 70 BE

RPPROX [MATELY 2,000, wuicH 18 eNLY ONE=THIRS OF THE ACREAGE OF THE

LARGE cropP ofF 1927,

MTue ALLGTRMERY FoR NELT VERR, WETH AUERSSSTWIELA taNESTAMATER

. n
TO PERMIT THE PLANTING of ABouTt 3,500 AcRES DURING 1936.



- i

COCPERATIVE EXTENSION WORK IN ACRICULTURE AND ECME ECONOMIGS
UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION DIVISION
AND UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

COCPERATING
Report for 1936 Le B, Cline
I, NAME OF PROJECT Extension Work in Agricultural Economics and
Marketing.
I1. SUB=-PROJECT Organization of Clark County Turkey Growers
Assoclation.

The first interest in a cooperative turkey
marketing association in Clark County was shown in January 1936,
when & conference was held with turkey growers of Southern Nevada,
This meeting later was followed by a second meeting the last of
February with the group of turkey growers and s representative of
the Neveda Livestock Production-Credit Association and e represen-
tative of the Resettlement Administration, at which time, methods
of production, finsneing and marketing were discussed. A tenta-
tive marketing organization was first discussed at this meeting
which later culminsted in the Clark County Turkey Growers Associa-
tion with fifteen charter members,

During the summer, following this meeting, con-
siderable mssistance was rendered a group of turkey growers in
preduction problems, and approximately 12,000 turkeys were pro-
duced, On June 24th, the first organization meeting of Clark
County turkey growers was held at Logandale for the purpose of
formulating plens for a cooperative turkey marketing association.
At this meeting an organization committee was chosen from the
group of producers sand the Marketing Specialist of the State
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Extension Office wae asked to draw up organization papers for
the proposed association. These corporation papers were sub-
mitted on October S5th, and were accepted by the group of pro-
ducers, who became members of the Clark County Turkey Growers
Association of Overton, Nevada,

On Cctober 16th, the Clark County Turkey
Growers Association applied for membership in the Neveda State
Turkey Orowers Assoclstion at its annual meeting in Yerington,
Nevada, and were granted membership therein. The next contact
with this newly organized turkey marketing organization was the
first of November this year, when assistance was given in making
plans for marketing the turkey crop through the Northwestern
Turkey Orowers Association, the selling sgency of the Nevada
Turkey Growers Association, At this time, arrangemenis were
made for semi-gealding all the turkeys in the assceiation and
for receiving, packing, and shipping by refrigerator freight the
entire crop of turkeys to the Nerthwestern Turkey CGrowers Agency
in los Angeles, California.

In connection with this project, four visits
wers made to the territory covered, four meetings were held, and
eight letters written. Assistance was rendered also in connection
with financing turkey producers through the Resettlement Adminis-
tration. Assistance was rendered by this office in metual packing
and shipping operations, which will be covered in the 1937 annual
report, Seven days were spent in the field in connection with this
project and two days in the offics,




COOPERATIVE EXTENSION WORK IN AGRICULTURE AND HOME ECONOMIGS

UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION DIVISION
AND UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ACRICULTURE

COCPERATING
Report for 1936 Le E. Cline
R NAME CF PROJECT [Extensien Work in ﬁgriaultural Economics and
Marketing.
II. SUB-PROJECT Southern Nevada Meat and Provision Company.

Service in connection with the Southern Nevade
Meat and Provision Co., which was organized in 1935, was con-
tinued throughout 1936. Activities in connection with this
organization consisted of assistance in perfecting a book-keep-
ing system, auditing accounts, stimulating membership, and
assisting in preparing an application for a lean for the orgeni-
zation from the Cooperative Division of the Resettlement Adminis~
tration and in facilitating the contacts between that ageney and
the Association.

During the year a change of management has been
made twice, Following the death of the originel manager in Jamu-
ary 1938, a temporary manager was sppointed until a permanent
mansger uoul& be found. During this period considerable help
was necessary to keep the accounts in shape and to prepare an
audit for the new manager before he took charge.

The prineipal activity on the part of this
office for the year consisted of efforts in connection with re-
finaneing the organizaetion through the Resettlement Administration.
everal days were given over to the preparation of a complete
financial statement of the Company end other exhibits required
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by the Resettlement Administration, Because of flaws discovered

- in the title to the property, ssricus delays were experienced in

perfecting the title. Along with the pefinancing of the Company,
edditional funds were sought for ilmproving the facilities and
adding to the operating capital of the Company, so that it might
better handle the inecreasing business that was developing.

Work was first begun on the application for
the loan the last of March, and the meney was made available the
first of November. The original application was made for $23,811.00,
The final amount approved was $16,811,00, The amount of the appli-
eation intended for the revolving fund was reduced by §7,000. The
loan granted will be of great help in reducing the interest charges
and rates of the amortization of the debt over what the associa-
tion wae paying to its previous ereditors and will provide equip-
ment and many new improvements in the plant,

Improvements in the facilities of the plant were
begun November lst, 1938, This cooperative marketing erganization
is operating successfully and filling a very important need of the
farmers in southern Nevada, Up to the present time iis operations
have been confined to the processing and sale of meat animals,

{hen the new improvements have been made, other farm products will
be added to the business,

Time devoted to this project eonsisted of twenty
days in the field, attendance upon three meetings of directors,
and two trips to Regional Resettlement Administration Office in
connection with the refinencing operations. Trips made in comnection
with m:mMmmmuuﬂthorﬂndmnMu
with other projects in the same locality.
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COOPERATIVE EXTENSION WORK IN AGRICULIURE AND HOME HCONOMICS
UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION DIVISION
AND UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

} COOPERATING

|

| Report for 1936 L« E. Clixe

| 1. HAME OF PROJECT Extension Work in Agrieultural Hoonomles and
II. SUB~FROJECT Livestock Marketing.

The livestook merkwting project which lms been
a combinuous sub-projeet of this office for the past four years
wes conducted as in previous yvars in comection with the Pro-
dusers Livestoek Marketing Associstion of Salt lake City and the
Pagi fle States Livestook Marketing Association of San Franeisco.
This work was cerried on with the aid of the cowty agente and
livestock producers.
livestock was continued late in the season and the activities of
| this office in thie connection were prolenged through November
| and Deeenber, a totel of 149 cattle producers having listed
21,500 cattle for sale when the program elosed in December 1936,
Activities were resumed for the markebing season
1936 in April when the lasb mariet besame very active, Before
this office suspeobed amy aetivity on the part of buyers and
before the aetual lambing season, buyers were in the field meking
offers for future delivery. The first offers were im the nelghbor-
hood of 6 oente per powde
Az seon o5 possible this of flve contacted the
county agents in the mmmmamumﬂmm
Livestoek larketing Assoeiation in Salt lake City, with the
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result thet this erganization with its oamtacts in the Eest
was able to meke betber offers then hmd been made thus far by
private individuwals. This stimulated increased ﬂ’f&ﬂngl on
the pert of independent buyers and the prices were finally ade
vanced for Newads lambs up to 7 5/4 eents fio.b. shipping point,

The Salt Lake Cooperetive Association wes ine
strumental in raising the offers by independent deslers, but
were not suecessful in seewring many lembs, due to the activity
of numerous private buyers in the field, Prectieally the entire
lamb erop of Nevade was emtracted and down payments mede prior
%o the lambing season this year, Activities in gonnection with
this project were very short this year, but they did serve mater-
ially to inerease the price of lambs,

Aetivities wder this subeprojeet in conneotion
with eattle marketing began the first of September whenm the
annuel swvey of feeder catile was begun by the county egents in
the various sounties, The first swmary of ecattle listings for
the state was malled out September 24th from the State office to
the mailing list of past pwrchasers, new prospects and organiza~
tions interested. Zach county agent is also provided with the
eurrent stete listings so that he mey direst eny inguiries coming
to hies attention for feeder cattle not available in his sounby.
This year the feeder cattle market was very active and the cattle
listings supplied by the Stete office and the gownty agents'
offices were very helpful teo prespective buyers in losabing
sources of supply. Three separute inventories were assembled
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The feeder catile market was so notive that
meny orders were {illed before the herds wore listed with the

State office. Previouws buyers were active in the territery. |
Work in comnection with this project was practically eompleted |
by Hovember lst when the supply of feeder steers in the state |
was exhausted, rices mmmamﬁhaimhm-_m '
f.0.b. shipping point, Cows ranged from 4,25 cenbs to 4,75 eents _
per pound,

In sonneotion with this projest correspondence |

anounted to sixby-five letters in addition to three mimeographed |

cireulars end cattle invemtories o mailing lists. Five mews

stories were writbten. Approximtely 21,000 feeder cattle were

disposed of durimg the past year through this projest. Four

days were spent in the field in comneetion with this project.
Three livestock producers' meetings were lheld

in the northemn end eestern parts of the State to ssquaint the

cattle and shesp producers with the purpeses of the project.

¥re L. B. Memn of the Coeperstive Dividoen of the Farm Credit Ad-

ministreti on and Mr. W B, Stout of the Depertuent of Agriculture

at Washington end a represemtetive of the Produsers Livestoelk

Markoting Association of Salt lake attended and partieipsted in

these moetings which wers held in Ely, Flko, and Wimnemucca, Newnds.
Attached are samples of reporte and forms used

in assembling smd reporting infermmtion regerding livestock for

sale under this sub~prejeet. ‘



EFFECTIVE COCPERATION
in
FEEDER LIVESTOCK MARKETING

Le Eo Cline
Extension Agricultural Zconomist
University of NWevada

o s ) o 2

The livestock industry of Neveda is devoted
prineipally to the production of feeder cattle and sheep.
Some finishing operations are carried on in the irrigated
valleys. ‘

The suecessful operation of this feeder live-
stock mrkatiﬁg program 18 based on the active cooperation of
publie agencies and others actively interested in promoting
the livestock industry of Nevada.

Any group of cooperating ngencies must be
properly directed by scme one person or organization always
on the job if results are to be expected, In this particular
progream the Nevada Agricultural Extension Service furnishes

the motive power,

Through the cooperation of such logieal agencles

as the Nevede State Farm Bureau, the range livestock producers
of the state and the Nevada Extension Service, working through
its county agents, e very efficlent selling service for Nevada
feeder livestock has been provided without cost to producers
or purchasers,

Such cooperative sales agencies aa the Pacific
Coast ILivestock Marketing Association with hesdquarters in

l



San Francisco, the Producers Livesteck Marketing Association

of Salt leke, and e large array of individual buyers of Nevada
feader livestock furaish the market ocutlets.

ing division of the Nevada Extension Service whiek is in close
contact with the production side of the picture uses the facili-
ties of the varicus county agents' offices in the state to as-
semble the inventory each fall of all feeder cattle =nd sheep
that will be offered for sale in each county. This inventory,
covering information =8 to the varicus kinde and elasses of
eattle and sheep to be offered for sale dy each party, the ape
proximate date on which they will be reedy, where they may be
seen ond the shipping point, is assembled for sach county
separately on forms provided and kept on file in each ecounty.
A duplicate of this detailed inventory for each county is sent
to the state office where the composite information for the state
is eassembled.

)8 Made , The county listings filed

in the state office, a summary for each county is made, The
county summeries are then assembled into a state swmary in
which individual ownershipe ave not shown. State sumaries

are prepared at intervals as listings are changed with additions
or with sales S0 as to keep the state suymaries up o date,

are prepared, copies are immedistely placed in the hends of
oach Nevada County Agent and is also sent to a state mailing



1ist of interested persons and sgencies.

With this information and the detailed in-
ventory of listings in his own county at hand, the county
agent is enabled to be of great value in making contacts
between prospective purchasers looking for feeder livestock
in his own county, as well as in other counties, when inven-
tories in his own county are not sufficient to meet the needs
of such prospective buyers,

By the above means the whole Extension Service
of Nevada as well as the other cooperating groups and persons
are enabled to serve as a large scale agency of information
for the livestoek industry of the state when marketing time
gomes,

An important link in this marketing progrem is the
Pacific States Livestock Marketing Association snd the Producers
Iivestock Marketing Asscciation, which list among thelr members
many range livestoek producers of Nevada, These Cooperatives
are provided with current summaries of all livestock listings
ineluding complete inventories for their use in supplying thelr
members who make a business of finishing cattle for market.

Additional contacts are made directly from the
County Agents' offices with past purchasers, who have made a
practice of stoeking their feed yards from particujar counties.

While the livestock marketing program is in full

operation in the state, the State Hxtension Office and the




various county agents devete special attention to current
prices of feeder nnd fat oattle on the nearest pm
markets, as well as for sales made locally and are thus
able to be of wvaluable sssisbance in establishing equiteble
~ asking prices,
The efficiency of the Nevada Livestock Market-
ing program has gained materially with time and experience
end iz becoming more and more popular with the livestock
producers and mors essential to the purchaseras of Nevada
feeder livestock in this land of wide cpen spaces, large
individual operations and limited cormunication fauilities,
A1) vervices in commeetion with this program
to thé produger or purchaser sre free and transuctions between
the producer snd purchaser are direet except when the services
of the cooperative livestock anssoclations are required.




Vlcaner calwes

il | b 45 Herford snd Durhem
Threc=year old steers
Cne-ear old heifers |

STRVEY OF TWEVADL OCAYILA 0I7a%D H0R  SALE
. " - . LA il

I anticipate sclling the follewiag cettlo this fall:

01488 L UEE BRIID
et = e

Onneyoni 0ld steors

Two=ycar old heifers

Fat Cows 3 b _15 Herford end Durham
Canner Cows
Bologna Bulls 5 d _Du

Date cattle will be ready November 1lst, WL

“hore cattle may be seen _ Thortom & Kindall Renches-Unionville, Nev.

there cattle are usuvally weighed On_Ranch

Railroad shipoing point Inley, Nevada

(signed) A, J. Kindall
Name of Grower

onville, Ne
Address

Pemarks:




SUMMARY OF CATTLE FOR SALE WASSEE  cOUNTY, WEVADA

Shipping | Date Stecors Heifors Cows : Stoclk =
NAVE ADDRESS | Point Roady | Wosners | 1 Yr| 2 Yr| 3 Yr| L ¥r| 2 Yr| Fat |[Connors| Bulld ers| Totd
de Vo Foore |Cedarville | &1%ures 20 %
iverett 7lll |labe Gity - a0 &
Le ¥ Suy . " | o &
Js 8, Stevens | Pegleville . 12 12
O ¥ Sulapeth) ¥ - 2B | B 15 g
2de Seingle | Jerlash Jerlanh b 8 5 28
Segtosber O,
David ¥. Hoty |lede Sity  |®illew a7 50 s
#s Vs Geller |Glandgan Cerlsch &3 28
W, Da Pashey |Serlach - 20 23
B.i.ndabecsh |Cederville | Altures 24 14
¥.J.DarrisiSon| Altures " 5% s8) | 15 516
TOTAL, 2 |59 | @ 0 £3 G4C
Sold - @

Esact lcosation of these oatile is o file hmm



SUMMARY OF CATTLE OFFERED FOR SALE IN THE STATE OF NEVADA

(Listinze Up To September 25, 1936)

Steers Heifers Cows
COUNTY REFORTING Weaners T g 2 7. 3 ¥r. 1 ¥r. 2 Yr. | Pat | Canners | Bulls | Stockers|Total
WHITE PINE 116 240 82 Iy 175 71 159 142 3 989
EURE 34 58 147 10 79 45 4 381
LAYDER 3 o8 65 48 4 6 184 .
NYE 75 156 15 30 5 281
LINCOLN 40 72 314 23 13 7 469
FUMBOLDT 950 6585 | 2777 200 | 3820 14332
HOE 40 34 704 . 27 15 59 146 29 26 1080
_BILKO B {3 ] 203 7 80 104 2 566
TOTAL 1143 7202 4199 439 270 330 4409 237 23 18282
ADDRESS — C. R. Townsend, District Extension Ageni, Ely, Nevada (fcr White Pine, Eureke, Lander, & Nye)
L. A. Gardella, Lincoln County Extension Agent, Pioche, Nevada (for Lincoln County)
P. L. Malonev, Humboldt " " " | Winnerucca, Nevada (for Fumboldt County)
H. B. Boerlin, Washoe = " " , P.0. Bldg., Reno, Nevada(for Washoe County)
Mark 7. Menke, Elko " " " _ Elko, Nevada (for Elke County)
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" AGRICULTURAL EXTENS]ON SERVICE.

FEEDER STOCK FOR SALE
IN NEVADA BEING LISTED

AN INVENTORY OF FEEDER CATTLE TO BE OFFERED FOR SALE THISH“LE

et

ol

By NEVADA RANGHERS, WAS BEGUN THIS WEEK BY THE UNIVERSITY OF,NEV@@%.-

: =

By THls METHOD, AcCORDING TO Le Eo CLINE, AGRICULTURAL & CQNOM R

OF THE SERVICE, IT 1S HOPED THAT THE MOVEMENT OF THE STOCK WILL BE S

.' \.h
il

FACILITATED AND THE SELLER AND BUYER BROUGHT TOGETHERSs

e

- == \ % o SN ; i
Now. IN IT6 THIRD YEAR, THE INVENTORY tnN |93 ano in 1935 pRoves

fF CONS |DERABLE VALUE TO THE LIVESTOCK MEN OF THE STATE IN Arvngﬁmgmgg
S UYERS INTO-FTHE STATE AND EXPEDITING SALES-

N

THROUGH ITS COUNTY AGRICULTURAL AGENTS, THE University ofF Ni

CXTENSION SERVIOE WILL OBTAIN FROM RANCHERS INFORMATION AS TO THE

“TOCK THEY ARE LIKELY TO OFFER FOR SALEs THIS WILL BE COWB INED INTO -

a &
e -

A STATE INVENTORY, WHICH WILL BE ABAILABLE TO CO=-OPERATING MARKETINGH
ASSOCIATIONS, PROSPECTIVE BUYERS THROUGHOUT THE COUNTRY, RAILROAD
COMPANJES , H'A'NJI_CH_E'RS:, ANE O THERS INTERESTEDS
[ i ; :
“AS SALES ARE WMADE; THE INVENTORY ¥ILL BE REVISED,; BRINGING

THE NUMBERS UP TO DATE THROUGH THE MARKETING SEASON. [ A 1

2 e o s 7 e U B CATTLE LISTED AND UNSOLD THROUGHOUT THE STATEw

oméF A YEAR, HAS GREATER MARKET NG HAZARDS THAN THE PRODUGCER WHo
MARKETS HIS PQOEUCTS AT MORE FREQUENT lwfsﬂang”, CGrLane samﬁ’rﬁﬂ%
?SINC£ THE NEVADA FEEDER CATTLE PRODUCER IS LIMITED TO A snle?j '
NG PERIOD DURJMG-THE FALL MﬁNst OF EACH YERAR, THE-RETURNQ ?ﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁg}‘

OPERATIONS VERY MUCH DEPEND ON A THOROUGH KNOWLEDGE OF MARKET PR}3

(MQRE)

.r - [ 3 >
ROM UN!VERSITV oF NEVABA AGRICULTURAL ExTeENston SERVICE, REN-
CooPERATIVE AGRICULTURAL ExTEnsion Work, Acrts or May & June, 1911

gsc:L w. CREEL, D[RECTGQ_;ih‘& g ,._A._L. HIGG]NB@TH&M:
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£ 500 AS WELL As THE FEDERAL State MARKET NEWS SERVIGCE IN S&N

218C0 ARE RELIABLE SO0URCES OF CURRENT MARKET NEWS [NFORMAT ION

I THE LATEST PRICE INFORMATION THAT |8& S0 ESSENTIAL TO FNTEL

NEGOT IATE /SALES. _

-2-.

SUPPLY, AND DEMAND FOR SUCH CATTLE.
W"UNFORTUNATELY THE EARLY SALES OF FEEDER CATTLE ARE v

MADE ﬁf LOWER PRICES, AND PRICES THAT ARE OUT OF LINE WITH

'

T HAT ARE. Large-EQTﬁaL[sﬁzb, THEN WHEN THE FEEDER CATTLE MOVEMEN

MORE GENERAL, AND COMPETITION HAS BECOME MORE EFFECTIVE |N EBT

ING PRICESS"
THERE ARE MANY RELIABLE SOURCES OF INFORMATION FOR THE
FCEBER BAT]’LE PRODUCE R_,. A CCORDIFENG - T0- T HE “EXTENS1ON WA N

THe Probucers® LivE Stock MARKETING ASSOCIATION OF SAL:

%D THE PacifFic Srates Live Stock MARKETING ASSOCIATION OF

18 NO REASON, HE BELIEVES, FOR ANY LIVESTOCK PRODUGCER TO BE
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A G R T CUTLT UFRAL TH e s et
Lease Upon Recerpr = 19%649=| 2z 6l_250 ~A&AB=wExcLusive I Your Oiry

FIRST LISTINGS MADE —
OF CATTLE FOR SALE

FilrsT LISTING OF FEEDER CATTLE AND FAT COWS TO BE OFFERED FOR

i
.. ~

Bsale 3y NEVADA RANCHERS THIS FALL WERE COMPILED TH1S WEEK FROM I1NCOMPLETE

SREPORTS FROM THREE Nevapa COUNTIES BY THE UnIveERSITY 0F [NeVADA ASRICUL=

BFlURAL EXTENS[ON SERVICEs % |
'

|ncomMPLETE FIGURES FRom Huwmsoirpt, LiNcoLN, AND WASHOE COUNTIES

B0l s torAaL oF I5,LL1 weEAD LisSTED Wi TH THE COUNTY AGENTS AS FOR SALE

BT THIS TIMEse NEARLY HALF OF THIS NUMBER GCONSISTS OF WEAR=O0LD STEERS,
BFH: EXACT FIGURE BENMGE 6,65 13 Tovnal NUMBERS OF WEANERS LISTED 18 950,

BTHo-YEAR OLD STEERS, 3,368, THREE~YEAR OLD STEERS 526, TWO=YEAR OLD

i =

-

;ﬁEHIRS 200, FAT CcOWS 5,&03, cANNERS 13, AND BULLS 39

l1sTiNgS |N DETAIL ARE ON FJLE N THE OFFICES OF THE ARGENTS
-

Bl THE COUNTIES, SHOWING THE CATTLE WHICH EACH PRODUCER EXPECTS 70
ﬁAqKET TH1S FALLe THEY WILL BE AVAILABLE, ACCORDING 70 Ls E. CLINE
BOF THE STATE EXTENSION STAFF, TO BUYERS [N SEARCHSOF CATTLE, ANOLTHE =

BECOUNTY AGENTS WILL FURNTSH ASSISTANCE [N THE KOCATHING R ESSUITALSESSST O KS
- _ =
SN0 CHARGE 1S MADE FOR THE SERVICESs

E STATE COMPILATIONS OF THE LISTINGS WILL BE MADE SEVERAL TIMES A

BUGNTH BY THE STATE EXTENSION SERVIGE AND CORRECTED TOTALS OF CATTLE 1IN

BTHE STATE FOR SALE WiLL BE ANNOUNCED THROUGHOUT THE MARKETING SEASON

AND unTiL ALL NEvADA CATTLE FOR SALE HAVE BEEN DISPUSER OFw

&

THE L1STINGS ARE.BEING SENT TO CATTLE: BOYERSISIMISCIHESSSTATE o T

B THE EFFORT TO INTEREST THEM N NEVADA CATTLE FOR SALEs
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MORE NEVADA CATTLE
ARE LISTED FOR SALE

6 More NEVADA FEEDER CATTLE AND FAT COWS OFFERED FOR SALE BY

BRANCHERS OF THE STATE THIS AUTUMN WERE LISTED LAST WEEK By THE UNIVvER=
-

‘Ugny of NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE, WHICH REPORTED THAT
SGME SALES ARE ALREADY BE[IMNG MADE N ELKO AND HUMBOLDT COUNTIES,
A TotaL ofF 8,282 HEAD 8 [INCLUDED |IN THE INVENTORY OF LAST

BNWeEk, WITH REPRESENTATION FROM EIGHT COUNTIES OF THE STATE = White Pine

|

MEvreka, Lanoer, Nye, Lincorn, Humeoror, Wasuoe, aAnND ELKOe
o LEADING IN NUMBERS OF HEAD LISTED FOR THE MARKET THIS SEASON

B0 ran 15 HumBOLDT WITH lh,552. WASHOE COUNTY CATTLEMEN HAVE LISTED
|: ) 3

8 [,080 HEAD, WHILE THE FiauRes FROM WHITE PINE ARE 989, Eureka 381,

R
i Lavoer 18L, Nye 281, Lincown L69, ano Erko 566,
A NUMBERS FROM MANY OF THE COUNTIES ARE EXPECTED TO JUMP SHARPLY

fﬁ?ﬂ FUTURE INVENTORY TOTALS UNTIL THE INVENTORY (s compLETE, L« Es CrLiNE
B

llﬁrTHE STATE EXTENS|ON STAFF, SAID [N COMPILING THE L18Te THE PRESENT
*ﬁbTAL 1S ONLY THE SECOND ONE OF THIS SEASON AND MANY OF THE RANCHERS
.&4mus NOT YET HAD TIME TO GET THEIR FIGURES TO THEIR EXTENSION AGENTS

B [N THE VARIOUB COUNTIESSs
i THE YEAR=OLD STEER CLASSIFICAT{ON LED ALL OTHERS LAST WEEK IN
P WUMBERS LISTED FOR SALE, CLINE STATED, Wirte 7,202 HEAD, WHILE FAT

B tovs were next at L4,L09. FieurRes FOR THE OTHER KINBS OF STUFF WERE
.Il o : '

BVErNeERs, [,143, Two=yeAR OLD s¥eEnrs 4,199, FHAEESYEAR OLD RTEECHS L394
P YEAROOLD HEIFERS 270, TWO=YEAR OLD HEIFERS 330, CANNER caus 2575 AND

1

:WﬂLLB 534 : (Mnﬁg)

“?7m ~UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENs 108 SERV'GE’ ENTQINEV.
R moPEnAT|VE AsriecuLTuraL ExteEnsion Work, Aprs ofF May & Juuﬁal Ep1ToR
yE 1L W CREEL; DtREcTon (IO T TSN AT 1S 'A “ﬁ' qunlmaaTHA

O
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NEVADA CATTLE FOR SALE
NOW BEING INVENTORIED

FIRST FIGURES SHOWING CATTLE WHICH WILL BE OFFERED FOR SALE By

NevaDA RANCHERS THIS AUTUMN HAVE BEEN RECEIVED BY THE UNIVERSITY OF
NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVECE &N

ITSE SURVEY NF THE FaLL

LIVESTOCK QFFERINGS.

StNCE ONLY FOUR CF THE SEVENTEEN NEVADA COUNTIES HAVE YET BEEN
HEARD FROM, NO CONCLUSIONS AS TO THE NUMBER OF CATTLE 70 BE MARKETED
THIE YEAR CAN NOW 3E ORAWN, ACCORDING T0 Ls Es CrLine oF THE EXTENS[ON
SERVICF «

INncoMPLETE FIGURES fFRoOM Lincoun, Erke, Lanoer, ano HumsoLDT
COUNTIES, HOWEVER, SHOW A ToTaAL ofF IIl,;7L48 ANIMALS WHICH RANCHERS
INTEND TO SELL IN THE ANNUAL FALL CLEANUP OF THE HERDS IF PRICES ARE
RISHT.,

Ofr tHESE, 5,941 REPRESENT YEARLING STEERS,; WHILE 3,622 ARE
TWO=YEAR=OLD STEERS, AND THREE YEAR=-OLD=-STEERS ACCOUNT FoR 219,

Bur 85 YEARLING HEIFERS ARE SHOWN IN THE FIGURES AND oNLY 19k
TWO=YEAR=-OLD HE|FERS JNDICATING INTENTIONS OF HOLDING BACK FUTURE
BREEDING ANIMALS,

Fat cows vo tHe numser of |,453 ARE OFFERED, ACCOROING TO THE
FIGURES, AND 62 CANNER COWS.

SIXTY=-SEVEN BULLS WILL GO ON THE MARKET AND 25 STOCKERS,

ACCORDING TO THE INCOMPLETE FIGURES FROM BUT FOUR NEVADA COUNTIES.

JUST WHAT THE FINAL FIGURES WwiLL BE, CLINE SAYS NO ONE KNOWS,
BUT A G000 1DEA OF HOW MANY CATTLE THE RANCHERS OF THE STATE WILL

BELL SHOULD BE AVAILABLE BY THE FiR&T OF OcroBERs PRESENT INVENTORIES

ARE NOW AVAILABLE AT COUNTY AGENTS'! OFFICESe |
A SiIMILAR INVENTORY OF SHEEP AND LAMBS S NOW UNDER WAYs

"RoM-UNTvERs 1Ty OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL ExTeENsloN Service, Reno, NEV.
‘OOPEHATIVE AGRlCULTURA_L ExtensioN WorKs ACTSE OF M'AY & \JUNE, ‘glll

4 _ e O R
‘-E.E_l_&__w. CREEL, DlRECT.‘Rl i . ° ol 0'0 A' L'.HIG'G}NBOTH“‘M’ E.ulT
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COOPERATIVE EXTENSION WORE IN AGRICULTURE AND HOME ROONOMICS
UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION DIVISION
ASD UNITED STATED DEPARTUENT OF AGRICULTURE

COOPERATING

Report for 1936 Le Be Cline

1. NAME OF PROJECY Extension Work in Agrieultural Economics end
Mﬁiﬂ&!

11, SUB«PROJECT Cooperantion with the Newada State Ferm Bureau

Because of the very close association in Nevads
between the Hevads State Farm Bwreau and the Heveda Extension
Service through their legel comnestions and plan of cperations,
the Agriculturdst in charge of markeding has devoted considersble |
time to Farm Bureau esctivities. The Stete amd Cowmty Famm
Bureaus have actively promoted the work of this office and
active asasistance has been rendered the Fare Buresu organisza-
tions by this office.

Practically all mestings of farmers for consider-
Extension Service are presented to the farmers under the suspices
of State, Cownty or lesal Farm Bureaus, This arrengement faeili-
tates the operations of the Extension Service very materially end
zives official status to the various programs that are being
presented,

During the past year the writer appeared in an
official capaoity at seven cownty Farm Bureau meebings, ane regional
Ferm Pureau meeting, snd the Aunval State Farm Bureau meeting.

A total of fourkeen days were spent away from
the office in commetion with cooperation with the varlous Famm
Dureaus.,
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COOPERATIVE EXTENSION WORXK IN AGRICULTURE AND HOME ECONOMICS
UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICUIAURAL IXTENSION DIVISION
AND UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURR

COCPERATING

Repert for 1936 Le Es Gline

I. NAME OF PROJECT Extension Work in Agrieultural Econamies and
Markeoting.

11, SUB-PROJECT Natien wide Turkey Production Survey.

For the past five years this office has devobed
conslderable time in secwing data with reference to the sige
of the turkey erop of different sectione of the United States I
end for the United States as & whols. This imformation has
been gathered primarily feor the benefit of cooperative markete
ing orgenisations in the west, which have mueh to do with esta-
blishing prices whiech direetly affect Newvads furkey growers.

Ta the absence of a speeial twkey production
swrvey by the U. 8. Department of Agriculture for 1036, and due
to the fact that thers wes comsiderable speculation as to the
size of the 1936 erop aud because of its resulting affect on
prices, it was thought justifiable for this office to attempt a
Netion wide survey of turkey nwibers produced in 1936 and also %o
asserble such other information as would be pertiment to the ture
key marketing operations.

Ascordingly, with this objeet in view; an ex-
those espeeially interested in the turkey industry in & commereial
way, consisting of turkey producers, twkey hateheries, turkey
feed dealers, turkey egg producers, twkey produelng and marketing

el i e ity ol (R
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sssociations, county agents and Poultry Embensicn Speoislists
in territories, where turkey production is an importent aotivity,

During the month of Awgust, these sddresses
were ciroularized with a questionneire such as is stteched to
this repert. The response was very gratifying. It wes poseible
to secure very satisfactory reports from all the States. This
survey had soms of the features of & ohain letter, in that each
perty eclroulerized was asked to supply addresses of cther pere
sons in his territory who would be eapsble of giving a report
from his loeality. The survey was conbinued wp to November let,
when all reperts were swmerized and & mimeographed report was
prepared and mailed to all the persons or fimms participsting in
the survey.

Attached is a eopy of the final summary,
oub by this survey was the execeptionally large number of turkeys
that would be offered for sale an the Thamksgiving market or
prior thereto. This information prompted the cooperative asseel-
ations operating in tho west to meke speeial effortes to handle en
extra large volume of turkeys for the Thanksgiving season, with
the result that they were prepared for the large volume thet did
maberialize. ipeoial sales effort was made through sales e~
taocts and through edvertising, and es & result the consumer
demend was bullt up to absorb the largest emownt of turkeys ever
markoted during the Thanksgiving marieting season.
publicity throughout the United States. It was eredited with
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Monday, October 26, 1938
TURIEY PRODUCTION IN 1936

Broadcast by Wallace Kadderly in the Department of Agriculture portion of the
Testern Farm and Home Hour over IGO and seven other stations associated with the
“yational Bre.dcasting Company's Pacific Coast Blue Network.

"= = 00000 = -
" last week I called attention to a report by our Bureau of Agricultura Economics
indicating that this year's turkey crop will be the largest on record. Now I
mould like to elaborate on that forecast and discuss various angles of the pros-
pective turkey situation. : Mo . .

: A big crop of turkeys t}ais';‘,rear' followed two or three years of decreased pro-
“dquction.. From an cstimated total of about 19,000,000 turkeys in 1932 and 1933,
projduction' fe_j.l to about 15,000,000 in 1235, owing mainly to the feed shortage of
1934-35, 'Production this year will be somewhat larger than in 1932 and 1933, making
4t (as I said) the largest turkey crop of records.’ P

" In view of tho general meat ‘situation, the big crov of ‘turkeys will be a spec-
ial cause for tharksgiving on the part of the consumer at:least. Turkey prices are
* low compared with their usual relation to other meat prices.

.. With ample supplies of turkeys at moderste prices, and with increased consumer
tuying power, the consumption of turkeys will no doubt be hea¥y this season.

Practically all narts of the country show increased production of turkeys.
The North Central and South Central areas, which together in 1929 produced about 60
per. cent of the turkeys raised in the entire country, show the greatest increase
. this year, as was natural following the big decrease there last year. The present
incrensc shown in those areas anounts to about ‘35 per cent for small flocks and about
85 per cont for large flocks. The Far Wostern States show a slight decrcase in '
production by small flocks, but large flocks which are the more important factor in
mich of this area, report more than twice as many turkeys as last year in large
b holdingse.

L, E. Cline : of the EIoY'ad& A_‘.gfi‘c’:ﬁ‘l_tur"al' Exténsion Service each year conducts
a survey of the turkey situation. ILet me give you his findings as to our Western
- States, B S 4 pames i A R e N e ‘ .

‘"The Intermountaih territory, consisting-of eight mountain states, produced
last ycar about 14 per cent of the nation's turkey crop. The Intermountain Statoes
show the largest increase over 1935 of any of the districts. Utah is especially
outstanding in its per cent of increase, with Nevada second and Arizona third.

"The Pacific Coast states, Washington, Oregon, and California which last year
Were credited with producing about one sixth of the nation's turkey crop, are
ostimated to show an incroase 'this'year of 18 per cent over 1935 production. Oregon
end Washington show the principal percentage increase for this area."

Mr. Cline also points out that the turkey producing season for the United
States contimies to be oxtended in both'directions, to earlier and to later periods;
and, thanks to the longer production period, congested markets are becomning less
&d less a hazard for the producer. Furthermore, the consumer can look forward to
ore unifornm prices, a situation that is greatly favored by consumers and producers

(over)
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alike.

Our Bureau of Agricultural Economics believes that increased receiptg of (il
key meat at the central markets will probably be considerably less than the jp.
crease in the number of turkeys raised might suggest. Xnowledge by many DT Oduce
of the shift during recent yesrs in the market demand toward smaller birds, congl 0
with the present unfavorable relation of turkey prices to feed prices, and the
solute shartage of feed in some important turkey producing areas, will tend towa
disposal of birds at earlier ages and lighter weights than usual.

From his ‘survey, Mr. Cline concludes that about fifty per cent of this yel
turkey crop will be ready for market by Thanksgiving timie. . . and some of the
crop will have been consumed prior to Thanksgiving. He estimates that 60 per cgif
" of the Texas and Oklahoma crop will move to market prior to, or by, Thanksgivig
~and that 40 per cent of the turkeys from the Intermountain,region will bé reagy
by Thanksgiving. In the States of Washington, Oregon and California, Mr. Cline
estimates that about one third of the crop will be ready by Thanksgivings *=

These three areas. . . Texas and Oklahoma, the Intermountain region, and the|
~ Pacific Coast states. . . account for over half the Nation's turkey crop. |0

Finally, a few words about prices.

When the turkey crop'is large, there is a tendency toward a relatively greatul
gain‘in consumption in the main producing areas because the price to local con-
sumers tends to be relatively, as well as absolutely, lower than in the distant
urban markets: T AT IR - e T

In 1932 and 1933, the previous years of Iarge turkey production, the total
- ‘supply of meats was somewhat greater than the supply now in prospect for the win
and spring of 1936-37. Reduced suppliés of pork, expected to develop in the late
winter, should tend to give support to the demand for sborage turkeys. It is
- probable that unusually large stocks of ‘turkeys will be placed in storage this
year. o . e P el )
Owing to the big turkey crop this year, the Bureau of Agricultural Economits
says a rise in farm turkey prices cannot be expected.’ Prices in former years of
heavy turkey production have tended to decline as the marketing season progressel
unless opening prices were quite low. August farm prices were 15.5 cents per poud
for turkeys compared with 13 cents last vear, and in September they were 16 cents |

compared with 14.5 cents last ycar.

Considering the ‘gencral level of prices and particularly the prices of other
meats, September turkey prices were relatively low. Farfi prices of mdat animals
this fall are almost double those prevailing in 1932 and 1933, while those for fiF
Ees e abqut a halfgreat er than in 1932 and 1933. “ Thercfore, when comp?.?&d}
with farm prices of other meat animals, farm turkey prices are much lower than i1
those recent years of large turkey production. They are also low compared With
fool Priceps il Sl e T R s Pl el i oato
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COOPERATIVE EXTENSION WORK -
IN
AGRICULTURE AND HOME ECONOMICS
STATEOF: NEVXDA
| UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA
|GRICULTURAL E’:"‘;E"SWN PIVISION EXTENSION ADMINISTRATION OFFICE
| Al A
| PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA
pl._ 8 D OOPERATING RENO, NEVADA
Dear Sir:

In order to be able to overcome incorrect information or harmful propa=
gande that might” result from incorrect information regarding the extent of the
1936 turkey crop, and in ofrder to otherwise facilitate the marketing of the
present year's turkey crop, it is extremely important that reliable estimates of
the size of this crop be assembled from persons intimately associated with the
industry. It is important also to assemble this information as early in advance
of the marketing season as reliable estimates are available,

Information of this nature assembled last year prior to marketing time,
and relayed back to producers and cooperative marketing associating was of great
assistance in establishing and maintaining equitable prices when the marketing
b season opened.

For the purpose of assembling information in this connection this year,
I am including estimates from feed companies which specialize in turkey feeds,
I am therefore soliciting your cooperation in filling out the following blank
spaces and returning this letter in the-enclosed self addressed envelope,

I estimate the 1936 turkey crop for s, 8S com=
(name state or arca covered) :
pared with the 1935 turkey crop to be & less) (Smore) (seme)e

Is this ycar's turkey crop for the state or area carlier, later, or normal

as to date of maturity? .

What per cent of the crop will be marketed before Thanksgiving? .
h Have turkey disceses curtailed production materially? Check = Yes
| Extent % No .

Have producers longthened their pefiod of production by producing carlier
or later turkeys than previously? Check - Yes No . Earlier Later .

Will you pleasc supply names and addresses of other parties in your
state or territory who arc qualificd to supply information in this connec-
tion-

Do you wish a copy of the summary of thesc reports?

An ear1y return of this questionnairc will be much appreciated.

very truly,

,\/@ZM

L. B+ Cline
Dxtension Agricultural Economist



U. S+ TURKEY SURVEY FOR 1936
Conducted by Ls Es Cline
University of Nevada
Reno, Nevada

Report Released llovs 1, 1936

The last enumeration of turleys produced during any single year was
nade when the census was taken in 1929-30. This census showed a production for
1929 of 16,794,489 turkeys. All subsequent estimates of turkeys produced for any
one year to date are based on the 1029 census.

Since the 1929 census national turkey annual surveys have been conduct-
ed in en effort to ascertain the percentage increase or decreese of the current
vear's crop. The size of the new year's estimated crop is determined by applying
the percentage change to the previous year's estimate,

At best, therefore, any f'igures intended to represent the number of
turkeys in sny one year, other than a census yeer, are only estimates, but if
such figures are a result of an exhaustive survey within the industry, such es-
timates should be suffieiently reliable for practical purposess

The Us S¢ Department of Agriculture reports an estimate of 18,740,0C0

turkeys for 1933. The estimate for 1934 is for a 7% reduction as compared with
the previous year which would result in a figure of 17,428,200,
| The survey made by the writer in 1935 showed & decrease of 9.4% es ,
compared with the production of 1934. (The U.S, Department of Agriculture
estimated 10% reduction.) By applying the 9,47 reduction to the above 1534 es-
tinated number; an estimete for 1935 is reached of 15,789,950,

As a result of the 19306 turkey survey set forth in detail in t@is renort,
en estimate has been made for the United States showing an increase of 12.9% @as
coipared with 1935. When this percentarse increasec is applied to the previous

19356 number a total &f 17,806,900 is reached representing the estimated 1926 crop.
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Farly indications this year were for a very heavy incrcase in the
1936 turkey crop. The heavy interstate movement of turkey eggs end poults and
g reported increase last July of 46 T5% 3n commercially hatched poults gave the
impression that many new producers were entering the field, end that the final
1936 crop would be much larger than any previous crop.

A survey throughout the country early in the summer, of the interstete
movement of turliey egps and poults, showed very definitely that much of this
movement of turkeys and poults was destined to replace turlieys that had been
produced previously on farms by natural methods and would not result in increased
production.

A careful checking of the survey covoering the 1936 turkey erop
indicates that the mortality of poults in many districts has been very heavy, and
that the scvere drought which occurred in the two heeviest producing districts
of the United States has caused the abandonment of carly liquidation of many
turkey enterprises and will in the end result in the marketing of meny flocks
with light weight birds,

The present ycar's survey shows a very marked spreeding of the period
of production as comparcd with previous years. The 1936 turkey crop will be
marleted quite generally over a period of nine monthse This lengthening of the
marketing period will very greatly rclieve marketing congestions such as have
often occurred in the past and will serve greatly to level peaks and depressions

in pricocs.,



1536 TURKEY

CHOF SURVEY

Report of Estimates by Districts
Made ty L. E. Cline
University of Nevada, Reno, Nevada

| Percent of Percent of Percent Change{ Estimated [Percent of 1936
National Crop|National Crop |in Crop from Number for |Crop Ready for
PISTRICT Froduced ir | Produced in 1935 to 1936 193¢ Market by
1935 1936 (Increase) Thanksgiving
NEW ENDLAND - Maine, New Hampshire, Ver-
mont, Massachusetts, khode Island,
Connecticut, 1ad 10 1546 192,000 47
MIDDLE ATLANTIC -~ New York, New Jersey,
Pennsylvania. AR 2e4 10.8 425,900 53
EAST NORTH CENTRAL -~ Ohio, Indiana,
Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin. 4.8 445 82 811,700 57
WEST NORTH CENTRAL - Minnesota, Missouri,
Iowa, North & South Dakota, Nebraska,
Kansas, 2148 2242 14,8 34,955, T00 52
SOUTH ATLANTIC - Delaware, Maryland, West
Virginia, Virginia, North and South
Carolina, Georgia, Florida. Be9 845 8e T 1,522,200 46
EAST SOUTh CENTRAL - Kentucky, Tennessee,
Alabama, Mississippi. 4.8 4.8 Tel 814,800 85
WEST SQUTH CENTRAL - Arkansas, Louisiana,
Oklahoma, Texas. 26,8 24 ,€ 4,0 4,402 ,€00 50
MOUNTAIN - Montana, Idaho, Wyoming, Utah,
Colorado, New Mexico, Arizona, Nevada 137 1545 2746 2,762,500 37
PACIFIC - Washirngton, Oregon, Califorria 1637 3 8595) 1843 29338, 700 &
UNITED STATES 1600 190.0 129 17,826,900 49
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COOPERATIVE EXTENSION WORK IN AGRICULTURE AND HOME ECONOMICS
UNIVERSITY OF REVADA ACGRICULTURAL EXTENSION DIVISION
AND UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

COOPERATING

Report for 1936 Le B. Cline

I. NAME OF PROJECT Extension Work in Agricultuml Zconomies and
Harketing.

II., SUB-FROJECT VWa~Pe-Shone Indien Craftemen's Cooperative
Association.

Cooperation with the U, S. Indien Service of
Novada this year consisted in rendering assistence in setting
up & Cooperative Merketing Associstion among the Indisns eof
Hevada and adjacemt eounbies in eastern Califomis for the
purpose of selling cooperatively products of Indian handicraft.
Prior to the formation of this cooperative asseciation the
products to be handled by this orgenization have been sold by
the individusls producing them in whatever mamer they ocould,
and without any directiom, so that the articles produced had
no definite market values, The products also were miseellaneous
in character with little wifommity in type and quality.
The purpose of this organizetion iz to assist
the Indiens in perfecting their workmemship end in meintaining a
wiform price for like commodities. It iz intended also to
assist the members in seouring suitable rew meterials to be used
in menufecturing various articles. Imstrustion will also be
provided in meking new designs and new articles.
It is intended that the members shall bring
thelr wares to the central store where they will be paid an ad-
vance on the article, representing approximately 60% of ite sale




.22 - f |

valus. Final settlement ie made for the articles whem they are f
sold and deductions for selling ete. are takem out, Plans are
also included for bullding wp a revolving fund from proceeds
of sales, in order to finance the sdvances and ocarry on the
business,

8ince the articles made by the Indians will be
received by the association on advance payments to be seld by
the associatien for its mesbers, it will be possible to establish
wniform prices for the items and prevent them being offered for
suns smaller than they should., According to present plans this
organization will have headquarters at the Carson Indian School
at Stewart, Newada and will be largely supervised by the personnel
of the schools

The above organization is now in active oper-
ation. As supplies of products accumulate, it is plemned to
place them-in the hends of dealers of eraft products throughout
the cowmntry.

Activities of this office in conmeetion with
thie sub-project consisted of five conferences at the Carson
Indian Sehoel with persons promoting the organization , end in
"I the preparation of the Articles of Imserporation, By-laws, and
: Marketing Agreement of the Cooperative Corporation. Approximately

two days were spent in the field in comneetion with this work.
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COOPERATIVE ETTENSION WORK IN AGRICULTURE AND HOME BCONOMICS

UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA ACRICULTURAL EXTENSION DIVISION
AND UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF ACRICULTURR

CCOPLERATING
Report for 1936 L. B Cline
I. HNAME OF PROJECT IExtension Work in Agricultural Keconomics and
Marketing.
II. SUB=-PROTECT Eastern Nevada Provision Campany.

Inspired by the success of the Southern Nevada
Meat and Provision Company which was orgsnized in August 1938, a
number of livestock producers and others in HDastern Nevada began
congidering seriously sarly in 1936 the organization of a similar
association for Hastern Nevada. This proposed cooperative associa=
tion was not given seriocus consideration by this office until August
18th on the occasion of a state Taylor range meeting, when the sub-
ject was discussed with a number of livestock men and other interst-
ed parties, Considerable correspondence was carried on in connection
with this projeet and arrangements were made for presenting the sub-
ject at the armmual county Farm Bureau meeting in November and for a
preliminary organization meeting scon thersafter. Considerable
interest is being shown in this project and the prospects seem very
good for the formation of a farmers cooperative marketing association
for the processing snd sale of meat animals and other agricultural
products,

It is preposed to finance this organization through
the Gooperative Division of the Resettlement Administration, Already
steps have been taken to acquaint that organization with this pro-
posed association and the officials have already made & personal in-
vestigation and have reported faverably on the outlook.

s PETRT T



4 cenvess is now belng made for a sign up of prospective members
of the proposed sssociution, together with the kind end quantities
of products they would market through the organization; also a
canvass is being made of the possible wholesale marikets ‘for the
products that would be offered for sale, Tentative Articles of
Incorporation, By-Laws and Marketing Agreement have been drawn
up by this offic e and approved by Cooperative Losn Division of
the Resettlement Administration, so that when the organization
is finally perfected, there will be no delay in this connection,
In connection with this sub-project a cireular
lotter was prepared, three meetings have been held, and three

days spent in the field,
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COUFREATIVE EXTENSION WORK IH AGRICULTURE AND HOME BCONOMICS
UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION DIVISION
ARD UNITED STATES DFPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

COOPERATING
Report for 1936 L. E. Cline
I. MNAME OF PROJECT Extension Work in Agricultursl Eeconomics and
lMarkmting,
II, GSUB-PROJECT Nevada Agricultural Outlook,

During the year from Hovember 1, 1935 to
October 31, 1936 this subeprojeet was in charge of V. E. Seobt,
Ixtension Agriculitural Zeonomist of this office, who had charge
of assenbling the material for a periodical publication isswd
by the Nevada “xtension Serviee and the Nevada Experiment Station,
covering agricultural outleok material and other eurrent agri~
cultural subjects pertinent to Nevada agrieulture,

During the peried above mentiened the writer
contributed regularly to this publication. The publicetion was
issued seven times, and mailed to approximtely 2000 addresses
of farmers in the state and alse te a mumber of exchanges smong
western states! Extension Services. Contributions of the writer
consisted of nine articles. Six outloock stories were contributed
%o the state papers and two redie talks were prepared.

Service the writer will be responsible for assembling meterial
for the outlook publicatien during 1937,

Atteched qu-nurmm

entitled "Eoonomiec Talks", |
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Turkey Price Outlook

The turkey price outlook is always of much
interest to producers and to handlers of turkeys
at this time of the year, when the new year’s crop
is about to move to market. Unfortunately, there
is always a conflict of interests at marketing time
between the producer, who always wants as good
or better price than the year before, and the con-
sumer, who is always hoping for lower prices.

Under modern methods of marketing turkeys
through cooperative or private channels, any
fluctuations in prices are quite generally reflect-
ed directly back to the producer.

The returns for turkeys to be received by the
producer are what the consumer will pay minus
marketing costs, and the price the consumer will
pay may have little relation to the cost of produc-
ing the turkeys, but is affected directly by the
buying power of the consumer, the price of com-
peting products, and the supply of turkeys offered
on the market. It will be interesting to analyze
the 1936 turkey market outlook with respect to
these factors.

Outlook Seems Favorable

i Generally speaking, the outlook seems favor-
able.

The buying power of the consumer is some-
what better than last year, and is considered to
be improving. Consumer goods are being absorb-
ed in Increasing quantities at generally advanc-
Ing prices. It will be of interest to make a com-
parison between the years, 1935 and 1936, of
prices on the Pacific Coast for food products con-
sidered to be in competition with turkeys.

Western fat cattle prices have been practi-
cally stationary for a year, with the market at the
Present time strong with a 25-cent advance per

undred over the previous few weeks’ quotations.

In the case of hogs, prices are practically the
Same for both last year and this year at this time,

With a slight decline anticipated during the holi-
ay season.

. Lambs are considered to be in a strong posi-
tion, with prices at this time 40 to 50 cents per
hundred above last year’s prices at this time.

Colored Chickens Less

Colored roasters and colored hens, considered
strong competitors of turkeys, showed a price of
1 to 2 cents less per pound the first week of Octo-
ber this year than the same time last year. Stor-
age holdings of chickens show a heavy increase
over last year at this time, due to very heavy early
marketings in the middle west on account of sev-
ere drought conditions. The current price of eggs
is up 3 cents per dozen as compared with 1935.
Butter shows an advance of 6% cents at this time
over the same date last year.

The 1936 turkey crop is expected to show
some increase over 1935 and will be earlier.

The supply of hen turkeys on the West Coast
for Thanksgiving may be even less than last year,
in spite of the reported increase in the total tur-
key crop, because of the demand for breeder hens
already in evidence. This situation may result
in a substantial premium for hens and light toms
when marketing gets under way.

Prices Firm

The consuming trade has shown an increas-
ing demand for turkeys throughout the year, ab-
sorbing heavy cold storage holdings, large num-
bers of breeder hens, and preseason young tur-
keys since the 1935 holiday season. Cold storage
holdings at this date are more than one million
pounds less than at this time last year.

It is especially encouraging at this time to
note that, with all the factors mentioned exerting
their influence on prices, the current price for
turkeys in San Francisco is from 1 cent to 2 cents
higher on loose deliveries than at this time last
year, with an added 1 cent to 1% cents for govern-
ment graded and box-packed turkeys. )

Turkey producers can help greatly in pro-
moting and sustaining the maximum possible
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prices this year by delivering only prime birds
that will hold up well in storage, if storage is ne-
cessary to relieve congestion on the market, and
by selling the turkeys only through agencies that
are well financed and able to hold instead of sell-
ing on a falling market. A common prediction is
for a good storage price after January.
—L. E. Cline.

T T

1936 United States Turkey Crop Survey

Turkey prices are directly influenced by the
extent of current production, and it is very im-
portant that reliable estimates be assembled from
producers and others well informed as to the ex-
tent of production for the year so that a true pic-
ture of the supply may be available along with in-
formation as to other factors that influence tur-
key prices when the prices for the new crop are
being established.

National Survey Conducted

In the absence of any other disinterested ef-
forts to determine early estimates of 1936 turkey
numbers, the University of Nevada Agricultural
Extension Service has conducted a national tur-
key survey this year for the second successive
year and submits herewith estimates from returns
so far received.

All indications early this year pointed to a
heavy increase in the 1936 turkey crop over the
previous year’s production. The present survey
shows very definitely that the heavy increases an-
ticipated have not materialized.

This survey, as a whole, indicates very
strongly that the 1936 turkey crop for the United
States will be approximately the same as the 1934
turkey crop. It will be remembered that the 1935
turkey crop was estimated to have been 10 per
cent smaller than that of 1934.

Northeastern

The northeastern states, which were esti-
mated to have produced approximately 5.5 per-
cent of the national turkey crop last year, show,
according to this year’s survey, an increase
amounting to 10.9 percent over last year. The
states in this group show a variation from no in-
crease to 25 percent increase.

Southeastern

The southeastern states, which were estimat-
ed to have produced last year 12.1 percent of the
nation’s turkey crop, show, according to the pres-
ent survey, an increase of 7.9 percent over 1935.
These states vary considerably in extent of in-
crease from no increase to 13 per cent.

FEast North Central

The east north central states, comprising
Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, and Wisconsin,
which were estimated to have produced 4.8 per-
cent of the national turkey crop in 19385, show an
increase of 6.9 per cent this year over last year.

—

West North Central

The west north central district, comprisin
Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, North and Soyty
Dakota, Nebraska, and Kansas, which wag egi.
mated to have produced last year 21.7 percent of
the nation’s turkey crop, has been estimated, .
cording to the survey, to have increased 9 percent
over 1935.

Texas and Oklahoma

The states, Texas and Oklahoma, which g
~ording to last year’s estimates, were considered
to have produced 26.3 percent of the U. S. turkey
crop, are expected to show a small increase over
last year but returns are still incomplete.

Mountain States

The mountain states, which last year wen
estimated to have produced 13.9 percent. of the
nation”s turkey crop, show the largest increase
over 1935 of any of the districts, amounting to
27.9 percent increase for the year. #

Pacific States

The Pacific states, consisting of Washington,
Oregon, and California, which were estimated last
year to have produced 15.7 percent of the nation’s
turkey crop, are next in line in the percentage in-
crease, showing an estimated 18.3 percent increase
over 1935 production. It is estimated that 38
percent of the turkeys of this distriet will be
ready for the Thanksgiving market.

One of the interesting observations connected
with the turkey survey this year is the extension
of the period of production to both earlier and
later months. Because of the inability of hatch-
ery men to supply the demand for poults at the
usual time, this will naturally result in spread-
ing the market season over a longer period, and
may be expected to relieve congestion in the mar
kets, such as has often occurred in the past. 1’

‘--L. E. Cline.

* % ¥

A Nevada Farm Price Index

A Nevada farm price index with which fo
follow and analyze past and present price trends
of farm and range products has been constructed
by the University of Nevada Agricultural Expe
riment Station.

The accompanying table is the first release of
this index, which will be described in more det
in a forthcoming bulletin of the Experiment Sté-
tion. The weighted price of thirteen commidityy
price series are used—beef cattle, lambs, sheep
wool, butterfat, hogs, eggs, chickens, calves, alfak
fa hay, potatoes, wheat and barley. ;

The price series used are those obtained by
the Division of Crop and Livestock Estimates of
the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, Unit
States Department of Agriculture, and represent
the average prices received by Nevada farmers 0l
the fifteenth of the month for the grades and
qualities being marketed at that time. 1!
monthly prices are weighted by the average quat-
tity of each product marketed annually in the p&




October, 1936 EcoNnoMIC TALKS WITH NEVADA FARMERS Page Three
- Beef Cattle Prices Low
From 1922 to 1926, the Nevada price index
moved along with the general level of farm prices
E in the United States. But the Nevada index for
e all products covers up the fact that beef cattle
le prices remained relatively low during all of this
g period but their effect on the index was offset by
L the felatively high prices received for lambs and
" WOOl.
S T A R -;20' oA I;ﬂr i .glool i ;;3; The Sh{)rtage of beef Catt]e caus&d a Sharp

@ z DEVIATION

COMPARISON OF THE UNITED STATES AND NEVADA ANNUAL
FARM PRICE INDEXES, AND THE DEVIATIONS OF THE NEVADA
INDEX FROM THE UNITED STATES INDEX,

riod from 1924-1933 inclusive. The base used is
the average of prices received during the five

years 1910-1914.

Prices Are Weighted

All prices are weighted into two major
groups, namely ‘“range livestock” and ‘“general
farm.” The range livestock group is divided in-
to “beef cattle” and “sheep,” the two major in-
dustries.

The sub-group “beef cattle” contains only the
one price of beef cattle. The sub-group “sheep,”
contains the prices of lambs, sheep, and wool. The
general farm group is subdivided into “livestock
and livestock products” and “crops’” on the basis
of the type of commodity. The sub-group “live-
stock and livestock products” includes butterfat,
hogs, chickens, eggs, calves and 10 percent of the
fotal weighting of beef cattle. The sub-group
“crops” includes alfalfa hay, potatoes, wheat and

barley.
Follow U. S. Trends

In general, the changes of farm prices in Ne-
vada have followed the major movements of farm
prices in the United States.

The products of the beef and sheep enterpri-
8s carry nearly two-thirds of the total weighting
In the Nevada index. Therefore, the simultaneous
movement of the prices of the products of these
two industries away from the level of other farm
Prices will cause marked departures of the Nevada
Index from the United States index. Since 1910,
this situation has occurred twice for extended
Periods, once in 1919, 1920, and 1921, and again in
1928 and 1929.

. In 1919 and 1920, the Nevada price index
ailed to rise as much as the United States farm
Price level, because the peak cattle numbers in

0S¢ years were a depressing influence on beef
@itle prices. Though all prices fell precipitously
In 1921, beef cattle prices fell below the general
g:;ce level as the excess numbers of cattle were
ﬁolllllgtglqwdated. Wool prices, also, fell propor-
prica ly lower, and the combined effect of the low
i aes for both beef cattle and wool pulled the Ne-
Statepl"lce Index down to 114, while the United

8 Index dropped to 125.

rise of beef cattle prices in 1928 and 1929 which,

along with the already relatively high prices of

lambs and wool, pulled the Nevada farm price

andex 10 to 15 points above the United State in-
ex.

From 1930 to 1936, the annual Nevada price
index has not varied much from the United States
farm price index. While both indexes in 1936
show irregular movements from month to month
beause of the differing effects of the drought, the
general trend of farm prices in Nevada is the
same. as in the United States.

Highest in Late Winter and Early Spring

No corrections have been made for normal
seasonal price movements. Therefore, with a lev-
el trend of general prices, the Nevada price index
will tend to be the highest in late winter and early
spring when fat livestock are going to market and
when the prices of general farm products, for var-
ious reasons, are normally at their seasonal peak.
The Nevada index will normally be at its low point
in the fall when feeder cattle and sheep are com-
ing off the range and the harvest season is end-
ing for the grain, hay, and potato crops.

The seasonal movement of priees in Nevada
explains why the Nevada index has dropped from
its high point of 119 in April, 1936, to 114 for
September, 1936. The United States farm price
index, influenced more by drought factors, has
moved upward steadily in recent months to reach
a new high of 124 in August, 1936.

Price Trends on September 15

The September prices received by the sheep-
men were relatively the highest of any group,
the index being 139 compared to the all-products
index of 114. Wool prices are about 10 cents a
pound higher and lambs about $1.80 per cwt.
higher than in the base period. Wool prices have
been holding very steady for a year. Although
lamb prices are relatively high, the September
price in Nevada is, of course, based on feeder
Jambs. There is every indication now that Neva-
da lamb prices will advance mnormally as fat
Jambs replace feeder stock in the marketings.

" The beef cattle index at 99 also represents
the heavy feeder cattle marketings of September,
and the present outlook is that the average price
for Nevada will make the normal advance during
the winter as fat cattle replace the present move-
ments of feeder stock. The rather firm business
conditions, the rising total purchasing power, and
the short supplies of hogs are fa_ci_gts which are
holding up beef and lamb prices in the face of
ample cattle and sheep numbers. Cruz Venstrom.
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Indexes of Farm Prices in Nevada, by Groups
All Range

Range Livestock General Farm

and Farm Producs

All Livestcack C All
an rops4
Beef Sheep! Range Livestock ? General Nevada U. 8.
Cattle Livestock2 Productss Farm

Av.1910-1914 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
1915 104 122 112 93 134 107 110 98
1916 109 144 125 99 158 119 123 118
1917 136 247 189 133 230 166 180 175
1918 165 276 218 161 214 179 203 202
1919 168 264 209 178 227 195 204 213
1920 145 213 177 173 288 212 191 211
1921 105 110 108 122 129 125 114 125
1922 111 182 145 119 122 122 136 132
1923 102 211 154 123 140 129 144 142
1924 103 213 156 119 160 133 147 143
1925 103 220 159 134 173 148 154 156
1926 114 194 152 132 152 139 147 145
1927 122 186 153 130 135 132 145 139
1928 150 203 176 134 124 130 158 149
1929 161 191 175 139 147 142 162 146
1930 133 128 130 116 153 129 130 126
1931 .91 87 89 86 106 93 90 87
1932 74 65 70 65 89 73 71 65
1938 63 89 75 61 72 65 7 | 70
1934 65 116 90 69 86 78 85 90
1935 112 116 114 96 98 96 107 108

1935
Sept. 119 119 119 100 98 99 111 107
Oct. « 107 127 117 100 89 96 108 109
Nov. 100 139 119 102 87 97 110 108
Dec. 109 143 125 108 92 102 116 110
1936
Jan. 95 141 117 102 94 100 110 109
Feb. 95 143 118 98 96 97 110 109
Mar. 102 152 126 96 90 95 114 108
Apr. 112 152 131 100 99 100 119 105
May 110 149 129 93 103 97 116 103
June 102 151 125 94 112 100 116 107
July 95 147 120 102 122 109 116 116
Aug. 95* 140* 116* 104* 119* 109* 114* 124
Sept. 99* 139* 118% 108* 110* 109* 114* 124
* Preliminary

1—Lambs, wool, and sheep.

2—Lambs, wool, sheep and 90 percent of the beef cattle weighting.

8—Ten percent of beef cattle weighting and all butterfat, hogs, eggs, chickens, and calves.
4—Alfalfa hay, potatoes, wheat, and barley.

—

gress of May 8 and June 30, 1914. Cecil W. Creel
Director University of Nevada Agricultural Extensiol
Division, Reno, Nevada.

Cooperative Extension work in Agriculture and Home
Economics, University of Nevada Extension Division
and United States Department of Agriculture cooper-
ating. Distributed in furtherance of the Acts of Con-

ey T DR RN



B e . T -~

“ 26 =
COOPERATIVE EXTENSION VIOEE IN AGRICULTURE ARD HOME BCONOMICS
UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL BXTENSION DIVISION
AXD UHITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULIUE
COOPERATING
Report for 1936 L. E. Cline

I. HAME OF PROJECT Extensica Vork in Agricultural Bconcmdes and

II. SUB-~PROJECT Commercial Turkey Hebehing Bgg Survey.

during the past three years emd the resulting increased demend
for twkey egge and poults, and the very attractive prices re-
geived by produsers, have resulted in stimuleting increased
production of turkey egge for commerelel hatoheries. This
interest has spread to Newada turkey producers as well as to
other western districts, from which Newads dvews its supply of
poults.
of conmercial egg prodwiieon en the twlkey induwtry, it was
felt advisable to meke & sbudy of the present extent of turkey
egg production, the inter-state movement of such eggs and the
that would serve as & guide to the futwre setivities of Hewada
- producers.

With this pwrpose in mind, an extensive survey
was made through turkey hatcheries, commereial egg produsers,
county agents and poultry specialists in territories where turkey
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egg produstion hae alrveady reached commersisl proportions.
Thls swvey was conducted during the months of July end August.
The response to the survey was very satisfactory.

4t the time the swrvey was mede turkey producers
end turkey hatchery wen had experienced two very suscessful
years of operations and were very optimistic as to the 1986 price
outlook for twkeys, This opbimlsm wes refloctéd in the reports |
roceived, Bxpansien in production wes generally indiceted. |

The impertant findings indicated that the out-
put af turkey egues wag due for n very meterial inersase in the
old turkey egg producing distriets, and that the high prices for
turkey eggs shipped out of the southern and western producing
distriets bad stimulated an inberest in turkey egg productien
farther east, where turkey hatoheries were fast inereasing
their output,

Many reports from hateheries mm that
they were prompting neerby turkey growers to enter into the
new field of turkey egg produotion so that they might have a
gource of supply moarer their hateheries and be less dependent
on their previous sources of supply in the south and west,

The follewing e a brief summypy report of the
above mentioned survey. Out of forty-two states reporting, ell
but eight imported egze or poults from other states, Twenby-four
stetes imported eggs end poults prineipally from neerby states.
Fighteen states imported egge and poults from California. Seven-
teen states imported poults only from other states. Nineteen
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Twelve states reported that their importations
were mainly for the purpose of inereasing produstion that was
not possible at home. Three stetes reported that importations
were prineipally for the purpese of replseing natuwral methods
of production at home, Hine states reported thet importations
were used for speeding wp produstion and repleeing natural methods.
Twelve states reported an importent commerelal hatehing develop-
ment with a tendency to incrense output. Thirteen states reported
a rapid chemge from netural to artifieial mthods of production.
Twenty-six states reported as endeavoring to develop a commercial
turkey egg swply sufficient for thelr needs,

The following states were found te be producing
turkey eggs em en important commereisl seale for export purposes:
California, Oklahome, Eentucky, Texas, Oregen, Missouri, Nebrasis,
Kenses, Towe, Ohio snd Mimnesota, Wemod in the order of thelr
importence es commerciel produeers of turkey eggs. All but
California, Oklahoms and Texes reported that they elso imported
2 eonsidereble number of turkey ezgs this past year., The importations
were for the purpose of seewring poults earlier than those aveilable
in the sbates mentiomed, This survey indicates very clearly that
commereiel eps production is becoming nation wide, and thet no
longer will the southern and pacific coast stetes have the exelu-
gsive mariet that they have enjoyed in the pest, and also that the
prige of turkey eges is likely to be much less than in the past,
end that hatohery men will be in a position to exmet greater
pmrantees in the way of hatehability, assurance of delivery tine,
and quality in the breeding stoek, than ham been exacted in the

past,

- e e S TS At
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As an example of the extent of turkey egzg
production in the Pacific Coast stetes, a survey of California,
alone, showed a production of 6,000,000 turkey eggs with 's.m,m
exported to other states. .'

Correspondenge in conneetion with this survey
amounted to 165 lettors, and three news stories were written and
approximtely six daye were devwoted to the project.




The development of artificial methods, ss applied to turlmy
respests. Supplies of artifieially hatohsd poults in commrelal quantities,
while prasticslly non-existent twanty years ago, sre standerd ertieles of
commeroe today. As late ss 1931 the Buresu of Agriculiursl Beonomieos ¥. S.
Depertment of Agriculiwe, nwwmmmﬁm
twks in commereial gumiities. @lﬂnmt has taken place
since that time both in the nuwder end eapacity of hatcherles, and in the
quantity end gquality of the turkey egz supply. Unfortwately the tukey
mwymmmgmwmﬂﬁmwmmtrmﬁm

Ao insressing demmd for s relisble egs supply has stimulated
produstion to such an extest that m new induetry in this comnegticn has
been added to the field of sgriculiure. Demand sventually brings forth
supplics. Only a few years ago a commreisl flock of turkeys of from two
t@fwwmmmmmmm#

-




- P
its principal development within the pest five years.

In thewiter's opinian, this commreial produstion of tur~
¥ey egge of fers o wonderful opportunity for the sholessle improvesent '.
of market turkeys. There never lms been & timw sush es the present,
son individuel turkey breeders had the oppe

efforts to definitely and directly improve turkey flodks on a large seale
throwh the sale of eggs from well selscted hens, mted Lo toms with
Gesirable oulstanding dharscteristiocs.

Egg Froduser Nolds ¥ey To Whglessle Improvement
The present dependence of the commmreial twhey indwstry
upon & commercial twrkey eogz supply praetically plases the fubwre ime
provement of the market twkey in the hands of a limited nuder of some
mereial breeders, who will supply the eggs. Thers are wonderful posele
bilities for improvemsat in the mariet turkey alon: such lines as wai-

formdty of body sonformation, age at time of maturily, size at time of
meturity, aod mere rapid and wiiform retes of growth. There sre alse
possibilities in the wey of ellmineting inherited weaknesses snd do-
fects on & large seale, which will save the commreisl grower meny losses

A resent survey of the commpreial burksy sgz industry
movenent of turkey egue mmmmmmmu
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Ths states of Taxms, Californie, Oklshoma, and Eentuoky are the
fmpartant souress of early tuskey eggs for hatcheries in the north cembral
states. The states of Celifornia, Oklahems, Kemtusky, Texss, Oregon,
¥isgouri, Febriska, Xensas, lowa, Ohie, Mimmesote, report s importamt
turkey egz Indusiry. The importenee of the warioms states in Shie induatry
are approdimtely in the order mentiomed, sccording to the information
gathered. All of these stabes export as well as import turkey egge in
pormercial quantities, with the exception of Califarnis, Oklaho

Texas which are principally exporting rstates. Oaliforia hns meds phes
nomeral developront in this comwetion exporting according Lo the fn=
formation eollected, 3,500,000 turkey eggs %o eighisen differeat states
from the Atlantis to the Pacific evast.

States Duild Up Production By Isportins Eres
. e = ad o N i A » e iy 2 Wy = - LA

Other interesting mﬁmmymmm
om of the stebes imported turkey egss on & cumsercisl seale. In many
cases turkey ezgs were imported inte one stete and hetehed for shipment
to saother state. This survey also brought out the facts tiat in thir-
tiat could not be supplied locally. In nine states the a8 of
tuwkey egze or poults were used both to increase locsl production and o
replace natural methods, It is interesting to note thet at the present
mwmmathMMtﬂ

While the turkey ogg indwstry 1s still wmispertest in may
stetos, the growt: of commercial eg; hatehing in these states and thelr
inability to get an adesuate supply of hatehing eggs ﬁl&mhw




gpon as to guentity, guality, and time of delivery, is resulting 4n
meny eases secording to reports in the dewslopment of sSowrees of commer—
eal turkey eggs in these states. This may mesn that the middle west
hetchery men will be less dependent on the egz supply from tie Pacifie
emet and Texas in anocther ysar or twe than has been the cese in the
past two years, wmless the industry shows further expmsion. If this

situntion meteriallzes as indiceted at present, the 1937 commercial
turkey ezg produser will be salled upon to fumish grester guarentees
in the wey of cuality and time of @kxyﬁa the niddle westeorn hatohery !
pan for his 1987 opcrations than e been czaetbed in the pest, and no ‘
doubt an effor of better breeding along with other guarsntecs will be

streesed by the produser. High express charges and high operating

eosts on eggs that do not hateh must ewsnbtwlly be recowered with and

written off by the produser sceording to the seatiment of the comere
mlimmrm‘ | |
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The following is a statistical summery of the foregoing report.

__Sub-Project Pase
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Days in  lLetters Oiroulars Hews  Meetings

Comties Interested Field TWritten Issued  Stories Attended
Miscelleneous State wide 11 180 19 5
S0il Conservation - " 58 10 3 23
gch.rk, Washoe
Turkey Nerketing Churehill, Lyenm, 28 60 1 10 12
| (Pershing
Poteto Control Program State wide 11 18 2 2 9
Clark Co. Turkey Growers Assn, Clark 7 10 1 4
Provision Co. lincoln 20 16 3
State wide 4 66 7 5
State wide 14 9
Hatimwide Turkey Survey State wide 45 2 6 2
fe~Pa-Shone Indien Craftsmen's
Cooperative Association State wide 2 8 &
Eastern Newada Frovision Co. ye, lender 3 ] 1 S 3
Hevada Agricultural Outlock ‘State wide 8 9
Commereial Turkey Egg Survey Stato wide 158 1 3 2
Totals 151 558 14 61 80
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PROJECT VI Extension VWork in Agricultwral Boonomics
SUB-PROJECT © Agrioultural Outloolk

1. Hames of Spesialiste and Divisions of Work,
1, Fames, = V. E. Seott, L. B, Cline, A. L. Higginbothem, ¥, B,
Headley, Crus Vemstrom, Mary Stilwell Buol.
2. Division of Work,

Vs E. Scott was extension loader of the project and was
responsible for beef, sheep, hogs, and deiry outlook. The
loader of the project and Extension Hditer determined whem and
what should be printed, contacted primbers, end were responsible
for the mechanics of outlooi,

| L. E. Cline was responsible for turlmy outlosks F. B,
Headley was responsible for general oublook, demand and supplys
Crug Venstrom was responsible for alfelfe outlook and the Nevada
Price Indexj and Mary S. Buol was respensible for farm family
living outlook,

| I, Changes in Organisation.

: A more definite plan for outlook was devised this yeer. in

| Extension lesder was given the work of assigning work to the other

: members of the outlook staff., Instead of ome outlook bulletin ab

| the begimning of the yeer, a pamphlet, "Hoonomic Talks with Nevada
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Farmers", was printed. The primery purpose of this parphlet wae a
means of dissemineting owtleok information.

Swmary of Work Deue.

8. Factors which determined inelusion in yearts program.

In order to plan their ocrops end livestock programs, fare
mers should have an unbiased econcept of what marieting problems
they may expect. For this reason agricultural outlook is e
vital part of the extension program,

be Gosls. To prepare and disseminate agricultural outlock material
in sueh form that it will be read by a large muwber of Nevada
farmers,
s Methods and Ascomplisivmsuts.
(1) How the Work was lone,
In the fall of 1055 V. B, Scott attended the Outlook

Conference at Veshingbon, D C. Immedistely after retum

frem this Outlook Confersmee, plans were made for dissemin-

ating outlook information. It was decided te use the pam-
phlet "Economic Talkes with Nevada Parmers™ for the principel
vehicle of distribubion and to continue with discussione et

Farm Cewber meotings and news items in loocal papers.

Outlook charts were used in presenting program plenning
date at cowty meetings.
(2) Results Obtained.
mors" were prinmted in sach of the € issues, December, February,
April, Jume, August and Octobers



at ten Fammrma. Outlook news items wers sent
out to all newspapers in the State at timely intervels. The
Extension Editor reports that these news items are used to
the extent of aboubt 85 pervent,
d. Future Activities in this BubeProject.
Le E. €line will be Extension leader of the outlook work
for 1937. It is planned to use the same channcls of dissemination
amd divide the work sbout as it wes divided in 1036,
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PROJECT VI Extension Work in Agrioultursl Economics
SUB=PROJECT D Farm Hanegevent

I, Nawes of Speocialists end Divisions of Work.

1. Hames, = V. E, Scoott, L. E. Cline, J. W, Wilson.

2. Division of Work. - The general plan for Projeet VI is as
follows: L. B. Cline takes as his major SubeProjest, Market-
ing, and essists in all other pheses of economic extension
work, V. E. SBeott takes as his major SubeFroject, Famm
lenagement, and assists in all other phases of economic ex-
tension work. FEach year one cgonomist is responsible for
outlook work but may and does call on other members of the
Extension and Experiment Station staffs for specifie pleces
of work, V. E. Seobt has been in charge of oublook during
1956,

Il. Changes in Extension Orgsnisetion.

1. J. W. Wilson was aseigned to the eoonomic staff for the
specific purpose of assembling data for presentation to farm
groups in comnection with program plamning.

I1I. Sumsary of Work Dome by Sub-Projeet Fhases.

1. Sub-projest phase - Poultry Efficiemey Studies.

8. Pactors which determined inelusion in year's program.




Poultry efficiengy studies and record of performance
work have been carried on in the state for about 12 years.
Summaries of the work have been mede each year and these
sumaries taken back 4o poultrymen and farmers with more
or less good results depend!

5 on the enthusissm of the
extension agents and the amownt of time they gave to the
work. In 1934 other work ebsorbed the time of extension
agents so that the work with poultry was handled enly as
an office projeet for those poultrymen who still desirved
analyses of their reperts, In 1880 enly Washoe Cownty took
part in this phase of coonomic work with 4 cooperators, and
since there was no active field work, 1956 started with
only 2 cooperators. The work was carried on as & service
rather than as & project.
Goals,

The poal set for 1936 was 4 studies in Vashoe Coumiy.
Wethods and Accomplishments,
(1) How the Work Was Done, |

in inventory wes teken of all poultry equipment,

bulldings, feeds and stoek on & form which at the end

enalysis form. A monthly repert card was mailed %o

cards were retumed to the eounty office and the data
(2) Results Obtained,

Swmeries for 1985 were wede in December, 1935.
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Two cooperators earried on the work throwgh 1936 end
their summaries will be made out in comnection with
sumaries of goneral farm socowmts,
Future Activities in this Fhase of Foonomie Work.
Due to pressure of other work the extension sgent
has permitted this work to begome a part of the gemeral
farn aecount work. All poultry swmeries will be made by
the extension eeonomist, and in 1987 the few flocks still
remaining will be enrolled with those farmers who are keep-
ing complete farm ascounts.

Sub=Frojeet Fhase - General Farm Accowmts.

Factors which determined inelusion in this yearts program.
There is & growing need for more complete lmowledge
of the business details of ferm operations as well as a
xnowledge of the physical factors whieh show effieciensy of
production. lost Nevads farms eve diversified, an important
enterprise which standing alone ray show a loss, when com=
bined with by-products of another emterprise which would
otherwise be wasted, may show a net combined gain, The
greet increase in Federal controlled eredit has mede finen-
operations, Amy one of these factors are suffielent te
werrant making gemersl farm accownte a major part of a
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Goals,

(1)

(2)

(3)

Ultimate goal. Some form of accowting on the
majority of farms in the state.

Goals for 1936, One hmdred complete farm accowts
cheogked and summarised by the Station and Nxbension
stalls,.

Comnties in which work was conducted during 1936,
Churehill, Clark, Douglas, Lyon, Washoe, and White
Pine.

e Methods and Agpcomplislunents,

(1)

How the Work wag Done,
cooperatorts farmm. On farms of old cooperators, the
elosing inventory for 1935 beeame the first invembory
for 1936, New books were given %o each cooperstor
and instrustions given on speeifie polmts that re-
quired correction, Hasty belences of livestock, feeds,
and cash were made in the field end questions talken
back to the farmer before leaving the ares, The field
Station and ome from the Extension Service, assisted
whenever his other work would permit by the eounty agent,
Detailed sumeries of the books were started by
while the field force was working in smother ares. In



(2)

1st of December, in Dougles end ILyon Cownties the
accounts start Jamvary lst, and in Charehill and
Viasheo Counties they start in January and Pebruary,.

inalysos of sach area wes made frem the indivie
dusl summaries. While this work of anslysis was going
on, questioms arose whieh reguired visits to some of
the farms. The purpose of these visits were three-
fold: Answers were obtained %o questions on the 1956
ageounts, the 1936 account wes brought up to date, and
individual sumerics were discusseds

During the swamer afber crops were harvested a
vice visited emch farm for the purpose of sbtaining
stock mortelity, fesding practices, and speeial dairy
information. At this tim books were agaln brought
up to date. Somo farmers did their om posting while
others kept ell accownte in & day book from which the
Results Obbained

Leonomic resulte for the year 1986 can not be
shown in thiec repert sinece the ammual yeport closes
ber 30, Desember 31, and Jumary 5l. However this
will be filed with this report.
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The nuber of live ascsounts up to the time of

writing this repert wes 79, indicating that the goal
will not be reeched by 21 percent, although there was
en ineresse of 11 over 1936, County agembs have given
a8 sk Lime bo this project as thelr very full pregram
will permlt, but 1t must be admitted that any large in-
eresse in the nwber of cooperators can come only by a
greater ameunt of personel discussiom and engoursago-
mont on the part of extension agente,
acoouwats:
Hews Bulletin } - Swmary of Pams Clsseificetion, Farm
Privilege, and Cash Jost of Living.

" " 2 - Efficieney Facters, 1938 Forn Accounts.
" " 3 - Finsmelal or Business Bumsalry.

d. Puture Acbivitics in this Phase of Hoenomis Work
The new farm account book put out by the Experiment
Station and Extension Serviee was well recelved by eocpera=
ting farmers. Frogress in this phase of werk is slow bub
nts are being made in the methed of summar
izing asoowrts wiioh will insure an early return of the books
and 8 grecter use of the swwarics.




T T P e T T T R T
w 10 =

ARNUAL REPORT OF EXTENSION ACRICULTURAL ECONOMIST
V. E. 8core
31 R B &

b e e —

PROJECT VI Fxbension Work in Agrieultwrel Foonomies
SUB~FROJEOT I  County Agricultursl Progrem Plaming

I+ Names of Spesialists and Divisions of Work.
1. Bemes, = V. B, Scott, Crus Vemstyom, J. W. Wilson, L. E. Clime,
Bs Co Reeod,
2¢ Division of Work.
e. Historic date end background material was sssexbled by
Crug Venstrom.
be Organisation of the work in eounties was dome by V. E. Seobb,
¢ Background material was presented in cownties, discussions
promoted and answers to specific questions obteined by Crusz
Venstrom, L. B. Cline, V. E. Seott, and B. 0. Reeds
d. Coumbty reports were made out by eounty and dlstriet exten=
sion agents. The county reports were assembled and summar-
iged in the state offiece by V. E. Seobb.
e. DBackground data end sounty reports and enalyses of historie
data and reports in preparation for plaming work in 19857
were prepared by J. W, Wilson,
1I, Change in Extension Orgesnizatio
Je W, Wilson was added to the Extemsion Agricultural Beonomles'
staff on July 1, 1936,




111, Swmary of Work Dome.
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Factors which determined inclusion in year's program,

Ir 1926 economie confovenses were held in Weshoe, Douglas,
Churehill, Lyon and Clark Counties and the results published in
the mimeographed bulletin "Newada's Agrieulture.” It was thought
that the time had srrived for revision of our concepts of Nevada's
Agriculture, hence, when the AL and Director Warburten's office
proposed the Program Plaaning Projsct it was gladly accepted.
Goals
(1) vltimete. To have a well informed body or committes in

each county who are interested in premoting the best interests

of sgriculture in that cownty and in the state.

(2) Goal fer 1936. To seocure snswers to statistical snd philo~

sophical guestions 2(a), 2(b), and B,

Wethods and Accomplishments,
(1) How the Work was Doue.

Background meterial was assemblod end mimeogrephed in
the state office for each sowmby., Cownty planming commitbees
were selected by the cownty end district extemsion sgents,
assisted by Farm Buwreau directors.

The general plan or set up was explained at Parm Center
the state teams and by extension agenis aftor which commodity
groups asserbled with o menber of the stabe team or an ex-
questions relative to their rezpective somnedities and pre-
pared snswers to the speeifie questions,



(2)

Chairmen of the commodity committees assembled and
soordinated the reportas after whish the extension agent
acting as secrobary assembled all stabtistics snd rendered
a narretive report. County reports were assembled in the
stete office. BStatistiecal answers to the questioms 2(a),
2(b), and 3, and a narrative report were sent to the Program
Plamning Division at Washington.

¥ore backgrowmd dete especially that vhich le related
to Nevada range lands was developed during the sumer and
a mimeozraphed bulletin prepared for the use of commdttoss
during the winter of 1957,

Results Obbained.
() Answors were obtained in a demvermbic mammer to the

specific questions 2(a), 2(b), end 8.

(b) In seversl comties a mucleus was started for a permas
nent progrem plamning commitiee.

(¢) FParmsrs throughout the state are somowhat more comseious
of the need of progran planning.

de Puture sctivitieos in regard to this sub-project,

In 1957 the results of the 1936 efforts will be presented

to the county commlittees to show:

(1)

(2)
()

(4)

What the combined thought of committees in all sownties of

" the United Stabes adds up to in smbleipated production.

Whet respensibility the State of Newads has for these results,
mates within the State. |
What respensibility eash eownty end each individual hes for
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modifying the program in the fubure,

After the compittecs have diseussed the program and heve
modified the estimates made last spring, mass meetings will be
held for the pwpose of scquainting groups of farmers with the
work of the committees and secwring additionas] diseusslon,

Comnitter and group sction will agein be sssembled in the
form of statistieanl and narrative reportz and swbmitted to the
Planning Seetion, In Puture years 1% is pessible thet the
planning eamrttes may meet oach year with the extension agent
and assist him in malcing his plans or program for the following
yoar.
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SUB-PROJECT K Agricultural Adjustment

I. Hlames of Speeialists and Divisions of Worlk.
1. Names, = V. B. Seott, H. I. Baynten
2. Division of Work.
a. V. E. Seott assisted in organisation of assoclations,
checked administrative expenses of mssociations, end
be H. I, Baynton sssisted in organisetion of
and assisted in complience work.
Il. Changes in Rxtension Organizetiom.
He I. Baynton resigned June 15, 1986,
111, Sumuery of Work Dome by SubeProject Fhases.
1. Sub-Project Phase - Wheat Production Adjustment Assoeistions.
2. Pactors which determined inelusion in year's program.

The wheat program was the result of an atbempt on
the part of farmer groups to obtain legislation that would
was given the job of earrying out the elucatiomel features
its sdministretion.
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b. Results Obtained.

This phase of Sub=projest X was offieially closed by
Court order January 6, 1936,

The Board of Directors continued to aet throughowt the
year since it was necessary for it Yo set on various matters
concerned with clesing out the associetion end in sesuring
delayed payments to farmers.

Totel receipte to Neveds farmers from the Wheat Progran
1933 through 1835 was §$94,000 ineluding & small nuwber atill
wpaid on November 1, 1936,

Sub-Projeet Phase - Corn-Hog Production Adjustwent Associatienms,
a2+ Factors whieh determined inclusiom in this year's program.

Early in the year it was lmown through the Bupreme
Court degcision that there would be no 1956 Corn~Hog Prograw.
Nevertheless, it was necessary to eantinue the work of the
nine associstions in the state in order teo clear wp wnpaid
sontracte and finish the work started in 1935,

b. CGoals. No goals were set but it was the hope of those
the old associations would be completed June 50, 1686.
e. Methods and Accomplishments.
(1) How the Work was Dmme.
The State office cheoked administrative expenses
tors in meking out forms required by the Corneiog
Section.
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(2) Resvlte Obtained,

The nins essceiations were terminated June 17,

1956 and all supplice snd doeunents relating to corne
Ms!ﬂﬂﬂtmdmrtgmww, |
After June 17, 1936 the cowmby and distriet exbemsion = i
agents carried on the work of clesning wp the old
contracts,

Payments reeeived by farmers in Nevads for 1034
and 1936 amounted to $86,000.00,

A1l benefit payments have been paid with the exe |
coeption of 26. Continued efforte are being made to !
complote these old ascounts with the hope of sleaning
them all up before the end of the calendar year,

8. SubeProject Phase - Assistance in Drought Problens,

There waes no general drought in 1936 in Neveda. GSome areas
have not yet recovered from drought and individual farme have
suffered from lagk of irrigation water but there has been no
organised drought programe

4. GSubeProject Phase » Complianmce in ARA emirects.
&. Factors which determined inelusion in year's progrems
While the Suprems Court deeision Janvary 6, 1986 stopped
concermed, it was negessary to determine to what extent far-
mers had ecmplied with the old contwracte and to meke out
negessary forms showing this compliance.
b. Goals. The goal for 1936 was to clean up all compliance in
comestion with old centrects not leter than Juse 30, 1936,
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Hethods and Accomplishments.

(1)

(2)

How the Work was Done.

The stete complisnce office was a elearing house
for commuiications betwwen associations, their mewbers
and the AAA,

Instrustions were given to complience supervisors,
complisnce docwmsnts were audited, and corrections made
in the State offige.

Results Obtained,

Compliance wes cheoked on 308 wheat contracts for
193530, on 26 wheat contrasts for 1936, and on 236 com=-
hog contracts for 1988,

At the close of the extension year, October 31, 18536,
there were twenty-seven 1933«36 wheet contracts, twenty-
eix 1936 wheet contracts, and twentyfive com-Hog eon~
tracts on which some correctims to camplimce papers
were necessary or on which corrections to complience
forms had been mede and mailed to Washington,

6. BSubeFrojeet Phase ~ AAA Farm Accounts.

Faetors which detemined inolusion in this year's program,

The various phases of the AAA programs stimuleted an

farmers. Resettlement farmers found that seme form of ascounts

wne nocessery in order to comply with requirements for a loan.
The AAA farm aceount book is easy to understand,
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|
g. lethod of Aceomplishment. ’

(1) How the Work was Dene.

Extension agents kept samples of the AAA aseount
book en the bulletin rack and on the reading tebles in

|
their off'ices. mm given to farmers wpon request. l'
Resettlemmt agents have supplied each of their elients 5
‘with an account book end have ehosked bhelr use to some |
extent. The small number of Fesettlemsnt Agents has made |

5 it impossible for them to supervise the books as much ae
_ would have been desirable, |
(2) Results Obtained. |
butied to Hesettlement clients, |
d. Fubure Activities in this SubeProject Phase, ‘
Bome of the Resettlement cliemts heve kept thelr sccouwnts
in suffisient detail to warrent the use of the larger sveount
book put out by the Experiment Statien end Bxtension Service.
These farmers will be enrolled in the gemerel ferm account
project,
AAA books will be assembled and swmarised about lareh
or April, 1937,
8+ SubeProject Phase - Agriewltural Conservation Program,
8. Fagtors which determined inslusion in year's program.
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| gation for carrying out the edwational part of the Conserva-

| tion Program while the AAA hes the funds and persomnel for

I carrying out the action program.

b CGoals. |

n (1) General - To give every farmer in Nevada an opportunity

| to cooperate in the Agriculbtural Conservation Program.

| (2) Gosl for 1936 - To assist in the promotion of the 1936
progranm to the end that 1800 farmers apply for grants,

g. Methods end Accamplishments.

(1) How the Werk was Dons,
Members of the Extension staff met with couty eon-

servation committees. The work sheet, W. R. 1, waa ex~
| plained and specific directions given for making out the
1935 acresge and 1936 intentlons, After the work sheets
were assembled, members of the Ixtemsion staff assisted
the county committees in meking their analyses, in ade
‘# justing the individual work sheets, and in meling up
listing sheets.
"' Assistance was given to the State Comuitbtee and to
| the Exeoutive Seeretery in analysing county rates and
productivity,
(2) Results Obtained.
The metion part of the Agrieultural Conservation
' Program was carried out by the assooiations through the
| office of the Exeoutive Seeretary, The results of the
educational part of the progrem een be judged by the
results of the aetion program, Sixboen humdred work
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sheets, W. R. 1, were filled out and acted wpon by
eounty committess. |
Puture Aotivities in this FPhase of lownomie Work. |
The action pa.rt of the program will continue to be
carried out by county and state committess and their em~
ployees, end the educatiomal pheses of the programs will
no doubt be carried out by the Exbemsion staff. As the
work comtinues, leas sttention will be needed on details
of sdministration and more abtenmtion cen be ziven to
technical needs.
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EXHIBITS (In separate envelope)
PROJECT VI, SUB-PROJECT ¢ - Agrieultursl Outlook
"Eeonomic Taelks with Nevads Fermers" - Volume I
Hos I = Docember, 1956
Ho.I1 - February, 1986
HooIIl - Aprdil, 1836
HoelV - June, 1086
Hoe V = Auguet, 1936
NouVI = October, 1956
Pross Releases
Hevada Dairy Outlock Is Seen As Faverable,
PROJECT VI, SUB~PROJECT D = Farm Msmagement

Hews Bulletins.- Volume X
Ho. 1 « Jummary of Family Classifiocation, Farm
Privilege, and Cash Cost of Living.
No. 2 = Efficlency Fastors, 1955 Farn Acsownts.
PEOJECT VI, SUB-PROJECT I - Cownty Agfioultural Program Plamning.
County Statisties ( Churchill, Clark, Douglas, Elko, Humboldt,
Lineoln, lyen, Pershing, Washoe, White Pine)
Forn for County Estimates
FROJECT VI, SUB-FROJECT K « Agricultural Adjustment
Fross Relemses
Two payments Available in Sell Aet Program
Soil Aet Crop Group Explained to Farmrs.
Boil Comservabtion Act Detalls Are Hxplained.
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2 1 2 3
Days in Field a0
Days in 0ffice 179
Days et Conferences
Natiomal and Reglanal 21

State (County agent and staff) 1
At office with NHational or
Reglonal workers 11

At office with Cownty Agambe 1 47
Total Days 512

SubeFroject D = Farm Menagement

Days in Fleld 26

Deys in Office 66
SubeProject I = County Agrisulturel

Program Flomning
Days in Pleld 16
Days in Office = 36

Sub~Project K = Agricultursl Adjustment

Days in Field 1

Days in Office 18
Fhase - Agrioculbural Comservation

Days in Field 30

Daye in Office 28




SubeProject ¢ = Agrieulbural Outloock . |

Deys in Office 1
Miscellaneous Vork 114

Club Camp (fleld) 1

Beports, "Beonomie Talks", and

niseellansous office 26

Indisn Exbtension (field) 2

Debt Adjustment (field) 2

Fairs (field) 2
Conferences 47 15%
Days leave of Absenso (] 74
Potal Days 512 100%

Letters 486

Meetings 40

Attendance 800

¥iles Traveled:
In Stete by automobile 7147
" % R pailvead 2000
Out of State by auwtamo-
bile 2000
"% ® wg B, _§800 16,647

mtmww.mmmnmmuxm
taW&l,lma > {
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1936 NEVADA FARMING OUTLOOK

CROCND

General Outlook

Most of the weather signs used by economic
forecasters point to a general clearing up of the
financial storm that so recently spread havoc in
all the countries of the civilized world. During
the past two years there has been a decided up-
ward trend in the United States in industrial ac-
tivity, in the income of industrial workers, and
in farm income. The general indications are that
this upward trend will continue and that indus-
figigé activity will increase about 10 per cent in

The index of factory payrolls has not in-
creased as fast as the index of industrial activity.
This is not unusual, for in times of rapid indus-
trial change there is a lag in wages paid and in
!:he number employed. From this time on, the
increase in the payroll index should be approx-
imately proportional to the increase in indus-
trial activity. Since there is a close relationship
betwe_en the earnings of industrial workers and
fa.rm income, these increases are expected to carry
with them a growing demand for farm products.

_In 1935 there was an encouraging increase in
building construction, in automobile construction,
and in railroad activity. Railroad activity re-
ﬂectg the amount of business done by agriculture
and industry, and, if these continue to expand, the
rallroad.business will expand with them.

Residential construction, which made en-

Couraging gains in 1935, is expected to continue
its advance in 1936.
. Automobile manufacturers are counting on
ncreasing demand, which will be about 25 percent
larger than in 1936. There has been an encour-
aging Increase in the number of American auto-
mobiles exported and further gains in exports
Seem probable.

In August, 1935, orders for machine tools
advanced to the highest point since 1929. This

increase in the orders for machine tools indicates
that manufacturers are getting ready to turn out
larger quantities of their products.

The improvement in agricultural conditions
has resulted in an increased demand by farmers
for agricultural machinery and equipment. Dur-
ing the lean years farmers were obliged to get
along with worn out machinery, which they must
now replace as fast as increases in farm incomes
make it possible.

Demand for durable goods will probably con-
tinue to increase more rapidly than for non-dur-
able goods.

It is estimated that the demand for textile
goods in 1936 will increase about 10 percent. The
demand for woolen goods, which has been rela-
tively high may change only a little, but an in-
creased demand for cotton goods is expected.

Credit

With low interest rates and unusually large
bank reserves there is every reason to believe
that there will be a substantial expansion of credit
in 1936. The general improvement in economic
conditions has created a growing demand for bank
credit. The low interest rates now available
make possible a refunding of much corporate and
private indebtedness into issues with lower rates
of interest and this should result in an improve-
ment of financial conditions.

The U. S. Bureau of Agricultural Economics
does not expect much increase in prices in 1936.
Its outlook report says—“As long as there re-
mains a surplus of unutilized productive activity,
it seems probable that the use of buying power
made available through expansion of bank credit
will be reflected more in an increased output of
goods than in higher prices.”
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Prices
The influence of increasing buying power will
have a tendency to raise prices of farm products,
but this effect will be offset to some extent, by an
expected increase in the production of some farm

products. .
The indications are that, if weather condi-

tions are favorable, agricultural production in
1936 will be greater than in 1935. The effect
of this, by itself, would be to depress prices, but
the stimulating effect of increasing buying power
will probably be sufficient to stabilize prices of
farm products at near their present levels. Un-
less there is some kind of monetary inflation,
farm prices may be expected to remain relatively
stationary.

Farm income in 1936 should be greater than
in 1935 as a result of increased production.
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The margin between the index prices farmers receive
and of prices they pay gradually grew wider from 1925 to
1933. Since early in 1933 there has been a gradual nar.
rowing of this margin so that now the ratio of prices
farmers receive to prices they pay is about the same as
it was in January, 1930.

Foreign Demand

Although economic conditions are generally
improving in most foreign countries, there is little
indication that foreign demand for American
agricultural products will increase materially, ex-
cept possibly for cotton.

The recent trade agreement with Canada
should have a beneficial effect on stimulating the
exchange of agricultural and industrial products
between the two countries.

Fears that the price of beef cattle in the
United States will be lowered as a result of the
treaty are not well founded. The average annual
importation of cattle into the United States from
1920 to 1930 was 292,000 head per year. During
the four years of the depression, 1931 to 1934, in-
clusive, the importation decreased to less than
100,000 per year. Under the new treaty, the num-
ber of cattle that will be permitted to enter the
United States is 155,779 head of heavy cattle and
50,600 head of calves. After this quota has been
filled the old tariff rates apply.

The quota system should tend to prevent the
extreme fluctuations in importations that occurred
during the decade after the war. The new rates
are about the same as during that period but the
number of cattle that can be imported under them
is limited to about three-fourths of one percent

of the annual slaughter of cattle in the Un;t;i?
States. This is not large enough measurably ¢,
affect prices.

Number of Cattle Imported into the United States from
1920 to 1934.

The figure for 1935 was not available at the time of
publication. The column at the extreme right of the
chart represents the number of heavy cattle (shaded por-
tion) and of calves (unshaded) that can enter the United
States in 1936 under a reduced tariff rate as provided in
the reciprocal trade agreement with Canada.

Beef

People in the United States will not have
nore beef to eat next year, but there will be an
improvement in quality because the total number °
of cattle finished on grain will be increased over
that of the previous year. The drouth in 1934 so
shortened the supply of grain that fewer grain-
fed cattle were marketed in 1935. Now that
abundant grain supplies are on hand with which
to fatten the cattle, consumers will no doubt find
it easier to get choice cuts of meat for the table

Stockmen must keep more of their cows,
heifers and calves to rebuild the herds which were
reduced in size by the drouth. Keeping the cows
off the market will also have the effect of improv-
ing the average quality of the beef that comes fo
our tables.

The demand for beef has been rising with the
increase in payrolls and will probably continue
Yo rise with the increase in employmicat il At e
expected to take place in 1936.

The difference in price between the better
and poorer grades of beef may not be so wide next
year, because grain-fed beef will be relatively morés
common while there will be less of the poorer
grades on the market.

The usual seasonal changes in the price of
cattle is expected to take place in 1936 and will
more nearly approach the normal than in 1935.

The number of cattle on farms and {'anches
at the beginning of 1936 is not greatly dlfferent
from the number on hand at the beginning
1935, but it is probable that the trend In caftle
numbers will be upward during the next few
years. Most of the increase in numbers will
in the states west of the Mississippi River, where
the drouth of 1934 and the government cattle
buying program were most effective in reducing
numbers. In areas which were not affected by the
drouth, the only change in cattle numbers that
may be looked for will come from the incr
feed made available by shifts from cash crops to
hay and pasture.
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Cattle Feeding

There will be an increase in cattle feeding
over the previous year. Larger supplies of avail-
sble grain and by-product feeds, the smaller than
usual number of hogs that could be fed, combined
with an attractive price for beef, will cause far-
mers and cattlemen to turn their attention to the
feeding of cattle for market.

Nevada

In Nevada the cattle buying program of last
year cleaned up the poorer classes of cattle. As
a result of this and of good range conditions,
teeders offered for sale this fall have been some-
what heavier and of better quality than average.
There is good demand for feeder cattle. Prices,
which have dropped about a cent from the 7 cent
high, are not expected to decline further during
the remainder of the feeder buying season.

Sheep, Lambs, and Wool

Housewives need not look forward to paying
low prices for lamb in 1936, for this item in their
budget will almost certainly be higher than in
1935. Supplies of lambs for slaughter up to May,
1936, are expected to be smaller than for several
years. The supply of feeder lambs in the western
states is smaller than last year. The small num-
ber of lambs that will be fattened this winter,
together with the increasing buying power of con-
sumers, should react to bring about higher lamb
prices than for any season since 1929-30.

The production of wool decreased in the
United States and in foreign countries in 1935,
and, consequently, stocks of wool now on hand
are low. The consumption of wool in domestic
mills was low in 1934, higher in 1935, and is ex-
pected to drop off a little in 1936.

In the western states, the number of sheep
on the ranges will be about the same as last year.
If feed conditions continue favorable, the trend in
numbers of sheep is expected to be upward for
#he next few years unless the trend is checked by
ore careful supervision of numbers on the pub-
lic domain and in national forests.

CASH FARM INCOME FROM CROPS AND LIVESTOCK AND INCOME OF
INDUSTRIAL WORKERS, 1924 TO DATE
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Nevada

Because of drouth and unfavorable economic
conditions, the trend in sheep numbers in Nevada
has. been definitely downward for several years.
It is not expected that the upward trend antici-
pated in the western states as a whole will be
carried out in Nevada, partly due to difficulties
in financing and partly due to the lack of commen-
surability of sheep outfits. Some expansion in
sheep numbers may take place through develop-
ment of commensurability by purchase or through
shifts of present outfits.

Hogs

The pig crop was 40 percent smaller in the
spring of 1935 than in 1932 and 1933, which
leaves an unusually small number on hand this
fall. There is no record of so large a decrease
in numbers as has taken place since 1933 ; hence,
there is no historic base for judging how fast re-
covery in numbers will take place. More pigs
will be farrowed this fall and next spring, and
this will tend to increase slaughter supplies in
the late summer and fall of 1936, but slaughter
supplies during the coming year, especially this
winter, are likely to be even smaller than the
supplies last year.

A favorable ratio of the price of hogs to the
price of feeds will, no doubt, result in heavier
market hogs, thus offsetting to some extent the
smaller number.

Further improvement in demand for hog
products in this country is probable, but little
improvement in the foreign outlet for American
hog products is in prospect.

In view of continued small slaughter supplies
and the further improvement in domestic demand,
it is probable that the yearly average of hog prices
in the present marketing year will be higher than
last, although prices are not likely to reach as
high a peak as they did last summer.

Nevada

Nevada prices for hogs compare favorably
with prices elsewhere in the United States. Fin-
ishing feeds are usually higher in Nevada, since
grain prices here are the price in surp}us areas
plus freight, but, with a favorable national hqg
price outlook, an increased number of hogs in
Nevada is justified.

Poultry and Eggs

Comparatively small supplies of poultry and
increased supplies of eggs are forecast for the
first half of 1936.

Relatively small supplies of both fresh
dressed and storage stocks of poultry have re-
sulted in higher prices and lower consumption in
1935. The first half of 1936 will have almost the
same supply factors with possil?ly a better de-
mand due to improved consumer incomes.

An increase in the number of pullets add‘ed
to flocks this fall indicates about a 5 percent in-
crease in the total number of laying hens on Jan-




Page Four

EconoMic TALKS WITH NEVADA FARMERS

-

December 1935

uwary 1, 1936. It also indicates a higher percen_t
production during February, March, and April
because of a greater proportion of pullets. In-
creased supplies of eggs may tend to bring about
more than seasonable reduction in price of mar-
ket eggs.

Nevada

Nevada poultry feeds always demand a high-
er price than feeds in Utah or California because
grains are seldom produced here in quantities for
export. The present egg-feed ratio is in favor
of expansion and the outlook for feed prices in-
dicates little change in the ratio during 1936.

Turkeys

There will be more turkeys for Thanksgiving
tables in 1936 if present prospects materialize.

Higher prices this year mean more turkeys
next year if turkey growers react true to form.
It is estimated that 1935 turkeys will bring about
5 cents a pound more than they did in 1984. This
will put turkey growing among the more profit-
able farm enterprises.

According to recent surveys, turkey breeders
report a heavy increase in the number of laying
hens which will be kept for turkey egg produc-

TURKEYS RAISED ON FARMS

g/ "X;proximate Distribution of Turkeys in
the United States for 1935.

tion. This will enable hatcheries to fill the in-
crease in orders for poults which are looked for
next spring. Better feed supplies also favor in-
creased production of turkeys.

The 1935 turkey crop is estimated to be less
than that of last year. The estimated decrease
ranges anywhere from 9 to 13 percent. The re-
duction was greatest in the western states, most
affected by drouth.

Turkeys will have more competition in 1936
from other meats because the indications are that
they, also, are going to be more abundant. More
abundant meat supplies may tend to lower turkey
prices a little, but net income may not be reduced,
since feed costs will also be lower.

Nevada

In Nevada, this year’s turkey crop is esti-
mated to be about as large as that of 1934. The
demand for Nevada turkeys can not be satisfied

S ——

this year. The increased price which farmery gy,
receiving, will no doubt, stimulate production iy
1936.

The Nevada turkey crop is only about gpe.
third as large as it was at its height. The ge.
creasing production in Nevada has been replaceg
by turkeys produced in other localities that fyp.
nish the west coast markets. - Nevada producers
can regain this market if they care to increase
their production and maintain the high qualiy
standard of the past.

Dairy

Dairy men are again smiling; not too broad-
ly, but it is definitely a smile. The average price
of 92 score butter for the last eleven months was
29.32 cents per pound, the highest since 1930,

Naturally farmers are planning to increase
their dairy herds, but increase in numbers is like-
ly to be small for there are not a large number of
heifers to draw from, and tuberculosis and Bang’s

disease control will continue to eliminate many °

COWS.
However, milk production per cow has in-
creased again as a result of better pastures and
more feed grains; hence, in 1936, the total milk
supply may exceed 1935 by about 5 percent.

Nevada

With hay at five dollars a ton and the average
price of butterfat at 29 cents, Nevada farmers who
already have dairy facilities will probably increase
the number of cows in their herds.

Farm Incomes and Industrial
Workers’ Incomes

Farmers and industrial workers are partners
in prosperity and depression. .

Farm income rises and falls with the income
of industrial workers. Neither farmers nor work-
ers can long be either prosperous or depressed
without the other being similarly affected. From
1924 to 1929, when there was a gradual rise In
industrial activity, the indexes of cash farm in-
come and the income of industrial workers prac-
tically co-incided. Also in 1929 to 1933, when
there was a rapid drop in prices, and since March
1933 to the present time, these two curves closely
paralleled each other. '

This indicates that the agricultural outlook
must be based in large part upon industrial pros:
pects. Neither industry nor agriculture cal
emerge from the depression alone. They must
pull out together, and it is for this reason that s0
much industrial data must be included when at-
tempting to assay the agricultural probabilities
of the coming year.

Cooperative Extension work in Agriculture and _Home
Economics, University of Nevada Extension Divisiol
and United States Department of Agriculture coog:r:
ating. Distributed in furtherance of the Acts of N;]‘

gress of May 8 and June 30, 1914. Cecil w. G-.;

Director University of Nevada Agricultural Extensio

Division, Reno, Nevada.




ECONOMI GRS

with NEV A

DA FARMERS

%LUME ] — NUMBER II.

RENO, NEVADA

FEBRUARY, 1936

—

UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA

AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION
Department of Farm Development

and

AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE
C[/VC?

What Will Happen After A. A. A.
By V. E. ScorT

“Economic Talks With Nevada Farmers” can
not go to press without a few remarks regarding
the position of farmers, now that the contracts,
for which participating farmers voted almost
unanimously, can no longer be continued.

According to Secretary Wallace, about 40
percent of the present improved conditions in the
nation is due to the increased spendings of far-
mers, which, in turn, is due to the increased annual
farm income from five billion dollars to eight
billion dollars. No one will deny that control of
agricultural production has had much to do with
increased prices and the increase of three billion
dollars in the farm income. Benefit payments
were, of course, a material assistance, but in-
creased price was of paramount importance.

Farmers Agree

Farmers agree that if they had a means of
keeping diverging farm interests all centered on
the common good, a program could be formulated
that would prevent vast accumulations of certain
crops due to inability to move them at a profit.

It can hardly be conceived that farmers will
be willing to go back to the “dog-eat-dog” method
of production, where, if there is an abundance,
consumers can buy it for a song, and, if there is
ashorrgﬁge, they are forced to pay more than it
18 worth.

[ have no doubt that the Secretary of Agricul-
fure and his advisors can and will evolve a plan
out of the various schemes prepared that will take
the place of adjustment contracts. We will have

to wait a bit for the machinery to get under way
and may go into the 1936 crop year without a
Program, but our production is now geared to
!:he old program and there is not likely to be rad-
lcal shifts until a new plan is under way.

Farm-Family Living During 1936
By MARY STILWELL BUOL

A study of economic data available at this
time indicates that for the average farm or ranch
family in the United States, cash funds available
after meeting production costs will very likely
be greater during 1936.

This means a greater cash income return for
operation, labor, capital, and management, but
it does not necessarily mean a greater amount of
cash available for family living. Farm and ranch
business needs may, in many instances, seriously
compete with family living needs for the use of
this extra cash.

Prices Paid by Farmers for Food, Clothing,
and Family Maintenance, 1910 to Date
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The problem of justly distributing the avail-
able cash between these two types of needs is a
serious family consideration that calls for mutual
understanding and sound judgment. The deci-
sions of each family will rest upon the ability to
judge between “needs” and “wants”, the team
work within the family group, and the ultimate
goals in family development which are held.

Taxz Rates About Same

In some instances taxes, interest, and the re-
placement of machinery and livestock may seem-
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ingly, and perhaps really, need all this extra cash.

Tax rates are about the same as last year,
although lower than in 1932. Interest rates are
about the same as in 1935, but lower than in
1932. The financial situation of many Nevada
farms and ranches has been improved by refin-
ancing. This is not only a material bqneﬁt but
a psychological one, as it has given an increased
sense of security so that families dare spend a
little more on their human needs because they are
more certain of their financial situation.

On the human side of the picture, the situa-
tion is often serious because of the needs that have
continued to pile up during the years of little or
no cash income.
counts* for food and bills for unavoidable medical
service are still outstanding, clothing supplies
are seriously depleted, and housing repairs and
equipment needs have continued to be ignored.
More serious still is the fact that all but the most
critical medical, dental and optical needs have ac-
cumulated, and in some instances are now a real
menace to present usefulness and future efficiency.
In some families, education of children has had
to be deferred, and, meanwhile their youth is slip-

ping by.
Solution Rests With Family

The wise and just solution of these problems
rests with each family, but here are some facts
regarding the present economic situation that may
help in making decisions.

The cost of living for farm families, as meas-
ured by the index for all goods farmers purchase,
has not changed appreciably during 1935. The
index rose from 122 on June 15, 1934 to 124 on
June 15, 1935, an increase of only 1.6 percent.
This price level will very likely not change much
during the next six months.

Distribution of Gross Income from Farm
Production, 1924 to Date
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However, this small increase in living costs
represents the balancing of somewhat pronounced
opposite trends of different commodities, rather
than a uniform small increase in the prices of all.
A 13 percent rise in food prices was offset by a
fall of 5 percent in prices paid for clothing and
a small reduction in the prices of other goods
purchased,

In some instances, “store ac--

February, 193

To Profit Most

This means that the average Nevada famy
or ranch family can profit most by producing 5
large part of its own food supply, and using the
cash saved in this way for clothing, house repaj
and furnishing, health, and education.

Records available show that Nevada famy
and ranch families are awake to the present git.
uation, and are making a decided effort to profit
thereby. Increased water, a favorable growing
season, and the experience of the drought years
resulted in a decided increase in farm food pro-
duction during 19385. Records from home dem.
onstrators in food production and preservation
show a 32 percent increase in 1935 over 1934, with
an average cash saving of $150 per family. There
has been a decided increase in the number of
families making and carrying out food produc-
tion and preservation budgets. These records
show that most all of these families met, and a
goodly proportion exceeded, the standards which
safeguard health, as well as conserve cash.

1936 Turkey Outlook
By L. E. CLINE

There are a number of basic factors that
contribute to the outlook for turkey prices. These
basic factors are much the same each year. The
size of the turkey crop, when it goes to market,
the price and supply of competing products, the
consumer demand, and the buying power of the
consumer, all have a direct bearing on the out-
look for turkey prices for the new crop.

The first two of the above factors affecting
the turkey price outlook for 1936 will be quite
definitely established early in the year, and long
before the other important factors can be ascer-
tained. In other words, the size of the crop will
be established, but the price outlook will still he
very indefinite.

Unfortunately this is a serious handicap, af-
fecting all agricultural production. The produ-
cer has his product before his market is estab-
lished, and his product, being perishable to a great
extent, must be marketed at current prices, ir-
respective of production cost.

Largest Crop in Sight

All indications now are that 1936 will wit-
ness the largest turkey crop in the history of the
'country. This same prediction was made last
year, and no doubt it would have materialized if
plans had-been made far enough in advance for
holding back sufficient laying turkey hens to pro-
duce eggs for hatcheries, and if inclement Weather
had not prevailed on the western coast, which pro-
vides a large proportion of turkey eggs through-
out the country. Unexpected disease losses Were
also an important factor in curtailing production
in 1935.

Inclement weather and disease may yeb be
a limiting factor also in 1936, but turkey egg pro-
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ducers from reports all over the country have pro-
vided themselves with an unusual number of lay-
ing hens for breeding purposes. The holding back
of turkey hens from the 1935 crop of turkeys was
s general as to make a shortage of hen turkeys
on the market such as never had been experienced
pefore. This was evidenced by the extra big dif-
ference in price between hen and tom turkeys this
past turkey marketing season.

Advance Sale Greater

Turkey hatcheries are reporting the great-
est advance sale of poults in their experience. This
increased interest in turkey production may be
considered a natural result, growing out of the
very favorable prices received for the 1935 tur-
key crop. Increased production in agricultural
commodities invariably follows increased prices,
and this increased production is then in turn fol-
lowed by decreased prices. Natural calamities
seem to be the only relief for this vicious circle.
3 It would seem that our present prospects for

increased production in 1936 would point to lower
prices next fall. However, such other factors,
as consumer demand, and prices of competing pro-
ducts yet to be determined and such mysterious
things as inflation of our money, if such should
oceur, may change the picture to one more op-
timistic.

All-Year Market Helps

Present day marketing practices serve great-
ly to offset apparent surpluses. An all-year mar-
ket for turkeys is relieving much of the former
congestion and price fluctuations that vexed pro-
ducers a few years ago when turkeys were con-
sidered only as a holiday delicacy. Extending the
marketing season may be depended upon to handle
apparent surpluses in the future to a considerable
extent.

The present day turkey producer also mar-

¥ kets a product superior to that ever offered be-

fore, and he has the use of storage and marketing
facilities that help to extend his marketing period
and which enables him to reach more consumers
over a longer period than ever before. These fac-
tors tend greatly to offset increases in production,
tha_tt in the past have acted so unfavorably on
prices.

 As a further offset to the prospective lower
prices that is anticipated with the prospective
heavy increase in production for 1936, there is
Some outlook for lower feed cost. If this is ac-
tompanied by greater efficiency in operations, the
decreased costs of production may compensate
for any loss in selling price, and the net profit
Iémain on a par with that of the past year.

How Much Protein for Turkeys?
By F. B. HEADLEY
For three years an experiment has been con-
ductgad at the Newlands Field Station at the Uni-
versity of Nevada Agricultural Experiment Sta-
tion and the U. S. Department of Agriculture co-
Operating, near Fallon. Its purpose was finding

out how much protein should be included in the
turkey ration. These experiments began each
year when the poults were seven or eight weeks old
and continued until they were ready for market.
Fed 29 Percent Protein

For the first six weeks, the poults were fed
on the following ration, containing 29 percent
protein:

Barley .......... 10 1bs. Fish Meal...._ 23 lbs.
Corn oot e 15 1bs. Alfalfa Meal.. 5 lbs.
Wheat ........... 20 1bs. Fish Oil.......... 2 1bs.
Rice bran........ 10 1bs. S —
Dry Milk........ 15 1bs. Wotal- .l 100

At the end of six weeks, the ration was
changed to a growing mash containing 23 per-
cent protein.

The birds made satisfactory growth, and at
the end of seven weeks were fully up to Cline’s
standard for birds of this age.

The original cost of the poults was 35 cents
each, but by the time they were seven weeks old
deaths had brought this cost up to 45 cents, which
with a feed cost of 12 cents per bird, made a total
cost of 57 cents per bird when the experiment
started.

Plan of the Experiment

At the end of the seventh week, the turkeys
were divided into seven groups for experimental
work. These groups received rations as follows:

I. 23 percent protein. All toms.

II. 23 percent protein. All hens.
III. 23 percent protein for eight weeks,
18 percent for six weeks, and
14 percent until killed. All toms.
This will be referred to hereafter as
the variable protein ration.
IV. Same ration as III. but all hens in

group.
V. 18 percent protein. All hens.

VI. High ash ration containing 28 percent
protein to toms and hens.

VII. Small or otherwise defective birds
placed in this group. They received a
23 percent protein ration.

The experiments conducted during 1933 and
1934 indicated that extremely high protein was
not necessary ; so, in the 1935 experiment, rations
containing protein higher than 23 percent were
omitted except to group VI. A high ash ration
was fed to this group to see if it would produce
more birds with crooked breast bones and slipped
tendons than the low ash rations.

This was the first year toms and hens were
fed in separate pens. The determination of sex,
even at seven weeks was not accurate, and some
adjustments had to be made later. The object
was to compare the growth rates, costs, and pro-
fits of toms and hens. s

All groups had access to a box containing
calcite and to alfalfa meal. :

Variable Protein Ration Better

For both toms and hens, the variable protein

ration proved to be more profitable than the 23
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percent protein ration. The rapidity of growth
produced by the two rations was about equal. The
final average live weight per bird was as follows:

In the variable protein group, the final aver-
age weight of toms was 21.2 and of hens 13.2
pounds. In the 23 percent protein group, the
final average weight of toms was 21.1 and of hens
13.6 pounds. The differences in the final weight
between the two groups were so small as to be
insignificant.

The greatest difference favoring the variable
protein ration was in regard to the cost of the
feed and the amount of feed required per pound
gain. The average cost of the grain mixture was
$2.22 per cwt. fed to the variable protein groups
and $2.45 to the 23 percent protein groups.

Toms in the variable protein group required
4.55 pounds grain per pound gain, while, in the
23 percent protein group, they required 4.95
pounds. Hens in the variable protein group ate
4.8 pounds grain per pound gain, while, in the
23 percent group, they ate 5.5 pounds.

Returns Explained

The real advantage of feeding the variable
protein ration comes out when returns over feed
cost are compared.
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CHART SHOWING INCOME AND EXPENSES OF
TURKEYS RECEIVING DIFFERENT RATIONS.
The .smallest profits were obtaiined from group VI which
received a high ash and protein ration. The greatest
profit was from groups IIl and IV which received a
variable protein ration.

———

The returns over feed cost for prime tom tyy
keys were $2.54 each in the group on the Variabl.
protein ration and $2.23 in the group on the 2;
percent protein ration. For the prime heng the
returns were $1.89 and $1.72 respectively. 'fhere
was a margin of 31 cents for prime toms ang 17
cents for prime hens in favor of the variable pro-
tein ration.

Culls Less Profitable

The group of culls was fed the 23 percent
protein ration the same as Groups I and II. Prime
toms from the cull groups returned 57 cents Jess
per bird than prime toms in Group I. Prime heps
from the culled group returned 25 cents per birg
less than prime hens in Group IL. It appears
from this, that runt turkeys, like runt pigs, re.
quire proportionately more feed to produce equal
gains than do normal sized animals.

Sale of Dairy Cows
By V. E. Scott

Owing to lack of space in the December num-
ber of “Economic Talks”, dairying was given only
a few lines. Those few words painted a pretty
good future, but not all of it.

In October, the California dairy outlook
stated that in the Los Angeles milk shed 22,000
dairy cow replacements had been made during
the first nine months of 1935 and that 90 percent
of these replacements were from outside the state.

Nevada dairymen have furnished some of
these replacements. In fact, they have furnished
so many that their own herds are depleted. So
long as we keep our herds free from tuberculosis
and Bangs’ disease and continue to have well-bred
stock, we may anticipate an excellent market for
surplus dairy cows.

Figures Are Given

Calculations based on farm management
studies of 36 herds in Western Nevada, contain-
ing 934 cows, show that the ratio of cow sales to
butterfat sales is about 1 cow to 1500 pounds of
fat. On this basis and at present prices, the in-
come from the sale of cows amounts to about 17
per cent of the income from the sale of butterfat.

In the herds from which these data were de-
rived, the sale of cows was purely incidental to
the dairy business and many heifer calves were
sold as veal. ‘

If the price of cows continues to increase, it
will probably encourage the saving of more dairy
heifers. Nothing can be gained by depleting the
dairy breeding stock, for, if these numbers de-
crease lower prices for alfalfa hay will result and
the demand for dairy cattle in the state can not
be supplied. The state will suffer from lack of
dairy income and from an inadequate hay Iilil_'_li‘f‘_-

Cooperative - Extension work in Agriculture and .1:750‘1119
Economics, University of Nevada Extension Division
and United States Department of Agriculture cooper
ating. Distributed in furtherance of the Acts of Con-
gress of May 8 and June 30, 1914. Cecil W. Creel,
Director University of Nevada Agricultural Extension
Division, Reno, Nevada.
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|
| The 1936 Soil Conservation
| Program in Nevada

., The 1936 Soil Conservation program is au-

E thorized under Section 8 of the Soil Conservation
" and Domestic Allotment Act.
i During 1936 and 1937, the administration of
" this program is in the hands of the Agricultural
Adjustment Administration, with delegated au-
thority given to persons in the several states and
counties. After 1937, it is anticipated that the
states will administer the program in a manner
acceptable to the Secretary of Agriculture.

It is recognized that a large number of think-
ing farmers in every county have in the past or-
ganized their farms through crop rotations to
build up soil fertility some years, conserve the soil
whenever possible, and deplete the soil only when
growing necessary cash crops. Such farmers need
no financial encouragement to induce them to do
the right thing.

There is another group of farmers whose
A crop rotations have, for various reasons, got out
E of line, and many of these farmers are financially

,unable to shift from an excess of soil depleting
! crops to a more balanced type of farming. A pay-
- ment by the United States Government which will
help to pay the cost of shifting from soil de-
pleting crops to soil building and soil conserving
crops will offer an inducement to this group of
farmers.

It would be unfair to offer an inducement to
one group of farmers for correcting their type of
agriculture and not pay the other group for doing
the same thing under their normal plan of fam-
ing; hence, the program is offered to all farmers.

Every farmer is urged to make out a work
| sheet, Form W.R. 1, which shows the use of all
~ op land in 1935. With this work sheet as a

guide, the County Committee will adjust the farm
base for soil-depleting crops, and soil-conserving
and soil-building crops to such a base as seems
lormal for the county. Farmers will be paid for
shlftl.ng from the soil~depleting base, as adjusted,

0 soil-conserving or seoil-building crops or prac-

tices, : V. E. SCOTT.

CNOCND

Payments Under the 1936 Soil
Conservation Program

Two classes of payments have been author-
1zed by the Secretary of Agriculture.

One payment, designated as Class I, rewards
a farmer for shifting from a soil-depleting crop
to a soil-conserving or building crop or practice.
This is a fairly large payment, averaging $10 an
acre in the United States and varying in each
state and county and on every farm according
to the average productivity of the soil, larger
payments being made for diversion of land in the
more fertile sections.

Payment is Limited.

It is not the intention of Congress or of the
Secretary of Agriculture to shift an excessive
amount of land from soil-depleting to soil-con-
serving, for if this were done there would be a
scarcity of food crops. Hence, the law specific-
ally states that a Class I payment will be made for
diverting only 15 percent of the base soil-deplet-
ing acres. A farmer may divert as many acres
as he desires, but he will get a Class I payment
for not more than 15 percent of the base.

The Class II payment is an attempt to direct
farmers towards crops and practices that will
build up the soil. If a farmer grows a crop and
plows it under without harvesting anything from
it, he is returning as much or more fertility than
there was in the beginning and is improving the
condition of the land; hence, it is deemed that he
is entitled to a Class II or soil-bulding payment.
If he plants new alfalfa, he is building up his
farm; hence, he may receive a payment.

Payments Vary

These Class II payments vary according to
the crop or practice, with an attempt being ma:de
partially to pay the farmer for the expense in-
curred. The total Class II payment can not ex-
ceed $1.00 per acre for the total number of acres
on a farm that in 1936 is in soil-conserving or
soil-building crops. But the farmer cannot re-
ceive this payment for simply having a certain
number of acres in old alfalfa. He must earn
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the payment by planting some soil-building crop
or performing some soil-building practice in 1936.

If, in 19386, a farm contains less than 15 per-
cent of its base of depleting crops in conserving
or building crops, it is not eligible for any pay-

ment.
V. E. ScotT.

Classification of Crops in Nevada

For the purpose of carrying out the Soil Con-
servation and Domestic Allotment Act.
Soil Depleting Crops:

Corn (field, sweet, broom and popcorn) ;
Irish potatoes; sugar beet seed; commercial truck
and canning crops, melons, and strawberries;
grain sorghums and sweet sorghums; small
grains, harvested for grain or hay, (wheat, oats,
barley, rye, buckwheat, flax, emmer, spelts, and
grain mixtures) ; annual grasses, harvested for
hay or seed (Sudan and millets) ; summer le-
gumes, harvested for grain or hay, (soybeans,
field beans, cowpeas, and field peas).
Soil-Conserving Crops:

1. Annual legumes, including vetch, winter

peas, bur and crimson clover;
biennial legumes, including sweet, red
alsike, and Mammoth clovers;
perennial legumes, including alfalfa, ser-
icea, and white clover; and
annual Lespedeza, with or without such
nurse crops as rye, oats, wheat, bar-
ley, or grain mixtures, when such nurse
crops are pastured or clipped green.

2. Perennial grasses, including bluegrass,
Dallis, timothy, redtop, orchard, Ber-
muda, brome, crested and slender wheat
grass, or grass mixtures, with or with-
out such nurse crops as rye, oats, wheat,
barley, or grain mixtures, when such
nurse crops are pastured or clipped green.

3. Winter cover crops, including rye, barley,
oats, and small grain mixtures, winter
pastured or not, and turned under as
green manure.

4. Crop acreage planted to forest trees
since January 1, 1934.

Soil-Building Crops:

1. Annual winter legumes, including vetch,
winter peas, bur and ecrimson clover,
when turned under as a green manure
crop.

2. Biennial legumes, including sweet, red,

alsike, and Mammoth clovers;

perennial legumes, including alfalfa, ser-
icea, and white clover, and annual
varieties of Lespedeza.

3. Summer legumes, including soybeans,
field beans, field peas, and cowpeas, when
turned under as a green manure crop.

4. Forest trees, when planted on crop land.

Neutral Classification (not to be counted in es-
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tablishing bases).

1. Vineyards, tree fruits, small fryits o
nut trees, (not interplanted), :
Idle cropland. (a).

Cultivated fallow land, including cleap
cultivated orchards and vineyards, (b)
Wasteland, roads, lanes, lots, yards, ete
Woodland, other than that planted af
owner’s expense since 1933,

(a) Where, due to unusual weather cop.
ditions, crop land was left idle in 1985, it may he
reclassified upon the approval of the State Com.
mittee and the approval of the Secretary.

(b) Cultivated fallow land may be other.
wise classified upon recommendation of the State
Committee and approval of the Secretary.

How Soil Conservation Works

The following illustration is fairly typical of
the smaller Nevada farms.

The farm, as shown on the work sheet, had
last year, 17.8 acres of wheat, 8 acres of barley,
60 acres of rye, 10 acres of potatoes, 24 acres of
alfalfa, 10 acres of rotation pasture, 5 acres in 4
homestead and roads, and 200 acres range land.

At present only the crop acres are being con-
sidered ; hence, the illustration has to do with only
130 acres.

130 Acres Crop Land Farm.
Crop or Land Use Base 1936 Change
Sotl-depleting crops:

Ui 05D

Wheat - s 18 18

Barley o i 8 8

BYe -7 sl ik 60 60

Potatoes: ......ccccoce. 10 1 —9
vobal v 96 87 —9

Soil-conserving and soil-building crops:

AIERMR . o it 24 24

Rotation Pasture. 10 10

New Alfalfa.. ... 9 —9
Totgl === 34 43 —9

Limits and Rates of Payment

1. Minimum acres of soil-conserving and
soil-building crops on the farm in 1936 in order
for the producer to participate (156% x 96)=144
acres.

2. Maximum soil-conserving payment

9 acres at $9.90 = $89.10

3. County Tate.......o e $11.00

4. Farm rate 90 (90% x $11.00) =$9.90
per acre.

5. Soil-building new alfalfa=$3.00 per
acre. E o

6. Maximum allowance for soil-building
crops (44 acres x $1.00) = $44.00

Payments
1. S0il-CONSErving ...........ooooeooreereei89:10
2. Soil-building — 9 acres x $3.00..... 27.00
Tofal.c...cony it ...$116.10
V. E. SCOTT.



4

EcoNoMIC TALKS WITH NEVADA FARMERS

Page Three

County Program Planning

County economic conferences, for the purpose
of obtaining the farmer’s expression on the best
use of the agricultural resources of each county,
pave just been completegi in Ne\{ada. The Nev-
ada Agricultural Extension Service and the Nev-
ada Agricultural Experiment Station have assis-
ted in these conferences in order to present all
available research material which would aid in
the solution of the field problems.

In county reports already completed for the
western counties, recommendations have been
made for somewhat fewer sheep numbers and for
a moderate increase in cattle numbers than were
on hand January 1, 1935. The deterioration of
the ranges and the expansion of sheep, during
the “twenties’”, beyond the safe economic limit,
are the principal reasons given to support the
recommendations for reduced sheep numbers.

It has been brought out during the discus-
sions that there is a widespread tendency toward
declining alfalfa yields. A part of the decline is
due to drought conditions, but it is widely agreed
that fertility depletion is also a factor.

A state report will be compiled from the
economic conferences as soon as all county re-
ports are completed. This state report, which is
a part of a nation-wide project of the Extension
service and Experiment stations, will indicate
how many acres of the various crops should be
grown in Nevada, and how many head of live-
stock can be safely carried on Nevada’s farms
and ranges.

The report for the United States will be of
vital interest to Nevada, since it will indicate
whether or not livestock numbers in the United
States will be increased by the present movement
to displace corn, wheat, and other open-land crops.
If the feed units of corn, wheat, and cottonseed
that are to be displaced by grasses and legumes
are not increased, then this movement can cause
no great change in livestock numbers.

CRUZ VENSTROM.

Crooked Breasts and Slipped Tendons

That rations containing a high content of
ash can cause an increase in the number of crook-
ed breastbones and slipped tendons in tom turk-
€ys has been proved by three years experimental
‘:‘;mF"k ﬁvith turkeys on the Newlands Field Station
at Fallon.

During each year of the experiment the tur-
keys were divided into from four to six groups
recelving varying quantities of protein. In the
first year, the high-protein ration was obtained
by the addition of meat scrap which contained
about 80 percent ash. This increased the ash in
the ration to more than 10 percent. Tom tur-

keys with slipped tendons soon appeared in the
high ash group but not in any of the other groups.

Crooked Breasts

__ When the turkeys were killed for the Thanks-
giving market, it was found that there was a
much higher percentage of crooked breast-bones
in the high-ash group than in any of the other
groups.

To make certain that this occurrence was not
the result of mere chance, a high-ash ration was
fed again during 1934 and 1935. The results ob-
tained were similar to those of the first year, and,
as a result, it has been definitely determined that
the number of crooked breasts in tom turkeys in-
creased with the amount of ash in the ration.

Larger Increases

The average number of crooked breasted toms
resulting from the feeding of rations containing
more than 10 percent ash was 37 percent. No
crooked-breasted toms developed from rations
with less than five percent ash. It is concluded
that, as the ash in the ration rises above 5 per-
cent, the danger of crooked breasts increases.
Rations containing less than 7.5 percent total ash
were relatively harmless.

Hens were not so much affected by the high
ash ration as the toms. Those receiving a ration
containing less than 10 percent ash did not have
an unduly large number of crooked breasts, but
6.25 percent of those receiving rations having
more than 10 percent ash developed crooked
breastbones.

In this experiment a ‘“crooked” breasthone
was defined as one which deviates more than a
half inch from a straight line. When the cur-
vature amounted to less than a half inch, the
bones were classed as “curved”. There was prac-
tically no relationship between the curved breast-
bones and the amount of ash in the ration. They
are evidently caused by some other factor.

Slipped Tendons

Birds, when developing slipped tendons, are
noticed to be “bow-legged” and their joints are
enlarged and spongy. In the later stages of the
disease, they completely lose control of their legs
and either cannot walk at all or walk with con-

siderable difficulty.

No hens developed slipped tendons in these
experiments, and among the toms it was obse_arwfed
only in the group receiving rations containing
more than 10 percent ash. During the three
years, an average of 27 percent of the toms in
the high ash group developed slipped tendons.

Rations Fed

All-mash rations were fed in order to be able
to control the amount of ash and protein con-
sumed. The mash was fed in hoppers and was
kept before them at all times. The only feed they
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received which was not controlled was the al-
falfa to which they had free access.

Conclusions

1. The percentage of curved breastbones in
toms was not dependent on the kind of ration fed.

2. The percentage of crooked breastbones
in toms increased with the amount of ash in the
ration. The ration should not contain more than
7.5 percent ash.

3. Rations containing more than 10 per-
cent ash are apt to produce a high percentage of
toms with slipped tendons.

4. No hens had slipped tendons regardless

of the ration fed. The number having crooked
breastbones was not signficantly affected by the
ration fed except when the amount of ash ex-

ceeded 10 percent.
F. B. HEADLEY.

Cost of Raising Hogs in Nevada

Hogs have become an important source of
income in Nevada only in those sections of the
State where more grain is raised than can be
used locally. In those sections where grain must
be imported, hog raising has not become an im-
portant enterprise.

It seems from this that the limiting factor is
the price of grain. In regions which import a
part of their grain, the price of grain is the mar-
ket price plus freight. In regions which export
grain, the price of grain is market price less
freight charges. This makes grain cheaper in
the exporting regions and more favorable to hog
production.

Seasons Important Factor

There are seasons when the price combina-
tions are such as to make hog raising profitable in
almost any farming section and there are other
seasons when the price of hogs is so low in rela-
tion to grain that it does not pay to produce them
even in the grain exporting districts.

Whether hog production will be profitable
or not in any section of the state depends on the
normal price relationship between hogs and grain.
: To grow pigs to marketable size and desir-
able finish requires some grain even when they
have access to unlimited alfalfa hay or pasture.
They make still better growth when skimmilk is
added to the grain and alfalfa.

Light Ration

When a light grain ration (about two pounds -

of grain daily to each 100 pounds of hogs) is fed,
there will be required for each hundred pounds
gain about 250 pounds barley, 73 gallons skim-
milk, and 125 pounds of hay. If skimmilk is not
fed, then the amount of barley required will be
increased to about 325 pounds.

_ Of course pigs can be raised to marketing
size by feeding less barley and more hay, but
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a much longer time will be required and the qual-
ity will not be so good.

Costs Calculated

Knowing the amount of feed required per
cwt. gain, it is possible to calculate feed costs witp
grain at varying prices. This is done in the
following table in which barley is charged at $2)
$30 and $40 per ton, milk at 1}, cents per gallon
and hay at $10 per ton.

Cost of Putting Gains on Pigs
Pigs started at an average weight of 40 g,
and matured at 200 lbs.

Price of Barley
$20 $30 $40

250 lbs. barley.................. $2.50  $3.75  $5.00
73 gals. milk at 114c........ 1.10 1.10 1.10
125 1bs. alfalfa at $10 ton .63 .63 .63

Total Cost..$4.23  $548  $613

In raising hogs, feed does not constitute the
only cost for there is always an overhead cost
to be taken into consideration. In order to get
some return for labor, the amount received for
the hogs must be somewhat greater than the com-
bined cost of feed and overhead.

Overhead is Variable

Because of the great difference in the value
of the buildings, fences, and other equipment
used, the cost of overhead is extremely variable on
private farms where hogs are raised. Our cost
of production studies indicate that the average
cost chargeable against overhead is 60 cents per
cwt. of hogs produced. This should be added to
the feed cost. When this is done, the cost of pro-
duecing pork is found to be:

$4.83 per cwt. when barley is $20 per ton
6.08 per cwt. when barley is 380 per ton
7.33 per cwt. when barley is 40 per ton

These are costs without allowing for labor.
If raising hogs is to be profitable, the average
farmer will need to get a somewhat greater price
in order to receive payment for his labor, which
is worth about 40 to 50 cents per cwt, of hogs
produced.

In actual practice, these results will be
extremely variable, because of differences in feed-
ing methods, in the cost of overhead, the size of

litters, and the general efficiency with which the

pigs are cared for. The figures do give an idea
of the prices that must be received under average
conditions for profitable production of pork.

F. B. HEADLEY.

Cooperative Extension work in Agriculture and _3_0?‘19
Economics, University of Nevada Extension Division
and United States Department of Agriculture cooper
ating. Distributed in furtherance of the Acts of G‘ml
gress of May 8 and June 30, 1914. Cecil W. Creel
Director University of Nevada Agricultural Extension
Division, Reno, Nevada.
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l Prices of Farm Products
The prices received by Nevada producers in
E May this year were generally greater than those
W received in May one year ago.
' Items which increased in price were as fol-
lows: Wool 160 per cent, sheep 157 per cent,
lambs 131 per cent, potatoes 120 per cent, hogs
120 per cent, veal calves 114 per cent, butterfat
107 per cent, chickens 104 per cent, and wheat 101
per cent.

Prices were lower on the following items:
Beef cattle 98.5 per cent, alfalfa hay 91.5 per cent
and eggs 86 per cent.

Fat Cattle Price Drops

|
[ The price received for fat beef cattle dropped
| materially in May, but the price received for feed-
er cattle held up fairly well. That there would be
[ @ narrowing of the margin between feeder and
_ fat cattle was forecast in the December issue of
{E Economic Talks.

’ Grain Supplies Plentiful in Mid-West

! Plentiful supplies of grain in the middle
west have resulted in heavier feeding and some-
what earlier marketing than in 1935. The slaugh-
ter of domestic cattle during the first four months

. of the year has ranged from 10 to 20 per cent
greater than in the same period last year. In-
(reased imports of live cattle have not been suf-
ficient to be a very important factor, although the

fear that large numbers of cattle would be im-
ported may have hastened marketing of domestic
Gattle to some extent. The heavy, early market-
ing of domestic cattle leaves a more favorable
Price situation during the remainder of the year.
~ The price situation in regard to alfalfa hay
I treated elsewhere in this issue.

The lower price of eggs was forecast in the

Poultry and egg outlook in the December issue.
—F. B. Headley.

CIoCN?

Alfalfa Hay Outlook

Forces that will determine the price of alfal-
fa hay in western Nevada for the coming season
are now taking shape.

While the first crop is generally small and
somewhat weedy, the available water supply
should make a normal crop for the year. The
general price level is showing stability, so no par-
ticular changes in hay prices are in sight from that
source.

Average prices per ton, for the four-month
period from August to November for loose hay in
the Fallon district have been as follows:

1926  $9.70 1932 $5.20
1927 875 1933  5.00
1928  8.60 1934 8.40
1929  13.00 1935  5.50
1930  9.75 1936 ?
1931  8.00

The high price of 1929 reflects the boom con-
ditions of that time, aided by the peak price of
cattle and the shortage of good alfalfa hay in the
major U. S. shipping areas. The high -cattle
prices of 1929 were associated with the low point
in the cattle number cycle. The shortage of good
alfalfa hay in the United States affected the price
in the Fallon area through the meal market.

Short Supplies Affect Price

Prices in 1931 would have been more in line
with those in 1932 except for the severe drought
and local feed shortage in Nevada. Short local
supplies are also reflected in the higher average
prices in the recent drought year of 1934.

Western Nevada supply and demand condi-
tions normally determine the alfalfa hay prices
of this area. The chief outlet for the surplus over
the farm requirements has been to feeder cattle.
As yet the information on supplies of feeder cattle
for next fall are meager and the first cattle esti-
mates of the United States Departmen of Agri--
culture will not be made and released until August
15. (Watch for U. S. D. A. “Report on Cattle on
Feed on August 1, and Demand for Feeder Cattle,”
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issued on August 12, and “Report on Fall Market-
ings of Western Cattle,” issued about August 15..)
Rains Damage Hay

Normally northern California has a surplus
of alfalfa hay, but last fall California hay buyers
entered the western Nevada market at Fallon.
California was not short of total hay. But there
was a shortage of good quality alfalfa hay. T}ns
was caused by unseasonably late rains damaging
first, second, and, in some cases, even the third
crop of alfalfa. |

This year the late rains in central California
fell on much of the first crop and the general
storm of early June, which so amply covered Ne-
vada, caused considerable rain damage to the se-
cond crop in central California hay sections.

Grade Not Recognized

Most of the hay which was shipped to Cali-
fornia last winter would grade U. S. No. 2, be-
cause it was dry and brittle and had considerable
leaf loss. While official grade differences were
not recognized by California hay buyers in pur-
chasing Nevada hay last fall, the cars were un-
officially graded as filled. It is to be expected
that these grade differences were considered when
each car was offered for sale. Until Nevada hay
is purchased on grade, those farmers offering hay
grades above U. S. No. 2 will not usually obtain
the full margins for high quality hay.

On June 15 of this year, the wholesale price
of U. S. No. 2 alfalfa hay was from $13.25 to
$13.50 a ton, compared with $9.95 in June 1935

and $10.30 in June 1934. With the present price -

of $13.50 a ton for U. S. No. 2 grade of alfalfa
hay at San Francisco, a stack price of $5.00 a ton
at Fallon would leave $8.50 for freight, baling,
hauling, and other handiing costs. However, Ne-
vada hay cannot move across the line until October
1, and much of the California alfalfa hay crop is
yet to be grown and harvested.

—Cruz Venstrom.

Watch for These Reports!

Forthcoming release dates of the U.S.D.A.
crop and livestock reports of primary interest
to Nevada farmers are as follows:
CATTLE—

August 12: Estimate of cattle on feed Au-
gust 1 and report on demand for feeding cattle.

About August 15: Report on the fall mar-
ketings of western cattle.

October 12: Report on cattle feeding situ-
ation.
LAMBS and SHEEP—

July 27: Estimate of the 1936 lamb crop.
f About August 15: Report on fall market-
ings of western sheep.

_October 13: Report on the lamb feeding sit-
uation.
HAY—

July 10: Report as of July 1 on acreage,

condition, and forecast production of hay.
. August 10: Report as of August 1 on con-
dition and forecast production of hay.

POTATOES—

July 10: Report as of July 1 on acreage
condition, and forecast production of potatoes, ’

August 10: Report as of August 1 on cop.
dition and forecast production of potatoes,
WHEAT, BARLEY and OATS—

July 10: Report as of July 1 on stocks of
wheat and oats on farms; acreage, condition ang
forecast production of wheat, barley and oats.

August 10: Estimates of yield per acre and
indicated production of winter wheat; report as
of August 1 on condition and forecast production
of spring wheat, barley, and oats.

Days ef Work Off the Farms

by Nevada Farmers

Nearly one-third of Nevada farmers worked
for pay in 1929 at jobs not connected with the
farm operated.

Days of other occupation were reported, in
the census of 1930, by 987 farmers who operated
28.7 percent of the 3,442 farms in Nevada in 1929,
These 987 farmers reported that they had worked
a total of 121,701 days for others, which is an
average of 123 days per farmer. On the basis
of 300 days work a year as a full-time occupation,
these farmers spent more than one-third of their
time at wage jobs.

The varying degrees of dependence on out-
side work is shown in the accompanying table.
To those 181 farmers reporting 250 days of work
for wages, the farms were largely investments or
places to live, rather than a major source of de-
pendence.

Eaxtent Not Indicated

The census data do not indicate the extent to
which this outside work was obtained from other
farmers, and the extent to which it came from
mines, railroads, in towns, or other non-farm
sources.

The work reported in this table does _not
include income from supplementary occupation,
such as storekeeper, truckdriver, etc., where the
farmer was self-employed.

Days of Work Off the Farms by Nevada

Farmers in 1929.
No. of Total Days Ave, Days
Operators Wk. Report’d per Oper'ts
162 2090 13

No. of Days
Outside Work

~ Under 25 days

25- 49 days 169 5639 33
50- 74 days 133 7886 59
75- 99 days 81 7151 88
100-149 days 105 12009 114
150-199 days 107 17919 167
200-249 days 49 10415 213
250 days and over 181 58592 324

Total and ave. 987 121701 123

Not reporting
outside work 2455
All farms 3442

Source: U. S. Census of 1930. Volume 1V, General Re-
port, Pp. 432,433.
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Turkey Prices Hold Firm and
Storage Movement is Good

The slightly short 1935 turkey crop is reflec-
ted in the firm tone of the current turkey market.

In spite of the very heavy movement of breed-
or hens and a pre-season movement of young tur-
keys, in a8 volume not experienced before, the sale
of cold storage turkeys has been well sustained
and prices have held reasonably firm. Young hen
tarkeys have been selling at prices slightly in ad-
vance of those of last year in New York, until the
past two weeks’ heavy movement of breeder hens
caused a temporary slight reduction in price. The
preeder hen and the small pre-season crop move-
ment is expected to be over and the market in
good, firm condition for the 1936 holiday move-
ment.

Prices Are Given

June 15th New York wholesale prices showed
frozen light toms at 2914 to 31 cents, heavy young
toms at 14 to 2 cents less, and young hens at 32

' t 33 cents. Chicago prices ranged out one cent
¥ Jegs. San Francisco prices ranged about two cents
less than New York prices at this time, although

San Francisco prices in May, prior to the move-
ment of breeder hens, ranged approximately 115
cents to 2 cents higher than the present quota-
tions.

The out-of-storage movement of turkeys
throughout the United States was greater earlier
in the year than for the same time last year, but
the larger supply of breeder hens going to market
this year and the larger supply of mid-summer
crop of new turkeys from the south has slowed
down the cold storage movement slightly.

Storage Holdings Drop

The June 1 cold storage holdings are reported
a3 12,357,000 pounds. This is approximately 2,-
000,000 pounds less than was in cold storage at
the same date in 1935. The movement out of
storage for the month of May showed approxi-
mately 500,000 pounds less than for May of last
year. This figure, however, is negligible for the
whole United States.

- The cooperative turkey marketing associa-
tions, which dominate the marketing field in the
west, have sold practically all of their storage
stocks, and are now cleaning up the breeder hen
supply. They are hoping for a firm market by
the time the holiday season opens.

Nevada Crop About Same as 1935

No estimates are yet available as to the size
of the 1936 turkey crop. Some of the western
Producing areas will show considerable increase.
Uthers will be about the same or slightly less. The
total Nevada crop will probably be about the same
a8 last year, but about half the size of the year
of the greatest production.

. The Nevada Extension Service will continue
It$ nation-wide turkey survey this year, and a
Ymprehensive report will be ready prior to the
hankSgWing marketing season. The report of

the turkey survey for 1935, made by the Nevada
Extension office, was considered instrumental in
advancing the turkey market approximately &
cents per pound at the opening of the holiday
market above anticipated quotations, and in sus-
taining prices at a level not thought possible prior
to this report —L. E. Cline.

Improvement of Ranges and

Irrigated Farms

Plans have been made for an investigation by
the University of Nevada Agricultural Experi-
ment Station to determine the best procedure to
be used on the ranges and irrigated farms of Ne-
vada in furtherance of the Soil Conservation pro-
gram.

Many of the problems of Nevada are peculiar
to the state, and plans well adapted to areas in
the Middle West may not work so well here. To
be effective, the Soil Conservation program must
be flexible, so that it can conform to the needs of
each region.

' For instance, the program to increase the
area in legumes is well suited to Iowa and Illinois
conditions, but is not suited to some of the irri-
gated lands in Nevada, where more than 75 per-
cent of the cultivated land is already in alfalfa.
It is probable that there are sections in Nevada
where the area in alfalfa should be reduced, if
the best use is to be made of the land.

Two Things Detrimental

Two things have been taking place which are
detrimental to the irrigation projects of the state.
Yields of alfalfa have been declining, and several
species of pernicious annual weeds have been in-
vading some of the alfalfa fields to such an extent
that the value of the first crop is materially re-
duced. :

There could be no better soil conservation than
to take steps to adopt rotation and field practices
which would maintain the fertility of the land
and which would keep the annual weeds under
control.

The Department of Farm Development of the
Experiment Station will make a survey of farms
on irrigation projects in the next three months to
find out what the best farmers themselves are do-
ing to control weeds and maintain fertility. No
doubt a summary of their practices would indicate
practical solutions of these problems, for it is well
known that some farmers are able to control
weeds and that soil fertility is being maintained.

Successful Practices Sought

The practices of the most successful men
might indicate to the Soil Conservation service
what rotations and soil treatments should be
adopted to best conserve the productiveness of our
irrigated farms.

A survey of a number of ranch organizations
will be made by the Department of Range Man-
agement of the Experiment Station to find out, if
possible, what adjustments can be made that will
result in improvement of the ranges while main-
taining ranch stability. —F. B. Headley.
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Farm-Family Living During 1936
(Concluded from February Issue)

The following items taken from the 1936
economic outlook material may assist in similar
wise planning for this year.

Meat and Eggs

The 1935-36 supply of meat, other than poul-
try, is expected to be about 14 percent less than
in 1934-35, and 21 percent less than the 1925-29
annual average. Therefore, it will pay the aver-
age Nevada farm or ranch family to produce and
preserve its own meat supply. However, no meat
canning should be done in Nevada without the use
of a pressure cooker, due to the danger of botuli-
nus poisoning.

Poultry and Eggs

Egg supplies will likely be slightly smaller
than in recent years and much smaller than in
1925-29. The supply of poultry meats is expected
to be slightly larger. Therefore, it will pay the
average Nevada farm family to produce its own
eggs and poultfry.

Prices Paid by Farmers for Operating Expenses,
Furniture and Furnishings, Building Materials
for House, and Family Maintenance, 1910 to Date
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Milkk and Butter

An unusually large production of milk and
butter is expected in 1935-36. Good fall pasture
'm 1935 and the increase in feed supply are ex-
pected to more than offset the smaller numbers of
cows milked. However, the home production of
the family milk supply will continue to be profit-
able En Nevada from both a health and cost stand-
point.

o b CUFARTMENT OF AG3ICULTURL

Bread and Food Grains

The 1935 wheat crop was lower in quantity
and quality than expected, owing to black rust and
excessive rainfall. Bread and grain prices will
probably continue higher, relatively, than “all
foods”. If bread prices rise more than cost of
ingredients, home baking may be profitable.

The making of inexpensive home-made cer-
eals, or the use of whole grained cereals pur-
chased in larger quantities will certainly be more
profitable than the use of the more expensive
packaged types. The use of home-grown pota-

June, 1934

toes can materially reduce the cash expendeq for
bread and flour; and the fact that potatoes aya
an alkaline food makes them a valuable part of
the daily menu.

Fruits

The supply of fruits for the 1935-36 market.
ing period is more than ample. The quantity
available for “fresh fruit” is expected to be 13
percent higher than 1934-35 and 17 percent high.
er than the 1925-29 average. A considerable ip.
crease in small fruit and berry production has
been made in Nevada during recent years, and
the home canning of fruits increased decidedly
this past summer.

The home canning of fruit continues to he
considered a real saving here in Nevada. Dried
fruit available for the domestic market will be
42 percent larger than usual, and 29 percent larg-
er than in 1934-35. Dried fruits can, therefore,
profitably be included in planning the year’s food
supply.

Vegetables

Throughout most of 1935, fresh vegetables
have been plentiful and probably will continue so.
The commercial pack of canned vegetables is one
of the largest on record. However, where water
supply is adequate for irrigation, the production
and canning of vegetables will continue to be real
economy. It should be remembered that a press-
ure cooker is absolutely necessary in canning all
vegetables except tomatoes. The production of
green leaf vegetables for use “fresh” is particu-
larly profitable both from a health and economy
standpoint. The greater use of fall gardens, h_ot-
beds, cold frames and bin storage is also a wise
saving.

—Mary Stilwell Buol.

Business Conditions

Business activity during the first five months
of 1936 has held well above the 1935 level for the
same period and has almost reached the 1930
level. This is of special interest to farmers, be-
cause demand and prices of agricultural products
are dependent on business conditions. Good bus-
iness generally means active demand for farm pro-
ducts.
Cash farm income has shown an upward
trend since 1933. In April, the index was 70,
which is the highest for any April since 1931,
when the index was 70.5.

Living costs are slightly under the 1935 level.
The purchasing power of the non-farm population
is approximately 10 percent higher than In the
same period in 1935 but it is still lower than it
was in 1929.

Cooperative Extension work in Agrioulture_and _Home
Economics, University of Nevada Extension Dmsmn’
and United States Department of Agriculture coog:l’-
ating. Distributed in furtherance of the Acts Ofc ;11
gress of May 8 and June 30, 1914, Cecil W. r?on'
Director University of Nevada Agricultural Extensl
Division, Reno, Nevada.
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Summer and Fall Outlook for Livestock

According to the United States Bureau of
Agricultural Economics, the 1936 drought, almost
s serious as the drought of 1934, will probably
change the order of livestock marketings and the
trends of livestock production during the remain-
der of this year and for several years thereafter
from what they otherwise would have been. The
total quantity of corn and feed grains will be very
much reduced and forage reduced to some extent.

PROQUCTION OF FEED GRAINS AND TOTAL NUMBER OF GRAIN-CONSUMING
ANIMAL UNITS, UNITED STATES, 1900 TO DATE
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The figure above shows the close relationship existing be-
iveen the changes in feed grain production and changes
in the number of grain consuming animal units. The
umber of grain consuming animals was sharply reduced
[tom 1934 to 1935 because of the marked decrease in fe_ed
Moduction resulting from the 1934 drought. With an in-
trease in feed grain production in 1935, the number of
ted grain consuming animals at the beginning of 1936
%as slightly larger than a year earlier. The number of
ted grain consuming animals probably will be reduced
Materially in the next 12 months as a result of drought
nditions this year.

The effect of the shortage in feed at first will
be fo increase marketings, but in the end meat
Supplies will be reduced, especially pork and the

tter grades of beef.

QURTay O MR CuLtuday (CONOECS

Further improvement in demand for meats is
expected, and this, combined with the smaller sup-
ply, will tend to increase both meat and livestock
prices. However, the immediate effect of the
drought will be to depress livestock prices due to
increased marketings.

Hogs.

The feed situation will affect hog numbers
more than it will other livestock. Fall farrowings
this year which would have increased but for the
drought will be reduced and many sows and gilts
planned for breeders will be marketed.

Shortage of feed has already forced hogs on
to the market. Receipts of hogs on seven principal

SPRING PIG CROP, AND FEDERALLY INSPECTED HOG SLAUGHTER
DURING FOLLOWING OCT.- APR., UNITED STATES, I1924 TO DATE

HEAD
(MLLIONS ) SPRING PIG CROP
{ FARSOWELD BETWLIN DEC | AND JUNE 1) Ovhar m
60 Com et Savmes ]
4«0 il
%
20
o . = r
INSPECTED HOG SLAUGHTER
&40 {OCT ToAPR)
20
O “=gac ise 1928 1930 1932 193 1936 (338

BRAL OF
W8 BEraRTHINT OF ACEICLTURE Uk Sy Ay, OOy

The 1936 spring pig crop was about 32 percent larger than
the very small spring crop of 1935. The spring pig crop
is normally marketed in the following fall and winter and
a change in the spring crop usually is reflected in a corres-
ponding change in inspected hog slaughter from October
to April, as indicated in the above figure. Thus it is
probable that slaughter supplies of hogs this fall and
winter will be materially larger than a year earlier.

markets for the week ending August 8 were 247.-
256 head, while the receipts for the corresponding
week in 1935 were 115,983 head. Each .week in
August has shown similar comparisons with 1935.
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It is estimated that the number of hogs for
glaughter will be from 10 to 20 percent greater
this fall than in the fall of 1935. Expected heavy
slaughter through October and December will re-
sult in large winter supplies. However, there is
likely to be a large storage demand in anticipation
of increasing shortage of supplies in the summer
of 1937. The five-year average (1931-1935) stor-
age holdings of pork on August 1 were 635,333,-
000 pounds, while on August 1, 1936, they were
442,483,000 pounds, a gain over 1935 but 194,000,-
000 pounds short of the five-year average.

Average prices for the year 1936-37 may not
be different from 1935-36, but seasonal prices are
expected to differ a great deal. Due to increased
marketings this fall, prices may decline, but im-
proved demand and increased storage will tend to
increase prices during the coming winter and the
summer of 1937.

Beef.

Cattle numbers in the United States are still
relatively large although smaller than two years
ago. The drought will force early marketing of
larger numbers than usual, reducing the total
numbers at the end of 1936 to a lower level than
at the end of 1935.

Although slaughter during the remainder of
1936 will include somewhat more fed cattle than
a year earlier, most of the increased marketings
will be in low grade cows and heifers. Marketings
this fall will include a larger than usual proportion
of animals suitable for stockers and feeders, but,
because of short supplies of feed and the unfavor-
able returns from cattle feeding during the season
of 1935-36, the demand for feeder cattle this fall
will not be so strong as the demand which prevail-
ed a year earlier. The number of cattle placed on
feed this fall is, therefore, expected to be smaller
than it was last fall. With smaller numbers of fed
cattle and lower prices for feeders, the outcome of
feeding operations in the 1936-37 feeding season
is likely to be more favorable than in 1935-36.

Sheep.

The 1936 lamb crop of 31,413,000 head is
about 9 percent greater than the 1935 crop, 214
per cent greater than the 1934 crop, and less than
1 percent smaller than the record crop of 1931.

This increase in lamb crop was all in the west-
ern states and in areas little affected by the
drought. Texas accounts for over half of the in-
crease. When the market for feeders is good,
Texas sells a very large number but if prices are
unfavorable she holds them for the spring wool
clip and markets as grass-fat yearlings.

Prices for lambs held up well during May and
June because supplies of fat lambs were low.
Marketings continued lower than usual all through
July, but the retarded sales during these early
months has increased the number available for
market for the season ending November 30 and

for market as feeders. These increased suppli
are expected to cause some decline in priceg boteﬁ
for slaughter and for feeders.

United States Lamb Crop
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After a steady decline from 1931 to 1935, The United
States lamb crop was increased materially in 1936, The
[936 crop was only slightly smaller than the record crop
of 1931. All of the increase in the 1936 crop occurred in
Mhe western sheep states, including Texas. The lamb crop
in the native sheep states in 1936 was slightly smaller
than in 1935. From 1925 to 1931 the lamb crop for the
entire country increased about 45 percent.
P e W

Further improvement in demand for meats
and short slaughter of other kinds of livestock will
tend to strengthen prices of fed lambs next winter.

—V. E. Scorr.

Living Expense of Farmers in Nevada

In 1935, farm account records were completed
on fifty-eight farms in Nevada. These farm ac
counts contain records of financial operations,
data relative to crop and livestock yields and
efficiency, household cash expenses, and farm pro-
ducts used in the home.

The farms included in the study represent
most of the irrigated farm areas in the state.

Summary of family classification, cash living
expense, and farm privilege has been issued in
mimeographed form in News Bulletin Volume X,
No. 1, from which this abstract has been prepared.

Family Classification.

These farm families, averaging 5.2 persons,
average one operator and one homemaker per
family, although some of the individual farms
have two operators and one homemaker, while
others have the reverse. The number of hired
laborers averaged .6 of one person per farm, Only
a few farms employ labor throughout the year
and, in the truck producing section in Southern
Nevada, there is considerable contract labor which
boards itself and is not listed as a part of the farm
family.

The number of children over 16 years ?ld
varies from 0 to 3 in the individual families, with
an average of .8 for the state. The r}umbql‘ of
children under 16 averages 1.8 per family, with 8
variation in families from 0 to 4. The plasmﬁca-
tion of families in 1935 changed very little from
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that in 1934; only. twenty-seven of the farms
studied in 1934 are included in the 1935 study.

Cash Expended For Living, Furniture, Housing
and Automobiles.

Household accounts include such items as pur-
chase of furniture, building of new houses, and
purchase of automobiles for personal use, which
agre more of an investment than they are a living
cost. In 1935, the average farm home expenses
per farm family was $1,242. Of this, $898 was
actual living expense while the remaining $344
was invested as follows :—$70 for furniture; $177
for new houses, $35 for house repairs, and $62 for
new automobiles. These household investments
seem to be the result of increased farm incomes
and a reaction following the depression. It is
interesting to note that no new houses were built
in 1932 or 1933, one was built in 1934, and four
were built in 1935.

Living Expenses and Total Income per Family.

The total living expense of a farm family
includes the cash expended for living, the value of
the farm produce used in the home, and rental
value of the house. The value of farm produce and
rental value of the house taken together are re-
ferred to as farm privilege. The charge made for
farm produce is based on the value of the produce
if sold at the farm. Rent for the house is calcu-
lated at 10 per cent of the inventory value on
January 1, 1935.

Gross income from the farm consists of cash
income from farm produce sold plus income from
labor off the farm, plus net increase in inventory
values, plus the items of farm privilege. It does
not include other income off the farm, such as
income from outside investments.

Comparing the records of families that co-
operated in both 1934 and 1935, it was noted that
there was an increase of $1,309 in the average
gross income in 1935 over the gross income in
1934. The average living expense of the same
families increased $204.

The average gross income per family in 1935
was $4,885. The total living expense was 30.3 per-
cent of this amount, showing that on the average
;’arm a little less than one-third of the gross farm
income is expended for living.

As would be expected the living expense per
family increased with the gross farm income. On
farms having an income of less that $2,000, the
average living expense was $889; on farms having
a gross income between $2,000 and $4,000 it was
$1,421; with gross income between $4,000 and
98,000, it was $1,730; and on farms having a gross
lncome exceeding $8,000, it was $2,320. That the
amount expended for living increases with gross

income is also shown by the fact that the living
expense of the same individual families increased
with the increase in income in 1935 over 1934.

Cash Household Expense per Farm Famly.

Omitting the items of new automobiles and
new houses, there was an average cash expendi-
ture of $1,003 per family for living expenses.
Purchased food cost $284 or 28 percent, personal
expenses and clothing cost $232 or 23 percent,
development and recreation cost $130 or 13 per-
cent, and health was next, amounting to $94 per
family. The other items, all amounting to a little
over 25 percent, were operating and supplies $81,
furniture and equipment $74, life insurance and
savings $70, house repairs $32, and miscellaneous
household expense $6.

I'arm Produce Used Per Family Per Year.

Most of the milk, butter, eggs, poultry, pork,
potatoes, and fuel were derived from the farm.
Beef was supplied from the farm in most cases
only in cold weather. Because of warm weather
during most of the year in Southern Nevada, the
farmers of that section are not able to use as much
home-killed meats as they do in the cooler parts
of the state.

In addition to food purchased, the average
family consumed 233 pounds of butterfat, 180
dozen eggs, 83 pounds of poultry meat, 199 pounds
of beef, 271 pounds of pork, 48 pounds of mutton,
514 pounds of honey, 630 pounds of potatoes, $40
worth of vegetables, $11 worth of fruit, 9 pounds
of turkey meat, and 270 pounds of wheat in the
form of flour. These figures do not indicate the
total amounts of food consumed; they show only
those foods obtained from the farms. It is believed
that considerable saving could be accomplished if
more farm produce was supplied by the farm, for
farmers get their own produce at farm prices and
pay retail prices for any produce purchased.

—V. E. SCOTT.

* * % &

Farm Incomes in Depression and Prosperity

A number of farm business records have been
kept by the Department of Farm Development of
the University of Nevada Agricultural Experi-
ment Station since 1925, but only eight comparable
farm records on the same identical farms for the
past five years are available. A comparison has
been made of these from 1931 through 1935, cov-
ering a part of the depression and the gradual

recovery.
For the purpose of this brief article, we have

taken simply cash income plus net increases in
inventory (total farm income) minus cash ex-

penses (total farm expenses) equals the return to
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capital and family labor, referred to hereafter as
net income..

Reach Low Levels in 1932.

Farm incomes, which began to drop in 1930,
did not reach their lowest levels until 1932, After
that date they began to rise, the increase amount-
ing to $965 in 19383, $1,688 in 1934, and $1,939 in
1935.

Farm cash expenses were much less variable
than cash incomes.

The average return to capital and family
labor for these eight farms shows a gradual de-
cline through the year 1932, when it was in the
red $799. Since that time, the returns have risen
congistently, $641 in 1932, $1,678 in 1934, and
$3,283 in 1935.

FARM BUSINESS SUMMARY OF THE SAME EIGHT
FARMS—1931 to 1935.

1931 1932 1933 1934 1936

Total farm income..$3,337 $1,497 $2,462 $4,050 $5,989

Total farm expense..2,546 2,296 1,821 2,372 2,706
Return to capital
and family labor_....... 791 —T799 641 1,678 3,283

Divided Into Groups.

These farms are divided, according to size
and amount invested, into two groups of four
farms each. Those in the first group had an aver-
age investment of about nine thousand dollars
and contained about eighty acres. Those in the
second group had an average investment of over
twenty-one thousand dollars and contained 150 or
more acres of land.

The following table indicates that a small,
well-balanced farm is better able to stand periods
of depression than the larger farm, if one con-
siders only the current income and expense. The
larger farms have larger expenditures for taxes
and hired labor which are necessary to carry on
the operations, while a small, self-contained farm
which utilizes its family labor and crop acreage is
able to pare expenses down to a minimum, and less
income is needed to cover the absolute essentials.

Large and Small Farms Compared.

The following table shows that during 1931
and_1932, the small farmers received the larger
net income, while in 1934 and 1935 they received
smaller net incomes than the larger farms.

Farms of about 80
acres with invest- 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935

ments of $9,000........ $831 —$42 $543 $905 $1,766
Farms of over 150

acres with invest-

ments of over

$2L000. 5. civ e 751 —1,555 739 2,450 5,936

During periods of prosperity, when incomes
are large, these large farms should make it a
policy to set aside a reserve to be used during
depressions.
—MABEL CONNOR.

Relation of Size and Investment to Net
Farm Incomes.

Fifty-five farm business records for the year
1935 have been used in compiling figures to show,
first, the relationship of size to net income; secong,
the relationship of investment to net income,

These farms were first divided into four size
groups, based on the number of tillable acres,
There were four farms with less than 40 tillable
acres, seventeen farms with 40 to 80 tillable acres,
twenty-three farms with 80 to 160 tillable acres,
and eleven farms with 160 or more.

The following table indicates that net income
increases with size, in the majority of cases. The
high net income shown for farms of less than
40 tillable acres reflects the influence of highly
intensified poultry farms.

Relation of Size of Farms to Net Income.

Under 40 Acres 40 to 80 Acres
Avg. No. of Net Avg. No. of Net

Tillable Acres Income Tillable Acres Income
30 $2,554 60 $1,246
80 to 160 Acres 160 Acres and Over
Avg. No. of Net Avg. No. of Net
Tillable Acres Income Tiliable Acres Income
116 $1,870 305 $4,567

In dividing the farms according to amount
invested, there were ten farms with an investment
of $1,624 to $10,000, fourteen farms from $10,000
to $13,000, fourteen farms from $13,000 to $21,-
000, and seventeen farms from $21,000 to $99,546.

Relation of Farm Investment to Net Income

Investment Investment
$1,624—$10,000 $10,000—$13,000
Amount Net Amount Net
Invested Income Invested Income
$6,481 $1,194 $11,331 $1,506
Return per $1,000 $184 Return per $1,000 188
Investment Investment
$13,000—%$21,000 $21,000—$99,546
Amount Net  Amount Net
Invested Income Invested Income
$15,599 $1,763  $38,776 $3,987

Return per $1,000 $113 Return per $1,000  $102

It is evident from this table that the farms
with the small investments are efficiently operated
units, for they have a higher return of interest
per thousand dollars invested than the farms with
larger investments. This may be due, of course,
to type of farming.

—MABEL CONNOR.

Cooperative Extension work in Agriculture and Home
Economics, University of Nevada Extension Division
and United States Department of Agriculture coo&'
ating. Distributed in furtherance of the Acts of x
gress of May 8 and June 30, 1914, Cecil W. GrgeI;
Director University of Nevada Agricultural Extensio
Division, Reno, Nevada.
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Turkey Price Outlook

The turkey price outlook is always of much
interest to producers and to handlers of turkeys
at this time of the year, when the new year’s crop
is about to move to market. Unfortunately, there
is always a conflict of interests at marketing time
between the producer, who always wants as good
or hetter price than the year before, and the con-
sumer, who is always hoping for lower prices.

Under modern methods of marketing turkeys
through cooperative or private channels, any
fluctuations in prices are quite generally reflect-
ed directly back to the producer.

The returns for turkeys to be received by the
producer are what the consumer will pay minus
marketing costs, and the price the consumer will
pay may have little relation to the cost of produc-
ing the turkeys, but is affected directly by the
buying power of the consumer, the price of com-
peting products, and the supply of turkeys offered
on the market. It will be interesting to analyze
the 1936 turkey market outlook with respect to
these factors.

Outlook Seems Favorable
o Generally speaking, the outlook seems favor-
able.

The buying power of the consumer is some-
Wh?.t better than last year, and is considered to
be improving. Consumer goods are being absorb-
ed in increasing quantities at generally advanc-
Ing prices. It will be of interest to make a com-
rarison between the years, 1935 and 1936, of
Prices on the Pacific Coast for food products con-
Sidered to be in competition with turkeys.

Western fat cattle prices have been practi-
cally stationary for a year, with the market at the
present time strong with a 25-cent advance per
hundred over the previous few weeks’ quotations.

In the case of hogs, prices are practically the
Same for both last year and this year at this time,
with a slight decline anticipated during the holi-
day season,

~ Lambs are considered to be in a strong posi-
tion, with prices at this time 40 to 50 cents per
hundred above last year’s prices at this time.

Colored Chickens Less

Colored roasters and colored hens, considered
strong competitors of turkeys, showed a price of
1 to 2 cents less per pound the first week of Octo-
ber this year than the same time last year. Stor-
age holdings of chickens show a heavy increase
over last year at this time, due to very heavy early
marketings in the middle west on account of sev-
ere drought conditions. The current price of eggs
is up 3 cents per dozen as compared with 1935.
Butter shows an advance of 6% cents at this time
over the same date last year.

The 1936 turkey crop is expected to show
some increase over 1935 and will be earlier.

The supply of hen turkeys on the West Coast
for Thanksgiving may be even less than last year,
in spite of the reported increase in the total tur-
key crop, because of the demand for breeder hens
already in evidence. This situation may result
in a substantial premium for hens and light toms
when marketing gets under way.

Prices Firm

The consuming trade has shown an increas-
ing demand for turkeys throughout the year, ab-
sorbing heavy cold storage holdings, large num-
bers of breeder hens, and preseason young tur-
keys since the 1935 holiday season. Cold storage
holdings at this date are more than one million
pounds less than at this time last year.

It is especially encouraging at this time to
note that, with all the factors mentioned exerting
their influence on prices, the current price for
turkeys in San Francisco is from 1 cent to 2 cents
higher on loose deliveries than at this time last
year, with an added 1 cent to 1% cents for govern-
ment graded and box-packed turkeys.

Turkey producers can help greatly in pro-
moting and sustaining the maximum possible

s
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prices this year by delivering only prime birds
that will hold up well in storage, if storage is ne-
cessary to relieve congestion on the mark_et, and
by selling the turkeys only through agencies that
are well financed and able to hold instead of sel}-
ing on a falling market. A common prediction is
for a good storage price after January.
—L. E. Cline.
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1936 United States Turkey Crop Survey

Turkey prices are directly influenced by the
extent of current production, and it is very im-
portant that reliable estimates be assembled from
producers and others well informed as to the ex-
tent of production for the year so that a true pic-
ture of the supply may be available along with in-
formation as to other factors that influence tur-
key prices when the prices for the new crop are
being established.

National Survey Conducted

In the absence of any other disinterested ef-
forts to determine early estimates of 1936 turkey
numbers, the University of Nevada Agricultural
Extension Service has conducted a national tur-
key survey this year for the second successive
year and submits herewith estimates from returns
so far received.

All indications early this year pointed to a
heavy increase in the 1936 turkey crop over the
previous year’s production. The present survey
shows very definitely that the heavy increases an-
ticipated have not materialized.

This survey, as a whole, indicates very
strongly that the 1936 turkey crop for the United
States will be approximately the same as the 1934
turkey crop. It will be remembered that the 1935
turkey crop was estimated to have been 10 per
cent smaller than that of 1934.

Northeastern

The northeastern states, which were esti-
mated to have produced approximately 5.5 per-
cent of the national turkey crop last year, show,
according to this year’s survey, an increase
amounting to 10.9 percent over last year. The
states in this group show a variation from no in-
crease to 25 percent increase.

Southeastern

The southeastern states, which were estimat-
ed to have produced last year 12.1 percent of the
nation’s turkey crop, show, according to the pres-
ent survey, an increase of 7.9 percent over 1935,
These states vary considerably in extent of in-
crease from no increase to 13 per cent.

FEast North Central
The east north central states, comprising
Ohio, Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, and Wisconsin,
which were estimated to have produced 4.8 per-
pent of the national turkey crop in 1935, show an
increase of 6.9 per cent this year over last year.

October, 193¢

West North Central

The west north central distriet, comprising
Minnesota, Iowa, Missouri, North and South
Dakota, Nebraska, and Kansas, which was egti.
mated to have produced last year 21.7 percent of
the nation’s turkey crop, has been estimated, ac-
cording to the survey, to have increased 9 percent
over 1935.

Texas and Oklahoma

The states, Texas and Oklahoma, which ge-
cording to last year’s estimates, were considerad
to have produced 26.3 percent of the U. S. turkey
crop, are expected to show a small increase over
last year but returns are still incomplete.

Mountain States

The mountain states, which last year were
estimated to have produced 13.9 percent. of the
nation”’s turkey crop, show the largest increase
over 1935 of any of the districts, amounting to
27.9 percent increase for the year.

Pacific States

The Pacific states, consisting of Washington,
Oregon, and California, which were estimated last
year to have produced 15.7 percent of the nation’s
turkey crop, are next in line in the percentage in-
crease, showing an estimated 18.3 percent increase
over 1935 production.
percent of the turkeys of this district will be
ready for the Thanksgiving market.

One of the interesting observations connected
with the turkey survey this year is the extension
of the period of production to both earlier and
later months. Because of the inability of hatch-
ery men to supply the demand for poults at the
usual time, this will naturally result in spread-
ing the market season over a longer period, and
may be expected to relieve congestion in the mar-
kets, such as has often occurred in the past.

—L. E. Clins.
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A Nevada Farm Price Index

A Nevada farm price index with which to
follow and analyze past and present price trends
of farm and range products has been constructed
by the University of Nevada Agricultural Expe-
riment Station.

The accompanying table is the first release of
this index, which will be described in more detail
in a forthcoming bulletin of the Experiment Sta-
tion. The weighted price of thirteen commidityy
price series are used—Dbeef cattle, lambs, sheep,
wool, butterfat, hogs, eggs, chickens, calves, alfal-
fa hay, potatoes, wheat and barley. :

The price series used are those obtained by
the Division of Crop and Livestock Estimates of
the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, United
States Department of Agriculture, and represent
the average prices received by Nevada farmers o1l
the fifteenth of the month for the grades and
qualities being marketed at that time. These
monthly prices are weighted by the average qual-
tity of each product marketed annually in the pe-

It is estimated that 38
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. - Beef Cattle Prices Low
From 1922 to 1926, the Nevada price index
t moved along with the general level of farm prices
| in the United States. But the Nevada index for
a all. products covers up the faet that beef cattle
0 . NEVADA prices remained relatively low during all of this
2 ‘ period but their effect on the index was offset by
LL..‘_ \fz- the felatively high prices received for lambs and
" wool.
o e TS R S MR BT T TR The shortage of beef cattle caused a sharp
® o .= e = i rise of beef cattle prices in 1928 and 1929 which,
| |» ey DEVIATION: E s i along with the already relatively high prices of
| b— e T W e lambs and wool, pulled the Nevada farm price
# ilndex 10 to 15 points above the United State in-
ex.
From 1930 to 1936, the annual Nevada price
CoUPATISON, OF THE UNITED STATES AND NEVADA ANNUAL  index has not varied much from the United States
INDEX FROM THE UNITED STATES INDEX, f?lrm price 11ndex. While both indexes in 19??1
. riod from 1924-1933 inclusive. The base used is show irregular movements from month to mon
{l4 the average of prices received during the five  beause of the differing effects of the drought, the
0 years 1910-1914. general trend of farm prices in Nevada is the

same as in the United States.

.l ; . ' .
\"rh All prices are weighted into two major Highest in I‘,a,te Winter and Early Spring
ﬁ groups, namely “range livestock” and “general No_corrections have been made for normal
farm.” The range livestock group is divided in- seasonal price movements. Therefore, with a lev-
‘ fo “beef cattle” and “sheep,” the two major in- el trend of general prices, the Nevada price index

Prices Are Weighted

dustries. will tend to be the highest in late winter and early
The sub-group “beef cattle” contains only the spring when fat livestock are going to market and
when the prices of general farm products, for var-

ious reasons, are normally at their seasonal peak.
ThehNefval.lda i}x:de};_ w(iill norﬁlally tae a}i;ﬂi;s low point
and livestock products” and “crops” on the basis  in the fall when feeder cattle and sheep are com-
of the type ofpcommodity. The Is)ub-gmup “Jive ing off the range and the harvest season is end-

1 stock and livestock produects” includes butterfat, ing for the grain, hay, and potato crops.

; The seasonal movement of prices in Nevada
hogs, chickens, eggs, calves and 10 percent of the explains why the Nevada index has dropped from

total weighting of beef cattle. The sub-group its high point of 119 in April, 1936, to 114 for

b:i'(ljg)?.” includes alfalfa hay, potatoes, wheat and September, 1936. The United States farm price

\ nds index, influenced more by drought factors, has
ﬁ In generaf'?cgg%ghgl.lgig g; ffarm prices in Ne- moyed gjpvﬁa?dlsétfa.dig in g%c‘i’é%émnthﬁ to reach
q vada have followed the major movements of farm R HIEEuEe :

- one price of beef cattle. The sub-group “sheep,”
contains the prices of lambs, sheep, and wool. The
. general farm group is subdivided into “livestock

'~ prices in the United States. Price Trends on September 15

: The products of the beef and sheep enterpri- The September prices received by the sheep-
8s carry nearly two-thirds of the total weighting men were relatively the highest of any group,
nthe Nevada index. Therefore, the simultaneous the index being 139 compared to the all-products
movement of the prices of the products of these index of 114. Wool prices are about 10 cents a
o industries away from the level of other farm pound higher and lambs about $1.80 per cwt.

- Prices will cause marked departures of the Nevada higher than in the base period. Wool prices have
index from the United States index. Since 1910, been holding very steady for a year.  Although
this situation has occurred twice for extended lamb prices are relatively high, the September
beriods, once in 1919, 1920, and 1921, and again in price in Nevada is, of course, based on feeder
1928 and 1929, lambs. There is every indication now that Neva-

_In 1919 and 1920, the Nevada price index da lamb prices will advance normally as fat
fa{led to rise as much as the United States farm lambs replace feeder stock in the marketings.
Mrice level, because the peak cattle numbers in The beef cattle index at .99' algo represents
those years were a depressing influence on beef the heavy feeder cattle marketings of September,
Gattle prices. Though all prices fell precipitously and the present outlook is that the average price
In 1921, beef cattle prices fell below the general for Nevada will make the normal advance during
Price level ag the excess numbers of cattle were the winter as fat cattle replace the present move-
ting liquidated. Wool prices, also, fell propor- ments of feeder stock. The rather firm busmesg

. tonately lower, and the combined effect of the low conditions, the rising total purchasing pml;?li:’l 81;

| Drices for hoth beef cattle and wool pulled the Ne-  the short supplies of hogs are faei?ors}:v fc e g
%ada price index down to 114, while the United holding up beef and lamb prices In t ‘? aé:e o

tes index dropped to 125. ample cattle and sheep numbers. Cruz Venstrom.

.
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Indexes of Farm Prices in Nevada, by Groups

Range Livestock General Farm S ﬁ;ﬁﬂfﬁ% s
All Livestt:;:k C I
an rops4 A
Beef Sheep! Range Livestock i General Nevada U. 8.
Cattle Livestock2 Productss Farm
Av.1910-1914 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
1915 104 122 112 93 134 107 110 98
1916 109 144 125 99 158 119 123 118
1919 136 247 189 133 230 166 180 175
1918 165 276 218 161 214 179 203 202
1919 168 2564 209 178 227 196 204 213
1920 145 213 177 173 288 212 191 211
1921 105 110 108 122 129 125 114 125
1922 111 182 145 119 ] e 122 136 132
1923 102 211 154 123 140 129 144 142
1924 103 213 156 119 160 133 147 143
1925 103 220 159 134 173 148 154 156
1926 114 194 152 132 152 139 147 145
1927 122 186 1563 130 135 132 145 139
1928 150 203 176 134 124 130 158 149
1929 161 191 175 139 147 142 162 146
1930 133 128 130 116 153 129 130 126
1931 91 87 89 86 106 93 90 87
1932 74 65 70 65 89 73 T 65
1933 63 89 75 61 72 65 7 F 70
1934 65 116 920 69 86 78 85 90
1935 112 116 114 96 98 96 107 108
1935
Sept. 119 119 119 100 98 99 111 107
Oct. ' 107 127 117 100 89 96 108 109
Nov. 100 139 119 102 87 97 110 108
Dec. 109 143 125 108 92 102 116 110
1936
Jan. 95 141 117 102 94 100 110 109
Feb. 95 143 118 98 96 97 110 109
Mar. 102 152 126 96 90 95 114 108
Apr. 112 1562 131 100 99 100 119 105
May 110 149 129 93 103 97 116 103
June 102 151 125 94 112 100 116 107
July 95 147 120 102 122 109 116 115
Aug. =S OaT 140* 116* 104* 119* 109* 114%* 124
Sept. 99* 139* 118% 108%* 110* 109* 114* 124

* Preliminary
1—Lambs, wool, and sheep.
2—Lambs, wool, sheep and 90 percent of the beef cattle weighting.
3—Ten percent of beef cattle weighting and all butterfat, hogs, eggs, chickens, and calves.
4—Alfalfa hay, potatoes, wheat, and barley.

e

Cooperative Extension work in Agriculture and Home gress of May 8 and June 30, 1914. Cecil W. Creel,
Economics, University of Nevada Extension Division Director University of Nevada Agricultural Extension
and United States Department of Agriculture cooper- Division, Reno, Nevada.
ating. Distributed in furtherance of the Acts of Con-
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NEVADA DAIRY OUTLOOK
IS SEEN AS FAVORABLE

A FAVORABLE OUTLOOK FOR THE NEVADA DAIRYMAN IS [N SIGHT FOR
‘Hi6 FALL AND WINTER, IN THE OPINION OF OFFICIALS OF THE UNITED STATES
JGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION, PrROFEssor Va Es Scorr OoF THE
UNivERSITY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENS|ION SERVYCE SAID THIS WEEKs

THE DROUGHT IN THE MIDDLE WEST, WHICH 1S NOW AFFECTING SUMMER
PRODUCT ION AND PRICES OF DAIRY PR&DUCTS, |8 EXPECTED TO CONTINUE TO
WAKE THINGS BETTER FOR THE NEVADA DAIRYMAN DURING THE WINTERe

IN SUMMARIZING THE CURRENT Ua Sa DAIRY S8ITUATION, THE Us Ss
GFFICIALS SAY THAT THREE MAJOR TRENDS ARE EVIDENT===DAIRY PRODUCTS
PRICES AVERAGING HIGHER THIS FALL THAN LASYT YEAR AT THE SAME SEASON,
|WPROVED DEMAND CONDIT|ONS FOR THESE PRODUCTS, AND SOMEWHAT CURTATILED
WILK PRODUCTION RESULTING FROM DROUGHT SHORTAGES OF FEEDe

Mi{LK PRODUCTION PER COW WAS HIGHER IN NEARLY ALL STATES THIS
SUMMER, BUT APPARANTLY THIS GAIN, ACCORDING TO THE FIGURES,; WAS OFFSET
BY THE SMALLER NUMBER OF MILK cows IN THE Us Sag WITH THE RESULT THAT
toraL U. Se PRODUCTION THIS YEAR IS PROBABLY RUNNING UNDER THAT OF 103l

SUPPLEMENTARY FEEDING [N SOME MAJOR DAIRY AREAS IN THE COUNTRY
WHERE PASTURES WERE POOREST HELPED MAMNTAIN HIGHER MILK PRODUCT1ON
THERE THAN MIGHT BE EXPECTEDs

Tuis vear's IRGCREASE N Us S« BUTTER FAT PRIGES OVER THOSE OF
LAST YEAR 1S ATTRIBUTED BY THE WASHINGTON OFFICIALS IN PART TO CURTAILED
WILK PRODUGT LON ©ON AGCOUNT OF THE OROUGHT AND IN FART TO AN IMPROVEMENWT
IN DEMAND ON ACCOUNT OF INCREASED INDUSTRIAL ACTIVITIES AND INCOME,

~30=

FRon=UNTVERSITY oF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVICE 4 ReNo, Nevy
Cooperative AqRicuLTURAL EXxTENs)oN WORKR, ACTS OF May & June, 191L
Cen il We CRecL, DIRECTOR o o o o » 8 &, P. HIGG INBOTHAM, EolToR
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lands Project, Southern Nevada and Eastern Nevada.
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Introduction

Farm account recerds were kept in 1935 on 58 farms in Nevada. Along
with the farm account records household accounts were obtesined from 57 farms
and of these 46 records were considered complete enough to be included in these
summaries.

The discussion of this subject in News RBulletin Vol IX No. 2, met

with such general interest that we are presenting another of the same type.
Comparisons are made with 1934 data whenever comparable material is available.

Family Classificatinn

As shown in Table I the average family in this study which included
U6 families, consisted of 2.0 adult members, .8 of one child over 16 years,
1.8 under 16 years of age and .5 of one person hired farm lebor, making an
average of 5.2 persons per farm family. There was no significant chonge from
1934 classification.

The use of domestic hired labor in the household was practically non-
existent. Domestics were hired in nnly two of the forty-six families, and in
these for only very short periods of time. This was in the Walker River
district, no other expenditures having been rscorded for houselold lrbor in
eny of the other four districts.

TABLE I. CLASSIFICATION OF FAMILIES
By Districts According to Age and Labor Groups

Humber “TNo. of Children | Hired | Hired | Total No.

of over under | Household| Farm Persons in
District Tamilies| Adults {16 yrs.!1h yrs. | Labor | Lebor | Family
Carson Valley 9 2.4 I 1.0 .6 0 1.5 55
Talker River 9 2.1 i 1.6 ’ .02 5 | 4.3
Southern Nevada 10 B s 2.5 0 o 5.1
Eastern Nevada 9 1.8 113 0,2 0 .3 54
Newlands Project 9 2.0 1.0 g2 0 1 5.3

‘&_All Disgtricts 46 2.0 .8 1.8 0 -6 21k 5
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Cash Expended for Living, Furniture, Housing and Auteomobiles

The result of greater farm income in 1935 is indicated by increased
expenditures for new furniture, new housing and house repairs. In 1934 only
one new house was built by farmers ceoperating in this werk but in 1935 four
new houses were built and furnished and major repairs were made on one other.

Cash living expense as used in Table II includes expenditures for
food, operating expenses and supplies, health, development and recreation,
personal and clothing, and life insurance and savings.

The average amount expended per family in 1935 was $898 for living,
$70 for furniture, and $35 for house repeirs.

TABLE II. DISTRIBUTION OF CASH FARM HOME EXPENSES, 1935
Average Per Family

Number [Living | Furni- [House New New

Area of Expense | ture [Repairs |Houses |Autos |Totel
Families

Carson Valley 9 $1057 $37 $37 g 0 |$ 83 $1o64
Walker River 9 759 52 26 0 0 837
Southern Nevada 10 1172 169 39 81U 191 2385
Eastern Nevada 9 886 36 16 0 22 960
Newlands Project 9 5 gk S g 0 0 638
Average All Farms 46 898 70 35 iy 62 12U2

The total living expense of a farm family as used in this study in-
cludes the cash expended for living expenses, the value of the farm produce

used in the home and the rental value of the houss.
and the rental value of the house taken together are referred to as farm privi-
The charge made for farm produce is based on the value of the produce
Rent for the house is calculated at 10 percent of the

lege.

if sold at the farm.

inventory velue on January 1, 1935.

Grogs income from the farm as used in this study consists of the cash

The value of farm produce

income from farm products sold plus income from labor off the farm, plus net
It does not

include other income off the farm such as income from outside investments.

increage in inventory values, plus the items of farm privilege.
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Records are available for 25 families which kept accounts for both
the years 19 4 and 1935 The aversge gross income for these families was
$3h98 in 1934 and $h807 in 1935. This shovs a very substantial increase in
farm income. There were smsll decresses in only four of the 25 farms,

The total living costs of these same 25 families increased from
$1301 in 1934 to $1505 in 1935. There was also a small incresse in the value
of farm produce amounting to $17 per farm but thers were decresses on 10 and
increases on 15 of the 25 farms.

The data in Table III are compiled from the records of Y46 families
in 19%35. Cash expenses include cash living costs, expenditures for furniture
and expenditures for house reprirs. The totel living expense includes $1003 .
cash expense, $195 rent and $275 farm produce used, varying from 2 minimum of
$326 on one smell farm with a family of one to a maximum of $2893 on a frrm
with a family of 9 persons.

The average gross income per family was $4885. The total living
expense was 30.3 percent of this amount showing that on the average farm a
little less than one-third of the gross farm income is expended for living.

As would be expected the living expense per family increased with the
gross farm income. On farms having an income of less than $2000, the average
living expense was $889; on farms having = gross income between $2000 and $H4000
it was $1421; with gross incomes between $4000 and $8000 it was $1730; and on
farms having a gross income exceeding $8000 it wes $2320. That the amount
expended for living increases with gross income is also shown by the fact that
the living expense of the same individusl families increased with the increrse
in income in 1935 over that of 1934.

TABLE III. LIVING EXPENSE PER FAMILY
For the Year 1935

Number, Cash Rent of | Farm Total |Tntal |Percent of

of !Expenses|Dwelling|Produce|Living !Gross |Income Used

4Earms i Expense | Income| For Living
Carson Valley 9 | $1181 | $u3k $349 | 41964 | $8129] 2h.2
Walker River 9 837 154 235 1226 | 3730| 32.9
Southern Nevada 10 1380 183 2Ly 1810 | 5&29| 31.1
Bastern Neveda 9 938 111 241 1290 | 3296| 39.1
Nevlands Project 9 638 ol 307 1039 | 3337 31.1
Average All Farms| 46 1003 195 275 1473 z Lggs| 30.2

——— ! — :
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Cash Household expense per Farm Family

There was an average cash expenditure of $1003 per family for living
expenses as found on 46 farms in Nevade in 1935. These expenses vere divided

ag follows:

TABLE IV. AVERAGE AMOUNTS EXPENDED
FOR FARM HOME EXPENSE PER FAMILY

Percent of Your Farm
Item Amount Total Expense| Amt. %
Groceries $o8l 28.3
Operating and Supplies 81 8.1
Furniture and Equipment T4 7.4
Health 9h 9.#
Development and Recreation 130 13.0
Personal and Clothing 232 23%.0
Life Insurance and Savings 70 10
Repairs on House 32 2.2
Miscellaneous 6 .6
Totals 31003 100.0
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Cash Household Expenses Per Person

Table IV shows aversge expenditures per family for 46 families. 1In
Table V the same items are calculated by counties and for the whole area on
the besis of expenses per person. No attempt has been mede to weight expenses
according to age groups. TFamilies vary in size all the wny from one to nine
persons. For this resson it is difficult to compere individuel families with
the averages. A better comperiscn can be made on 2 per person basis although
the variation in numbers end age of children prevents exact cemparisons.

TABLE V. HOUSEHOLD CASH EXPENSES PER PERSON

¥, |Foerd Opera- |Furnish-{Heslth Develop—lPersonal Life |Hous-|Misc.| Total
ting & ings & ment & & Ins.&| ing
| Bupplies | Equip- Recre- | Clothing|Sav-
; ment ation ings
Carson
Valley [$70 | $23 $ 7 $25 | $25 $o7 $24 | $16 [$ 0 |$e17
Walker
River 51 21 12 21 18 56 0 6 0 194
Southern :
Nevada | 43 13 33 13 Lg 70 18 4 2 ol
Bastern
Nevada | bW 8 i 21 17 40 9 3 4 173
Newlands
Project | UL L 9 12 i 26 5 2 0 122
Average-
241.3 _
Persons | 54 16 14 18 25 | 4l 13 0 R T e
Your '
Farm 4
i I T ?-.._\‘_H
/// ;" (8 “\,\\
a i on.d
i ! $‘§~ i
// ?|$ j\pq
o “/{?f‘? »

]

!

] Hea lth i

| Housing & s W

\ﬁma- O h‘““aﬁhhg

\ i ////' ey |
055 g3 Grig M
22027 pevsona ) Hee /
s aviol 7
\\\ Clothing \ '



Farm Produce Used Per Family Per Year
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Table VI indicates that most of the milk butter, eggs, poultry, pork, potatoes, and fuel is
Because of
warm weather during most of the year in Southern Nevads, the farmers of that section are not able to use
as much home killed meats as they do in the cooler parts of the state.

derived from tke farm.

TABLE VI.

Average

FARM PRODUCE USED
Per Family Per Year

Beef is supplied from the farm in most cases only in cold weather.

Butter | Eggs |Poultry,| Beef [Pork |Mutton|Honey|[Pota- Vege- | Fruit|Tur-| Fuel | Theat
fat etc. toes | tables keys {for Flour
1bs | doz. 1bs. | 1bs. |1bs. | 1bs. |1bs. [1bs. | Value | Value| 1bs | Cordd 1bs.

Carson Valley 218.3 | 329.2| 160.9 | 472.2|843.9( 87.7 g |1854 | $3k $15 oy A 1
Walker River 20k.5 | 142.6| T77.4 9€.3|251.9] T4.6 57T 27 1.3 F Mgl ligg
Southern Nevade 2ig.0 | 108.7| 62.1 62.7| 56.7| 4.0 33 H6 &1 3.7 o3

Eastern Nevada 2us.4 | 151.1] 30.9 | 161.5|/198.0| 72.5 590 29 34 1.61 4.6 Cs0
Newlands Project 24g.9 | 228.9| 105.5 | 327.0/172.0] 19.3 | 2k 530 47 b2 9 0 ) A1 o1s0
Average 233.3 | 179.7| 3.3 | 198.7{271.0| 47.9 | 5.5 629.7 ko 1 f 9.0 3.2] 270
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Farm Produce Used Per Person Per Year

Table VII indicates that the farm supplied IV pounds of butterfat per person. The total butter-
fat consumed per person including the butter purchased at wholesale rates by dairy fermers was s=bout 75
pounds, an equivalent of 250 grllons of milk. This is divided about as follows: In the form of milk L2
percent, in cream 11 percent, and in the form of butter 47 percent.

#ach person consumed on the average 34 dozen eggs per year, 15.7 pounds of chicken meat, 37.6
pounds of beef, 51.1 pounds of pork, 9.1 pounds of mutton, 1 pound of honey, 119 pounds of potatoes, $7
worth c¢f farm vegetables, $2 worth of fruit, and 1.7 pounds of turkey.

TABLE VII. FARM PRODUCE USED
Average Per Parson Fer Year

Butter| Egzs| Poultry] Beef| Pork |Mutton!Honey|Pota-)Vege- |Fruit|Tur-| Fuel | Wheat
fat etc. toes |tables keys for flour
1hs. doz. 1bs. lbs.}| 1bs. 1bs. |1lbs. |1lbs. |Value |Value! 1bs.| Cords 1bs.

Carson Vallsy Lo 60.3| 29.5 g6.6! 154.71 15.9 | 1.5 [339.8! $€ 33 .67 20.4
Walker River 47.31 33.0| 17.9 22.3| 58.2| 17.2 133.4) 6 ool 1,12 | 133.€
Southern Nevades 4o.2| 17.5| 10.0 75 A | 5.1 .6 5.41 9 1 6| .05
Eastern Nevada 45.51 28.0 5.7 20.9| 33.3i 13.4 109.3( 5 S -39 120.4
Newlends Project 50.4 | B6.3| 21.4 66.2| 34.8| 3.9 | 4.8 |107.2] 9 6 351 T 30.4
Average ) i

oY 30} 15.7 § 37.6] il 9.1 1.0 1119.01 7 2 | LT 6 51.1
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Farm Produce Used On 27 Farms In 1934 and 1935

Except for butter, eggs, and pork there was a smrll reduction in the

amount of farm produce used per family in 1935, when compered with 1934.

Records are available from 27 farms of farm produce used in both 1934 and 1935

The summary of these records is =28 follows:

TABLE VIII. FARM PRODUCE USED ON 27 FARMS IN 1934 AND 1935

5ok S UG - YN
Milk and crean. butterfst equivalsnt, 1bs. 26l 265
Eggs, doz. 220 226
Poultry and turkey, 1lbs 126 92
Beef, 1bs. 381 338
Pork, lbs. 295 339
Mutton, 1lbs. g9 38
Honey, 1bs. of .
Potatoes, 1bs. 1036 866
Vegetables, value, dollars 50 L4
Fruit, value, dollers 26 18
Fuel, cords 6.5 3.5

SUMMARY

1. The areas included in this study cover the genernl ferm aress
of the strte but not the sress devoted primerily to range.

2. The average size of family was .2 persons.

3. Cesh household expense was $1003 per femily, an increase of

$258 over 1934.

4. The average living expense per femily, including ferm produce
and rental of farm home, was $1473 per femily end $283 per person.

5. The total food cost per psrson was 399 per yeesr or 27 cents
per day and 45 percent of this cost was derived from the ferm.



.

NFEWS BULILBETIVN
Volume X No, 2
November 10, 1936

UNIVEREITY OF NEVADA
AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION
Department of Farm Development

and
AGRICULT URAL EXTENSION SERVICE
Cooperating

Reno, Nevada

® o o o 8 ® e+ @9

Note: The results presented in this bulletin are derived
from accounts kept in cooperation with Nevada farmers. As
fast as the results are compiled they are presented in the
form of bulletins for the benefit of cooperating farmers,
These results are preliminary and subject to revision later
when the final summarization is made for formal publication,.

EFFICIENCY FACTDBS
1935 Farm Accounts

Data for 1935 in Carson Valley, Walker River Valley, New-
lands Project, Southern Nevada and Eastern levada.

By

V. E. Scott, Extension Agricultural Economist




R B

Page 1

Introduction

Many factors enter into the management of a farm. The farmer who has
a definite plan and knows what to expeet from each major enterprise will manage
his crops and livestock in such a way as to secure the greatest net retumn.,
Efficiency in crop production is indicated by yield per acre or by a percent of
the average production. In the dairy enterprise the number of pounds of butter-
fat produced per cow and the number of tons of hay required to produce one
hundred pounds of butterfat measure efficiency. FEach enterprise has its own
measure of efficiency. The efficiency of labor and management may be shown by
the number of productive work units (P.W.U.) per worker.

Efficiency Factors - Crops

The index for areas showm in Table I is a comparison of crop yields
in the form of a percent derived by dividing the average yield in an area or
on a farm by a state yield. The state yield is derived from various sources.
Veny farms produce more per acre and many produce less. It is set up after
carefully considering yields of major farm crops over a term of years.

The following yields per acre are used as bascs for detcrmining the
index: Alfalfa 4 tons, wheat 1 ton, barley 1 ton, oats 1 ton, shelled corn
1 ton, corn silage 10 tons, potatoes 7 tons, oats and alfalfa cut for hay 1.5
tons, meadow hay 1.5 tons, and cantaloupes 125 crates.

The yields shown in Table I compared with the index bases given above
give the index on line 1,

The index and yields for "Your Farm" are written in pencil on the
mrgin so you may compare them with the average in each arca.

TABIE I. EFFICIENCY FACTORS - CROPS

Carson | Newlands | ¥alker | Eastern | Southoern| Your
Valley | Project | River | Nevada | Nevada Farm

Average farm index,

crop yields 197 7 86 79 89
Alfalfa, tons per acre 4,99 Ssl2 3.16 3.36 4.55
Barley, pounds per acre 2629 993 1919 1589 1456
Vheat, pounds per acre 1691 1561 1352 1623 1416
Oats, pounds per acre 1948 - 1000 648 675
Potatoes, tons pcr acrc 10.3 -- Oe 7 el o
Corn, pounds shelled

corn per acre - 2123 .- 1200 Q77
Corn silage, tons per acre - - - s 9ed
Cantaloupcs, standard

crates per acre - 73 - - 116
Sugar Beet Seed, pounds

cleaned seed per acre - - -- - 1566
Tomato Plants, number of

plants per acre - - -- o 224,691
Radishes, dozen bunches

per acre -- - o e 1112
Asparagus, crates per acre - - -- e 4345
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Efficicncy Factors - Animal Enterpriscs

] ?nit production is shown in the first six items. The remainder of
the table is devoted to feed efficiency.

TURKEYS., The 1935 farm accounts contain records of 10 turkey flocks

H in which 5,306 turkoys were finished. The average weight of finished birds
was 14,9 pounds dressed. All feced was calculated on the basis of finished

birds, hence where poults were hatched on the farm there was a greater feed
cost pcr finished bird since the feed for breeding stock was included in the

1 total feed bill, The two areas, Newlands and Southern Nevada, show much more

feed per finished bird, principally because in thesc areas there was a higher

proportion of poults hatched on the farm,

DAIRY COWIS. Seven hundred and nincty-one cows wore reported during
19356. Seventy-throe percent of thesc cows were in herds classod as livestock-
dairy or dairy. In thesc herds the average production per cow was 242 pounds
of fat., Twenty-seven percent of the dairy cows wore reported from farms
classed as general, crop farms, and poultry, and the production per cow on these
farms was 207 pounds of fat. About threc-fourths of thc cows in this study
were Holsteins and Shorthorns, weighing 1200 pounds to 1500 pownds.

In computing hay cquivalent the following valucs were usod,

60 a.u. days good pasture £ 1 ton alfalfa
2.5 tons silage %=1 ton alfalfa
.o tons grain o]l ton alfalfa

-

3,7 tons melons, pumpkins, or squash =1 ton alfalfa

In the Ne~lands arca no grain was fed, the ration consisting of
about three-fourths alfalfa hay and one-fourth pasture. In Southern Nevada
the ration consisted of alfalfa 55 percent, pasture 15 percent, grain 7 per-
cent, and silage 13 percent. This typc of feeding required 2.7 tons of hay
equivalent to produce 100 pounds of butterfat.

In Carson Valley, Walkcr River and Eastern Nevada arcas & larger
amount of pasture was included in the ration, but no grain or silage was fed
and it required from 2,8 to 3.1 tons of hay equivalent to produce 109 pounds
of butterfat.

CHICKENS. Eighty-four percent of the cooperating farms reported
chickens, The primary purpose of those flocks is to supply eggs and mcat for
use on the farm. On most farms skim milk is fed in licu of mash and in com-
puting the mash equivalent, 1 gallon of skim milk < 1 pound of mash. In
: general the percent of mash in ths ration was low and tho egg production was
' elso low. Sinco cach arca conteins some flocks which were maintained on a
| semi-commereial basis, Table III has been computed for the purpose of compar=-
" ing straight farm flocks kopt for home use only with thosc flocks kopt pri-
mrily for the sale of eg:sss

HOGS. There were 150 litters of pigs produccd from 96 sows and the
average number of pigs raiscd per litter was 6.3, A large number of farmcrs
sell their pigs as foeders, hence the number of pounds of pork produccd pcr
litter is low, the averagc being 991 pounds,

¥ Is eguivalent to
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Hogs werc fed corn, wheat, barley, milo, potatoes, skim milk, stock
melons, and cantaloupes. The average total digestible nutricnt value of theso
feceds wecre used to reduce the total feced to a grain cquivaloent., The following
list of fecds indicates the values giwven to cach kind of feed in torms of
grain.

2 pounds alfalfa < 1 pound grain
1 a.u. day pasture == 16,5 pounds grain
5 pounds melons = 1 pound grain
1l gallon skim milk == 1,3 pounds grain
4.5 pounds potatocs = 1 pound grain mixzturc

It required from 4.2 pounds to 6,6 pounds of grain cquivalent to produce a
pound of pork.

SHEEP. Farm flocks of sheep varicd from 20 to 420 cwes. The aver-
age lamb crop was 120 perccnt, varying from 100 percent in Newlands arca to
130 percent in Walker River. The yield of wool wag from 8.5 pounds to 9.6
pounds per flececc

TABLE II. EFFICIENCY FACTORS - ANIMAL ENTERPRISES

Carson | Newlands | Walker |Eastcrn | Southorn | Your
Valley | Project | River |lewvada | Nevada Farm

Average weight finished

turkeys 11.7 15,0 15.3 ~= 1445
Butterfat per cow, lbs. 236 axS. 231 206 264
Eggs per hen 115 128 08 109 85
Pounds pork per litter 11562 1280 763 523 357
Percent lamb crop 120 100 139 -- -=
Pounds wool per flecece 8.5 8.6 G.i6 - -
Tons hay equiwvalent feod

per cow Ge T 6e9 6.5 665 Tee
Tons hay equivalent fed

per 170 pounds of fat 28 342 248 3.1 2
Pounds grain per hon 72 59 o1 54 84
Pounds mash per hen 12 26 29 2 15
Pounds total feed per hen g4 85 80 56 99
Pounds fecd por doz. oggs 8.8 8.1 9.7 6.2 14
Pounds of grain per

finished turkoey 77 €2 52 - 48
Pounds of mesh per

finished turkey - 22 25 - 46
Total pounds fced per

finished turkey - 77 104 77 i 94
Total pounds feed por

pound of turkey 6.6 6.9 5.1 - 6.5
Pounds of grain cquivalent

per pound of pork 4.4 6.5 4,1 4.2 6.2
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Feeding BEff'icicney - Laying Hens

Flocks of hons were divided into two typos: Farm flocks kept pri-
marily for homc use and semi-commorcial flocks kept for bobh home use and for
commercial purposes. Thirty farm flocks contained 949 hens and 9 flocks con-

tained 3897 hens. Eighty percent of the hons roported were kept in 19 flocks
and 20 percent were kept in 30 flocks.,

Hens kept primarily for home usec were fed 115 pounds of fecd por hen
and produced 96 cggs por hen. Hens kopt in semi-commercial flocks were fed
76 pounds of feed per hen and produced 117 eggs por hen.

TABIE II1I. FEEDING EFFICIENCY - LAYING HENS

Average Per Hen Lbs, fced
Type of Flock Number Lbs. Lbs. | Total | per dozen

Hens Eggs | Grain Wash | Fecd eges
Home Use 31 96 938 22 115 14
Semi-Commercial 2272 s 57 19 76 8

Fecoding Efficiency - Turkoys

It probably takes thc same amoumt of feed to finish a turkey which
is hatched on the farm as it does to finish one which is purchased as a poult,
but whore birds are hatchcd on the farm it is necossary to food the breeders
for a year. The usual custom is to save brecder hens from the young birds
each year, selling thesc hens in Junc after the breeding sceson or elsc hold-
ing thom wtil the following October or November. Thercfore more feed is re-
quired per finished bird whon thc poults are hatched on the farm,

Farm accounts for 1935 show 4 turkey flocks for which the poults
were purchasced and 6 flocks in which the poults were hatched on the farm,

Teble IV shows that it required 77 pounds of fced per bird and 5
pounds of feed per pound of finished turkey where the poults were purchased,
and 105 pounds of feced per bird end 7 pounds of focd per pound of finished
turkey where the birds were hatched on tho farm, Tho cxccss of fecd in the
latter casc may bte considercd as part of the original cost of the poults
sincc this cxcoss waes nceessary for the brecding stock. The differcncc in
foed amownted to 23 pounds per finished bird. The valuc of focd was 1.68
cents per pound, making the cost of foed for turkeys hateched on the farm 52
cents per bird and 3.8 conts per pound more than thoe ‘turkeys which were pur-=
chascd as poults, The purchascd poults cost 35 conts por finished bird, show-
ing a poult cost of 17 cents por finished bird less for flocks where poults
were purchasceds

TABIE IV. FEEDING EFFICIENCY - TURKEYLS

[umber | Number Tor rinished Bird | Los.Food por
Flocks | Finished | Lbs. | Lbs, Total lb. dressod
Birds ! Grain | Mash | Lbs.Feod turkey
Poults purchased 4 2097 56 22 T 5
Poults hatched on farm 6 3209 70 35 105 7

o



NEWLANDS PROJECT - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to 1935

( Also contains estimates fer balance ef Churchill County not in Newlands Project ) Sheetl 1
i
1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 ! 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935
No. of Farms 700 700 680 660 640 620 650 €30 640 665 €65
Aver. Farm Size - acres 136 138 132 122 124
"(Project only)
Farm Pepulation - Ho. 2,750 2,625 1 25700 2,600 2,501 2,650 3,025 25950 2459256 25950 24900
Land in Farms
Crop land harvested
Alfalfa hay -.acres 31,000 | 28,500 | 29,400 | 29,400 | 29,500 29,500 | 31,000 { 33,000 | 31,000 | 32,000 | 30,000
Wheat - acres 4,100 4,700 5,900 4,800 5,700 5,300 3,800 4,200 | 3,300 4,600 5,400
Barley & Oats - acres 400 825 950 1,200 1,600| 1,100 930 750 1,030 1,025 1,550
All other crops - acres | 3,100 | 4,000 | 3,800 | 5,000 3,800 3,800 3,200 3,000 | 4,400 3,400 { 1,700
Total harvested- acres (38,600 | 38,025 | 40,500 | 40,400 | 40,600 39,700} 39,630 | 40,950 | 39,730 | 41,025 | 38,650
Idle, Failure, Etc.-acres| 1,400 1,975 500 600 400 1,800 2,370 1,050 2,230 976 34350
Tetal Crep - acres 40,000 | 40,000 | 41,000 | 41,000 41,000| 41,500 | 42,000 | 42,000 | 42,000 } 42,000 | 42,000
All Other Land in Farms
acres 80,000 { 80,000 | 79,000 f 79,000 79,000 78,500 78,000 | 78,000 | 75,000 | 74,000 | 73,000
Total Land in Farms (0CO)
- acres 120 120 120 120 120 120 120 120 117 116 115 115
Land Not in Farms (000) |
- acres o112 1 3,312 §F 3,112 | 3,132 3112 3,112} 3,112 3,112} 3,115} 3,116 3,117 | 3,117
Total in County(000)-acres| 3,232 | 3,232 3,232 | 3,232 5,232 3,232| 3,232 3,232 | 3,232 | 3,232 | 3,232 | 3,232
Acres Irrigated (project
only, not including large 1/
pasture) 44,280 |42,453 | 45,459 | 49,255 | 49,978 47,301| 45,908 | 42,672 | 44,304 | 45,704 | 20,640

’;/ Contains about 1000 acres net as the Newlands Project.

)af Probably contains some netive pasture acres.




NEWLANDS PROJECT - land Use and Production Data Showing The Trend from 1924 to 1935

( Alsc contains estimates for balance of Churchill County not in Newlands Project)- Continued

Sheet 2

Unit 1524 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1530 1531 1932 1933 1934 1935
Alfalfa Acres | 31,000 | 28,500 ; 29,400 {29,400 29,500 | 29,500 31,000 { 33,000 | 31,000} 32,000 | 30,000
Yield per acre Tons 340 8.2 3034 2896 Sed 36156 ST Seol 29 2,78 2el7
- Productien Tens 93,000 | 91,000 | 98,000 {87,000 97,000} 95,000 [101,000 | 73,000 | #0,000 | 82,800 ! 65,000
Wheat Acres 4,100 | 4,700 5,900 | 4,800 5,700 5,300 3,800 | 4,200 3,3001 4,600 5,400
Yield per acre Tens «66 « 66 «66 L o 74 > T « 74 e D2 3y « 74 «65
Preduction Tons 2,700 | 3,100 3,900 3,400 1,200 3,700 2,800 } 2,200 1,900 ; 3,400 3,500
Barley & Cats Acres 400 825 850 ; 1,200 1,600 1,100 930 750 1,030 1,025 1,550
Yield per acre Tens ( Abopt the sLms aS'ﬂpeat) :
Preduction Tons 300 S70 | 540 800 1,100 700 500 400 600 775 1,175
£11 Cattle No. 13,000 | 14,000 | 15,000 {14,000 14,000 { 13,000 | 13,000 {14,000 } 14,000} 15,800 {16,000 { 15,000
Percent turnover |%
Animals sold Ne. 4,000 | 4,000 5,000 6,000 5,250} 5,000 5,000 | 4,500 4,500 4,000 6,000
Ave., wt, sales Lbs. :
Calf crop A% 85 85 85 85 85 85 85 85 85 €5 85
All Sheep No. 40,000 |40,000 ;40,000 {35,000 { 25,000 | 20,000 { 15,000 |16,000 { 17,000 ; 17,000 | 18,000 | 20,000
Ewes No. 31,000 {31,000 |31,000 {27,000 | 19,000 { 16,500 | 11,500 | 12,000 | 13,000 | 13,000 | 14,000
Lamb crop % 96 81 92 78 89 69 87 88 55 85 72
Total disposed
(Sheep & lambs) No. {24,000 |18,000 {25,000 {19,000 | 17,000 j 10,000 { 10,800 | 10,000 | 7,000} 9,000 | 9,000
A‘V‘e. W‘b. 1ambs LbS.
Yool shorn Lbs. pB00,000 145,000 150,000
Vit.wool per fleece|Lbs,
Herses & mules No. 3,800 3,400 3,400 3,400 3,200 2,800 2,800 | 2,600 2,500 2,500 2,400
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NETLANDS FRCJECT - Land Use And Prcduction Data Showing The Trend From 1924 teo 1935
(Also comtains estimates for balance of Churchill County net in Newlands Project) - Coatinued

Sheet 3

Unit 1ck4 |} 1925 1926 1927 19823 1929 1930 1931 1932 1935 | 1934 1935

Dairy Cows No. 4,725 | 4,960 | 5,350 | 6,500 4,300} 4,925 | 4,725 5,125 | 4,825 4,950 4,750
Ave,Pred,E.F. rer

cow Lbs.
Ave. Prod. B.F.
per cow sold Ibs., 210 210 215 218 225 223 203 203 187 195 184

Total B.Ps0ld(000) JLbs. 1,000 { 3,000 ! 1,150 | 1,200 1,100 1,100 980 | 1,000 930 950 890
B.F. sold as fresn

milk (000) Lbs.

Chickens-laying hensiNe. 40,000 | 45,000 {60,000 | 80,000 | 65,000 | 57,000 {69,000 | 71,000 | 57,000 | 57,000 | 33,000
Ave.Prod. Per hen |Doz. Bed 7 9 Ced 2D 9.2 e d 9 Be8 8.8 12
Total eggs produced

%000 Doz, 250 315 540 740 620 550 640 640 500 500 400
Total eggs sold _

(000) |Doz. 115 225 450 640 520 450 540 540 400 400 345
Eggs sold per hen |Doz. 4.4 5.0 7eS 8.0 8e2 7e9 78 7.6 7.0 70 1044
Chickens s01d(000) [No. 15 70

Turkeys raised(000) [No. 23 21 31 48 58 47 36 31 38 34 27
Hegs on Jan. 1 No. 2,300 | 2,000 | 2,300 { 2,400 2,600 | 2,500 { 1,800 | 2,600 | 2,300 | 2,200| 2,500
No. of smws No. 475 575 400 300 300 400 350 350 350
fver, number pigs

raised per litter [No.
Aver, wt, hogs
| marketed Lbs.
Alfalfa shlpped—mal T ors 6,800 | 6,600 | 6,200 440 | 2,000 | 2,400 | 2,500
" -baled {Tons 2,000 3,1“0 2,200 | 4,900 | 2,500 | 2,700 | 3,100

Hay to beef—finishquons 18,400 | 18,350 (22,000 [25,400 |14,700 |16,000
2% Jambs- W ens 5,800 | 7,100 | 4,506 | 5,300 | 2,200 | 5,600
Tctal hay sold or

fer sale Tens 31,000 {42,000 {28,000 |40,000 33,000 | 32,000




CLARK COUNTY - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to

[}
)
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( Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet 1
. 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 ' 1830 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935
No, of Farms 200 212 230 248 265 280 294 300 300 280 260 241
Aver.Farm Size-total acres
n " 1n -GI'OP n
Farm Population - No. 1,100 1,110 1,115 1,120 ko d28 1,130 1,134 1,200 1,250 1,226 1,225 1,200
Acres Assessed(Private) |
(000) 141 143 142 144 149 153 160 165 163 148 151
Land in Farms
Crop land harvested
Llfalfa & Gther hay-acres | 2,100 2,130 25,160 2,190 A 2,250 23890 2,250 23250 | 2,260 | 2,200 | 2,200
A11 Grain - acres 1,815 1,315 1,320 1,320 1,325 1,325 1,30 1,355 1,370 1,385 1,400 1,400
All Corn - acres 340 335 335 330 325 322 300 280 285 2385 214 200
Truck crop & fruit-acres 397 520 490 460 6880 744 585 570 660 580 610 595
Other crops-acres - €00 600 600 600 6C0 600 600 600 600 600 600 600
Total harvested-acres 4,752 4,900 4,905 4,900 5,150 5,241 5,075 5,055 5,135 5,080 5,024 | 4,955
Idle,Failure,Etc.-acres 748 600 595 600 350 259 425 445 365 450 476 545
Total Crop - acres 5,500 5,500 5,500 5,500 5,500 5,500 5,500 5,500 5,500 5,500 5,500 5,600
All Other Land in Farms-
acres 14,500 | 14,500 | 14,500 14,500 [ 11},500 |14,500 [14,500 (14,500 |14,500 {14,500 {14,500 |14,500C
Tbtal Land in Farms-acres 20,0C0 | 20,000 | 20,000 20,000 | 27,000 {20,000 }20,000 (20,000 |20,000 |20,000 |18,000 |18,000
Land Not in Farms (000) -
acres 5128,8 | 5128,8 | 5128,8 5128,8 | 512848 | 5128,8 [5128,8 |5128.,8 [5128,8 [|5128.8 |5130.8 | 5130.8
Total in County(000)-acres | 5,149 | 5,149 | 5,149 5,149 | 5,149 | 5,149 | 5,149 | 5,149 | 5,149 | 5,149 | 5,149 | 5,149
Acres Irrigated | Ts BCO 75900 75500 7,500 7,500 7,500 7,550 74500 T,590 7,500 75250 7,€00




"CLARK COUNTY - Land Use And FProduction Data Showing Tne Irend From 192+ to 1935

( Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet 2
Unit 1924 1925 1926 1827 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935
£11 hay feres 245500 4 2,180 | 2,160 29190 S8R0 t 24250 | 2,250 1 2,250 1 2,250 { 2,280 | 2,200 A6 )
Yield per acre Tors IR T 35 3435 Se4 345 3659 3455 3459 3455 3455 54565 3455
Production Tons 7,000 7,000 75200 ;600 | 7,800 1 8,000 § 8,000 | 8,000 { 8,000 { 8,000 | 77,8001 74800
Total all corn LEYres 340 335 335 - 330 325 322 300 280 255 235 214 200
Corn-grain Acres 5 30 60 90 120 136 120 106 90 75 58 60
Yield per acre Bu. 25 25 25 25 25 23 25 25 25 25 2645 25
Total Production | Bu. 125 750 1,500 2,250 | 3,000 | 3,114 | 3,00C Cyod0 | 2,280 | ¥,976 | 1,637
Corn-silage & other!| Acres 335 305 275 240 205 186 180 175 165 160 156 140
Yield per acre Tons 11,5
Total Production |Tons
All Grain Acres 1,315 | 1,315 § 1,820 1,320 1,325 1,325 1,340 | 1,355 | 1,370 | 1,385 1,400
Yield per acre Bu. 25 21 21 21 21 23 22.4 23a7 25 2642 275
Total Production Bu 28,000 | 28,000 | 28,000 ! 28,00C |28,0C0 }|30,0C0 | 32,000 | 34,000 |36,000 |38,500
Sorghums ACTES 116 451
Cash Crops-Moapa
Asparagus Acres 60 75 130 130 140 166 130 130 150 1:0 100 90
Cantaloupes Acres 200 270 160 100 250 170 150 12C 190 100 150 120
Watermelons acres 10 20 20 20 30 100
Sugar beet seed Acres 30 50 457
Bunch vegetables Lieres 2T 35 €60 90 120 148 100 70 70 60 60 80
Tomato Plants neres 20 20 20 40 60 80 100 160 100 100 110
Total Moapa acres 297 420 390 360 580 641 480 420 510 430 460 445
Other Valleys Acres 10D 100 100 100 100 100 125 150 150 150 150 150
County Total icres 397 520 490 460 680 744 585 570 660 580 610 595




CLARK COUNTY - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to 1535

(Tentative, not to be released until revised) Shecet 3
Unit 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 193« 1935
411 Cattle No. 6,000 | 4,000 34580C S 800 3,60C 3458C0 3,000 3,80C | 4,400 | 4,80C 5,000 5,200
Turnover 1/ % 25 22 24 24 24 22 23 22 20 24 4
Sold & used No.
Aver.Wt.sold & used| Lbs.,
Calf crop y % 66 58 62 63 62 65 63 61 54 62 63
Dairy Cows No. 570 569 565 560 565 | 550 549 600 800 1,000 1,000 1,000
Production per cow | Gal, 530 530 550 570 580 595 595 600 650 700 700 700
Total Prod. 10C0
Gal. 304 308 313 318 322 326 326 360 520 700 700 700
Hogs - Jan, 1 No. 670 670 630 590 650 510 500 500 500 500 500 500
No. of sows Noe 90 90 85 80 75 70 70 70 70 70 70 70
Aver, weight Lbs. Trend %rom 20C=350 to 180-240
average pigs per
litter No. (ibout |5,0 - estimated |from corn-hog contracts)
Chickens - Jan. 1 No. 0,00C | 11,0CO ¢ 14,000 17,000 17,050 | 17,000 | 17,000 [16,00C |15,070 [14,000 | 14,000 {14,000
Aver., eggs laid
per hen No. 99 100 110 115 120 1290 120 120 115 110 110 110
Chickens sold Nos
Horses & Mules No. 930 930 929" 910 900 890 880 880 880 880 875 875
Turkeys raised No, 7 530G 4,000
|

}j State [lwverange.




_.DOUGLAS CCUNTY - Lanéd Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1024 to 1935

cheet 1
1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 ! 1932 1933 1934 | 1935 i
No. of Farms 135 135 135 135 135 135 135 135 135 135 135 135
Aver. Farm Size-total A. 620 620 620 20 620 620 620 620 620 620 520 620
i " W .crop -acres 96 96 96 96 96 96 96 96 96 96 96 96
Farm Population - No. T76 775 778 775 778 775 775 775 776 775 175 775
Lard in Farms
Crop land harvested
Alfalfa hay - acres 11,000 | 11,000 | 10,500 | 10,500 | 10,000 | 10,000 | 10,000 {10,000 j10,000 10,000 | 10,000 | 13,000
Other hay - acres 6,000 6,000 6,000 6,000 6,000 ©,000 6,000 6,000 | 6,000 6,000 6,000 { 6,000
Theat - acres 1,400 | 1,300 1,400 1,400 1,300 1,300 1,400 1,500 | 1,300 1,500 1,500 1,500
Barley - acres 1,200 | 1,300{ 1,300} 1,400} 1,300 1,300 | 1,550 | 1,€00| 1,400 ! 1,600 1,600 | 1,400
Oats - acres 500 500 500 500 600 600 600 550 550 550 550 o0
Potatoes - acres 180 200 230 250 230 260 260 200 260 250 220 250
411 cther crops - acres - 300 300 200 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300 300
fotal harvested-acres |20,580 | 20,600} 20,230 20,350 | 19,730 | 19,760 | 20,110 |20,150 |19,810 {20,200 | 20,240 | 20,000
Idle,Failure,etc.-acres 420 4C0 770 650 | 1,270 1,240 890 850 1,190 800 760 1,000
Tetal crop - acres 21,000 | 21,000 | 21,000} 21,000 | 21,000 | 21,000 | 21,000 {21,000 {21,000 [21,000 | 21,800 | 21,000
A1l €ther land in Farms -
acres 109 1C9 169 109 109 109 109 109 109 109 109 109
Total Land in Farms (000)
- acres j/ 130 130 130 130 130 130 130 130 130 130 130 130
Land Not in Farms y
Private (000) - acres 35 36 36 37 38 38 38 38 38 18 18 18
Railread Nonte
Public (000) - acres 304 303 303 302 301 301 301 301 301 321 321 321
Total in County(000)-acres 469 469 469 469 469 469 469 469 469 469 469 469
fteres Irrigated(000)-acres 35 35 35 35 35 35 35 35 35 35 35 35

}/ Does not include land owned in California by Douglas County farmers.,

.‘I




.DCUGLAS CCNTY - Land Use fnd Froduction Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to 1935 Sheet 2
{Unit 1924 1926 | 1826 1827 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 19534 1935
L ) g g2 :
& g : -
£1falfa Aacres} 11,000f 11,000}10,500 110,500 10,000 | 10,000 {10,000 }10,000 {10,000 | 10,000 }10,000 | 10,000
Tisld per acre Tons | 2.54 2.86 3.14 dal4d 342 el 3.3 2.3 3.0 3.0 2.6 248
Total Productien Tons | 28,000 22,000(33,000 |33,000 32,000 | 31,000 {335,000 |23,000 |30,000 {30,000 }26,000 | 23,000
11 (ther Hay Acres| 6,000 6,000f 6,000 j 6,000 } 6,000 6,000 } 6,000 | 6,000 { 6,000} 6,000 | 6,000 ]| 6,000
Yield per acre Tons 1.5 1.66 1.5 1,66 1.66 1s5 1.33 1.66 1.33 1.5 1.5 1,86
Total Production Tons | 9,000| 10,000{ 9,000 |10,000 }10,000 9,000 | 8,000 { 6,000 { 8,000 | S,00C | 9,000 | 10,000
Yheat Acres| 1,400f 1,300] 1,400 | 1,400 | 1,300 1,800 | 3,400 | 1,500 f 1,300 §] 1,500 | 11,5001 1,500
Yicld per acre Bu. 18 33 30 33 30 35 30 26
Production Bu, 25,000 43,000 | 42,000 | 49,500 |39,000 | 52,500 {45,620 | 39,000
Barley Aeres{ 1,200f 1,300 1,300 { 1,40c | 1,300 1,300 | 1,680 | 1,600 | 1,400 { 1,600 | 1,800 | 1,400
Yield per acre Bu, 60 57 60 56 60 58 . 61
Total Production Bu, 70,000 74,100 | 93,000 |89,600 {84,000 | 92,800 97,600 | 85,400
Total Production Tons | 1,750 1,852 | 2,325 | 2,240 | 2,100 | 2,320 | 2,440 | 2,135
Potatces Acres 180 200 230 250 230 2860 260 200 260 250 290 2359
Yigld per acre Bu. 160 200 250 280 2380 310 280 280 325 300 295 260
Total Production Bu. 28,800 40,000(57,500 | 70,000 |64,400 | 80,600 {72,800 |56,000 |84,500 { 75,000 }85,600 | 65,000
Total Precducticn Tons 864 000 2,728 1 2,300 § 1,932 2,418 | 2,184 | 1,680 1 2,535 2,290 | 2,550 ¢ 1,950
I'arcent marketed J%
Percent commercial gdcreagpg
Carz shipped(season) No.
Oats Acres 500 500 500 500 620 600 603 550 550 550 550 550
Yield per acre Bu. 40 45 53
Total Prcductien Bu., 20,000 27,000 29,200
ilfalfa hay shipped [Tons 754 49 16 390 331 388




DCUGILZ.S COUNTY - Land Use Aind Productien Data Showing The Trend From 1824 to 1935 Shest 3
Uait | 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 _} 1932 1933 1934 1935
t e ' FLn
411 Cattle Ho. {17,000 {17,000 |17,000 |17,000 {17,000 | 17,000 {17,000 {17,000 .17,000 |17,000 }17,000 | 17,000
Turnover % 29 29 29 29 29 29 29 29 ; 29 29 29 29
Sold end used No. 4,930 | 4,930 | 4,930 | 4,930 | 4,930 4,030 | 4,930 | 4,930 . 4,930 | 4,930 | 4,930 4,930
iverage weight Tbe. 1 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 1,000 { 1,000 { 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 { 1,000 | 1,000
Calf Crop - beef % 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80 80
Calf Crop - dairy |% 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89 89
411 Sheep ¥o. |99,000 |S$0,000 | 90,000 |80,000 |75,000 | 75,000 | 75,000 {75,000 |75,000 | 75,000 |75,000 | 75,000
Turnover % 53 39 56 46 56 36 41 42 22 30 32
Sold end used No.
Lambs saved 2/J % 94 78 90 74 84 62 80 81 45 56 66
Lambs sold,iver..t? Lbs. €8 69 68 69 67 67 66 68 67 67 67
Ewes,yoar and overld% 80 45 65
aver.it.per fleece%bes. 5 73 T2 Ted Te5 Te? 748 7«8 Te8 7«8 Ted Te5
No.shorn-Zof Jen.l A% 92 96 94 92 93 86 o1 95 79 85 90 91
Dairy Cews No., 2,000 { 2,000 | 2,200 | 2,200 {2,300 25260 § 2,200 | 2,200 | 2,200 | 2,200 | 2,200 | 2,200
P, P.per cow Lbs. 230 230 230 230 235 235 235 230 230 230 230 230
Chickens-Jan. 1 No. |20,000 {20,000 |21,000 {21,000 R1,000 | 21,000 {21,000 {21,000 |20,000 |20,000 {18,000 |18,000
Bzzs laid per hen |Wo, 105 105 110 110 115 115 115 15 115 115 115 115
Hogs on Jan. 1 No. 2,700 § 12,7001 2,700 | 2,700 |2,580 2,490 | 2,400 | 2,400 | 2,340 | 2,310 | 2,280 | 2,250
No. of sows No. 450 450 450 450 430 415 400 400 390 385 380 375
Pizs raised pe
a8 ralsed Pliter Ivo. 5.2 562 5.2 5a2 Sad 542 542 542 542 542 5.2 5.2
iver,tits Mkt.Hogs |Lbs, _ 198 187 195
Horses and Mules No. 1,700 { 1,700 | 1,600 | 1,500 | 1,400 14300 1 1,300 1 1,300 § 1,300 | 1,%00 | 1,%00-1 1,360
Turkeys raised No. 1,760

y From U. S. ccnsus

y State Average
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ELKO - Land Use And Production Tata Showing The Trend From 1924 to 1935

(Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet 1
11924 1925 192¢€ 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1533 1634 1935
No. of Farms 450 450 450 45C 450 450 450 450 450 450 450 450
Aver.Farm Size-total acres 4,898 | 4,889 |4,889 4,889 | 4,889 4,889 | 4,889 | 4,667 | 4,444 | 4,444 | 4,444
" W ergn 309 320 320 551 342 342 342 342 342 342 342 342
Farm Fopulation =~ Wo. 2,500 | 2,550 | 2,600 | 2;660 | 2,700 2,750 2,800 | 2,840 | 2,880 | 2,920 | 2,960 | 3,000
Land im Farms
Crop land harvested
Alfalfa & Qther hay-..
acres-(000) 155 140 140 145 150 150 145 135 135 130 120 120
All grain - acres 3,000 | 3,000 | 3,000 | 3,000 { &,000 3;000) 3,000 | 3,000 | 3,000 | 3,000 | 2,500 | 3,000
Fotatoes - acres 300 300 300 300 300 300 200 200 300 200 200 300
Other crops - acres 700 700 700 700 700 700 800" 600 800 €0C €00 800
Total harvested 4.-{0Q00) 139 144 144 149 154 154 149 139 139 134 ¥ 124.5 | 124
Idle,Failure,Etc, -A.=(000) 5 15 18 20 20.5 29.9
Total Crop-acres (0C0) 139 144 144 144 149 154 154 154 154 154 154 154
All Other Land in Farms-
acres~(000) 2,085 | 2,088 | 2,066 | 2,051 | 2,046 2,046 | 2,046 | 1,946 | 1,846 | 1,846 | 1,846 | 1,946
Total Land in Farms (000) |
acres P,204 { 2.200 | 2,200 {1 2,800 | 2,200 25200 § 2,200 { 2,100 | 2,000 | 2,000 | 2,608 | 2.300
Land Not in Farms (000)
acres o714 | 2,718 | 8,718 | 8,718 | 8,716 8,718 | 8,718 ( 8,818 | §,918 | 8,916 | 8,918 | 8,818
Total in County(000)-A. 10,918 |10,918°}10,918 {10,918 {10,918 | 10,918 | 10,918 |10,918 {10,918 {10,918 [1c,918 |10,918
Acres Irrigated(000)-Max. | 200 200 200 200 200 200 200 - 200 200 200 200 200
" " "-Ketuwal .| 180 200 180 200 180 180 170 150 185 180 150 180
Railroad land(000)-acres [1,191 |[1,229 1,208 1,182 | 1,093 1,832}, 1,042 961 ¢ 1,001 | 1,001 | 1,028
Acres assessed (000) 6574 ) 1,587 | 3,592 {-1,818% 1,717 L7800t 2,979 § 1,846 { 1,837 | 1,833 |1,865




ELKO COUNTY - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to 1935

(Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet 2
Unit 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935

Alfalfa hay Acres| 15,000 | 16,000 | 16,000 | 17,000 | 18,000 | 18,000 | 18,000 | 16,000 | 16,000 { 15,000 | 13,000 | 13,000
Yield per acre Tons | e 1.56 1,56 1,59 1,78 1.67 1,94 e 31 1.88 1.86 «39 1.38
Production Tons | 18,000 | 25,000 | 25,000 } 27,000 |32,000 | 30,000 | 35,000 | 5,000 | 30,000} 28,000 | 5,000 |18,000

Other hay  (000) Acres 120 124 124 128 132 132 127 119 119 115 107 107 |
Yield Per acre TonS .8 1.0 1.0 l-l 1.0 luo 1.0 03 102 ¢95 .55 .9
Production (000) |[Tons 96 136 124 140 132 132 127 36 142 110 59 c6

All Grain heres| 3,000} 3,000| 3,000 | 3,000 | 3,000 | &,000 | 3,000| 3,000 | 3,000} 3,000| 2,500 | 3,000 ,
Yield per acre Bu, i
Production Bu,

All Cattle-Jan.1(000) |No. 140 132 132 132 130 130 130 130 115 120 130 150
Turnover 1/ % 25 22 24 25 25 22 23 23 23 20 24 &
Sold & used No. 35,000 | 29,000 | 32,000 | 33,000 |32,000 | 29,000 |30,000 | 30,000 | 29,000 | 24,000 | 31,000
Aver . WI.sold& used;JLbs. 942 872 828 795
Calf crop }j % 66 58 62 63 62 65 63 61 54 62 63

All Sheep-Jan.l (@) |No. 300 300 340 350 360 340 350 300 300 250 275 | 284
Turnover % 53 39 56 46 56 36 41 42 22 30 32
Turnover (000) |No. 159 117 190 161 202 122 144 126 66 90 96
Lembs saved 1 % 94 78 90 74 84 62 80 81 45 56 66
Aver., Wt. lambs Lbs.

Ewes-1Yr.% over }/ % 76 78 77 77 77 76 75 79 81 78 77
Aver.Wt.per fleece ;1Lbs. B 749 Ta:3 Te5 Twt Te8 748 7«5 7«8 Te2 T<5
Hogs on Jan. 1 No. 2,000'F 20001 2,000 2,060 | 1,750 § 1,500 | 1,500} 1,500 i 1,800 21,500 | 1,500 | 1,500

Sows No. 400 400 400 400 350 300 300 300 300 300 300 300
Horses & Mules-Janl |No. 18,000 | 18,000 | 18,000 | 18,000 {17,000 {17,000 |16,500 |16,000 |15,000 | 14,000 {13,000 | 12,000

i

}} State Average.

;j Ranch Accourntis - Brenmen.,




HUMBOLDT COUNTY - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to 1835

Sheet 1

(Tentative, not to be rsaleased until revised)
1924 19256 192€ 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935
No. of Farms 165 165 165 165 165 165 165 165 165 165 165 165
Aver.Farm Sise-total acres | 6,242 6,242 6,242 6,242 6,242 6,242 6,242 4157 5,454 5,454 5,454 84757
3 " " <crop " 254 264 264 264 264 264 254 264 264 264 264 264
Farm Population - No. 3,800 3,800 3,800 3,800 3,800 3,800 3,800 3,800 3,800 3,800 3,800 3,800
Land in Farms
Crop land harvested
Alfalfa hay - acres 8,000 §&,000 8,000 8,C00 8,000 8,000 7,600 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000
Other hay - acres 30,000f 30,000 | 30,000 | 30,000! 30,000 $0,000| 30,000 30,000 | 30,000 | 30,000 | 30,000 | 30,000
All grain - acres 100 500 300 500 500 800 500 100 800 500 200 500
A1l other crops-acres 500 500 500 50C 500 500 500 500 500 500 500 " 500
Total harvested-acres 58,6001 39,000 | 38,800 | 39,000! 39,000 39,300 | 38,500{ 37,600 | 38,300 | 38,000 | 37,700 | 38,000
Idle,Failure,BEtc,-acres 3,400 3,000 3,200 3,000 3,000 2,700 3,500 4,400 3,100 [ 4,000 4,300 | 4,000
Total crop - acres 42,0001 42,000 | 42,000 | 42,000} 42,000 | 42,000 42,000| 42,000 | 42,000 42,000 | 42,000 | 42,000
All Other Land in Farms-
acres (000) 988 988 988 988 088 988 988 G08 858 658 858 908
Total Land in Farms (000)
acres 1,030 1,030 1,030 1,030 1,080 1,030 1,030 950 S00 900 900 960
Land Not in Farms (000)-
acres 5,245 5,245 5,245 5,245 5,245 5,245 5,245 5,325 5,375 5,375 54375
Total in County(000)-acres | 6,275 6,275 6,275 6,275 6,275 6,275 6,275 €278 6,275 6,275 6,275 645270
Acres Irrigated-Maximum 60,000| 60,000 { 60,000 | 60,000 | 60,000 60,000 | 60,000{ 60,000 | 60,00C |€0,000 | 60,000 |60,00C
Acres assessed (000) 488 488 473 490 510 496 498 485 486 476 466
Railroad land " " -acres 657 €56 653 635 620 619 619 619 619 630 | €32

—— e ——




HUMBOLDT COUNTY - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to 1935

( Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet 2
Unit 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935
Alfalfa hay Acres 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 8,000 7,500 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 | 7,000
Yield per acre Tens " Pe0 2425 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 1.5 1.0 2.0 1.5 1.0F 1.6
Production Tons 16,000 | 18,000 | 16,000 | 16,000 | 16,000 | 16,000 {11,250 7,000 | 14,000 { 10,500 § 7,000 . 11,200
All other hay Acres | 30,000 | 30,000 | 30,000 | 30,000 S0,00G 30,000 | 30,000 { 30,000 | 30,000 | 30,000 | 30,000 . 30,000
Yield per acre Tons .66 1.0 ' <66 146 .66 «b o5 »33 1.0 « 66 od 10
Production Tons 20,000 | 30,000 (20,000 | 30,000 | 20,000 | 18,000 | 15,000 { 10,000 | 30,000 { 20,000 | 12,000 | 30,000
All grain Acres 100 500 300 500 500 800 500 100 800 500 200 500
Yield per acre Br. 14 18 20
Production Bu. 1,400 14,000 4,000
All Cattle-Jdan. 1 No. 65,000 | 50,000 j40,000 |35,000 | 35,000 | 35,000 | 35,000 | 35,000 | 35,000 | 35,000 | 38,000 | 40,000
Turnover 1 % 25 22 24 25 29 22 23 23 23 20 24 24
No. sold & used No.
Aver.Wt.sold& used ZfLbs. 942 872 828 795
Calf ecrop 1/ % 66 58 62 63 62 65 63 61 54 62 63
All Sheep-Jan.1l(0D) |No. 100 110 115 120 120 120 125 125 125 100 110 120
‘Turnover 1/ % 63 39 56 46 56 36 41 42 22 30 32
Sold & used No.
Lambs saved % 94 78 90 74 84 €2 80 81 45 56 66
Ewes-1Yr.&over 1 % 76 78 77 7 i 76 75 79 81 78 77
Aver.Wt.per fleece l/iLbs. TS 7+9 Tes T Tel 78 i %5 7.8 Ta2 Te5
Hogs on Jan. 1 No. 750 600 550 500 450 400 400 400 400 400 400 400
Sows No. 150 120 110 100 90 80 80 80 80 80 80 80
Horses & Mules-Jan.l |No, 6,400 6,400 6,400 | €,000 5,000 3,500 3,500 3,000 3,000 34,500 4,000 | 4,200

g State Average.

;J Ranch fAccounts - Brennen.




"LINCOLN COUNTY ~ Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to 1935

(Tentative, not to be released until revised) cheet 1
1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1932 1934 1935 E
J
No. of Farms 179 175 170 165 160 155 160 175 190 205 218 '
Aver.Farm Size-total acres 184 189 194 200 206 213 216 189 174 161 152
B . W «erep " 34 35 - Al 39 41 43 42 38 35 - 33 g 1 i
Farm Population - No. 800 786 770 755 740 730 720 810 890 | 1,010 | 1,090 :
Acres Assessed 46,000 | 46,000 (46,000 |49,000 [45,000 }46,000 |56,000 |56,000 |55,000 54,000 | 54,000 i
Land in Farms ;
Crop land harvested i
Alfalfa hay -~ acres 1,800 1,840 | 1,880 1,920 | 1,960 | 2,000 | 2,000 | 2,000 | 2,000 | 2,000 | 2,000 :
Other hay - acres 2,40r | 2,400 | 2,400 2,400 | 2,400 | 2,400} 2,400 | 2,400 | 2,400 | 2,400 | 2,400 i
All grain - acres 150 200 215 230 240 250 240 220 200 200 200
A}l corn - acres 700 720 740 760 780 800 790 780 770 730 550
Other crops =~ acres 350 280 245 210 180 150 130 120 "110 130 250
Total harvested - acres | 5,400 | 5,440 | 5,480 5,520 | 5,560 | 5,600 | 65,560 | 5,520 | 5,480 | 5,460 | 5,400
Idle,Failure,Etc.-acres 600 760 820 880 940 | 1,000} 1,140 | 1,180} 1,220 | 1,240} 1,300
Total Crop - acres 6,000 6,200 6,300 6,400 6,500 6,600 6,700 6,700 8, 700 6,700 6,700
All Other Land in Parms -
acres 27,000 | 26,800 26,700 |26,600 |26,500 (26,400 |26,300 |26,300 |26,300 |26,300 | 26,300
Total Land in Farms-acres |[33,000 | 33,000 (33,000 | 33,000 33,000 [33,000 | 33,000 |33,000 |33,000 {33,000 | 33,000
Land Not in Farms (000) -
acres 6,694 | 6,694 | 6,694 6,694 | 6,694 | 6,694 | 6,694 | 6,694 | 6,694 | 6,694 | 6,694
Total in €County(000)-acres | 6,727 | 6,727 | 6,727 G107 | 8720 | 6,787 | B,787 | 6,727 | 6,727 | 6,727 | 6;727
Acres Irrigated 9,000 | 9,000 | 9,000 9,000 | 9,000 | 9,000} 9,000 | 9,000 | 9,000 | 9,000 | 9,000




LINCOLN COUNTY - Lerd Use And Prcduction Date Showirg The Trend From 1924 to 1935
(Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet
Unit .| 1924 1925 1926 j 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935
. - a - - : i . i - :

Alfalfa hay heres 1,800 | 1,840 | 1,880 1,920 1,960 2,000{ 2,000 ; 2,000 i 2,000 ; 2,000} 2,000! 2,000
Yield per acre Tous 247 2.85 340 2.8 A 3.0 3.0 25 | 3.0 249 2aTo |
Production Tons 4,800 | 5,520} 5,640 5,400 | 5,600} 6,000| 6,000| 5,000| 6,000 | 5,800 | 5,500 :

All other hay Acres | 2,400 | 2,400 | 2,400 2,400 | 2,400| 2,400} 2,400| 2,400 | 2,400 | 2,400 2,400} 2,400
Yield per acre Tons «83 1.25 1.04 1.04 1e25 1,25 1.0 75 125 1.0 «83
Production Tons

All grain heres 150 200 215 230 240 250 240 220 200 200 200
Yield per acre Bu,

Production Bu, 4,500 7,400 6,100

éorn - total Acres 700 720 740 760 780 800 790 780 770 730 550

Corn - grain Acres 650 430
Yield per acre Bu, (Lbout 45 bu. avprage on| corn-hog contralets. )

Production Bu.,

Corn -~ other Acres 150 110

All Cattle No. 20,000 {20,000 |16,000 | 14,000 | 12,000 | 11,000 | 11,000 | 10,000 {12,000 15,000 {14,000 | 11,000
Turnover 1 % 25 22 24 25 24 22 23 22 20 24 24
Sold & used No,

Aver. Wt. Lbs,.
Calf crop % 66 58 62 63 62 65 63 61 54 62 83

All Sheep No. 15,000 | 15,000 | 14,000 {13,000 | 12,000 {12,000 | 12,000 | 12,000 {12,000 |12,000 12,000 | 8,000
Turnover A
Sold and used No.

Lambs saved % 94 78 90 74 84 62 80 81 45 56 66

" SOld—AVGI‘.Wt. y LbS.
Bwes 1 yr. & older’|% 76 78 77 T 77 76 75 79 81 78 TR
Aver.Wt.per fleecel|Lbs. 7.3 749 7.3 745 742 7.8 7.8 745 7.8 742 745
No.shorn-% Jan.l y % 92 96 94 92 93 86 91 95 79 85 90 91

Horses & Mules No. 1,236 624 | 1,508
Farm only No. 700 600 | i 600 |

3

}/ State Average.




LYON COUNTY(except Fernley) - Lond Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to 19325

(Tentative, not for release until revision) Sheet 1
s S r i
--1824 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 1535
No. of Farms 425 400 380 360 34.0 325 320 315 308 310 340 350
Aver.Farm Size-total A. 388 412 434 458 485 508 516 o224 544 533 485 ; 471
% i "_crop acres (i 80 76 76 74 73 72 71 68 69 76 | 79
Farm Population - No. 2,125 1 2,000 1,900 1,800 1,700 15625 1,600 | 1,575 1,028F 1;500 1,625
Total Assessed - acres(O®) 165 162 166 166 170 166 1€2 167 157 145 L5,
Total R.R. land - acres " ke 2R 106 103 107 102 Q7 it 9¥ o ST 97
Land in Farms
Crop land harvested
Alfalfa hay - acres 22,000 | 23,000 | 24,000 | 25,000 | 26,000 27,000 |28,000 [28,000 |28,000 | 28,000 | 28,000
Other hay - acres 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000| 1,000 | 1,000
Wheat - acres 1,400 | 2,000 | 2,000 2,000 { 1,800 | 1,700 | 1,400 | 1,000 | 1,600| 1,700 | 2,000
Barley and Oats-acres 700 { 1,200 | 1,200 1,500 | 1,400 | 1,400 | 1,400 ,800 | 1,200 | 1,400 | 1,300
Potatoes - acres 1,000 | 1,200| 1,600 2,000 | 1,600 | 1,200 | 1,100 | 1,000 [ 1,000 900 700
Other crops-acres 600 €00 €00 600 600 600 €00 500 600 €00 600
Total harvested-acres | 26,700 | 29,000 | 30,400 | 32,100 | 32,400 {32,900 |33,500 [32,400 |33,400 | 33,600 | 33,600
Idle,Failure,etc.-acres | 5,300 ! 4,000 | 2,€00C 2,900 | 3,600 | 4,100 ! 3,500 | 4,800 | 3,600| 3,400 | 3,400
Total crop-acres 32,000 | 33,000 | 33,000 | 35,000 | 36,000 |37,000 |37,000 [7,000 |37,000 | 37,000 |37,000 {37,000
All Other Land in Farms-
acres (000) 133 132 132 130 129 128 128 128 128 128 128
Total Land In Farms (000)
Acres . 165 165 165 1€5 165 165 1656 165 165 165 165 165
Land Not in Farms(000)
- acres 1gd22 1 91082 ¢ 1,128 detde | 1,122 1422 1,328 15028 1 1,122 15122 14,122
Total in County(000)-acrep 1,287 | 1,287| 1,287 | 1,287 | 1,287 | 1,287 | 1,287 | 1,287 | 1,287 | 1,287 | 1,287
heres Irrigated(000)- " 50 | 60 | 60 | 65 | 60 58 | 66 1 60 56 56 55




LYON COUNTY(except Fernley) - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to 1935

B

e i,

(Tentative, not for release until revision) Sheet 2
- i i + s
yUnit | 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1631 1932 1933 1934 1936

Alfalfa Acres |22,000 | 23,000 | 24,000 | 25,000 |26,000 127,000 {28,000 {27,000 {28,000 |28,000 |28,000 l28,000
Yield per acre Tons 245 RoT 2e7 2.8 2.8 29 2e7 240 2e5 246 243 245
Production Tons 55,000 | 62,100 | 64,800 70,000 72,800 |78,300 |75,600 |54,000 | 70,000 | 72,800 | 64,400 | 70,000
Other Hay Acres| 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 1,000 { 1,000 | 1,000 | 1,000 1,000 | 1,000 1,000 1,000

Yield per acre Tons

Production Tons (From 700 to 1200 tonsl. )
Wheat Acres| 1,400 | 2,000 | 2,000 2,000 | 1,800 | 1,700 | 1;400 | 1,000 | 1,600 | 1,700 { 2;000

Yield per acre Lbs. 1,080 | 1,200 | 1,200 1,400 | 1,300 1,400 1,450 | 1,450 | 1,500 | 1,500 1,560

Production Tons 750 1,200 1,200 1,400 1,170 1,200 730 730 1 4200 L e 1,560

Barley & Oats Acres 700 1,200 1,200 1,500 1,400 1,400 1,400 800 1,200 1,400 1,300

Yield per acre Bu. 26 35 40

Total Production e 18,200 49,000 52,000

Total Production [Tons 455 875 1,300
Potatoes Acres | 1,000 | 1,200 | 1,600 2,000 | 1,600 | 1,200 { 1,100 | 1,000 | 1,000 900 700

Yield per acre Tons 3¢5 4e7 5¢3

Total Froduction [Tons

Percent marketed %

% Commercial acreage %

Cars shipped(season|) No. 391 455 295 215 259 100 136 105




LYON COUNTY(except Fernley) - Lend Use And Production Data Showing The Tremnd From 1924 to 1835

(Tentative, not for release until revision) Sheet 3
1
Unit " | 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935
All Cattle No. 30,000 | 30,000 | 30,000 | 30,000 {30,000 |30,000 30,000 {29,000 28,000 | 28,000 | 28,000 | 28,000
Turnover v 1% 25 22 24 24 24 22 23 22 20 24 24
Sold & used No.
Ave.,Wt,sold&used |Lbs.
Calf Crop-all /' [ 66 58 €2 €3 62 €5 63 61 54 62 63
i " ~dairy % (Avelrage 1929 = 1930|from faym accoupts is 8p)
All Sheep No. 165,000 | 68,000 | 70,000 72,000 |75,000 | 72,000 | 70,000 | 70,000 | 65,000 | 65,000 | 65,000 | 65,000
Turnover 1 % 53 39 56 46 56 36 41 42 22 30 32
Sold & Used No.
Lambs saved % 94 78 90 74 84 62 80 81 45 56 66
Ewes,year & over (% 90 48 70
Aver . .Wt.per fleece)/|Lbs. Ted T+ 9 Ted 7Te Ta2 7«8 7e8 Te5 T+8 Te2 TeS
No.shorn-% Jan.l =~ (% 92 96 94 92 93 86 91 95 79 &5 90 91
Dairy Cows No. 3,000 | 3,100] 3,150 3,200 | 3,300 | 3,300 | 3,300 | 3,300 | 3,300 3,300| 3,300 | 3,300
B.F. per cow Lbs. 180 185 190 195 200 200 200 200 190 190 190 190
Chickens-Jan.l No. 15,000 | 16,000 | 17,000 20,000 }20,000 |20,000 | 20,000 |20,000 | 19,000 | 18,000 | 18,000 | 18,000
Aver. eggs leid
per hen No. 80 90 100 100 100 100 100 60 ¥ ;. - 100 100 100 100
Hogs on Jan. 1 NO. 6,000 €,000 5, T00 5,500 5, 100 5,100 4,800 4,800 4,800 4,900 2,000 5,100
No., of sows NO 975 975 950 925 900 850 800 800 800 815 835 860
Pigs raised_per
litter {No. ( Frojn Corn-Hég Contracts 4,8 4,8
Aver Wt.Mkt.Hogs |Lbs. (From farm ac¢ounts) 152
Horses and Mules INO o 2,200 2,175 29190 2,150 2,125 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,080 2,100 2,100
Turkeys raised g/ |No. 7,000 | 10,500 {10,722 {13,058 | 12,276 8,986

;/State Average.

3/

Number marketed by Walker River Turkey Growers association. Some Mineral county birds
are included,




FERSHING COUNTY - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to 1935

( Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet 1
1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1330 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935
No. of Farms 160 160 150 140 13C 120 120 115 115 115 110 | 110
Aver.Farm Size-crop acres 229 225 240 257 280 300 30C 313 313 313 327 327
Farm Population - No. 660 660 620 580 540 515 515 510 510 505 500 500
Acres Assessed (000)-acresg 129 129 129 130 130 133 130 131 132 127 108
Railroad land(000)-acres 902 894 892 886 886 897 882 880 877 877 877
Land in Farms
Crop land harvested
Alfalfa hay - acres 19,000 | 19,000 | 19,000 | 19,000 |19,000 | 19,000 | 18,000 |16,000 {15,000 (14,000 {12,000 | 10,000
Wild hay - acres 1,000 | 1,000 1,000 { 1,000 1,000 1,000 {4 1,000 | 1,000 1,000 | 1,000 { 1,000} 1,000
Wheat - acres 3,700 | 5,000 2,000 ; 4,000 25196 218 50 314 | 5,000 965 610 | 1,232
Barley - acres 2,400 20
Other crops - acres 500 500 500 500 500 400 400 200 500 400 200 300
Total harvested-acres {26,600 | 25,500 | 22,500 | 24,500 {22,696 | 20,618 | 19,450 {17,514 |21,500 |16,365 |13,830 | 12,532
Idle,Failure,Etc.-acres 9,400 | 10,500 | 13,500 {11,500 |13,304 | 15,382 {16,550 {18,486 |14,50C {19,635 | 22,170 | 23,468
Total Crop - acres 36,000 | 36,000 | 36,000 | 36,000 {36,000 | 36,000 | 36,000 |36,000 |36,000 (36,000 | 36,000 | 36,000
All Other Land in Farms-
acres (000) 510 510 510 510 510 510 510 390 340 340 340 390
Total Land In Farms(000)- .
acres 870 e70 870 870 870 870 870 750 700 700 700 760
Land not in Farms (000)-
acres 3,004 | 3,004 | 3,004 | 3,004 | 3,004 3,004 | 3,004 | 3,124 | 3,174 | 3,174 | 3,174 | 3,004
Total in County(000)-acred 3,874 | 3,874 | 3,874 | 3,874 | 3.874 3,874 | 3,874 | 3,874 | 3,874 | 3,874 | 3,874 | 3,874
Acres Irrigated(000)- " 15 22 [ 15 18 10 i 4 4 20 10 3 8
!




PERSHING COUNTY - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1624 to 1935

(Tentative, not to be released until revised)

heet

Do

1935

Unit 1924 |..1925 1926 82T 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934
Tame hay Acres| 19,000} 19,000( 19,000| 19,000 | 19,000 | 19,000 {18,000 | 16,000 | 15,000 | 14,000 {12,000 | 10,000
Yield per acre Tons 1,63 3.056 1,57 1.55 1,57 «83 o 71 e 56 Xed 54 o &4 1.35
Production Tons 31,000| 68,000} 30,000 29,500 ; 30,000 | 15,750 | 12,850 | 9,000 | 18,000 7,600 | 5,300 | 13,500
Wild hay Acres 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,000 1,0000F 1,000 1,000 1,000} 11,0004 21,000 1,000 | 1,000
Yield per acre Tens il 1.0 140 "0 «7 8 1.0 "1.0 ‘150
Production Tons 700 1,000 1,000 1,000 700 800 1,000 1,000 1,000
Theat Acres 3,700 5,000y 2,000 4,000 2,196 218 50 314 | 5,000 965 610 1,232
Yield per acre Bu. 31 10,6 Qe Go7 R 19 P 49 B
Yield per acre Lts,
Production Bu. 115,000 s P i 2,065 333 849 | 94,913 | 22,860 300 740
Barley & Oats Acres| 2,400 20
Yield per acre Bu, 44 20
Yield per acre Lbs,
Production Bu, 105,200 400




PERSHING COUNTY - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924

to 1935

(Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet 3
Unit 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935

All Cattle-Jan. 1 No. 15,0007 14,000} 13,000{( 12,000| 10,000} 10,000 9,000 | 8,000 9,000 | 9,000 | 9,000 {10,000
Turnover y % 25 22 24 25 24 22 23 22 20 24 24

Sold & used Nec.

Aver ,Wt.sold& used |Lts.

Calf Crop-dairy % ( Averdge 85| to 90| percent)

Calf crop-all % 66 58 62 63 62 65 63 61 54 62 63
All Sheep-Jan. 1 Ne. 50,000{ 50,000| 50,000{ 50,000 50,000| 50,000 | 40,000 |40,000 | 40,000 | 40,000 «0,000 } 30,000
Turnover 1 |% 53 39 56 45 56 36 41 42 22 30 32

Lambs saved 1/ |% 94 78 90 T4 84 62 80 81 45 56 66
Ewes-1Yr. & older W% 76 78 77 77 77 76 75 79 81 78 77
Aver.Wt.per fleece 1/|Lbs. Ted 7«9 Ted Te5 Tet 7.8 78 Ta5 748 Tel T«5
Total wool shown Lts.

Dairy Cows - Jan, 1 |No. 650 675 700 700 600 500 400 350 300 300 300 300

Prod. B.F. per cow |Lbs, 28 225 225 225 200 175 175 178 LTS 75 175 175
Chickens - Jan, 1 No. 12,000{ 12,000} 12,000| 12,000| 12,000| 12,000 | 12,000

Aver, eggs laid

per hen No., 85 85 &b 85 85 85 85

Turkeys raised No, 850 3,000 4,356 Lo 167 2,176 3,500 2,500 2,850 2,300
Hogs - Jan. 1 No. |

Sows No. 300 250 250 200 150 100 100 100 100 100 100 100

Pigs raised per

litter No.
Aver .Wt.Mkt.Hogs Lbs.
Horses & Mules-Jan.l |No, 2,300 2,300 2,000 1,800 1,700 1,600 1,600 1,400 1,100 1,000 900 900

%} State iLverage.




W.SHOE COUNTY - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1924 to 1935

( Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet 1
1924 1925 1926 1827 1928 1929 1930 1931 | 1932 1933 ] 1934 1935
\ - J
No, of Fgrms 500 500 500 490 485 475 475 465 465 465 465 165
Aver,Farm Size-total acres| 1,200 | 1,200 1,200 | 1,224 1,297 1,263 1,263 1,290 | 1,290 | 1,290 | 1,290 | 1,290
" W savop. ¥ 80 80 80 g2 83 &4 84 86 86 86 86 88
Farm Population - No, 2,500 | 2,500 | 2,500 | 2,450 | 2,425 2,375 2,475 | 2,475 | 2,475 | 2,500 2,550 | 2,600
Land in Farms
Cror. land harvested
Allalfa hay - acres 16,000 | 16,000 {16,000 {16,000 | 16,000 | 15,500| 15,500 | 15,000 ;15,000 | 15,000 {15,000 15,000
Wild & other hay-acres 17,000 {17,000 {17,000 [16,000 | 16,000 | 15,000{ 14,000 |14,000 {13,000 |13,000 ;12,000 12,000
Wheat - acres *¢ 1,500 1,500 1,700 1,800 2,000 2,000 2,000 | 2,000 | 2,000 2,000 2,000 | 2,000
Barley & Oats - acres 400 600 600 600 500 700 600 600 600 600 500 600
Potatoes 1,000 { 1,700 | 1,800 | 2,000 | 1,500 1,200 800 300 500 500 500
Other crops 1,500 | 1,500 { 1,500 | 1,500 | 1,500 1,500y 1,500 | 1,500 | 1,500 ; 1,300 | 1,500 { 1,500
Total harvested-acres |37,400 |38,300 |38,600 |37,900 |37,500 | 35,900] 34,400 |33,900 |32,600 |32,600 |31,500 |31,100
Idle,Failure,Etc.-acres 25600 { 1,700 } 1,400 | 2,100 | 2,400 4,100 5,600 { 6,100 | 7,400 7,400 | 8,500 | 8,900
Total Crop ~ acres 40,000 | 40,000 (40,000 f40,000 |40,000 | 40,000| 40,000 |40,000 |40,000 |40,000 [40,000 |40,000
all Other Land in Farms-
acres (000) 560 560 560 560 560 560 560 560 560 560 560 560
Total Land In Farms (00C)-
acres 600 600 600 600 600 600 600 600 600 600 600 600
Land Not in Farms (000) -
acres 3,400 | 3,400 | 3,40C | 3,400 | 3,400 5,400 3,400 | 3,400 | 3,400 { 3,400 | 3,400 | 3,400
Total in County(000)-acres| 4,000 | %£,000 | %,000 | 4,000 | 4,000 4,000 <,000 | 4,000 | 4,000 | 4,00C | 4,000 | 4,000
ACYC L Irrigqted(OFO)-acres e 20 5 =8 15 e &0 36 45 i 35
: s i




WASHOE COUNTY - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 1925 to 1936

(Tentative, not to ke released until revised) Sheet 2
é : i
Unit 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1951 | 1932 1933 193+ | 1935
Alfalfa hay heres} 16,000 | 16,000 ; 16,000 { 16,000 16,200 ; 15,500 I15,500 ilS,OOO 15,000 ;15,000 | 15,000 ?15,000;
Yield per acre Tons y M 51 1,88 1.69 | 240 | 2.0 1,94 1,61 1,38 1.87 1.67 153 18
Production Tons | 28,000 | 30,000 {27,000 | 32,000 | 32,200} 30,000 {25,000 i 20,000 {28,000 |25,000 {23,000 {27,000 |
I
Other hay heres | 17,000 | 17,000 | 17,000 | 16,000 { 16,200 | 15,000 | 14,000 {14,000 | 13,000 {13,000 |12,000 | 12,000 !
Yield per acre Tons .82 1,06 «82 1.06 .94 1.0 .86 DT 140 ¢ 92 « 66 1.0
Production Tons | 14,000 | 18,000 | 14,000 | 17,000 | 15,200 | 15,000 { 12,000 | 8,000 | 13,000 {12,000 | 8,000 | 12,000
Wheat ACTES 1,500 1,500 1,700 1,800 2 4000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000 2 4000 2,000
Yield per acre Bu, 22 30 25 25
5 g A Lbs. 1,320 1,800 1,500 1,5C0
Production Tons 990 1,300 1,500 1,500
Barley & Oats ieres 400 600 600 600 600 700 600 600 €00 600 500 600
Yield per acre Bu. 33 29 32
S R Lbs. 1,€50 1,450 1,600
Production Tons 330 510 =00
Potatoes ncres 1,000 1,700 2,000 2,000 1,500 1,200 810 800 200 500 500
Yield per acrec Bu. 172 11% 123
" o o Tons 5.16 e85 3a7
Total Production |[Tons 5,160 4,000 1,850
% marketed %
Commercial acreagze|%
Cars shipped
(season) No. 147 242 329 306 208 120 134 14 3 20
Oninns Acres 50 i 117
Yield per acre Tons | i
Total Production |Tons ! |
Cars shipped i
(season) No. 3 15 1 25 32 58 53 33 41 47 | 38




WASHOE COUNTY -~ Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend From 192% to 1935

(Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet 3
Unit 1924 1925 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934 1935
All Cattle-Jan,l WO. 32,000 132,000 |28,000 26,930‘ 24,000 ! 22,000 | 20,000 {20,000 g21,000 | 22,000 | 23,000 | 23,000
Turnover 1/ K 25 22 24 25 2e L 22 23 22 20 24 24
Sold & used 0. ; i
Aver ,WI.sold&used [Lbs. :
Calf Ciop - deiry 4 (Farm acicounts 1926 - 128 90%) !
Calf Crop - all )/ |3 66 58 62 63 62 i 65 63 | 61 54 62 63
i
4111 Sheep-Jan.1(000 No. 150 150 150 150 150 150 1590 1:0 130 130 130 125
Turnover 3 o 53 39 56 16 56 3€ 41 | 42 | 22 30 32
Lambs saved o 94 78 90 74 84 62 80 | 81 § 45 56 66
Ewes-1 yr. & over % 89 & : 87
iver Wt.per Floscd Hbe. 755 749 Tas 7e5 Tai 748 748 745 768 7.2 7.5
N>.shorn-% Jan.l 1/f% 92 96 94 92 93 g€ 91 65 79 85 90 91
Dairy Cows-Jan.l 0. 3,100 | 3,200 | 3,200 3,100 { 8,000 | 3,000 | 3,000 2,900} 2,800 2,700 | 2,800| 3,702
B.F. per cow Lbs., 210 210 215 220 220 220 220 210 210 210 210 210
Chickens-Jan. 1 No. 55,000 {60,000 | 60,000 60,000 | 60,000 | 65,000 | 65,000 | 50,000 | 40,000 | £0,000 { 40,000 45,200
Aver. eggs laid .
per hen o, 130 110 115 120 125 130 130 130 130 130 130 1390
Hogs on Jan. 1 NO.
No. of sows No. 325 325 300 275 250 225 200 200 180 160 150 150
Pigs raised per
litter No. (From Cofrn-Hog contracts)) 542 5¢2
iver.Wt,.lMkt.Hogs |Lbs. 150 Qlive
dorses end Mules - [No. 6,000 | 5,000 | 4,500 | 4,300 | 4,200| 4,100 [ 4,000 4,000} 3,800]| 3,800 | 3,700{ 2,700
Turkeys raised No. i +,000
}/awtaMmm%m ;




WHITE PINE COUNZY - Land Use And Productior Data Slowing The Trend From 1924 to 1935

(Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet 1
1924 1925 1926 182 1928 1929 19830 1931 1932 1933 193% 1935
No. of Farms 195 195 190 185 1885 185 185 185 190 190 194 195
Aver.Farm Size-total acres 692 718 747 778 789 800 811 800 763 747 722 702
s 2 " —crop & 123 123 124 124 124 122 122 119 116 105 103 102
Farm Population - No. 1,075 1,072 1,030 1,015 1,015 1,015 EROL7 £ 1,060 1,100 | 1,130 1,160 | 1,160
Land in Farms
Crop land harvested
Alfalfa hay - acres 10,000 9,000 8,800| 8,700} 8,600 8,500 | 8,500 8,000 | 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000
Other hay - acres 9,600] 9,500 9,500 | 9,500 9,500 9,500 9,500 | 9,50C 9,500 9,500 9,500 { 9,500
All grain - acres 1,150 1,100} 1,050 1,000 950 900 200 600 800 &00 650 700
Potatoes -~ acres 300 300 300 300 300 305 280 260 240 220 200 200
Other crops - acres 500 500 500 500 500 500 " 500 "800 " 500 500 - 500 500
Total harvested-acres [21,450| 20,400} 20,150 | 20,000 | 19,850 | 19,705 |19,680 |18,86C |18,040 {18,020 {17,850 |17,900
Idle,Failure,Etc.-acres 2,550 3,600 3,350 | 3,000 3,150 Gy (99 2,820 ¢+ 3,140 § 3,960 | 1,980 { 2,150 | 23100
Total crop - acres 24,000 | 24,000 23,500 | 23,000 | 23,000 | 22,500 |22,500 |22,000 {22,000 |20,000 {20,000 {20,000
A1l Other Land in Farms
(000) - acres 111 116 118.5 121 123 125.5 127.5 126 123 122 120 117
Total Land In Farms(000)-
acres 135 140 142 144 146 148 150 148 145 142 140 137
Land Not in Farms (000) -
acres 5,494 | 5,489| 65,487 | 5,485 5,483 5,481 5,479 | 5,481 | 5,484 | 5,487 | 5,489 | 5,492
Total in County(000)-acres | 5,629 | 5,629| 5,839 | 5,629| 5,629 5,629 | 5;689 | 95629 | 5,629 5,629 { 5,629 | 5,629
acres in Irrigation Use i _
(oo0) | 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25
heres Irrigated (000) | 20 20 2 20 19 18 16 12 15 1 13 16
icres assessed (000) } 176 177 | L7 180 188 16545 E 185 187 183 182 180

M= A




WHITE PINE COUNTY - Land Use And Production Data Showing The Trend Frcm 1924 to 1935

(Tentative, not to be released until revised) Sheet 2
Unit 1924 1928 1926 1927 1928 1929 1930 1951 1932 1533 1924 1635
Alfalfa hay Acres| 10,000 9,000 8,800 8,700 | §&,8600 8,500 8,500 8,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 7,000
Yield per acre Tons 1.8 20 b 1.84 .62 1.83 1.18 1.0 /A5 Solk LesS Y
Production Tons 16,000 | 18,000 | 15,000( 16,000 | 14,000 | 15,500 | 10,000 8,000 | 17,500 | 15,000 | 10,700 | 17,100
ther hay Acres 9,500 9,500 9,900 9,500 9,500 9,500 9,500 9,500 9,500 9,500 g, 500 9,500
Yield per acre Tons .84 1. 15 084 .84 095 064: .84 042 .84 .63 .29 .65
Production Tons 8,000 | 10,00C 8,000 8,000 9,000 6,100 8,000 | 4,000 8,000 €, 000 2,700 | 6,000
All grain Acres 1,150 1,100 1,050 1,000 950 900 900 600 800 800 650 700
Yield per acre Bu. '
Production Bu. 30, 500 17,600
Potatoes Acres 278 306 200
Yield per acre Bu. 154 90
Production By, 47,000 18,000
All Cattle-Jan. 1 No. 23,000 |22,000 | 20,000| 18,000 | 16,000 | 15,000 | 14,000 |14,000 | 12,000 | 13,000 {13,000 | 15,000
Turnover 1 % 25 22 24 25 25 22 23 23 23 20 24 24
Sold & Used No.
Aver.Wt. Sales 2/ |Lbs., 942 872 828 795
Calf crop Y |% 66 58 €62 63 62 65 63 61 54 62 63
All Sheep-Jan.1(0®) |No. 140 145 158 1€0 165 158 145 158 160 130 322 110
Turnover % 53 39 56 46 56 36 41 42 22 30 32
Lambs saved % 94 78 90 74 84 €2 80 81 48 56 66
Ewes-1Yr. & over 1/|% 76 78 77 77 77 76 75 79 81 78 77
Aver Wt.per fleece }flbs. T Te9 Teo Ted lsc 7.8 Te8 T a8 Twl T8
Hogs - Jan. 1 No. 1,583 _ €46 £70
Sows No. 343 343 343 343 343 345 300 200 175 150 135
Horses & Mules-Jan.l |No, 2,500 2,400 2,400 2,300 | 2,300 2,200 | 2,100 2,100 %5100 2,100 2,100 2,100
Accounts - Bremnen.

%j State Average .

y Ranch




Estimates of Land Use, Crop and Livestcck Preoduction, and Marketings

QUESTICNS TO BE ANSWERED ON SHEETS 1, 2, and 3

1, Probable producticn of the wvarious farm products in 1936, assuming

normal weather conditions, preseant farming practices, and prospec-
tive prices.

2. Probable prcduction of the various farm products in 1936, assuming
normal weather and prcspective prices, but withcut either prceduction
cr marketing control, and if fara practices had deen adjusted to
maintain soil fertility and control ercsinn.

3+ Probable production of the warious farm preocducts after sufficient
time has elapsed to permit such changes in farm management prac-
tices as are necessary to maintain soil fertility and control
erosion, and to permit such shifts between agricultural enterprises
as seem clearly desirable and susceptible of practical accomplish-

ment; and after all land not adanted to agriculture has been
shiftted to cther uses.,




COUNTY - Estimates of Land Use, Crop and Livestocciz Predustiun,

and Marketings

Sheet 1
Ttem Unit Question Ef/
1 2 3
No. ef Farms No.
Average Farm Size -~ Tctal acres Acres
& 3 " - Crop acres Acres
Farm Population No.
Land in Farms
Crecp land harvested
Alfalfa hay Acres
Wild and other hay Acres
Wheat cres|
Barley Acres
Cats Acres
Potatoes Acres
All other crops Acres
Tctal harvested Acres
Idle, Failure, Etc. Acres
Tetal Crop Acres
All Other Land in Farms Acres
Total Land in Farms (000) Acres
Land Nct in Farms- (0CO) Acres
Total in County (000) Acres
Acres Irrigated Acres :

}j Numbers refer to the

%
)

questions tc be answered.




COUNTY

e

Bstimdtes of land Useé, Crop and Livestock Production, and Marketings

Sheet 2
Ttem Unit Question 1/
2 3

Alfalfa Acres

Yield per acre Tons

Production - tetal Tons
All other Hay Acres

Yield per acre Tons

Total Production Tons
Wheat Acres

Yield per acre Bu.

Yield per acre Lbs.

Total Production Tons X
Barley and Other Grain Acres

Yield per acre Bu.

Yield per acre Lbs.

Total Production Tons
Potatoces Acres

Yield per acre Bu.

Yield per acre Tons

Total Production Tons

Percent marketed %

Percent commercial acreage %

Cars shipped (season) No,

Acres

Yield per acre Bu.

Yield per acre Lbs.

Total Production Tons

}/ Numbers refer to the 3 questions to be answered.



COUNTY - Estimates nf Land Use, Crcp and lLivestock Production, mm¢ larketi

oo

ngs

Sheet 2Zb
Item Unit Question ;/
o 2 3

Alfalfa Hay shipped Tons

Alfalfa Hay te Eeef - finished Tons

Other Hay to beef - finished Tons

Llfelfa Hey to Lambs - finished Tons

Other Hay to Lombs - finished Tons

Alfalfa Hay used fer emcrgency fecd Tons

Other Hay uscd for erergeney feed Tons

TWheat sold Lbs.

Wheat fed on farms Lbs.

Barley sold Lbs.

Barley fed to beef - finished Lbss

Barley fed to ranch stock Lbs,

}/ Numbers refer te the 3 questions to be answered.




COUNTY - Estimates of Land Use,

Cron and Livestock Preduction and Marketings

Sheet

3

Item Unit )3 Question 1/
T
k¢ 2 3
All Cattle t No,
Turncver | %
Scld and used No.
Average weight

Calf Crov - beef
Calf Crop - dairy

Ibs.

%o

All Sheep ' No.
Turnever | %
Scold and used No,
Lambs saved %
Average weight lambs scld Lbs.
Ewes, year and cver %
Average weight per fleece Lbs.
No. shorn - % of Jan., 1 %

Dairy Cows No.
B. F. production per ccw - average Lbs,

Chickens - Jan, 1 Nc.
Laying hens No,
Eggs laid per hen No,

H ogs on Jan, 1 No.
No. of scws Nc.
Pigs raised per litter No,
Average weight market hogs . Lbs,

Horses and mules - Jen, 1 Nc.

Turkeys raised No. [

/}/ Numbers

refer to the 38 questions te be answered.
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O o R e s Se Ry TcE
RELEASE Upon RECEIPT = |936=%23.)i-|8-B&AB=350-ExcLusivE IN YOour CrTy

TWO PAYMENTS AVAJLABLE
IN 801L ACT PROGRAM

NEVADA FARMERS WHO CONDUCT THEIN RANCHING OPERATIONS IN A
MANNER WHICH WILL RESULT IN PREVENTING S0IL AND PLANT FOOD LOSSES
THROUGH EROS!ION AND CONSERVE AND IMPROVE THE FERTILITY OF THEIR LAND
WiLL BE ELIGIBLE FOR TWO CLASSES OF PAYMENTS UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF
THE NEW NATIONAL SOIL CONSERVATION AND DOMESTIC ALLOTMENT PROGRAM

Crass | paymMENTS; AccorDINg Ta Vs Ee¢ Scors 0F THE UNIVERSITY
of NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSIUN BERVICE, ARE CALLED SOIL=CONSERVING
FPAYMENTSe THEY WILL BE MADE FOR SUBSTITUTING S0IL=CONSERVING AND
SOIL=BUILOING CROPS ON SOIL=DEPLETING BASE ACRESs

THE MAXIMUM ACREAGE ON WHICH CrLass | PAYMENTS WILL BE MADE,
THE LAW PROVIDES, 18 15 PERCENT OF THE S0IL-DEPLETING BASE ACGREAGE,
EXCEPT IN THE case ofF tae Mspecial trors™, FEW LF ANY OF WHICH ARE
GROWN IN THIS STATEs

THE AVERAGE RATE of THE CLASS ] PAYMENTS FOR THE ENTIRE COUNTRY
wrLkt Be S0 reER REREy 1T FEESTHMATESL BOT WILL VARY TN ESEH STATE
AND  COUN TV - D N R CH P RN AB IR S e AT PR e G NN Y R R
THE AATES FoR - CLAES I P AvRENTS (ARE Sat e Lo R ke inb e [oF AvA}LnsLE
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SOIL ACT CROP GROUPS
EXPLAINED TO FARMERS
NEVADA FARMERS HAVE BEGUN TO LEARN THREE NEW TERMS WITH SPECIAL
4PPLICATIONS (N CONNEGTION Wi TH THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE NEW SOIL
CONSERVATION AND DOMESTIC ALLOTMENT ACT IN THE BTATE===SOIL=DEPLETING,
s0lL=CONSERVING, AND SOIL BUILDING
THE SPECIAL MEANING OF THESE WORDS IN CONNECTION WITH THE NEW '
FARM LAW 15 NECESGARY, ACCORDING To Proresson Vi E. ScoTT 0F THE
UnivErRSITY oF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENISION SEHVIcg, BECAUSE THEY
REFER TO THE THREE CLASSIFICATIONS OF CROPS UPON WHICH BASES AND RATES
OF PAYMENT ARE DETERMINEDS
CLASSIFIED AS SOIL=DEPLETING, SCOTT SAYS, ARE THE CROPS WHICH
TAKE PLANT FOOD OUT OF THE SOIL OR LEAVE THE LAND EXPOSED TO SEVERE

EROUS | ON

THE SOIL~CONSERVING CROPS DO NOT NECESSABIL? ABD FERTTLETY * T0O
THE LANR; BUT HE)LD THE S0fIL tN PLACE AND HELP MAINTALIN THE PLANT FOOD
THERE [ N

THE SOI1L=BUILDOING CROPS ARE THOSE WHICH,; WHEN USED 1IN CERTAIN
WAYS AS WHEN PLOWED UNDER AS GREEN MANUREy DEFINITELY ADD T8 FHE
FERTILITY OF THE S0TLe

How THE CLASSIFICATIONS APPLY TO CROPS N THE WESTERN REGIGON,
0F WHicH NeEvapa I8 A PART, UNDER THE PROVISIONS OF THE LAWg s -53.(-'
PLAINED BY THE FOLLOWING LIST OF THE MAJOR CROPS GRIOWN I N T?-i-lS STATF-

SotL=-DepLeTing Crors: CORN (FreLo, BWEET, BROOM AND POPCORN) ,

BUGAR BEET SEED, COMMERCIAL

IRISH POTATOES, ONIONS, TOMATO PLANTS, ( )
(monE
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SOIL CONSERVATION ACT
| DETAILS ARE EXPLAINED

TO PRESERVE AND tMPROVE THE S0IL RESOURCES OF NEVADA FARMERS

AND TO REESTABLISH AND MAINTAIN THE IR PURCHAS ING POWER ARE THE CHIEF

PURPOSES OF THE NEW FEDERAL SOIL CONSERVATION AND DOMESTIC ALLOTMENT

PROGRAM, NOW GETTING UNDER WAY EN. T HIE STATE, ACCORDING TO PROFESSOR

) | o
Ve E+ GcotT OF THE UNIVERSTTY OF NEVADA AGRICULTURAL EXTENSION SERVI|ICEs

UNDER THE PROGRAM, SCOTT SAID IN EXPLAINING THE NEW LAW
N LAsT WEEK, NEVADA FARMERS WILL RECEIVE PAYMENTS FOR PLANTING CERTAIN
B FBORS AND FOR CERTANN FRACTICES NHNGGARE AUTBORTZED 0y THE LAWS
FARMERS WILL BE FAID FOR PLANTING SOIL CONBERVING OR S501L
BUILDING CROPS ON ACREAGES FORMERLY USED FOR SOIL DEPLETING CROPS, ON
THE BASIS OF THE NUMBER OF ACRES IN THE VARIOUS TYPES OF CROPS IN
19354
PAYMENTS WILL VARY, THE LAW PROVIDES, ACCORDING TO THE PRO-<
DUCTIVITY OF THE SOIL AND THE KIiND OF CROP REPLACED, WITH THE PRO=
QUCTIVITY OF THE CROP LANDS [N EACH COUNTY AS A BASISs
F1GURES HAVE NOT YET BEEN WORKED OUT FOR NEVADA, ACCORDING
TO SCOTT, BUT IN THE NATION AS A WHOLE, PAYMENTS ARE EXPECTED TO
= ih
AVERAGE ABOUT $I10 AN ACRE.
IN NO casSE, SCOTT SAID, MAY THIS PAYMENT EXCEED THAT forR |5
PERCENT OF THE SOIL DEPLETING ACREAGE OF THE BASE YEAR ofF 1935 on
EACH FARMe
THE
IN ADDITION, ACCORDING TO/PROGRAM, <VADA FARMERS WILL GF
PALD FOR EACH ACRE ON THEIR FARMS, WHICH, 1N 1936, 15 PLANTED 1IN
SUILDING CROPS OR ON WHICH SOIL BUILDING PRACTICES ARE CARRIED OUT.,

THIS PAYMENT MAY NOT EXCEED $I AN ACRE FOR ALL SO(L CONSERVING AND
BUILDING CROPS ON THE FARM IN 1936, ACCORDING TG REGULATIONG,

_30-
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