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TABLE I ,<:}NCOME AND EXPENSE PER HE§:>

Income . Cash and Depreciation Costs : Non- cash Costs :

Manure Change F Fanil Manage-

Serial ire reci- arm amily ment
No. Sag lg es Pg:i :;y Sa:;(‘g In§;: :lc:ry I:g::; i Feed E;bog Chix Misc, ng tion Total _j| Income |l Labor Interest || Income

9 110,14 | o7 | 30 | 1.82 | 13.00 | 6.90] - | .93 |39 | .38 | 8.60 Ja.0 | L.20 | .23 | 2.97

7 10,91 | .62 - 17 1.54° | 13.24 6.62 .88 | .69 .19 8.38 Lo86 2,18 17 2.51
12 948 | <48 19 N 10.62 Le55[ 131 | &5h | b8 49 T34 3.28 56 «39 2.33
8 ' 10.56 085 ol&l-l- L .77 ] 12062 . 5072 036 c87 QBA 037 7066 l&c96 2.59 .24 2‘13

16 8472 .36 21 .02 9.31 533 o51 | 32 [ &17 .09 b.42 2.89 «79 «16 1.94
26 | 833 | 3| .2 | 37| 9.07 | s.08) - | 56 |.21) 46 | 6025 282 | 1.33 | .23 | 1.26
6 8.02 58 L2 1 1.19 10.21 6.03] 02 | .70 | .93 14 7.82 2,39 1.89 «21 «29

2 8405 1.23 «10 1 o001 9.39 6.07] OL | 95 | .68 22 793 146 2.30 .19 |-1.03
23 110.02 73 32 {-1l.69 - 9.38 Le75] ~ - +50 61 5.86 3e52 6.03 W26 [[-2.77
27 9081 084 .h2 072 11079 7085 - 065 c87 033 9070 2009 l&‘82 ’32 -3‘05
Av. 941 NI 25 ,60 10.90 5682] o34 | 67 | 48 .31 7.62 3.28 1.83 o2l 1.21
1950 6.80 .72 .18 .09 T7.79 LeO5] o2U4 1 o455 | 35 | 29 6.38 l.41 1.75 23 -s57
1949 | 8.0 | .85 | .16 | .63 | 9.65 | 5.43] .25 | .65 | 32 | .27 | 6.92 |2.73 || 1.68 | .2 || .81

The year 1951 which ended on January 31, 1952 ‘ - Egg prodﬁction is good but the size of egg

for these records, was the most profitable for needs to be increased.

poultrymen since this study was started. We still

find wide variations between flocks however, in the - Rate of production during the fall could be
actual amount of profit made. A combination of » increased. .

factors results in the differences which exist.
‘ : _ - Labor useé& is high, largely as a result of the
In general, we can say this about the flocks in small flock sizes.
this study. ’ : .
- Feed consumption is somewhat high, indicating

- A1l are too small for a single source of income, .
possible wastage.

Many are operated in conjunction with other enterprises
however, and make efficient use of the labor and equip-
ment involved. - Some are too small for efficient use of
- labor, however,

- Feed costs could be lowered by feeding more
mash in the ration.
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Large - over 2,000, Medium - 1,000 - 2,000, Small - under
Most: of the flocks increased in size during the

1 ’0000
Yeare.

A1l of the flocks were White Leghorns.
were raised on any of the ranches,

The column on type of house substantiates our previous

This is a good indication of profitable management.

No broilers

TABLE 11 <:?IOCK STATISTICS AND PRODUCTION FACTORST:>
Laying Flock Price Pounds Feed per l'isn Cost per Cwt. %
Serial [Flock % | % % ot | Lebor Bst. lEet. for] % Mortal-
No. Size Died { Culled|Added . Hen Per Hen| Total [po]. Hens only Mash Mash Grain Av. &Y ks Type of House
. lets — - - -
9 S R 81 167 92 1.2 136 L2 oL 100 5,05 - 5.05 8 C&L
7 S 20 58 181§ 1.00 2.2 155 45 { 110 65 L.T72 3.32 4.23 5 Litter
12 M 13 5, 119, 86 2.1 115 30 85 6l k.63 2.76 3.91 8 Litter
8 S 19 77 w5 1.11 2,9 138 36 | 102 72 Lal2 3.30 b4oll 8 Litter
16 M 13 L7 62 77 1.3 133 16 | 117 71 Lel2 | 3.64 3.98 13 Litter
26 S 22 25 87 48 1.3 118 22 96 61 L«60 3.63 Le22 15 LwP
6 S 20 | 521 154 1.17 | 1.9 | 133 | 38| 95 62 | L.70 3.77 | L35 || 12 Litter
2 S 22 | 154 1630 1.08 -} 2.3 162 411 1R1 56 L.27 3.02 3.73 19 Litter
23 s W |ew| -| .89 60 ] w2 |- |12 | 70 45 | 353 | kar | - fwel
27 S 21 86 158 «89 L.8 138 40 98 100 5.68 - 5.68 6 Cage
av. | 75l 17 ] 0] 129 w951 2.2 ] 135 | 32] 103 | 7l k.66 | 3.28 | n.26 | 10 -
1950 700 21 83 108 84 2.0 133 27 { 106 62 I L.18 2.87 3.67 22 -
1949 650 17 82 130 +98 2.0 131 32 99 64, i Le56 2.85 3.94 14 -
The flocgs in this study aré all relatively small, Pounds of féed were figured as follbws. Total

pounds of feed consumed during the year divided by the
average number of hens gives Total Pounds Feed per Hen.

The percent added times 25 gives the Estimated amount

for pullets.

The Total Pounds of Feed per Hen minus the Estimated

experiences that the management practices used are more im-
portant in determining profit than the type of housing used.

C - Cage, L - Litter, P ~ Porch, W - Wire floor.
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TABLE III *\\EGG PRODUCTION AND SALE§\>
ket Fggs Sold §i§3uzf % % Per Dozen Fges  Re turn %
- % tion | Fall Added % g:r.¥;- Return
Serial No. Eggs 4 Nurin ens aly - . v. e Mat. L on
No per fogl fLarge {Medium |Small ggéi r)ul"al }:f Av. gciy Pullets grice Cgs: Incaﬁe Labor Investment
9 237 {t w7 37 16 L8 70% 132 65 | 100 54.0 | 38.2 15.8 3.47 69.0
7 262 || 18 33 19 62 70 178 { 100 | 100 51.0 | 39.3 11.7 2.16 76.4
12 216 || 55 28 17 - L9 59 6 | 100 71 50.8 | 38.3 12.5 | 5.14 3544
8 234 || 51 30 19 58 72 154 | 100 861 51.3 | 41.0 10.3 1.82 L8.4
16 203 || 79 13 8 19 37 85 0 5l 51.9 | 40.3 11.6- § 3.47 67.0
26 ws ol w12 || 38 | a | 132100 70 " 53.6 | 4,8.8 L8 | 1.56 | 22.8
6 - 191 §| 60 217 13 L9 50 153 | 100 88 52.9 | 51.0 1.9 1.15 12.0
2 196 || 56 2, | 20 39 52 121 | 100 9t 50.0 | 56.4 A 55 -
23 215 i 79 | 7 2L, 52 79 0 73 56.8 | 72.5 -15.7 o5 -
27 200 || 59 28 13 30 4O 123 31 97 55.7 | 73.0 -17.3 .37 -
Av. 21, f 591 26 | 15 L3 | 58 132 | 82 | 81 | 52.1 | 45.4 6.7 | 1.66 30.3
1950 210 { 62 22 16 39 1 s, 123 88 82 39.0 | 42.2 -3.2 .68 -
1949 21, | 6l 2L 12 L3 "} 52 141 97 86 L6.6 | 41.9 L7 1.48 21.8

Egg income -~ The most important source of income for a
poultry flock, results from two things: (1) the number of

eggs sold, and (2) the price per dozen.
The number of eggs is affected by several factors:

~ the quality of stock.

- the culling program.
laying or laying gt a Tow rate.

Buy only the best

Cull all hens who are not

A good price for eggs is necessary for a satis-

factory profit and can be affected by:

be graded down.

- the percent large eggse.
large eggs and keep the eggs clean so that they will not

Get stock that produces

- have a high percent of fall eggs by putting in as

many spring hatched pullets as possible.

Do not work for a high egg price at the expense of higher costs.
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< SUMMARY OF INDIVIDUAL FLOCKS >

No. 9. A small flock operated in conjunction with other enterprises. This flock illustrates how a poultry
enterprise can be a profitable sideline to other enterprises where the investment in facilities and amount
of labor used is not large. Egg production was good but the size of eggs could be improved, either through
different stock or heavier spring replacement. However, being partly a cage operation puts more advantage
to continuous brooding than is usually obtained with litter houses. Mortality and culling were good, effi-
cient use was made of the labor and feed consumption was good. A 100 percent mash ration makes the cost of
feed high but the saving in labor of not having to meke an additional feeding may offset the additional cost.

No. 7. A small flock making a good profit. Egg production was outstanding but egg size could be improved.
Fall egg production was very good in total fall production, rate of lay during fall and the number of fall
hens. This plant has capacity for more birds than were on hand at any time during the year and total net
income could be increased by enlarging the size of the flock, With a litter type house the number of birds
during the fall could be increased even further. Mortality was a little high and the culling lower than can
be recommended for a continuous operation. Labor was high and feed consumption higher than necessary. Check
for wastage around feed troughs. Mortality of chicks good. Miscellaneous expense might be reduced some.

No. 12. One of the larger flocks in the study but not large enough for a single enterprise. However, this
flock is being operated in conjunction with other enterprises and in a very efficient manner. Egg produc-
tion was good but not outstanding. Egg size was good but might be improved. Fall production was low even
though only spring hatched birds were used., Mortality was good but culling was low for a continuous opera-
tion. Labor was high but feed consumption was very good.

No. 8. A small flock being operated in conjunction with other enterprises. This is a profitable operation
in spite of being a little small for most efficient use of labor and equipment. The investment per hen is
very reasonable although the houses were not filled to capacity for most of the year. Egg production was
good although size could be improved. Fall egg production good. Mortality of hens was a little high but
culling good. Labor was too high. Feed consumption might be decreased some by watching for wastage and the
feed costs might be reduced by feeding a higher proportion of grain. -
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No. 16. A fair sizéd flock but too small for a single enterprise.,. Egg production could be improved but size
was outstanding, OCould increase the fall egg production materially., Pullets should be hatched earlier and a-
heavier culling program undertaken. Labor used was good but feed consumption high. Check for wastage. A - -
higher. proportion of grain could be fed and feed costs reduced.. Chick mortality could be decreased, Egg size
probably due to a high proportion of old hens in the flock. . .

No. 26. A small flock - operated in conJunction with other enterprises., Egg production was low but size was
good. Fall egg productlon could be improved largely by getting better production, A higher percent of pul-
lets in the flock would also help. Mortality of the laying flock was high and culling low. Although the

flock size increased during the year, it was the result of low culling and not high replacement. Labor and
feed consumption goode Mortallty of chicks highe '

No. 6. A small flock that did not have the available space filled to capacity at any time during the year
although the size of the flock increased during the year. Egg production might be increased some although
the size was good. Production during the fall could be improved some, perhaps by hatching the pullets a
little earlier, The mortality was high and the culling low, resulting in a flock composed partly of older
hens. Labor and feed consumption were high. Plan for increased size, check equipment and arrangement for
efficiency, and check for feed wastage. Check for ways to reduce miscellaneous expenses.

..Nb. 2. A small flock operated in conjunction with other enterprises. Egg production could be increased and

egg size is a little small. Fall egg production could be improved, Mortality is high and culling is higher

than is probably profitable under the price relationships which existed. Labor and feed consumption too high.
Check arrangement of equipment and buildings for efficiency and feed hoppers for wastage. Reduce chick mortality.

No. 23. A small flock that decreased in size during the year because no replacement pullets were raised. Egg
production was good and egg size excellent, Fall production was low, largely because no pullets were added.
Mortality and culling were good. Labor used was extremely high, largely the result of the small size, Feed:
consumpt ion was high. Feed costs could be decreased by feeding more grain, ‘

o 27. A small flock w1th.fair egg production but size needs improvement. Fall egz production could be in-
creased largely by adding spring hatched pullets that will give a good rate of lay during the fall months.
Mortality is high but culling good. Hours of labor used high but feed consumption good.
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