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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL
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Drought Coordinating Committee,
Washington, D, C., July 15, 1935.

To the Members of the President!s Drought Committee:

There is herewith transmitted a comprehensive report on
the Drought Problems affecting sgriculture during 1934 and 1935
to date.

This report, px_'epared in the Statistical and Historlcal
Unit of the Commodities Purchase Section, Agricultural Adjustment
Adninistration, sets forth conditions, measures of relief, organi~
sation, finances, operations, and results.

The report 1s subject to revision and will be further
supplemented by the addition of material as indicated at several

places i1n the index, pages 1 to 7, inclusive.

Respectfully submitted,
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FOREWORD

In this document is the story of how an invention of man =
government —= dld battle against a scourge of nature — drought.

The drought of 1934 was the worst of which we have any record
in the United States, That it did not permanently crush the spirit
and destroy all the property of millions of farmers and townspeople
in the afflicted area is due in some part to the vigorous, prompt
action of the Federal Government. This is a record of which
American citigens can be proud and grateful.

The record of human suffering during the drought can never
adequately be told, but it 4is at least possible to tell, as this
report does, what was done to relieve that suffering. It is a
story worth telling, and worth preserving against the time when a

comparable danger may confront the Natién.

M. L. Wilson, Assistant Secretary,
Departuent of Agriculture,

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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CHAPIER 1

THE DROUGHT - FEDERAL RECOGNITION
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CHAPTER 1.

THE DROUGET - FEDERAL RECCGVITION

I. THE PRESIDENT'S DROUGHT COMMITTEE.

In the spring of 1934 as the need of Federal action because of
drought became apparent, the Honorable Chester C. Davis, Administrator,
Agricultural Adjustment Adninistration; the Honorable William I. Myers,
Governor of the Farm Credit Administration; and the Honoradble Herry L.
Hopkins, Administrator of the Federal Zmergency Relief Administration
ware named as the President's Drought Committee. ILater the Secretary
of Agriculturs, the Honorable Henry A. Wallace, was added by the Presi-
dent and became Chairman. More recently Dr. Rexford G. Tugwell, Under
Secretary of Agriculture has been meeting with the Committee as an
Adviser.

Representatives of the Department of Agriculture, including
the Agricultural Adjustment Administration, met frequently with re=~
presentatives of the Fara Credit Administration and the Fedsral Imer-
gency Relief Administration. It was generally agreed that economy of
operation could best be secured by meximum use of existing agencies.
This policy guided all programs of the several agencies,

Constant consultation and careful planning kept the agencies
in close touch. After a prolonged session Sunday, June 3, 1934, the
Presideant's Drought Committee submitted a memorandum to the froaimt
Monday, June 4, 1934 (For letter transmitting the memorandum, see
pages 40, 41 and 42 of this report). June 19, 1934 the President

approved the Act of Congress resulting from this memorandum.

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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$525,000,000 was appropriated for the relief of stricken agricultural

areas. June 23, 1934 the President sizned an Executive Order allocating

$150,000,000 of these funds.

DROUGHT CO=ORDINATING COMMITTER

After the appropriation by Congress a memorandum of understanding
was prepared setting forth the duties and obligations of the respective
agencies. This memorandum was signed by Mr. A. T. Eggate and Mr. S. M.
Garwood for the Yarm Credit Administration; dy Colonel Lawrence Westdbrook
for the Federal Emergency Helief Administration; by Mr. Esith Southard
for the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation and by Colonel Philip G.
Murphy for Agriculture. (See Appendix F, Exhibit 4, page 209.)

Thereafter, in order to further facilitate the interchange of
information and harmonise the various programs, the Livestock-Feed
Comuittee was organised at the direction of the President, and on
August 17, 1934 the Secretary of Agriculture approved a memorandum of
organisation. (See Appendir F, Exhidit 5, page 217.)

The duties of the committee were stated as follows:

1. The Livestock Feed Committee shall function as the co=
ordinating channel for the agencies engaged in drought
relief = the Federal Emergency Helief Administration,
Farm Credit Administration, Agricultural Adjustment
Administration, and the Department of Agriculture.

2. The Committee shall inform itself as to all phases of the
drought and formulate plans for relieving distress due
to the drought. It shall recommend general policies to
the President's Committee and when approved shall arrange
the division of functions between the several agencies
and endeavor to prevent overlapping of duties or neglect
of any phase of the prodlem. It shall arrange for close

coordination of the work of the agencies in states and
counties.

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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The Chairman serves also as Executive Secretary of the President's
Drought Committee. The Committee has met frequently to discuss many
phases of the different problems presented and to effectively coordinate
the programs of the several agencies. The present designation is "Drought
Coordinating Committee®, The membership is:

Col. Philip G. Murphy, (PCA) Chairman
Dr. Calvin B. Hoover,

Col. Lawrence Westbrook, (F.E.R.A.)

Nr. Norman Monaghan, (F.C.A.)

Dr. C. W. Warburton,

Capt. Carroll Power,

Dr. J. H. Mohler,

Myr. ¥. F. Ca.llundor,

Mr. Hugh H. Bennett,

Mr. Frederick P. Bartlett, (H.A.)

(See Appendix F, Exhidbit 6, page 222.)

Dr. Warburton is Chairman of a sub~committee of the members
representing the agencies of the Depariment of Agriculture.

The original membership included Mr. A. T. Esgate and
Mr. C. R. Arnold for the Farm Credit Administration, Mr. Keith Southard

sTor the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation, and Dr. Hoover was Chairman.

THE GENERAL APPROACRH
The Yederal Government'’s program of assistance to farmers in the
drought of 1934 began in Minmesota, North Dakota, and South Dakota, and

extended into 25 states, embodylng an area approximating two-thirds of

Note: .A. indicates Federal Emergency Relief Administration.
C

. 1indicates Yederal Surplus Relief Corporation,
A. indicates Farm Credit Administration,
. indicates the Resettlement Administration.

All members not so noted represent various agencies of the
Department of Agriculture. Dr. Mohler, Chief of the Burean of Animsl
Industry, has at all meetings been represented by Dr. A. W. Miller,
Assistant Chief of the Bureau.
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the United States. Overwhelming catastrophe faced the farmers over a
large area of the Unitod States during the growing season of 1934 and
the following winter. Tremendous hardship and much distress was in
prospect as a result of the widespread crop rain caused by the u.n-
favorable weather. With distress at the doors of millions in a
drought of unprecedented proportions, it was clearly evident by the
middle of May 1934 that a national emergency existed.

To meest this emergency a well thought out program of Federal
relief was promptly inaugurated, and enlarged as the drought extended
its blighting effects over a much larger area than had been anticiw
pated in initial, emergency measures. ‘

This report, prepared as a record of the activities of the
Department of Agriculture and the Agricultural Adjustment Adminigtra~
tion, in bdringing aid to drought-stricken farmers in 1,480 counties
and twenty-five states, has been amended to include the activities of
all agencies of the Government to which were allocated funds from the
Emergency Appropriation of $525,000,000 made by the Congress for the
relief of stricken agricultural areas. These agencies -~ the Department
of Agriculture and the Agricultural Adjustment Administration,
the Farm Credit Administration, the Federal Emergency Relief Adminis-
tration and the Yederal Surplus Relief Corporation, and the Emergency

Conservation Administration (Civilian Conservation Corps) —~ worked
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in harmonious cooperation to alleviate the distress resulting from

the drought.

Before considering provision for relief and the operation of
definite programs, it is of prime importance that careful attention

be directed to the nature and effects of undsrlying conditions.

I. THE CONDITION OF CATTLE INDUSTRY

In the spring of 1934 cattle stocks of the United States
were very large. ' An unsatisfactory market during most of the per-
iod 1928 to 1934 had resulted in the holding of large nuwbers of
cows and surplus heifers. The Cattle and Sheep Section of the Agrie
cultural Adjustment Administration reported in April that during
this six-year period cattle musbers-<beef and dairy=-increased
10,651,000 head, or approximately 20 per cent. This bBrought the
count alwost up to the post-war peak. TFarms lnd ranges were over=
stocked, and many comparatively old inferior cows were to be found
in most herds. The number of breeding cows had reached the highest
figure in history.

The cattle industry as a whole was on an unprofitable
basis. The market which ordinarily would have been open for dis-
tress cattle in smaller areas did not exist because prices were too
low to justify shipping costs. Inbound shipments of roughage like-
wise were hampered by the same factors of expense and distance. The

owners naturally were unwilling to market animsls that might not

bring freight charges. -
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Turibermore, the average stock was heavily mortgaged. Mort-
gage holders, too, were unwilling to permit shipment to market un-
less assured of payment in an amount equal to the average per head
mortgage. Unless that could b; assured, mortgage holders insisted
that .the animals be held, for the reason that on any other basis
the averags per head amount for which the remaining animals stood
as security would have increased. A different attitude on the part
of lienholders would have .la,do it increasingly difficult to discount

their notes.

Cattlemen everywhere held on to their stock awaiting the re-
covery of the merket. The average age increased. The average per

head value decreased. The condition of total cattle was below nor-
mal. Steers were liquidated first becaunse of their higher value.

Female cattle were held, and total cattle imnberl continued to mount.

STEPS TO IMPROVE THE CATTLE MARKET |

The cattle problem becams national in scope early in 1953.
Up to that time it was considered serious only within cumlative
drought areas - principally the Texas Panhandle, eastern New Mexico,
the Dakotas, Minnesots and eastern Montana.

On August 14, 1933, cattlemen representing practically every
state in the West, met in Denver, hoping to devise some means of
averting the impending cattle crisis. The Department of Agriculture

was represented and took a part in the program. . At this meeting it
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was decided that very little could be done until cattle were includ-
ed as a basic conoéity in the Agricultural Adjustment Act. 4 com=
mittee of five was appointed to lay the matter before Congress as
the next session, and ask that cattle be wade a basic commodity. A
drought relief committee was also appointed. and all railroads trav-
ersing the drought states were requested to grant half rates on cat-
tle shipped to pasture, and on feed shipped into the drought terrie
tory.

Yollowing the meeting in Denver, cattlemen continued their
efforts, through their various livestock associations, to advance
the interests of the cattle industry. After a long and bitter fight
in Congress, the Amendment to the Agricultural Adjustment Act
(734 Cong., April 7, 1934), known as the Jones-Connally Act, among
other provisions, made beef—ﬁttle one of the basic co'-noditioy By
this Act, the Secretary of Agriculture was sutborised to handle cat~
tle surpluses under a program similar to adjusiment programs for
other farm surpluses.

Prior to this definite step to inaugurate a program in the
interest of the beef and dairy cattle indusiries there was little
hope of an adjustment of cattle numbers to market conditions and
feed supplies. But before relief could accrue from this legislation
to the country as a whole it became necessary to extend its bene-
fits to drought=stricken areas, and temporarily defer aid to the
rest of the country. However, provision intended to reduce cattle
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surpluses through a disease eradication program could immediately
be realised in limited areas in connection with a greater emergency
than had been anticipated.

The drought of 1934 forced a crisis in the great cattle-
producing section west of the Mississippi River, butAfovnnd the
Government ready to aid the farmer in helping bring the price level

of cattle to a normal relationship to prices of articles which he

mst dbuy.

WEATHER CONDITIONS LEADING UP TO THE DROUGHT

The first acute development of the 1934 drought centered

. around the Dakotas and Minnesota and might be termed the climax of

a series of recurring downward trends of rainfall in that area over
the past decade. This droughty condition became prc;nounccd in
December 1929, and grew more and more serious until its culmina-
tion in what the Weather Buream classifies as the most disastrous
and far-reaching drought recorded since the Bureau was established.
A striking result of these dry years was the six-foot lewering of
the water level in the numerous lakes of the region.

The reported i‘linfa.ll in North and South Dakota had been
below normal during eight of the tem years 1924-1933, and the
first four months of 1934 up to May 1, had been the lightest on
record for that periocd. In Minnesota, nine of the last ten years
had been relatively dry, and in 1934, up to May, only 54 percent

of normal had been received. This was lightest on record for
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those months. In Nebraska, nine of the last ten years had scanty
rains, and only about half of the normal rainfall occurred during

the first four months of '1934. In Montana, eight of the last tem
Years had less than normal, and only 76 percent of normal occurred

from January to May.
In addition to this northwestern group of states, pronocunced

droughty conditions developed progressively during the summer over
an area which included Texas, Colorado, Kansas, Missouri, most of
Iows, portions of Wisconsin, and Michigan, Illinois; Indiana, Ohio,
and other states. JFrom January 1l to May 1, 1934, Kensas had only 62
percent of normal rainfall; Missouri, 66 percent; Iowa, 57 percemt;
and Ohio, 61 percent. Compared with the corresponding months of
previous years, they were the driest on record for Illinoi.; the
driest since 1889 for Indiana; the driest since 1902 for Ohio; and
the fourth driest on record for Iowa; the driest since 1895 for
Migsouri; and the driest since 1909 for Kansas.

In the four states of North Dekota, South Dakota, Nebrasika
and Minnesota, the five-year averaze of rainfall, up to the end of
1933, was 19 inches; while for the five years ending with 1909,
which period constituted the last maximum drought in this area, the
average was 24.1 inches, or 27 percent greater. Thus in the most
recent period rainfall was 21 percent less than in the preceding

series of drought years.
PTable I indicates the percentage of normal precipitation in
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PABLE I - Percentage of Normal Precipitation, By States,
September 1933 to August 1934.

1933  1933-34 1934 1924 193334

September December March June Six Months Year
State to to to to Endirg Ending

N b A t Aug. 1934 Aug. 19
Arizona 134 39 62 86 74 . 80
ATkansas 98 84 91 63 7”7 84
California &2 96 43 142 92 83
Colorado 78 108 54 66 59 76
Idaho 83 129 68 63 656 8b
Illincis 76 62 &2 96 73 69
Indians ' 94 53 )} 101 78 76
Iowa 63 70 43 86 64 66
Kansas 60 108 58 48 63 68
Louisiana 46 112 106 97 101 20
Michigan 116 64 14 71 69 78
Minnesota 84 82 48 76 62 72
Missouri () 69 58 62 60 67
Montana 93 118 69 65 67 86
Nebraska 52 113 39 57 48 66
Nevada 57 80 48 99 73 7l
New Mexico 84 62 73 66 69 68
North Dakota 68 76 39 64 51 61
Oklahoma 93 100 71 ] 63 80
Oregon 95 103 70 74 72 86
South Daketa 39 57 44 74 59 63
Texas 61 127 103 &0 (2 856
Utah s 96 31 86 58 65
Wisconsin 78 66 67 88 77 74
Wyoming 49 79 62 84 73 68
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the drought states during the fall of 1933 and by pariody ia 1934

to the end of the growing season. It also gives the percent for

the twelve-month period, September 1, 1933 to August 31, 1934. 1In
comparing these figures, by states, it should be noted that only

ten of the states - Ariszona, Colorado, Kansas, l;bralka. Nevada,

New Mexico, North Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota, and Utah = were
wholly within the drought area; and two states - Michigan and Indiana
contain no designated "emergency" drought counties. The averages for
the states of Arkmnsas, California, Idsho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Oregon, Texas,
Wisconsin, and Wyoming are unquestionably higher than the averages
for the designated drought portion of these states.

COMPARISOF WITH OTHER DROUGHTS

In commenting on droughts, the Weather Buresn observes "that
rainfall averages differ from place to place and from one season of
the year to another. The economic results of drought camnot always
be measured by the shortage in rainfall alone. It is obvious that
a rainfall amounting to 70 peroent of the normal in regions of
abundant precipitation is not as seriocus as a proportiosate defici-
ency in places where the total rainfall is barely sufficieat for
the growth of staple crops. The moisture content of the soil at
the beginning of the drought is always an important consideration® -
Monthly Weatber Review, September 1930. Hence the figures which
show the amount of precipitation during the weeks and loﬁtho imme-
diately preceding the drought are of special importance.
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The drought of 1934 differed materially from the drought of
1930 in that it occurred much earlier in the year, and spread from
the northwest, while in 1930 the drought originated in the central-

eastern states and spread westward. Ordinarily, periods of drought
are immediately precedsd by an abundance of rainfall. In 1930 pre-

cipitation was sbundant up to mid-spring, and was followed by an
extrexely dry sumser. The drought of 1934 was preceded by an un~
usual dearth of moisture in most of the drought states.

In 1894 when the second most serious drought visited the
United States a fair spring rainfall had resulted in a reasonable
growth of grass and 'cﬁltivatod crops. Conseguently when the rnation-
wide h&t winds struck in mid July there was a considerable quantity
of vegetative growth upon which livestock might subsist umtil the
next crop season.

Ho attempt will be made here to explain the cause of droughts,
however, in Appendix F on page 204 will bde found a comprehensive state-

ment on this subject which has been furnished by the Weather Bureau.

II. DROUGHT EFFECTS
While unusual drought conditions existed in many partq of the
world in 1934, the extent of dammge was not so great in other coun-
tries as in many parts of the United States. Even in the irrigated
sections of the West, from which surplus has frequently come during
past droughts, serious shortage of water, because of limited snowfall

and the overstocking of ranges, prevailed. TFortunately conditions
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were favorable in the eastern part of the United States and some

surplus feed was produced there.

CROP CONDI'CIONS

The drought, entering a serious stage in April, grew worse
in May, the month when all small grains normally are getting their
start. (See Chart 2). In wide arsas these grains were blasted be-
yond recovery, even with the scattered rains in June. These rains
being neither general nor generous enough to supply adequate mois-
ture for growlng crops, the drought continued to widen ia scope and
deepen in inten;ity.

On June 2, 1934, officials of the Bureau of Agricultural
Economics sent urgent calls to all crop and livestock statisticians
in drought affected states for immsdiate estimates of crop produce
tion. Within twenty-four hours state statisticians, with the co-
operation of field representatives, crop reporters, couunty reporters
and others commonly used in the compilation of crop estimates, were
reporting back to Washington.

In response to similar emergency dispatchee, reports came in
promptly from the various market news and other branch offices of
the Bureau of Agricultural Economics all over the drought area, and
from commercial seedsmen and others who regularly cooperate with the
Bureau in the preparation of reports on stocks of seeds and feeds.

Tables 2 and 3 reflect some of the findings in the worst afe

fected states at the time the reporte were made, with averages based
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on the number of states involved in esach case.

TABLE 2. Estimated crop conditions, June 1, 1934, percentage of normal.

Winter : Spring : Durum : : H

State Wheat : Wheat : Wheat : Oats : Barley : Rye
Colorado 40 56 63 58 b7
Kansas 47 37 49 33 52
Minnesota 3l 46 80 44 4 35
Montana 80 46 44 49 49 36
-Nebrasks 24 45 26 33 33
New Mexico 3l 63 80 36
North Dakota 27 29 25 26 19
South Dakota 16 18 23 20 21 16
Texas 62 63 60 43
Wiscoasin 80 66 63 64 49
Wyoming 39 46 66 56 49

Average 37.0 43.9 36.5 46.1 42.6 38.8

The condition of winter wheat on June 1, 1934, for the entire
United States, was reported at 56.3 percent of normal as compared with
64.0 percent on June 1, 1933 and the 10-year (1922+31) average June 1
condition of 75.7 percent. The lowest June 1 condition previously re-
ported was 62.0 percent in 1885. The condition of spring wheat for
the entire country was reported at 41.3 percent on June 1, as compared
with 84.9 percent on June 1, 1933, and the 10-year (1922-31) June 1
average of 83.3 perceat. The previous low record for June 1 conditioa
was 67.9 percent, reported im 1931. The condition of durum wheat was

reported at 29.6 percent of normal and other spring wheat at 42.4.
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TABLE 3. Estimated crop conditions. June 1, 1934, percentage of normal -

Continuned.
Tame : Iild : clovor and : Alfalfa :

State Hay : Hay Pimothy Hay ¢ Hay 1 __Pasturs
Colorado 70 76 73 72 59
Kansas 48 63 49 48 52
Minnesota 30 26 29 34 26
Montana . b6 46 €8 62 48
Nebrasia 29 38 27 33 33
New Mexico 63 36 55 79 44
North Dakota 20 19 20 22 156
South Dakota 17 14 15 18 8
Texas 69 72 79 68 -
Wisconsin 41 52 40 54 42
Wyoming 68 53 58 62 48

Average 46.5 45.0 43.4 51.0 40.3

The serious condition of pasture on May 1, as shown by Chart 3
advanced to an alarming stage by June 1. The Junre 1 report showed
the lowest conditiom of pastures and bay om record in 19 states, in-
cluding all states from Ohio to Nevada. In a half dosen states Vvhere
conditions were worst, early crops were reported so far gone as te
be beyond rejuvenation. The reporfs from some states seemed unbes
lievably low.

During the last 40 years no state has reported the conditien
of pastures on June 1 below 42 percent although New Mexico was this
low one year. On June 1, 1934, South Dakota averaged 8 percent;
North Dakota, 15; Minnesota, 26; Iowa, 28; Nebraskm, 33; Wisconsin,
42; and the whole North Central group of states averaged 39.3 poi—

cent.
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The Crop Reporting Board of the Burean of Agricultural Econ-
omics found the corn crop generally in falr condition throughout the
drought area on June 1, but greatly in need of rain to prevent detere

ioration.

DROUGHY EFFECTS AND THE FOOD SUPPLY

. Despite the sxtreme effects of the drought over a wide area,
and the unusual devastation of crops, food supplies proved ample to
meet the general needs, due to carry-overs. To ingure the contimua-
tion of adequate supplies, the Drought Relief Service early in the
summer made an estimate of surplus food supplies actually available
and determined upon the most effective means of utilising and distri-
buting existing surpluses.

A systematic survey indicated that, except for meats and re-
lated products, there was no serious shortage in the United States
as a whole. The publicity of these reports had the good effect of
allaying public anxiety in regard to the food supply. The facts
further revealed that the current crops, although not showing the
usual surpluses, were near normal, and that stocks of bread grains

. were ample for immediate needs. Fruits and vegetables wers shown

to be abundant outside of the drought area, and dairy and poultry
products were adequate for the remainder of the year.

Supplies of certain food items were decidedly short in meny
quarters within the drought area, requiring more than the usual
shipaments from ocutside. Detailed maps were prepared and furnighed
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to the Federal Emergency Relief Administration as a guide in meeting
the food needs in particular cases. As a further means of regulating

the food supply situation, steps were taken to inform the Relief Ade
ministration of existing surpluses that were tending to depress
prices to farmers, and to insure against loss through diversion of
raw products into less valuable food channels, in the absence of a
substential market. With this information in hand, the Federal
Emergency Relief Administration was enabled to buy surplus supplies
for distribution among persons on the relief rolls, particularly
within the drought area.

Through these measures, food products which otherwise would
have been sacrificed for less valuable food uses, disposed of at une~
profitable prices, or wasted, were conserved and utilised in the
interest of the producer, and made to serve the cause of the needy

in deficient areas.

LIVESTOCK FEED SUPPLY CURTAILED

While most crops used for human food were greatly curtailed,
and in many localities completely destroyed by drought, the most
acute situation developed with respect to feed for livestock, pare
ticularly hay and roughage. Stocks of old hay, already short, fol-
lowing three successive light crops, were soon dui)].otod. because of
extremely scanty pastures and resultant necessity for hay feeding.
The bulk of the hay crops, dependent principally upon the moisture

of May and Junme for development, proved a failure.
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Early in May many reports came from the drought ares indicat-
ing seriocus damege to crops and shortage of water supply, affecting
the lives of animals, as well as human beings. Twenty-nine counties
in North Dakota reported the "drought of 1933 not yet broken"; seve
enteen counties reported "crops destroyed"; thirty-four counties ree
ported "dust storms seriously affecting crops and livestock"; thir-
ty-two counties reported "no feed"; and thirteen counties reported
%stock dying®. Other counties reported "crops suffering”; "seeding
stopped because of windstorms®; "insects ravaging crops"; and "dire
need for humen food". Similar reports came from Minmesota, South
Dakota, eastern Montana, and later from many other states, as the
drought spread, and courageous farmers battled against the same odds.

The plight of farmers and others withia the drought area
may better be understood by viewing the conditions summarised as
follows: (a) Shortage of moisture for seeding and for growing crops
both in non-irrigated and irrigated sections; (b) Deficient water
supply for livestock and human needs, both rural and smnicipal; (¢)
An ever-increasing film of dust on growing crops and the ravages by
insects and other pests.

These and other conditions combined to curtail productim,
while old stocks of feed rapidly disappeared, dus to the excess live-
stock numbers being deprived of normel pasturage- The condition
might well be described as a feed shortage within the reach of water
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in one section, and a water shortage within the reach of growing crops
in another. Chart 4 further indicates the growing seriousness of con-
ditions that resulted from a lack of moisture for growlng crops, and

a shortage of water for livestock and haman needs.

THE WATER SHORTAGE

Drought difficulties in the most distressed area -- the Dekotas
and limited parts of eastern Montana and western Minnesota -~ have
been cumulative over a period of years. The recent drought, starting
within this area in the early spring of 1934, soon sxtended its
bounds to include the entire central and northwestern portions of
the Great Plains. By June 1, a normal spring farm cash income of
one and one-half billion dollars had been very materially reduced
in the states of Wisconsin, Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota,
Nebraska, Kansas, Montana, Utah, and Colorado.

As early as the middle of May, 1934, the water supply for
irrigation purposes was reported to be very sbort over much of the
West. The states affected recognised the sericusness of the situa~
tion early and took steps to conserve all available water supplies
and to supploeant them where feasible in the interest of growing
crops as well as for vlivutock and human needs. In many instances
such leuur;s proved futile, .hovovor. as crops w;ro completely
dutfoyod over wide areas under the contimuous hammering of a blast-
ing sun, supplemented with moisture-robbing hot winds and insuffici-

ent water to properly irrigate.
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Table 4, compiled from informetion contained in a report of
the Bureau of Agricultural Engineering igsued about August 1, gives
a fair picture of the water shortage among the larger reservoirs
in California, Coloredo, ldaho, Nevada, New Mexico, and Wyoming.
Practically all small regervoirs ﬁro reported dry within the drought
area, and the entire water supply from storage reservoirs in Utah was
exhausted, with the exception of the Echo Reservoir, which contained
only enoﬁgh water to last until the middle of August.

TABIZ 4. Status of reservoirs of major capacity by states and
districts, about August 1, 1934.

Toteal Available
No. of Capacity about Percent
i . '

Northern California 21 3,090,272 1,217,440 39.8
Southern California 3 571,700 243,700 42.6
Colorado 38 1,070,167 136,843 12.7
Idaho b 1,721,400 302,352 17.6
Sgvada 9 1,496,510 827,244 56.2
New Mexico 12 22.8
Wyoming 4 2,077,000 260,000 12.56
Total 92 10,027,049 2,987,579 28.9

The Rocky Mountain states suffered most acutely from shortage
of water stored in reservoirs. A great many of the reservoirs were
completely emptied by August 1, despite the fact that less water
than usual had been apportioned among crop areas. It was oct#utod
that only a few reservoirs in the entire area would have any water

to carry over into 1936.
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Ground water reservoirs likewise senk well below the previous
lowest level. In Texas one to seven feet lowér than usual was ree
ported, due to unusually heavy pumping draft. In the states of
Xansas and Nebraska the ground water table was estimated at from
five to fifteen feet below normal on August 1. Pumping for irrigae
tion purposes was resorted to on an increased scale in those areas
where shallow water was available. VWater was hauled many miles for
livestock and human needs, since wells were either dry or the supply

inadequate.
The problem of supplying water for both livestock and human

needs, by every available means, became of paramocunt concern.

_ THE LIVESTOCK CRISIS

Taced with a serious shortage in the feed and water supply,
mmltitudes of farmers in the distressed areas found it impossible
longer to carry their cattle. In many sections, there was a serious
shortage of water for both man and beast. VWater was shipped into
these areas in tank cars for smergency use, new wells dug. and old
wells sunk deeper by the Federal Emergency Relief Administration,
in an effort to cope with the situation. With such conditions
existing the immediate task was the problem of salvaging animals
which otherwise would soon die of starvation or thirst, and providing
feed to maintain foundation herds, in order to perpetuate the live-
stock industry, the backbone of agriculture in the drought area.
With extremely dry weatber during the summer and fall of 1933, short

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/

crops, and sub-normal precipitation during the winter and early
spring of 1933=-34, livestock came out of the winter im poor condi-
tion. Turthermore the prospects for good pasture were exceedingly
remote. Producers had held on hoping against hope that the drought
would soon be broken and that wholesale disposal of their livestock
would not be necessary. When it finally became evident that a sub-
stantial proportion would have to be moved out of the drought ares,
many of the cattle were so emaciated that they could not have with-
stood shipment to market.

Thus when the dry summer of 1934 struck the cattle owner he found
bimself confronted with excessive cattle numbers,a large perceat-
age of very low value, low prices for the best grades, no water, lit-
tle feed, cattle suffering, and a market that aight not pay shipping
costs on railroads requiring prepayment of freight charges on many
shipments.

| Without assistance to the cattle owners, the welfare of the
general public w&nld no doubt have been geriously impaired; and
the loss of bundreds of millions of pounds of beef suffered; this
while millions of people in the United States many in a state of
destitution, lacked sufficient food. The disaster to families, com~
manities, counties, and even states, by the loss of the cattle
which figured very strongly in their livelihood and economic foundaw
tion wonld have been tragic in its effects. These conditions, and

the increasing number of dispossessed families, with the cattle
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which ordinarily provided ‘then with food and enabled them t-o live

on the land gone - families that would prove an hcroau_d burden upén
already overburdened relief rolls of urban communities, togethe_r with
the financial situation in hundreds of communities following a come
Plete loss of the assets which secured their credit structure - were
all c&uidorationu that had to be taken into account in anslysing
this situation and giving its gravity full significance.

Facing such extremities, sturdy farmers, such as have made
the great Northwest, and prior to the cumalative period of drought
were usually in a position to help other localities in time of cal-
amity, now had no recourse but to turn to their Government for assist-
ance. Their feed supply was sxbausted or practically exhausted,
their livestock were suffering and dying from starvation or from
grasing on short, dried-up pasture literally covered with dust and
sand carried by windstorms from the roads and plowed fields. The
Minnesota State Director of the National Emergency Council in a re-~
port to the Executive Director in Washington on April 30, 1934,
stated: "It is possidle to feed people and keep them alive in the
drought-stricken regions, dut I can't see where it is humanly pos-
sidle to keep the stock alive;'

So many and so distressing were the reports that came from
an ever-increasing mumber of states and counties during April and
May, 1934, that the existing conditions, detrimental to the wel-
fare of s0 many human lives and humaun interests, could easily be

recognised as & national smergeancy.
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Responding, therefors, to numerous distress calls from the
drought area and acting upon advice from field representatives who
were making constant surveys of conditions, the several governmen-
tal agencles already meationed in this report joined hands in a
united effort to relieve the distress of stock producers and others
in the stricken area who were depeumdsnt upon agricultural pursuits

as & source of income and livelihood.

III. POLICIES OF THE ADMINISTRATION
The formulation of administrative policy had taken into con-
sideration practical economy based upon necessity and had been ade
ministered in the light of human need.

THE APPROACH T0 THE PROBLIM

The problem of drought relief was viewed from two standpoints:
First, the urgency of the present need; and, second, the future need
for permanent security. With those principles in mind, the Adminis~
tration proceeded: (1) To minimise suffering of human beings and to
prevent starvation of livestock. Dus regard was to be given to the
public interest, the interests of the persons endangered as well as
to their creditors, and to proper ecomomy in the expenditure of
funds -= these measures to be accomplighed with the maximum results
in the minimum of time. (2) %o aid the ultimate advance of the
a.g;icult'u.ral population to a condition free from burdensome dedt,
with fair and equal opportunities to eara a good livelikood.

The solution of the problem imvolved two important phases --
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the removal of surplus livestock, and the maintenance of gelect
foundation stock: (1) The purchase and removal of surplus livestock
from the drought area, while urgeant, was minor, in importance, to
provision for the adequate maintenance of animals left on farms and
ranches. (2) The care and maintenance of subsistence or foundatioa
stock, involving various measures to conserve feed supplies, consti-
tuted the major phase of drought relief.

In approaching the problem of drought relief, the Administra-
tion proceeded in a manner that‘ would safeguard the progress made
in the direction of parity, prevent the retardation of various inter-
r;htcd programs of recovery, designed to increase buylng-power for
the nation as a whole, and to keep present production ia balance with
future production, insofar as consistent with drought exigencies.
This attitude was esarly considered as vital to the interests of farme
ers within the drought area, as wellas those who had not suffered

such an intense, temporary set-back.

REMOVAL OF FARM SURPLUSES
The removal of farm surpluses had already been adopted as
an adjustment measure. It could at once bo' applied also as & re~
lief measure for farmers and producers overstocked with cattle, a
basic commodity undsr the Jones-Connally Amendment; and, later,
sheep and goats, under a special ruling by the Comptroller ﬁmaal,
as a further necessary relief to farmers in drought-siricken areas.

The surplus removal of livestock had as its prime motive the
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maintenance of foundation stock in the direct imtereet of the cattle
and sheep industries. The urgency of the drought situation focused
attention upon the program as a two-fold surplus removal and relief
measure. (1) The necessity for reduction in livestock numbers had
transcended the thought of a iero weeding-out process. It became
necessary to consider surplus removal on a much larger scale than
had besn anticipated in existing legislatiom. (2) The reduction
of demand in the face of an inevitable feed shortage, and the re-
ceipt of much needed ready cash in the form of benefit and purchase
payments, proved of umtold valus to producers, undsr the Emergency
Livestock Purchase Program. Likewise, tho distribution of food
from animals fit for huwan consumption, through the facilities of
the Tederal Emergency Relief Administration has proven and will cone
timse to prove of decided benefit to the destitute within the

drought area, and over the entire nation.

THE NECESSITY FOR CONSERVATION MEASURES

A drought differs from other disasters ia that it is insidious
in its development and method of approach. A tormado, or a fire,
comes and goes with suddenmess and spectacularity, lsaving bewilder-
meat and desolation in its wake. And the same 1s more or less true
of a flood. Hope hardly enters until despair reigns. But in the
case of a drought, although with nothing to indicate its ultimate
scope or duration, the farmer stands by kopeful of what a day may
bring forth, while his crops, rooted in a soil of depleted moisture,
wilt undsr sweltering heat amd scorching winds.
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The conservation of usable surpluses in a manner that would
protect the market for siailar farm products, as well as furnish
additional supplies for the needy, was dut thg beginning of the
conservation measures, detignoq to conserve and increase the morale
of multitudes. These sams people without immediate and effective aid,
faced disaster through the loss of livestock and other resources.

Supplies of seed of asdapted varieties which had been devel-
oped over a period of years were threatened with disappearance because
of the urgency of the need for livestock feed, in the stricken areas.
Prompt action on a large scale was necessary in order to conserve
superior seed s%och. already low due to preceding droughts and the
ravage of imsects in drought states.

The conservation of all available feed supplies was ordered
as a preliminary step in the program of lifting planting riltrictions,
and the unlimited use of "contracted® and "reated" acreage for the
production of emergency forage crops and the utilisatioa of pasture
lands, & discussion of which will follow in the chapter under "Opera-

tion of Conservation Programs."
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CHAPTER 2.
ORGANIZATION FOR DROUGHT RELIEF
With the necessity for Federal aid a foregone conclusion,
preliminary steps were promptly taken to meet the emergency already
created in limited areas. Meanwhile & situation was developing that
later called for a more complete organisation and a closer coordination
of efforts to effectively sxecute sxtended measures of relief over a

much wider area than had originally been anticipated.

I. POWER TO ACT.

Fortunately, the most damaging drought on record found the
Government prepared to take care of such an emergency. The great
adjustment problem in time of drought is to maintain the farmers on
the land, give them the opportunity to get a new start in another year;
or, in other words, to do what can be done to bring farm production in
drought areas in bvalance with demand, and to supply deficiencies where-

ever feasible as a means of sustenance for those mmde destitute.

THE FLEXIBILIPY OF EXISTING LEGISLATION PROVIDED IMMEDIATE RELIEF
The Government was ready to act promptly because Congress, under
the President's leadership, had established emergency agencies with
broad powers to meet widely varying conditions. By the latterpart of
May, drought relief operations were well under way under the direction
of the Agricultural Adjustment, the Farm Credit, and the Emergency

Relief Administration, and units of the Department of Agriculture.
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Under date of June 25, 1934 the Administrator of the Agricul=
tural Adjustment Administration sent a memorandum to the President
giving a detailed report of the emergency drought situation and appris~
ing him of steps that had been taken and other measures recommended for
the relief of stricken areas.

The President immediately appointed the following committee to

ropresent him in all matters pertaining to the drought:

PRESIDENT'S DROUGHT RELIEF COMMITTEE
Honorable Henry A. Wallace, Secretary of Agriculture

Honoreble Chester C. Davis, Administrator,
Agricultural Adjustment Administration

Honorable Harry L. Hopkins, Ad.ministrator,
Federal Emergency Relief Administration

Honorable William I. Myers, Governor,
Farm Credit Administration

The nature of the emergency required the quick mobilization of

Federal machinery to provide a means of bridging over and to supply
continuity of income for farmers who had loat all, or nearly all, of
their crops. Without such effectiveness of operation on the part of
Governmental agencies, chaos soon would have reigned, and riot and
bloodshed would, no doubt, have been written into the history of the
drought as the tragic elementof drought calamity that could have been

avoided.

AUTHORITY GRANTED FOR EXTENDED AID

On June 4, 1934, there was submitted to the President by the
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members of the President's Drought Committee a letter, stating the
need for funds and authority to meet the serious situation, and

detalling in supplementary memoranda the proposed method of attack
from the standpoint of each separate agency in meeting the crisis.

The full text of the letter follows:
June 4, 1934.

The President,
The ¥White House.
Dear Mr. President:

Agricultural production in 1934 is seriocusly threatened by
drought which has continued to increase in intensity and to spread

over a larger area.

The situation has been developing for some months. It
began to assume alarming aspects in some areas in early May. Now
the drought has reached unprecedented intensity in Minnesota, and
North and South Dakota, and affects in varying degrees nesrly the
entire Great Plains region. Some of the areas most seriously
affected are gsuffering from a cumulative deficiency of soil moisture
running back to 1931.

Ordinary means of adjustment serving the past when drought
affected smaller arecas are proving increasingly ineffective because
of the vast region now suffering rainfall shortage. O0ld stocks
and new crops of feed both are short and an acute shortage of forage
exists over a large region.

The market which ordinarily would be open for distress cattle
in limited areas now does not exist because prices are so low as not

to pay shipping costs.

No nearby outside areas of abundant forage are now to bo
found, and extensive out-shipments of distress stock are not feaslible

without Government help.

In~-ghipments £ bulk roughage are hampered by the same factors
of expense and distance.

Except for Government assistance in shipping in feed for
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foundation stock and Government purchase of distress cattle, it might
be said that there would be no place for cattle to go, no way to feed
them, and no way in many regions to salvage even foundation stock
Even with the Government's relief measuresz, serious maladjustment will
result in the livestock situation, particularly for cattle.

A new record low production of hay and forage for recent years
is inescapable in 1934, and oats and barley production might even
fall short of last year's exceptionally short crop. The corn crop
is not guffering greatly but needs raln quickly.

Production of agricultural products for human consumption is
less seriously threatened. The 1934 wheat crop seems certain not
to equal a year's requirements, but the carryover is large enough to
meet requirements with some to spare. Production of white potatoes
on a nationel basis is not seriously threatened at present. The
sweet=potato crop is mostly grown outside the drought area. Commer-
cizl and shipping vegetables are still expected to at lesst equal
last year's production, while that of canning vegetables will
probably exceed considerahly last year's short production.

Fruit production apparently will at least equal that of 1933
and be at least 90 per cent average.

Contrasted with the normal value of crops &nd the farm in-
come involved in the drought stricken states the sum involved in
these recommendations is relatively small, particularly since the
drought is likely to affect adversely the farm income in 1935 as
well as 1934 In the areas already seriously affected in Wisconsin,
Minnesota, North Dekota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Montana,
Utah and Colorado, there was produced in 1929 farm cash income of
about one and one=half billion dollars. It is certain that income
in this ares will be very materially reduced.

Further steps are necessary, in addition to regular and
emergency relief operations now under way, to meet this crisis. The
program should adequately cover the most pressing needs for humen
and livestock relief. Because the drought is progressive, no
accurate forecast of the amount of money required can be made. The
following program and estimate consisting of six general divisions,
are based on the assumption that the drought will be broken in time
to permit the production of late summer, fall and winter feed within
the area, but not until the area of acute drought has spread.

The total sum involved is $475,000,000. The agencies co~
operating are the Agricultural Adjustment Administration and other
divisions of the Depariment of Agriculture, Federal Emergency Relief
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Administration and Farm Credit Administration.

The program and the estimates are submitted in the following
divisions, explained in greater detail in the attached memoranda:

1. -~ $125,000,000

2. - § 75,000,000

3. - $100,000,000

4. - $100,000,000

5. - $ 50,000,000

6. - $ 25,000,000

for special work program and human relief.

for addition to funds available under Jones~
CTonnally Act for livestock purchase.

for shipping, processing and distributing
purchased cattle.

for emergency feed purchase, loans and
shipments.

for emergency purchase of submarginal farms
and assistance in re=locating farm families.

for purchase of seed for 1935 plantings, and
for loans to get seed into farmers' hands.

The supplementary memorands giving additional detail are appended.

Chester C. Davis,

Harry 1. Hopkins,

Respectfully yours,
William I. Myers,

Administrator, Administrator, Governor
Agricultural Federal Emergency Farm Credit
Adjustment Act. Relief Administration. Administration.

While the emergency agencies were swinging their drought

plans into operation, relying upon funds already available under

previous legislation, the

President sent a epecisl message to Con~

gress asking for the appropriation of funds necessary to carry the

programs to a successful finish.

Congress, cooperating with President and supporting its

own members from the drought regions, voted $525,000,000, to be

allocated to the various agencies cooperating, to assure adequate
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funds for the financing of necessary relief measures.

Thus was set in motion the greatest drought relief program

ever undertaken by this or any other country.

- I1. TEMBRGENCY MEASURES TO ALLEVIATE DROUGHT EFFECTS

Temporary emergency measures khad been initiated by the several
governmenial agencies, until a broad program of relief could be
provided.

With a psrmanent organization in the field, set up by states
and counties, little special organigzation was necessary to put emer-
gency measures into operation. Expeditious action could be taken
and effective results obtained, due to the fact that the Govermment
was already on the ground, and emergency measures could be promptly
modified to take care of an unusual situation.

Thus througa state and county units the Government began to
function immediately upon receipt of information from its repre~
gsentatives in the field and from others who sent in reports

describing drought calamities and urging prompt action.

DESIGNALION OF DROUGHT AREAS
Ine first steﬁs in drought relief were to accumlate and digest
information about drought areas. Two classifications of drought areas
by states and counties were adopted as follows: (1) The sreas most
seriously affected were designated as Emergency Areas, and (2) the

next class was designated as Secondary Drought Areas.
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In the Secomdary counties, planting restrictioms in wheat,
corn-hog, cotton, and tobacco adjustment contracts were modified to
permit 1ncr;ased planting of needed forage, and pasturing of
contracted acreage.

In Emergency counties all assistance rendered in Secondary
Areas was offered, and in addition, the purchasing of surplus cattle
was launched where the feed situation was most acute. -

The first drought ares designation was made on May 23, 1934,
and consisted of 121 emergency counties im three states, and 91
secondary counties in six states, based upor recommendations of the
Bureau of Agricultural Economics, and the Federal-State GOOpérative
Extension Service of the Department of Agriculture. The progress

of designations, by States, for the first two weeks lis shown ia

table &.

STEPS TO CONSERVE AND INCREASE FEED SUPPLIES

To comserve, increase, and properly utilize feed supplies in
the face of widespread shortage, three important steps were promptly
taken: (1) The transfer of land from surplus graim crops, and crops
already adjudged as ruined, to pasturage; (2) The release of com~
tracted arnd rented acreages, urging farmers to plant every available
acre ia forage crops and to conserve all hay and forage; and (3) the
facilitation of the movement of feed to animals, and of animals to feed,
through the reduction of frelight ra;tes.

The corn-loan plan, made available througk the Commodity Credit
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TABIE 8. = First Nesignetions of Drought Counties, By States, May 23 to June 7, 1954.

By £3 Wy 26 Wy 29 |y S0 June ¢ June 5 June 7

{Cumzlative)

State Secon= Ener- Secon- Emer- Secon- Emere~ Secon-Ener- Secon-Baer- Sscon-Emer- Sscon- Bnere

dary gency dary _gency dary gency dary gency dary gency dary gency dary genoy

Arizons - - - - - - - - 9 - - - 6 -1
Goloredo - - - - - - - - 18 2 - - 17 7
Tdaho - - - - - - - - 8 - - - 6 -
Illinois - - - - - - - - - - Sl - S1 -
Indians - - - - - - - - - 3 - 3 -
mnsas - - - 21 - 15 - - - 7 - 1 - 47 -
¥innesota 18 21 - - - - - 2 2 - 16 ~ 20 1 4
Dntm 20 - - - - - - - 7 4 - - 17 10
Webrasks - - 12 - 10 - - - 14 - 19 - a9 -
Nevade - - - - - - - - L2 - - - 8 (]
New Maxico - - 2 - ¢ - - - - - - - 8 4
mm - - 4 - - - - - - 1l - - s l
m'.son - - - - - - - - S - - - s -

gouth Dakota 9 60 - - - - - - - 2 - - - 89*
Texas - - ] - 10 8 - - - l 1 - 9 8
Wiesconsin 28 - - - - - - 8 4 - 8 - 35 8
Wyoning ' S - 2 - - - - - 4 3 - - [ -]
TOTAL 1 12 48 0 41 6 0 7 103 26 95 L+ ] Sa5** 2068

(80 sStates)

* gntire State
** gounties not changed from Secondery to Emargency.
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Corporation, although not originated as a drought relief measure,
had the effect of holding corn on farms as a reserve, thereby further
enabling farmers to direct their attention and resources toward the

procurement of roughage.

REDUCTION IN DEMAND BY SURPLUS REMOVAL OF LIVESTOCK

The emergency program for the surplus removal of livestock
entered early as an importaat factor in relievimg distress.

As the first step in the applicatiom of the authority con-
tained im the Jones=Comnally Act, the Emergency Cattle Purchase Pro-
gran was instituted. The primary factor in determiming which aniw
mals were to be purchased was whether or not water and feed was
available. The unprecedented speed with which the program was made
effective enabled the owners to sell before the catile died im tke
fields. Diseased and emesciated animals were immediately condemned.
All others were donated to the Relief Administratiom for relief
purposes, and maialy converted to beef for distributiom to the desti~
tute.

All livestock im excess of the mumber determimed necessary for

subsistence purposes or foundation s tock were considered surplus.

REDUCTION OF FREIGHT BATES
To facilitate the shipment of livestock from the drought areas
and the shipment of feed into these areas, reductions in freight rates
were sought esarly in Jume. The Ister-Departimental Committee on Trans-
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portation, linking the several governmental agencies primarily éon—
cerned with Drought relief, was set up at the request of the Secretary
of Agriculture to handle this matter with the carriers.

The western railroads. in a splendid spirit of cooperation with
the Government's program, aad with the cooperation of a limited number
of railroads in the South, published, effective June 4, 1934, a general
tariff schedule of reduced rates to apply on .foads to be moved into the
drought area, and fo apply om livestock to be moved out of the drought
ares. The tariff 1a some lnstances reflected reductions as great as
fifty per cent of the normal rate.

The Interstate Commerce Commissioa assisted materially in the
matter of granting authority for the prompt publication of the reduced
rates, and through the joiat cooperation of the carriers and Govera=-
mental agencies, immense and substantial benefits were accorded farmers
of the stricken areas during their period of great stress.

Reductions in freight rates on livestock, involving all or parts
of twenty~three states, were extended from time to time to cover the
Emergency Livestock Program. In like manner, to meet the winter emer~
gency, provision was mmde for reduced rates on hay and other roughsges
to June 1, 1935, or until the emergency had passed. The territory to
which feed rates applied was enlarged from time to time until it
attained a meximum of approximstely 1,360 counties in twenty-three
states by the late winter of 1934-35.

When the abnormally dry winter developed into the distressing
dust storms in the “Dust Bowl" during the spring of 1936, cooperation

of the railroads was again secured with the result that a special
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basis for reduced rates on distressed livestock to be shipped out of
the states of Colorado, Kansas, New Mexico, Oklahoma and Texsns was
provided, the outbound movement to be authorised to and including
July 20, 1935, with the privilege of returning the livestock to the
home farm or range to and including June 30, 1936 -at 15% of the usual

rate.

An additional measure of assistance has been rendered to all
counties throughout the vast 1934 drought area by the establishment
of return privileges on livestock shipped ocut of those counties during
the period June 4, 1934 to December 31, 1934. Return to the home farm
or range is permitted at 15% of the usual rate providing the stock is
returned not later than June 30, 1936.

The railroads, in cooperation with the United States Department
of Agriculture, have also extended & further measure of assistance in
that effective June 5, 1935 newly established reduced rates on hay and
other roughages into the 131 counties of the *Dust Bowl® area were

provided.

III.  EMERGENCY ORGANIZATION
CREATION OF DROUGH? RELIEF SERVICE

On May 23, 1934, there was created in the Agricultural Adjust-
ment Administration the Drought Relief Service to function as a joint
agency of the United States Department of Agriculture and the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Administration. The Drought Relief Service was created
for the purpose of inaugurating and effecting relief memsures in states
and counties designated from time to timoe as drought areas.

The emergency organisation consisted of the following:

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



49

1. A Drought Relief Service, in the charge of a Director
and an Associate Director.
GENERAL COMMITTEE
2. A Genersl Committee including, in addition to the
Director and the Associate Director of Drought Relief Service, and the
head of the Commodities Division, chiefs of Bureaus of the Department
and Divisions or Section of the Agricultural Adjustment Administration.

3. Bureau and Sections cooperating:
Agricultural

Department of Agriculture Adjustment Administration

Bureau of Agriculturel Eco-—
nomics Cattle Section

Bureau of Animal Industry Daeiry Section
Bureau of Dairy Industry Yheat Section

Bureau of Extension Service Corn-Hog Section

Bureau of Plant Industry - Tobacco Section
Bureau of Forest Service Comptroller's Office
Weather Bureau Legal Division

Finance Division
FIELD ORGANIZATION
4. Field Headquarteis of the Director of Drought Relief:
State County
(a) A Stats Director (¢) A County Director
(b) 4 State Committee (&) A County Committee
OTHER GOVERNMENTAL AGENCIES

5. Consulting members of the General Committee. from

other Governmental agencies, served in Washington and in the field, re-
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presenting the:
Farm Credit Administration

Federal Emergency Relief Administration
Federal Surplus Relief Corporation
Indian Service, National Parks

General Land Office, aud other

Interested Federal Agencies

INTER-DEPARTMENTAL TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
6. At the request of the Secretary, there was added the
Inter-Departmental Transportation Committee, consisting of representa=
tives of the:
Interstate Commerce Commission
Federal Emergency Relief Administrafion
Federal Surplus Relief Corporation
Farm Credit Administration
Department of Agriculture, and

Agricultural Adjustment Administration.

IV. DIVISION OF RESPONSIBILITIES
The Joint activities of the various Government agencies
cooperating ensued along the following lines:
THE AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
1. 'The purchase of surplus livestock.
2. The modification of contracted and rented acreage per~
mit the production of forage crops.

3. A Complete survey to determine feed and seed needs.
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4. The purchase of adapted seed grain.

5. Co-ordination of feed acquisition through commercial

channels.

THE FEDERAL EMERGENCY RELIEF ADMINISTRATION

l.. The processing of edible meat for relief distribution.
2. Drilling wells where the water shortage was acute.

3. Increasing employment through the purchase of lands

in stricken areas.

4. TFeeding and clothing those made destitute by reason

of drought damage.

THE FARM CREDI{ ADMINISYRATION
l. The handling of loans to farmers to buy feed and

seed with emphasis on the maintenance of foundation herds.

THE CIVILIAN CONSERVATION CORPS
1. Porestation and other measures to conserve moisture

prevent wind erosion, and to minimize the effects of future drought.

V. REORGANIZATION FOR EXTENDED PROGRAMS OF DROUGHT RELIEF
The emergency organisation stage, involving the first
phases of drought relief operations extended to the middle of August.
By that time it was clearly evident that the effects of the drought
would require adjustments with reference to livestock numbers and the
feed supply over a period of several seasons. A new and more com-
plete organisation was then effected utilizing the existing units

of the Department of Agriculture and the Agriculturzl Adjustment Ad-
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ministration. The Chief of The Commodities Purchase Section was desig-
nated to co-ordinate the activities of all Bureaus and Sections of

Agriculture cooperating in the administration of drought relief.

COMMODITIES PURCHASE SECTION

This office combined the functions of the former Special
Commodities Section and the former Drought Relief Service. The Special
Commodities Section was created October 9, 1933 to handle the purchase
of agricultural products under surplus removal programs snd to transfer
title to the commodities by donation to the Federal Emergency Relief
Administration for distribution among the needy. The Commodities
Purchase Section continued the operation of surplﬁs removal programs,
and in addition, carried forward drought-relief activities under
direction of the Administrator of the Agricultural Adjustment Adminis-

tration, and the Secretary of Agriculture.

DEPARTMENT OP AGRICULTURE
The orgenization within the Department of Agriculture, and
the Agricultural Adjustment Administration, consisted of:

1. The Drought Plans Committee, charged with recommend-
ing action to meet drought problems, and obtaining and furnishing
information as a basis for recommendations and decisions of the Presi-
dent's Drought Committes. It allocates to the various divisions con-

cerned such duties as are assigned to the Depariment of Agriculture.
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2. The Area Designation Committee, to obtain and
furnish information on condition of crops and other conditions in=-
volving the welfare of livestock in the several states, and to
recommend alterations in the officially designated drought areas.

3. Seed Conservation Committee, to obtain and distridb=-
ute information on available seed supplies and prices in adapted
varieties, and to make recommendations on the acquisition and disw
tribution of seeds.

4. The Livestock Purchase Committee, to formulate
general policles affecting livestock in special reference to pur-
cheses, to set daily purchase quotas for states in keeping with
processing and caunning facilities, and to regulate total state pur~
chase quotas in their relationship to the general program.

6. YPood Survey Comnittee, established to determine
facts on available food supplies, and to recomrend steps leading to
the most effective distribution and use of available food.

6. TFeed and Forage Committes, to obtain and distridb-
ute informetion on availsble feed supplies in relation to demands,
and to recommend mathods of conserving, assembling, and distridbuting
feed and forage.

7. Commodities Purchase Section, to carry out purchase
orders and donations of livestock and other commodities to the Federal
Surplus Relief Corporation, and the procurement of seed stocks, feed
stocks, dalry products, or other commodities, the purchase of which

has been authorised.
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8. The Bureau of Animal Industry, responsible for the
inspection of cattle, sheep, or other livestock to be purchased, the
approval of appraisal and condemnation proceedings, the acceptance of
livestock purchased by the government, and the ottaining of receipts
from the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation, upon delivery of live-

stock.

9. Cattle and Sheep Section, responsible for the pur~
chase of livestock, with the Chief of the Section in charge of field
operations.

10. Extension Service, charged with adminigtration of
drought programs in the field; state operations being administered
through the State Extension Service, either by the State Director, or
his designated agent; and county operations administered by County

Directors together with County Committees.

GENERAL ORGANIZATIOR

The complete set-up as affected by the new organization is
shown in chart 5. The entire organisation was under the direction of
the President's Drought Relief Committee with a new committee, known
as the Livestock Feed Committee and later changed to the Drought
Co-ordinating Committee, to coordinate the various inter-departmental
functions. ‘There were but slight changes in the field organisation.

The Inter-Departmental Transportation Committee contimued to
function as before.

For detailed plan of cooperation and separate functions, see

Appendix F, Exhibit 4.
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CHAPTER 3
OPERATION OF SURPLUS REMOVAL PROCRAMS
In keeping with the policies of the Administration, end

actuated by drought emergencies, speciel organization took into son-
sideration two distinet types of drought relief programs; namely,
(1) surplus removal, snd (2) conservation, The livestock purchass
program incidentally becetme a tremendous surplus removel program

in commection with drouvght relief,

I. FMERGENCY CATTLE PURCHASE PROGRAM
THE APPROACH TO THE PROBLEM

In sesking to institute effective msasures of relief to
drought=stricken states, the chief focal points to which attention
was drawn cslled for two definite courses of sction: (1) ™ put
into effect immsdiate mesasures looking to the fullest conservation,
increase, and most effective distridution of livestock feeds, and
(2) pleas for the adjustment of livestock numbers to the guantities
of feed supplies available to the drought aress, taking into con-

sideration sound economy =znd the highest welfare of the producers

LIVESTOCX IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM ALREADY UNDER WAY

The Jones-Connally Amsndment to the Agricultural Adjustment
Act hed provided funds for: (1) The removal of dissased cattle.
(2) T™e payment of benefits, (8) Mmrket stabilization or surplus

removal, and {4) the extension of the market for deef and dairy
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products, Definite plans were being developed to carry out the pro-
visions of the Amsndment.

_ Acocarding to the proposed drought relief progrsm, the funds
authorized by the Jones-Comnally Act ware to be used for: (1) Payment
of an indenmity on emacigted enimals as a part of the diseass sradi-
cation program, and (2) the purchase of distressed cattle, fit for
food, &s & gurplus removel msasure.

As the drought developed over a wider area and conditions
became more and more acute, machinery devised to serve the beef and
dairy cattle industries and to support the merket for those indus-
tries ovar the entire country, had to be supplemented and extendsd
to maat the catile crisis in the drought area, until emergency
legislation on a larger scales could be obtained, The distribution
znd extent of eattle numbers in the United States, according to the
Buremu of Agricultural EBeonomics' estimete on Jamuary 1, 1934, is

shown ian Chart 6,

COOPERATION OF ‘THE CATTLE INDUSTRY

It has been indicated that prior to the drought the cattle
industry, is well as the Administration, and Congress, had given
considerable attention to the problem of swrplus eattle production
in the mited States,

On April 26, 1934, cattlemen from all over the nation met in
Chicago, at the eall of the Department of Agriculture, The Chief of
the Cattle and sheep Section, Agrieultural Adjustment Adwinistration,

who served as Chairman of the meeting, was authorized to select a
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comaittee of twenty-five cattlemen, representing all sections of
the country. This coomittee was empowered dy the cstile indusiry
to work out a program looking to a better adjustment of cattle to
range conditions and the drought,

The Committee of Twenty-five, appointed later at washington
by the Chief of the Cattle and sheep Section and other officisls

of the Agricultural Adjustiment Administration, consisted of the

following:
Dolph Briscoe, Chairman Uvalde, Texas
C. J. Abbhott Hyannis, Nebreska
A+ Lo Berg Baltic, South Dakota
Elmer Brock Knyeee, Wycming
¥, R. Carpsanter Bayden, Colorado
L. &, Chapin New York City, 11 W, 42nd 8t.
Charles E. Collins Kit Carson, Colorsdo
Mmurice Dougles Flat Roek, Indians
Erion Re Finley Hoopeston, Illinois
T™hos. E. Glasscock Upperville, Virginia
Col, ¥illard Eéwards Bmbolds, Tewa
Col. G. M, Lester Baing, Ia,
Re Ms Gunn Buckingham, Iowa
Kenneth Hones Colfax, Wisconsin
Y. Fo Mogrthur Oakland, Iowa
J. H, Marcer Topeka, Kansas
%, B. Mount ghouns, Tennessee
Herman Oliver John Day, Oregon
4. Jo Olaon Renville, Minnesota
H. H. Perks Genoa, Illinois
Jodge Ceos W. Ritterow Piketon, Ohio
Joe Robinson Mercer, Pennsylvania
Tom Ross Chinook, Montana
Rubbard Russell Ios Angeles, 618 Hellmen Hl,
Jeo Blaine Shaum Terkio, Missouri
E. B, Weethardy Cochrean, Georgia

The above committes met in Weshington on Mey 9, 1934, and

agreed upon & jeduction Irogram for the sountry at large, dbut before
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plans could materielize, the megnitude and severity of the arought
made it necessary to immediately institute a program of relief and
remove cattle from the drought area through an extensive aﬁrgency
purchass program.

To represent ths large committee, the followi ng Sub=Committee
of Five wes appointed by the Chief of the Cattle and Sheep Section
to remain in Washington indefinitely and cooperate with officials of
the several govermmental agencies concsrned in working out the
details of the progrem:

Dolvh Briseoe ~ At large

¥. F., Meirthur - Representing the Corn Belt
Y. Bs Mount « Representing the Southeast

As Jo Olson - Representing the Duiry Industry
Hubbard Russell - Representing the West

0n June 5, 1954, the Chief of the Cattle and sheep Section
cormunicated with each member of the Cormittee of Twenty-Five, ax-
pleining fully the Auties or part the Committee was sxpected to
pley ir the programs. All suggestions were earried out by the
Committes, and it was with the full cooperation of the Comxittee
that the rules and regulations of the Energency Cattle Purchase
Program were developed and carried out,

Thus, with the advent of drought relief operations, a co~
opsrative program designed to improve the cgttle indusiry as a
whole was merged into the droughteemergency program, and the
generel progrem set aside 2t leest until the consequences of the

drought e¢ould more adeguately be determinsd,
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The drought soon spread to involve urectiocally all of ths
territory west of the Mississipp! River, so thst the reduction of
cattle numhers as & mere adjustment measurs became =econdery to

the purchese of cattle for the relief of dictress,

MATNTENANCE OF SUBSISTENCE HERDS

4n abiding phese of drought relief rumning through &ll pro=
grems wes that of conserving and meintaining for immediate 2nd sone
tinuing use sdequate numbers of select foundation stock as & means
of subsistence, With the advent of drought operstions smple o~
vision had been mede for the protection of individus} femily needs,
as well as the interests of the cattle :lndtistry as & wholee

Upon the basis of the sbove poliey, the Administration proe
ceedad both with the feed program 2nd the progrem of surplus res-

moval of livestocks

’ THE EMERGENCY CATTLE AGREEMENT
The Bmergency Cattle Agreemant was the result of most careful

study and forethought on the pert of offieials concerned in the
execution of the emergency purchease program, It wes felt that, with

all due regerd for the rights of lienholders, in view of such a
cslamity stock owners should have & reasonable shsre of the prooceeds

of sales to supply ready cash for the purechase of feed and other

necessities,

Parmers snd renchmen were, therefors, offered a oontract under

which they would receive not only an ordinsry purchase paymsat 1n go-
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gordence with an establighed schedule, but alao a contrect or agree=
ment payment, The agreement payment was termed in the contract as
»henefit” payment, end was trested as property of the vendor, free
from liens, or claims of any kind, This payment was made possible
by & clause in which the producer agreed to pertisipate in futwre
adjustment or production control programs in the interest of the
esttle industry, which may be proffered by the Secretary prior te
June 1, 1936,

T™e cattle=buying program got under way promptly, since ell
provisione of the Cattle Agresment ¢ams within the scope of the
Jones~Connally, as well as the Exergency Apyropriation, Aecte

The schedule of payments under which the eattle purchases

were mide was 22 follows:

Bepefit Purchase

Payment Paymsnt
Cattle over 2 yesars old $§ 6 $6-814
Cattle 1 to 2 yeers old $s $§5=-84810
Cattle under 1 year old $s $1-4% 8

on hune 6, 1934, Colonel Philip G, Marphy, Associate Director,
Drought Relief Service, Agriculturel Adjustment Administration,
addressed the following letter to all members of the Senate and of
the House of Represeutstives advising concerning the besis used in
determining the prices to be paid for cattle:

et you mey be advised of the dbasis used by the Agricultu~
rel Adjustment Adwinistration in determining the prices to be paid
for cattle in the Buargency Cattle Program, the following imformation
is furnished, ‘
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*he primery basis was the present approximate farm value of
the cattls as estimated by ths Bureau of Agricultural Esonomies of
the Department of Agriculture, taking into consideration the age,
quality, and condition of the animel, Various clessifiecetions of
cattls wore grouped together to permit a simple, eesily s&pplied scale.
It wes the expactation that the livestock purechased by the Government
in this program would be low producers and the least useful cattle in
each herd, It hae been and still is the hope of the sdministration
that the better grades of catile cean he retained in the hands of the
producers through special financial assistance or othear relief msasures,

"Tpon &rriving at these prices, and after due consideration
of the purposes of the Jones-Connally Act, it appeered desirable to
pay to producers a benefit payment, especially in view of the faet
that all available records indicated that the great majority of
cattle were mortgaged to such an extent that the producer would re=
ceive very littls or no denefit from the purchase price of the
aminsls,

"Every effort has besn made to deal in a fair and equitable
mapnar as betweesn the Govermment, the producer, and the lienholder.
The primary consideration hes been the benefit to the cattlemen and

the cattle industry,

"Wo are enclosing & copy of Administrative Ruling No, 1, ia
which is published the seale of prices.”

(For additional information on the Cattle Agreement, see
Appendix D, Exhibit 1, pege 196. Adwinistrative Ruling No. 1, re=
Terred to in above letter, appeers in the seme exhibit as Cattle 7,)

PIELD OPERATIONS .
All rield activities were eoordinated by the Agricultural
Ad justwent Administreation, fumetioning through the Commodities
Purchase Section in Weshington, through which funds for purchases

were made available, Actuel purchase operations started on
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June 1, 1934, with the following organizations eooperating: (1) The
Agrieultural Adjustment Administration, (2) the Agricultural BExten-
sion Service, (3) the Bureau of Animal Industry, and (4) the Pederal
Surplus Relief Corporation,

County Agricultural jgonts, or other representatives of State
Directors, served as County Directors of the ocattle purchase program,
Inspectors of the Buresau of Aniwal Industry inspected &ll ecattle for
eawaciation and disease, and determined whether they were fit for food,
or able to withstand shipment to processing plants, In ‘addition,
these inspectors attested to the fairness of appraisals, supervised
the disposition of condexmed animals, and because of special traine-
ing and experience rendered other valuable service in bringing the
Program to & successful finish,

The Agricultural Extension Ssrvice furnished more of the
field personnel than any other organization, TThe State Director of
Extension in practieslly every State served as State Dirsctor of
Drought Relief Service, and it wes through his office that the pro-
gram was cearried on in sach statees ‘The County Agent was the direo=
Sor of all activities in his county, and therefore had direction
over the work of all agencies participating in the program, He was
responsible for the preparation and transmission of all vouchers
to the Auditor, and through him the checks were forwarded to the
vendor and the lienholder, Thess and others -« notably the Home
Demonstration Agent, who supervised the meat processing in esnning
ﬁutc in many instunces -- contributed mnch to the effectiveness
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of the program,
The relief of distressed cattle was realized by two primery

methods, determined from the standpoint of human needs: (1) The
movement of stock feed into drought areeas, and (2) the purchase
end removal of surplus cattle and celves from the drought areas

The feed program is discussed further along in this report.

Two msthods of disposal of purchased animals were determined
upon by the Departmsnt: (1) All animals unfit for food were cone
deomed and destroyed at points of purchase, and (2) from the re=
maining number, those over and above sslect fgnnution stock
essontial to femily or producer's noedn,b were purchased and donated
to the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation, authorized agent of the
Podersl Emergsncy Relief Administration, for relief distribution.

From the animals sccepted and receipted for dy the Federal
Surplus Relief Corporation, sdequate quantities of meat in the form
of fresh beef or canned beef to take care of locel needs were dis-
tributed through county units of the several State Bnergeney Relief
Administrations, Relief animals wrth tran‘lpo-rt:Lng and not allo-
ecated to state or county relief units were transported to processing
Dlants for canning and distribution by the Federal Surplus Relief
Corporation in secordance with their usual prastices

Not all cattle delivered to the Federal Surplus Relief
Corporation were shipped direct to packing houses for immediate
slaughter, lMany were shipped to cemtral, southern, and sastern
states where pastures had not been blighted dy drought, and placed
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on grezing for later disposition; thereby both improving their con-
dition for alaughter, and relaxing pressure on packing facilities.
shipments to all points were greatly facilitated by the re=
duction of freight rates, made effective on June 4, 1934, Thess
reductions affected the shipment of livestock from the stricken
areas to other points for grazing and slaughter, as well as & wide
range of livestock feeds going into drought-strisken areas in
Colorado, Eansas, Minnesots, Montana, Nebraska, New Mexico, North
Dekota, Oklshome, South Dakote, Texms, Wisconsin, and Wyoming.
Other areas wers included as the drought widened and new emergency

drought counties were designated,

CATTLE PURCHASES SPURRED BY INCREASED DROUGHT EMERGENCY

The drought took its heaviest toll during July., The rapid
expansion of the drought ares, due both to abgence of moisture and
intenso heat, osused an enormous inecrease in the number of cattle
offered to the Govermment under its Bmergency Cattle Purchase Proe
gam,

By the end of July, most of the western cattle producing
country had been c¢classified in the emergency areea, except the
western part of Mbntana and a small strip running down through the
high mountain areas of Wyoming, Colorado, New Maxico, and Arizona.
In Missouri and southern Jowa, where conditions were relatively
favorable the first part of June, continued hot weather and lack

of rainfall during July caused heavy deterioration of the corn
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erop, &and & sorious water shortage in meny loealities,

The original tentative estimate of cattle purchases, set on
my 29, 1934, was 50,000 head per weck. This number, of course, in-
cluded: (1) Those condemmed on the ferms, (2) those assigned to
looal relief committess for immediate relief distridbution or camming
through local work relief projects within states of origin, and (3)
the remainder, those shipped by the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation
to processirg plants in 211 sections of the conntry.

Unforessen and unerpectsd proportions in drought development
are reflsctsd in the faet that purchases passed the half-million
mark in seven states before July 1, with an aversgs of approximately
200,000 hsad per week.

In spite of the fact that the drought area almost doubled,
the purchase level of the last half of June obtained during the
first half of July, due to limited processing feacilities,

Increased drought continued to wipe out great quantities of
livestock feed, Cattle were starving for want of feed and water,
Spurred by pressing demands, the number of purcheses were more than
doubled during the second half of July.

In the meantime the State Bmaergency Rellief Administration
added new processing facilities through local and state relief
work=pro jects, as well as commersial cenneries under state inspec~
tion; while the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation employed an ine

creased number of eommereial plants for processing under Burean
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of Animal TIndustry inspection, Beczuse of rapid spread of the
drought, pecking facilities were unable to keep in full paee with
purchases, made necessary by the increased acute feed shortage. The
snlution of the problem was realized through diversion of wany
thousands of animals to points outside of affected areas for tempo-
rary grazing and subsequent di sposition, after pressure had eased
up on packing faciliiies.

Comparisons of pasture, coarn, and tame hay conditions for
the ysers 1931, 1932, 1933 and 1934 on fugust 1 are shown on

Charts 7, 8 and 9,

FRIORITY IN PURCEASES RESTRICTED TO MOST DISTRESSED AREAS

The generel trend of purchases, likes that of emergency d&rought
counties, continued upward, By the first of August nearly 2,000,000
cattle had been purchassd in 19 stetes, at an everage cost og about
$13.54, Approximately 240,000 or 12 percent, had been condemned s
uwarit for food, and szbout 1,750,000 had been turned over to the
Federal Surplus Relief Corporation for relief purposes.

During the last wesk in July instructions wers issued to .all
state directors that in all e¢ases priority in the purchese of animals
should be given those mreas which were in most distressed condition
on secount of the drought, This policy wes strictly adhered to, and
definite dajily purchass gquotems by states maintained on a weekly
basis throughout the remminder of the progrem,

By the middle of August, the drcught had developed to the
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point where its consequences in terms of probable feed supplies
could be estimated within reasonable limitse, At this point, the
Department begau to develop more definite plans as to the probedble
extent of cattle purchases as a meens of balancing livestock demands
and the feed supply for the coming winter, It was then apparent
that even if the Govermment purchased 10,000,000 head of ocattle and
calves, and marketings through commercial channels were in normal
relation to the cattle population, the feed supply per enimal unit
would still be well below normal. On the other hand, it weas re-
cognized that & purchase program of this magnitude would not be
desirable, except as & last resort, At a conference with represent-
atives of the meat packing industry early in August, orﬁ.cials' of
the Administration indicated that an analysis of probadble feed
supplies showed that it would be necessary to purchase at least
5,000,000 head of cattle snd calves, in addition to the 2,000,000
hemd that had been purchased up to that time,

During the month of August there was oconsiderable rainfall
in the drought-stricken states from Mimnesota and Nebraska south-
ward, which fmproved the pasture situation somewhat, and inereased
prospects for production of emergency forage erops, But rain came
too late for corm, and only a pertial recovery was possible in the
case of pesturege and range,

T™he end of August brought the total cattle purchases in 21

states to a little more than 4,500,000, with more than 300,000
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farmers benefitting, Approximately l4-1/2 percent of the total head
purchased had been condemned &s unfit for foed purposes, and the re~
mainder deliveresd to the Federal Surplus Relief Corporttion for
usual disposition, The total drought srea had resched 1,164 emer~
gengy, and 291 secondary, oount:lés in 25 states,

& better understanding of drought conditions may be obteined

by referring to Chartis 10 and 1l.

LIVESTOCK LIQUIDATION GAUGED BY THE FEED SUPPLY

The first half of Saptember marked the turning point in the
Buergency Cattle Purchase Progrem, The emergency orgsnization stage
had pessed snd the more perwmanent argenization, set up around the
wniddle of Amngust, continued the cattle progrem without interruption
and in sddition had put intc effect & mors extensive feed program
looking toward the impending erisis of wintera. |

A thorough arop survey had been made and the letest inventory
of livestock earefully weighed ageinst the availeblo feed supply.
A1), state directors had been instructed to permit purchases only to
the sxtent required to make reasonably certein that the remaining
livestock in individual ceses ecould be mmintained during the winter,
Covermment prices, as intended, did not encourage individual pro-
ducers to dispose of any stock that could be held, and only enw
couraged i sposal of the less fite ¥For that reason, no distince
tion was mede in price for different grasdes. With feed difficult to

obtain, and feed prices going up, fermers were inclined to retain
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only their best a.qimals, which assured better foundation stock for
the future. Cattle purchases procesded, therefore, on the sslective
besis in a special endeavor to leave on the farms and ranches 2
sufficient number of the choicest enimals to meet the need of indi
vidu=l producars,

The necessity of maintaining breeding stock ir important
bresding aress had been fully recoznized by the Administration, and
mch effort was expended to keep ligquidation in these areas at the
lowest possible level consistent with the feed situation. Through=
out the program, emphasis was placed upon the importance of mein-
taining foundetion herds of good livestock on both ferms and renches.

Beginning early in September, cattle purchases were limited
by state quotas of approximately two weeks duration. These purchase
quotas were determined on the basis of the most relishle information
that counld be obtained from the field, as to the feed and livestock
situation ip view of prevailing drought conditions. Such information
was obtained through regular znd special surveys by the Burezu of
Asriculturel Economics, reports from state directors and other rield
representatives and from many outside sources, including a large

nurber of farmers end stockmen,

EXTENT OF CATTLE PURCHASES CAREFULLY DETERMINED
Wwith the promise of s2tisfactory results from feed programs,
then in progress both within and outside of the drought area, &nd

with a desire on the part of both the Government and the cattle

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/

76

industry to restrict purcheses to the lowest minimum consistent
with existing conditions, it was desired that actual ptx;'ol;ases be
brought to a definite close as soon as the allotted funds, totalling
$86,000,000 on September 12, 1934, had been expended,

Controlling factors in the situation, however, could not all
be determined at that time, The extent of assistance required to be
rendered by the Govermument was largely contingent upon weather condie
tions 2nd the severity of winter, The extent to which individual
producers, local comrmunity groups, and commercial ingtitutions would
be adle to meet the situation without Govermment assistence was still
very problematical.

On September 15, the Livestock Purchase Committee adopted the
following policy relative to purchases, pending receipt of mdditional
information from stetes in which the definite status had not been
determined: (1) The suspension of operations in certain states as
of September 19, or as soon thereafter as allotied funds were ox-
hausted, pending & check up on remaining funds and the mmber of
cattle actually purchmsed; (2) stopping of purchases in those states
in which final quotas had been set by the Committee; and (3) con-
timuation of purchases in states whose unexpended &llotment were
sufficient to insure that over=purchases would not be mede.

The following emounts had been suthorized for czttle purchases
to and including September 12, 1934, with recommendation for an

edditional §10,000,000 from the Jones~Connally Fund:
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Jones= Bnergency Appropriation
mts& Commeally Act Act, ®igcal Year 19335
ni 28 $ 30,000,000
Auge 21 $ 16,000,000
Sept. 6 30,000,000
" 12 10,000,000
Total ¢ 40,000,000 $ 46,000,000

The additionel $10,000,000 was allotted from the Jones-Connally

rund on September 28, 1934,

THE MAJOR CATTLE PURCFASE PROGRAM HRCUGHT TO A CLOSE

The drought area& was extended but slightly efter September 1.
The last drought counties were certified on Oetober 24, bringing the
total on thet date to 1187 "emergency” and 270 "secondsary" counties,
or a total of 1457 drought counties in £5 statess In addition to
that number, and as a pert of the Emergency Cattle Buying Program,

7 flood counties in Floride were designrnted es & part of the stricken
areas early in July and received the same advantages as the emergency
drought counties.

Following & complete check of purchases and the status of
conditionas in all states, the final ellotuent from the Jones~-
Connelly Fund, in the sum of $3,000,000, was made on October 12,

This allotment, intended to definitely end cattle buying, brought
the total for cattle purchases to $§104,000,000,

Stetes in which emergency wes greetest at that time weve:

Arizone, Celiforniaz, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nobtrasks, Nevads,
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New Mexico, Oregon, South Dakota, Texas, Utah, and Wyoming. No
edditionsl purchases were recommended for: Illinoias, Iowa,
Iouisiena, Missouri, end North Dakota, Other states, under further
irvestigstion, in nhich the full status of econditions hed not been
undetermined, were: Arkanses, Kansas, Minnesota, Oklahoma, and
Wisconsin.

Parchases had declived repidly from s meximm weekly total
of about 875,000 heed during the week ending September 8 to approxie
mately 205,000 for the week of Qctober 6, After ® slight inereszss
during the succeeding week, purchases were regulated on the basis

of gredual decline.
Charts 12 =nd 14, together with tables 6 eand 7, indicate

the trend of drought area certifications until the climmx wae

reached on October 24, 1934.

THE CORTINUATION PROCRAM

Cattle, sheep and goet purchases were extended to February 1,
1935, and the dasis of recommendetions from State Directors in the
states that had not completed their programse, 4An additional allote
ment for cattle purchases was mede on December 3, 1934, and & re~
allocation of funds among the states was made on Janusry 7,

A1l livestock purchases were definitely closed on Februeary l,

Charts 15, 16 and 17, together with tables 8, 9, and 10, show
the progress of eattle purchese by weeks and months during the

entire seope of the Mmergency Cattle~Puying Program,
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The Area Designation Committee was discharged in Deecember, 1934,

Thersafter the following counties, not officially designeated as emer-

gency drought counties, were accorded the same fecilities on ecertificaw

tion of county and state diractors that the need was urgent:

Aundubon
Crawford
Harrison

Ashlend
Burnett
Bayfield
Douglas

Plarence

Altkin

Bel trami
RBrown
Carlton
Cass
Clearwater
Crow Wing

Digitized for FRASER
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JTowa

Ide
Jeasper
Montana

Wisconsin

Forest
Iron
Kenosha
Lincoln
Oneids
Price

Minnesota
Dakota
Pubbard
Ttesce
Xittason

Le Sueur

Iouisiens

Natchitoches

Polk
Saec
Shelby

Racine
Sawyer
Vilas
WMiworth
Wahburn

Mehnomen
Marshall
Pennington
Polk
Rice

Rook

Ste lLouis

Sabine
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CATTLE TO INDIANS

Repressentatives of the purebred cattle breeders' associations
applied for help for such breeders 2s were unable to secure fesd and
water,

In order to preserve the maxirmm number of well=bred animels and
to prevent the disappearance of some of the best stock, it wes decided
to allot a portion of the Bmergency funds for the purchase of such cattle,
At the same time the Indian Service desired to improve the breeding of
the cattle on reservations,

Por this purpose the sum of $800,000 was made available by the
transfer to the Department of Interior, to be assigned to the Indian
Service, of & portion of funds allocated to the Secretary of Agriculiure
by Brecutive Order dated June 235, 1934, "for the mrchese, sale, gift or
other disposition of seed, feed and livestock, and the transportation
thoreof,”

There is presented in Table 5-4 on the next page, & resume of the
results of the purebred cattle~tuying program carried on by the Bureau
of the Indian Service, Department of Interior. Iisted in the total
purchases are 71 registered celves (65 Hereford, 1 Angus, and § shorte
korn). )1 Bereford end 8 Shorthorn, not included in Table 5-3, were
born after purchese, 12 steers, not registcred, were purchased in
Wyoming, meking & total of 15,425‘head scquired, at an average cost
of $45,54 per head for animels actually paid for,

This program was supplemented by delivery of selected cattle to
the Indians by the Pederal Surplus Relief Corporation from cattle

purchassd in the Buergency Program by the Secretary of Agriculture,

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



TABLE Bei, DATA ON PURRBRED CATTLE PURCHASED FOR THE INDIAMS
PROM $800,000 ALLOTMENT 70 DRPARTMENT OF THR INTERIOR
As of Jume 30, 1988

Digitized for FRASER

Broed _ _Oost
Total Total Transpor- Adminis. Net Total
Hareferd shorthern Angus Numbear Cost tasion Expense Cost

Arizona 140 - - 140 § 6,495.00 § 15780 § 204,89 § 6,857.59
Colorade 429 rr - 508 £0,808,00 1,981,368 346,18 25,125,858
Tdaho 100 - - 100 4,400,400 131,10 186,72 4,717,82
Towa [ ] s - 123 5,238,00 SB8.T4 100,00 5,690.74
Ennsas 1,696 78 - 2,574 97,552,5¢ 13,087,683 1,346,483 110,966,586
Minnesota 45 187y 8 207 8,008,00 1,085,44 559,90 9,653,334
Magowri 763 492 56 1,311 59,506,650 9,3583,40 1,153,820 70,013,100
bntane 378 146 16 540 £4,140,00 1,014,711 6,586,585 8,481,26
Nebraska 1,490 2N} - 1,71 71,546,00 8,454,539 789,46 80,789,885
New Maxieo 1,194 - - 1,194 56,600,00 3,9681,78 871,87 60,953,685
Worth Dakota 487 56 <3 846 37,608,928 2,626,94 751,28 40,987.14
Oklahom 2o £ 72 402 17,540,00 1,699,188 417.48 19,656,60
Oregon 28 - - 28 1,260,00 55,80 B33 1,365,138
South Dakete g8 14 36 394 16,645,50 8,080,41 1,188,053 19,889,94
m. 4,434 - - 4,43‘ m,'”.w 1‘.m.” 8,‘“‘" m.m“
Tteh 5.3 ;) - a1z £9,418,00 2,110,295 837.24 32,862,47
Wiscorsin - 18 - 18 1,437,850 140,98 54,81 1,632,96
Tyeming 599 4 - 406 14,748,00 1,038,776 358,13 16,138,869
12,732 2,439 228 15,899 697,770.42 64,995,651 17,547,87 780,313,80

Genersl Supervisien 8,868,04 2,862,04
offies Expenses 4,6835,18 4,635,18
Net Totel 12,782 8,439 288 10,399 637,770.,42 $64,995,50 §25,045,03 §787,810,96

Hote:« 4 total of 48 reservations benefited by this program,

http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
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DROUGHT AREA DEVELOPMENT

DAOUGHT COUNTIES
W cmoyercy
Seconslery

MAY 23 ToO SEP.1,1934

JuLy 2,193%

COMMODITIES PURCHASE SECTION

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

AAA -NEG. 28506

FAGR T )

6L



TABLE 6, - Pregress of Drought Aret Desigmations = Cummlative
By States and Periods - Iy 23 to October 24, 1934,

_NE _rJ\mo'r July 2 auge ) Septs 1 oet, 24
Secon~ Buer- J800n- Brere BoocnR- Bhere Doooh~ HieFe Secon- Maer- 53500~ NEiTe
State dary __gency dary gency dary __gency dary _gency dary gonoy &ary gency
lr::u - - 8 3 - 11 - 11 - 11 ' 14*
n ats - - - - - - 8 8 12 50
califernia - - - - 4 10 - 16 - 18 EB ::
Colorado - - 17 4 12 19 26 37 13 50 - es*
Ploridea - - - - - - - ( ,) - ‘7) - (7‘*)
Tdahe - - 8 - 1l 1 11 23 6 28 4 30
Illinois - - 3 - 77 - 79 - 72 e 72 12
Indiana - - 3 - 9 - 9 - 9 - 9 -
Io‘ - - 1’ - ” - 75 2‘ 68 31 ‘8 3
Xansas - - 47 - 85 - 46 59 - 108 - 108*
Louisiana - - - - - - - - 2 13 S 13
uchim - - - - - - - - 41 - 41 -
Minnesota 18 4 4 g0 L 4 30 37 25 44 19 48 19 48
i ssouri - - - - 52 - "~ 110 - 110 - 110
}atans 20 - 17 10 17 10 8 23 4 29 - 38
Nebreaska - - 69 - 88 ? 27 a7 4 89 - 93
Neveda - - 5 é 8 1 - 17 - 17 - 17*
New Maxioco - - 8 4 8 23 4 27 - S - 31*
Noerth Dakota 13 40 - 58 - 53 - 53 - 53 - 53*
Oklahoma - - 3 l S 4 51 26 - 44 - & b
Oregon - - 3 - 6 2 ? 2 - 12 - 18
gsouth Dakota 9 60 - 69 - 69 - 69 - 69 - 89%
Texras - - 9 8 4 56 47 192 8 233 8 253
Ttek ™ - 21 - 8 21 - 29 - 29 - 29%
Wisconsin 28 - 35 5 30 19 30 19 30 19 30 19
Wyoning S - ] ] 11 12 9 14 S 20 1 38
Total 38 121 326 206 561 3653 460 877 291 1,161 270 1,187

* pntire State
**rlood counties; not included in total,
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Emergency Flood Counties as of July 10,193A-

PURCHASE SECTION
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TARLE 7. - Progress of Drought Area Designations «
Camlative by Cortifications and Dates Certified.

— . Secondary Besrgeney _

Cortifi- Mamber Canme Namber [
eation Jo, Imate Cortified lative Cortified lative

1954

=y 55 18 121 1

143 i

170 129

172 13%¢

June 249 180

160

185

208

214

214

T T E T 1 L L R T T T P Py
Y T T Y T L1 - PP 1T
BEwlndY0BulnbocoiorbinaldlEEs88.0800
BRESaRERBRER BB RoRREAZRRREERE
TTET IS I 11 PYLT S PP

RESIBIERELICEIERULLURRERY
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TARIR 7. » Progress of Dreught Ares Desiguations -
Cummlative by Certifications and Dates Certified ~ Oontinued.

Cartifie T s T

cation e Date Certified  lative Cortified  lative
1934 '

7 Jaly 35

s8

808
a9
824
838
863

508
490

485
481
461
459

Mngust
49

461
409
408

g3

Septe

Ost,

©c0co0cocmOoNNURDHOowshoUOrUCOIFUDOO®
anosarrnIobBveBoherrul o BR85S ull
-
L J
$
o

-G T 1T 1 11 11 - I T 17
3JIIBYBR2ARoGRALLLS

SSRBRANRISRIRARURBBERSSSRGNLS

Wte: Pigures for Secondary Ceuntiss indicate Cummlative Net Standing,
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Emergency Cattle-Buying Program
June 11934 to Feb.1,1935—Purchases by weeks

THOUSAND
HE AD
700
600
500
LEGEND
400
Total Cottle Purchosed
each week
wmo= Total Cattle Accepted
sw for use
Total Cattie Condemned
200 SRR
<
100 4i~j%2?
T A %—
] ]
6 28 S0 7 4 Bl 28 4 11 ® 25 | 8 S 22 29 € I3 20 27 8 10 17 2 1 8 15 2 29 S5 2 19 26 |
JUNE JuLY AUG SEP ocT NOV DEC JAN FEB

COMMODITIES PURCHASE SECTION
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TABLE 8 » Weskly Pregress Report of Cattls Purehases

Teek Total Total '3
%ng l'm-chuu Condomnod Condionned
Juns 16 125,887 6,764 Se37
June 23 169,497 9,279 Sed?
June 30 262,009 16,935 (W
iy 7 207,569 20,088 9.68
Jaly 14 174,749 21,099 12,07
July 1 293,327 a9 14405
Jaly 38 506,275 88,42 17047
mg. 4 456,048 76,476 17.5¢
Ange 11 588,779 105,448 17,91
iug. 18 479,59% 68,167 14e2d
Iag, 25 535,819 82,018 15,5
Septe 1 600,808 117,468 19,56
Sept, 8 674,700 112,242 16464
Sept.15 540,596 108,775 20,12
Sept.22 381,777 53,786 14,09
mt.” m’@ 89.6” 13.50
oots 6 204,666 24,18 11,81
oot, 13 237,545 49,717 20,98
oct, 20 187,060 40,538 21,67
oct, 27 122,594 25,120 20,49
mv, S 108,418 17,857 16445
wv, 10 73,168 12,078 16,76
v, 17 77,508 19,434 25,14
v, 24 61,827 13,662 22,10
Dece 1 74,890 19,998 26,70
Dec, 8 40,748 19,198 47,10
Dec, 18 71,180 21,472 3055
Dee, 22 135,588 43,726 32,85
Dec, 29 196,200 46,382 25,64
1935 _
m, S 146,122 514925 30.5¢
Jen, 12 110,917 27,443 24,74
Jan, 19 75,703 29,142 38,50
Tan, 26 85,148 38,132 45,86
Pebe 1 66,59% 2,923 32,98
Total F,'iﬁf?ﬁ "‘ﬁ""‘u 9699 17,685
Month of

559,398 52,978 Be02
July 1,576,270 204,918 14089
Aagust 2,394,698 405,517 16,93
Septamber 1,889,907 514,891 16465
October 830,386 152,518 18,57
Wovember 309,009 66,758 20,60
December 492,260 148,89 50,28
Heriry Lo L.
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Emerqency Coﬁle-Buylnq Proqrom 1934-1935

Comparison of Purchases and Payments

THOUSAND

HEAD
700
600
500

2

400 LEGEND 2

<

Repor’red Purchases by weeks -

o

----- Reporfed Doymen’rs by weeks
800
200
100
o /’A\\ ’
b | Y 2 A P
16 29 30 7 14 B 280 4 1l 18 85 1 8 1S 229 G I3 20 27 S 0 174 | 8 IS 2229 S 12 1926 2 O 1628 2 9 6 23 30 6 32027 4 1 8 28 | g\
JUN JUuL AUG SEP QocCT NOV DEC JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN

COMMODITIES PURCHASE SECTION
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Emergency Cattle-Buyin Program 1934-1935
Benefit and Purchase Payments by Weeks

¢/ LEGEND
: // Total Payments
// ==== Purchase Poyments
6 7z  Benefit Payments
4 %
?
%
7
%
%
. D
) ,
5
4 |
K 30 7142128 4 11 1825 1 8 152296 132020 3101724 1 81522 51219 2 9 k22 9 1623 0 6 32027 4 Il B2S |
JUN JuL AUG SEP ocT NOV DEC JAN FEB MAR
COMMODITIES PURCHASE SECTION
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TABLE 9, ~ Weekly Pregress Repart eof Cattle Payments

Week Noe Hsad Payments

% Paid Per Benefit Purchase Total
Jame 16 5,466* § 25,690* 49,360% 75,080
Tums 25 15,952+ 74,987 144,073 219,060
Jume 30 41,466* 198,410 370,967 569,397
Jaly 7?7 73,565* 356,905 655,556 1,010,441
Jaly 14 148,667* 728,150 1,313,327 2,041,477
July 21 £216,922* 1,075,100 1,903,664 2,978,764
July 28 251,424% 1,156,320 2,021,561 S,177,901
Aug, 4 360,622 1,793,964 5,155,662 4,929,646
iuge 11 574,934 1,848,405 3,232,590 54,080,995
ug, 18 490,252 2,426,114 4,179,597 6,605,711
Auge 25 451,449 2,392,244 4,044,940 6,457,184
Septe 1 468,343 2,285,973 5,594,308 6,180,281
Septe 8 418,565 2,076,974 3,557,232 5,654,306
Septels 567,265 2,820,216 4,794,448 75,614,664
Septea2 439,818 2,211,618 5,698,967 5¢910,565
Sept.29 445,483 2,243,925 3,735,532 59969,457
octe 6 515,685 2,579,070 44,293,062 6,672,182
Oct, 13 517,201 2,617,687 4,461,271 7,078,918
oct, 20 457,740 2,331,285 3,930,019 6,261,302
oct. 27 557,766 1,732,914 2,940,912 4,873,826
Nev, S 274,421 1,419,393 2,404,789 5,824,182
Nov, 10 163,070 851,387 1,445,226 2,296,615
Mov, 17 20,629 472,016 90,369 14,268,565
Mov, 24 85,159 444,777 734,916 1,179,695
Dec, 1 64,036 557,265 570,382 907, 547
Dec, 8 68,136 357,489 572,173 929,662
Dece 15 60,765 523,612 515,661 839,273
Dec, 22 79,342 415,411 651,390 1,044,801
Dsc, 29 74,545 386,257 625,046 1,009,303
1935

Jen, S 95,384 482,790 781,403 1,264,193
Jun, 12 112,255 570,890 879,019 1,449,909
Jen, 19 110,194 570,119 868,799 1,438,918
mn, 26 100,006 517,264 775,861 1,298,185
Ted, 2 100,029 513,928 698,928 1,212,846
Feb, 9 77,960 400,127 475,018 875,145
Fed, 16 55,624 286,455 342,646 629,101
Teb, 23 12,264 59,548 68,403 127,761
wr, 2 10,087 50,432 59,764 110,196
mr, 9 2,250 10,909 14,716 25,623
Mar, 16 39,900 209,920 236,064 445,984
wmr, 23 2,673 13,646 14,790 28,637
o, 30 732 3,818 5,419 9,337

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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TABLE 9, « Weekly Progress Repert of Cattle Payments = Comtimaed.

Yook Ne, Haad Paymonts
nd% Paid For Penefit Parchase Totel
Apre 6 69 § 3,467 § 4,387 $ 7,854
Apre 13 212 590 653 1,243
Apr. 20 466 2,132 2,436 4,568
apr. 27 44 236 329 565
my 4 89 350 541 an
my 11 S5 237 292 529
My 18 - - - -
Mmy 25 (14 294 437 1
June 1 39 a8y 744 831
June 8 - - - -
June 15 L - - -
Total 8,279,650 ¢ 41,678,612 $ 69,865,523 $111,542,135
Month ef
June 62,884 § 299,087 $ 564,420 $ 863,507
Jaly 803,187 3,965,660 7,046,838 11,012,498
Kkagust 1,994,786 9,889,602 17,046,263 26,935,863
September 1,913,420 9,560,666 16,062,288 25,622,949
october 2,002,079 10,167,353 17,158,225 27,328,778
Nevember 489,107 2,555,349 4,306,367 6,859,716
Decemder 305,084 1,596,218 2,527,924 4,124,148
19355
January 479,39% 2,470,357 35,744,175 6,214,432
February 181,009 922,409 1,114,638 2,057,047
mreh 47,141 246,418 282,57 528,969
April 1,530 6,775 8,346 15,121
My 1 €8 1,473 2,091
June - - - -
Total 8,279,659 §$ 41,678,612 $ 69,863,523 $ 111,542,135

* Caloulated figure,
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90
IT, THE BEMERGENCY SHEEP-BUYING PROGRAM

The progress of the drought into the range aresas oscupied by both
sheep and goats as well as cattle made it inconsistent not to offer a
purchase program to the owmners of the smaller animale if livestock units
were to be reduced in keeping with cerrying capacity of the range.

Accordingly, during the first pert of September, sheep and goat
producers in deficient feed areoas were offaered en esgreement, similer
to the cattle agreement, under which they eould be relisved of excess
manbers,

The sheep and goat buying program got under way early in September,
4s in the case of cattle, purcheses were confined to emargency drought
sounties, &and preference given to those producers sho did not have suffie
eient feed supplies to carry them through the winter, Special efforts
were made to leave on the farms and ranches as many animels as the indivi-
dual producer could meintain on the feed supply at his command, Only fe=
male animels one ysar old and over were purchased, and payments were $2,00

each for sheep and $1,40 emch for Angera goats, divided equally in eschk
case between a "sarvice and disposition® payment and a "purchese” paymeant.
The former payment, &s in the case of the cattle "benefit”™ payment, was

not subject to liens,
Purchase and disposition of sheep and goats were handled aiong the

same genersl lines as in the cattle~buying progrem. All animels fit for
humen food were donated to the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation for
relief purposes to be handled in accordance with their usual msthod of
procedure, Condemned animals were destroyed at points of purchese,

Progress of purchases, by weeks and months, may be noted by
referring to Chart 18 and Table 11,

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



SHEEP AND GOATS PURCHASED FROM

THE KAVAJO INDIARS

The fellowing is a Wrief sumsry, by reservations, of the sheep and geat

purchasing program which was conducted in the Mawvejo sountry in the fall of 1934,

s & measure of relief to the Indians, from an allotment of $§250,000 mede avail-

able to the Coamissioner of Indien Affairs, Department of the Interier, through

the Federal Beergency Relief idministratien.

Sheep smpunt Geats Amount Total
Cos%
Southera Mvaje 17,174  $34,348 52,437  §$52,437 $ 86,785
Western Wavaje 8,000 16,000 20,0600 20,000 86,000
Eastern Mavaje 4,277 8,55¢ 34,902 24,902 33,456
Nerthern Mavaje 9,281 18,862 50,876 350,876 49,438
Leupp 3,500 7,000 6,000 6,000 13,000
Hopi 6,820 13,640 13,572 13,572 26,500
Total ' 6,%52 98,104 I'u"',va“'r' —§4T, 787 W:in
ﬁ%"‘“ﬁ%{‘ Slaughtered Condemned TLosses Teotal
s THNEP DRty TSy UEETE
Southern 6,830 33,050 8,513 18,833 1,463 467 548 87 17,174 52,437
Wostera 1,104 6,433 3,424 5,530 3,382 7,527 90 510 B,000 20,000
Pastern 5,706 23,942 517 203 - - 5T 4,277 84,902
Northern 85 1,946 7,994 22,430 482 s 20 180 9,281 30,874
Leupp 668 4,210 2,737 1,699 - - 24 1 3,500 65,000
Hopi 1,251 9,833 5,881 3,681 128 58 1,50 - 6,820 13,572
Total 14,542 835,414 27,066 53,076 5,455 8,370 2,189 925 49,052 147,785

It will be noted that the prices paid were $2.00 for sheep and
$1,00 fer goats,

on Northern Wavaje,

scoordance with instruetiens of the State Relief Adwinistrator,

Digitized for FRASER
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and goat skims were shipped to Prescott, Arizons,

The sbove figures check with the exception of two goats

411 of the purehased animals that reached loading
points ware shipped to Phoenix with the exeeption ef 4,277 sheep and
24,902 goets that were shipped to 13 different points in New Mexioco inm

State Relief Adwinistrator's instructions,

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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Chart 18 gl

Emergency Sheep and Goo’r-Buylnq Proqrom
Septl5,l934 to Feb.lI935 Purchases by Weeks
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TAHLE 10, = Woekly Pregress Repert of Sheep Purchases

XWES ONE YEAR OLD AND OVER

Week Total Tetal .3
mu? Purchases Condexmed Condemned
Sept. 22 415,458 224,972 54,15
Sspte 29 770,366 503,158 65,18
octe 6 698,85 437,223 62,56
Oct, 13 20,774 430,115 59,67
Octe 20 359,57M 215,359 59.89
Octe 27 224,330 157,032 70,00
Nev, S 117,035 75,498 62,80
Nev. 10 100,042 55,825 55,80
Nev, 17 61,185 51,478 51445
Nev, 24 52,627 24,567 46,78
m. 1 13,‘11 ,’,W 51011
Dec, 8 17,036 13,250 77,78
Dee, 15 8,735 5,401 61.83
Des. 22 5,907 5,591 57.42
mc. 8’ 3,6“ 2.570 71.27
1958

Tz, § 8,116 5,013 6177
Jen, 12 4,158 2,97 7145
Jam, 19 241 141 58,51
Ja. 26 1,935 423 21,86
red, 1 1,38 176 13,08
Total 3,609,773 2,206,961 6la4
Month ef

September 1,211,655 740,803 6l.14
October 8,062,060 1,276,476 61,90
Nevember 293,183 156,245 5e.82
December 39,402 27,146 68,89
Jumnary 13,488 ' 7,291 54408
Total 5,609,773 2,206,961 614
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PAHIE 11, ~ Weekly Progress Repart of coat Purchases

DOES ONE YRAR OLD AND OVER

week Total Total 3
_l;_;# Purshases Condesmed Cendemned
Sept, 22 188 163 86,70
Sept, 29 1,963 1,857 92,64
Octe 6 2,358 2,558 99096
oste 13 20,666 15,945 7716
Oets 20 94,797 62,634 66,07
oete 27 64,178 43,029 67,085
Nove 3 32,316 19,948 6173
Nov, 1O 52,079 36,147 68,75
m. 1' a'm 7,069 83.32
mov. 24 15,702 9222 6730
Dece 1 21,042 16,741 79,56
Dece 8 15,697 9,945 72,61
w‘ 15 1" “6 14’ ’05 8’.”
Dec, 22 8,880 7,589 90,89
Dose 29 2,880 256 9.92
1938
Jam, S 8%s 488 56.88
Jan, 12 4 4 100,00
Jame 19 249 73 29,82
Jun, 26 0 ® 0
Fob, 1 -] $ 100400
Total 354,598 248,3%0 70,04
Wtk of
September 2,11 2,000 92,12
Oetoder 198,152 133,934 67.59
Movember 108,999 76,762 70,45
December 4,443 38,209 7922
Janmry 870 445 81.18
Total 3544595 8,350 70,04
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CHAPTER Y4

OPERATION OF CONSERVATION PROGRAMS
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CHAPTER 4

OPERATION OF CONSERVATION PROGRAMS
To conserve and increase feed supplies and to offer protection
to foundation herds, conservation measures were adopted early in the
drought program. The two principal phases of conservation were: (1)

seed conservation, and (2) the conservation of feed supplies.

1. SEED CONSERVATION PROGRAM

The drafters of Drought Relief legislation anticipated the
damage that might result to agriculture by leaving many farmers with
no alternative but to draw upon thelr stocks of select seed to meet the
deficient feed emergency. Care had been exercised in developing over
a8 long period of time wvaluable adapted grain varieties. To protect
this very important phase of agriculture, the Seed Conservation
Committee set out to determine the areas actually in danger of losing
preferred varieties, before proceeding with a systematic survey of seed
deficiencies, and the procurement of seed to be retained for the next
planting season.

Under the supervision of the Bureau of Plant Ipdustry, through
a special Seed Stocks Committee, the murvey of seed needs and the
sources of supply was successfully accomplished. Actual purchase,
storage, cleaning and distridution became the function of the Commodities

Purchase Section undsr the immediate direction of a Procurement Unit,
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The purchase of spring wheat, durum wheat, melting barley, feed
barley, oats and flax started on August 8, Purchases were made after
inspection and acceptance of samples submitted by owners or their
suthorized sgents. The first purchases were based upon daily quotaw
tions of the Minneapolis market, field headquarters of the Seed Pro-
curenent Unit, plus a premium of a few cents per bushel as a special
inducement to owners to release their seed stocks to the Government
rather than to dispose of them through regular channels, Later it
became necessary to let the market gquotations at the point of purchase
determine the price to be paid in each case.

As a regular procedure the purchased grain was placed in stors
in Country elevators, or at large urban concentration points within or
as near as possible to the drought-stricken areas as would permit easy
shipment when needed. The purchase phase of the seed procurement prom
gram nearing completion by the last of September, attention was directed
to the cleaning and processing of all graln acquired for seed purposes.
Cleaning was accomplished at storage points by means of suitable,
processing machinery.

Prior to Jamuary 1, 1935, the selling price of conserved seed
grain represented the purchase price, plus the estimated cost of storage,
cleaning and handling, and the estimated cost of delivery to points of
destination. After January 1, the price of each commodity was increased
monthly by the cost of storage.

It was considered the best policy to dispose of the seed by sale
only. Hence it was contemplated that the major portion of the disburse-

ments made for sead grain would be returned to the Govermment upon the
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consumation of the distribution phase of the Seed Conservation Program,
Any losses to the Government would be attributed to the emergency naturs

of the operation.

CORN OPTION-PURCHASE

Another measure designed to protect seed supplies was the optional
purchase of between 500,000 and 1,000,000 bushelm of seed quality corn in
states where it was indicated that the supplies of 1933 sealed corn
sultable for seed might be threatened by the demand for feed.

Loans of 55¢ per bushel had already been made by Commodity Credit
Corporation to farmers in several Corn Belt States within the drought area,

Provision was made for an additional advance of 20¢ per dushel,
as an option=purchase payment, which would hold this corn for sale to the
Government until May 1, 1935. In this manner the Government would
maintain a reserve supply, the purchase of which could be completed if
needsd., This reserve could be drawn upon for needy farmers, or held
to supply emergency replanting needs, resulting from continued adverse
climatic conditions,

Such corn would have to pass Government inspection and be held
under favorable storage conditions to be eligiwle for the option~purchase.

Seed purchases by States will be found in Appendix A, Exhibit 2,
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11, THE FEED CONSERVATION PROGRAM

The solution of the feed problem was approached frc;m two
angles. While the orderly reduction in animal numbers was being
carried out, steps were in progress to increase and properly
distribute feed supplies.

Indication of a feed shortage as the result of drought and
other conditions first became apparent in forage and pasture crops.
It was then that the Administration began to institute measures
to encourage the planting of such crops as might produce the

maximum of livestock feed, in spite of unfavorabls conditions,

ADJUSTMENTS AND THE CONSERVATION OF FEED SUFPLIES.

One of the main points of attack upon the drought problem
was the encouragement of increased planting of emergency forage
crops, To this end, provisions of the adjustment contracts were
modified, both those applying to the lands rented by the Secretary
of Agriculture and those applying to other lands cultivated by
contract signers,

On May 19, 1934, a ruling was announced to clear the way
for emergency seeding of feed crops., Under this mling. restrictions
on farms under corn and tobacco contracts in the officially desige
nated drought area were modified to permit planting, in excess
of the acreage permitted under each contract, of corn for roughage
purposes only, and of forage crops for pasture or hay only, The

modification did not apply to definitely "contracted® or "rented®
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acres which farmers had agreed to leave out of basic crop pro-
duction, Neither did it apply to wheat contracts, as increases
in forage crop planting under the wheat contract could be made
without special ruling,

This ruling was shortly followed by two other rulings on
May 26, opening the way to pasturing livestock in the officially
designated drought areas on acres contracted under the corn=hog
and wheat contracts planted to pasture crops, regardless of
whether or not such pasture crops wers vlanted with a nurse crop.
The ruling extended the pasture privilege to July 1, 1934, only,
but was later extended to include the remainder of the crop year,

On May 29 the Administration, observing the continued
growth of the drought situation, took further steps to encourage
the planting of emergency forage crops, by modifying all wheat,
corn-hog, and tobacco contracts to the exteat of removing the
restrictions on planting and harvesting of all forage crops, includ-
ing corn fodder and grain sorghums, This ruling aspplied to all
general or "non-contracted® acres on farms under adjustment con=
tracts all over the United States. At the same time, the limits
on the use of contracted acres were broadened to allow the planting
and harvesting of all forage crops, except corn and grain sor-
ghums, and to make possible the pasturing of contracted acres
and the harvesting of hay for forage from such acres. Under
this ruling corn, for fodder, eould be planted immediately on
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non~contracted acres for forage purposes in all counties in the
Dakotas, Minnesota, Wisconsin, Michigan, Montana, and Wyoming,

On June 23, an interpretation of the ruling of May 29 was
issued, allowing the harvesting of all seeds, except soybeans, cow
peas, peanuts, and sorghums, from pasture and meadow crops grown
on contracted acres under the wheat, corn-hog, or tobacco contracts,
This interpretation was made in view of the reduced supplies of
seed, and the unfavorable condition of pasture and mezdow crops
for the season’s harvest,

On June 30, one week later, further modification of the
above ruling was made to permit planting of corn and grain sor~ °
ghums, for rovughage purposes only on contracted acres,

Angust 2, 1934 the cotton contract was modified to permit
planting, pasturing, and harvesting of pasture, hay, and roughage
crops for unrestricted use for livestock feed and for sale for
livestock feed; and the harvesting on rented acres of the seed
of soybeans, cow peas, forage sorghums, millet and Sudan grass,
and meadow and pasture crops such as alfalfa, lespedesa, sweet
clover and other clovers, and grasses such as orchard grass,
Dallis grass, rescue grass, carpet grass and similar grasses
and legumes for use or sale as feed.

Corn~hog, wheat and tobacco contracts were also modified
to permit harvesting in 1934 on rented acres of the seed of soy-

beans, cow peas, forage sorghums, millet, and fSudan grass, and
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»eadow and pasture crops such as alfalfa, lespedssa, sweet clover
and other clovers, and grasses such as orchard grass, Dallis grass,
rescue grass, carpet grass and similar grasses and legumes for use
or sale as seed,

September 13, 1334 a new ruling was put into effect to permit
the utilisation of contracted acreage under wheat allotment contract
for the seeding of pasture and hay crops for pasture and/or seed,
and the seeding of emergency forage crops for hay, pasture or roughage

only, with certain restrictions.

ESTABLISHMENT OF THE FEDERAL LIVESTOCK FEED AGENCY

With available feed supplies drastically reduced, the Governe
ment had several courses of action open: Mrst, to encourage
conservation and the most efficient utilisation of all feed avalle
able, Second, to locate regional surpluses which might exist, and
to facilitate the widest nossible distribution of such feeds in
deficient areas., Third, to provide credit facilities for farmers
with which $¢ purchase feeds, in cases where commercial credit was
not available; and in the case of producers without credit stande
ing, to provide funds for the purchase of feed to maintain wub~
sistence livestock.

The first and second diviéions of the problem fell within
the jurisdiction of the Department of Agriculture and the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Administration., The provision of credit was

the responsibility of the FParm Credit Administration. The
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Federal Emergency Relief Administration provided funds for feed
to producers who were reduced to a relief status,

Through the establishment of the Federal Livestock Feed
Agency in Kansas City during the month of August, plans were
completed for close cooperation between the Government and the
livestock feed trade to assure, insofar as possible, an adequate
supply of feed at equitable prices in the drought areas, Briefly,
the plan provides that drought counties needing feeds of any kind
consolidate all requirements and then notify the Federal Livestock
Yeed Agency, set up in Kansas City, of the nature and quantities
of feeds required. At the same time, the feed agency was making
a compilation from the Government surveys and reports from trade
sources on supplies of feed available in surplus areas, the quan-
tities of such feeds on hand, and the most reasonable delivered
price. The agency functioned as a clearing house to supply ine
quiring counties with information on the best source of supply
for their particular need, taking into consideration quantity,
price, location, and kinds of feed needed. The counties were thus
enabled to place consolidated orders covering all county needs,
and dealers in the indicated market to ship such orders direct to
the counties, conasigned to local dezlers.

A careful survey made after the removal of the forage
restrictions, indicated that 88,6 per cent of the contracted

acres covered by cotton, wheat, corn=hog, and tobacco contracts
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were used for production of forsge, and that less than 4 per cent
of the land was idle. While the drought seriously affected new
seedlings of pasture and meadow crops in the Corn Belt States and
States within the drought ares, the contract modifications per~
mitted and encouraged the growing of forage crops and the use of
pasture on contracted acres, The modifications resulted in the
production of over 14 million tons of hay and roughage on contracte
ed acres, This supply assisted to no small extent in alleviating
the deficiency in roughege covered by the drought.

As a consequence of the encouragement given the planting
of hay and the seeding of pasture, it is estimated that 2,409,000
tons of the hay and forage produced on contracted acres represent
& gain over what would otherwise have been harvested.

At the same time, the supplies of grain, hay and pasture,
per unit of consuming animal, were increased approximately 6 per
cent for grain, and 17 per cent for hay and pasture above what
would have been the case had there been no dowmward adjustment in
hog, cattle, and sheep numbers as a result of the adjustment proe

grams, (B8ee Chart 20)

CATTLE TRANSFRR UNIT
With the establishment of the Federal Livestock Feed Agency
at Kansas City it became possidble to make an exhaustive survey of
feed supplies throughout the nation. The result of this survey

disclosed that there was considerable feed avallable in many places
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and a shortage of locally owned livestock to consume it, In
contrast to this it was known that there were many herds of good
livestock located throughout the drought area which the owners

would not wish to dispose of but for which 1t would be very diffim
cult to procure feed locally., In order to facilitate connecting

the man with feed and no livestock with the livestock owner who

had no feed, the Cattle Transfer Unit was established with headw
quarters at Kansas City, Missouri. Mr. Barry Reed of the Burean

of Agricultural Economics and Mr. James Wallace, Extension Specialist
is Livestock Marketing, handled this unit. It functioned during
November and December and into the month of Jamuary, 1935. 4
splendid service was rendered through it and many people were enabled
to locate places where they might ship their livestock to be wintered
on a reasonable basis. In some instances animals were to be fed on
such harvested crops as fodder, ensilage, straw and hay. In others
they were to be grased upon fall seedsd grains which had made a
wonderful growth in those parts of the 1934 drought area which bad
received copious fall rains, The activities of this unit produced
many favorable comments and resulted in constructive help to the
livestock industry., At the time the unit was closed in Jamuary it
was thought that activities along the lines of moving livestock were
completed, However, in late April when it became evident that
pasture would not be available in the "Dust Bowl" area and such

contiguous territory as remained dry, the Cattle Transfer Unit was
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reestablished as part of the Federal Livestock Feed Agency at
Kangas City and under the guidance of Mr. X. 0. Pollock, a list
of available pastures was assembled. Likewise a 1list of men who
were forced to put their cattle on pasture, Quite a few took
advantage of the facilities made available and undoubtedly mmuch
good was done., Abundant rain through part of the dry area in late
May and early June resulted in a cessation of activities along the

1line of cattle movement to pasture.

OORN STOVER CONSERVATION PROGRAN

Zarly in September the Agricultural Adjustment Administration
announced plans for the conservation of corn fodder and corn stover,
as a part of its program for making avallable to livestock feeders
in the drought area a large supply of roughage which under normal
conditions would not have been harvested., While the feeding value
of this material has long been recognized, it has been the practice
in the states of the corn belt to turn the stock in the stalk fields,
let them eat what they could, and burn or plow under what waa left.

As an inducement to farmers in this area to harvest, cure,
bale and prepare this material for market the Administration
guaranteed a market for those farmers who agreed to the terms which
were offered, The announcement of the plan on Septemder 8, 1934,
established grades for corn fodder and corn stover and fixed the
prices which were coneidered reasonable both to the producer and

the ultimate purchaser. Allotments of quotas were made to the
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States of Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Iowa, and Minnesota, and con~
tracts were entered into with individual farmere, through the
County Agents.

Under thls contract the Government made no purchases, but
offered its facilities for the sale of this material, with the
guarantee that the portion remaining unsold on April 1, 1935 would
be taken over and pald for at the prices specified for the material
eas graded. The closing date for signing contracts was fixed as
November 10, 1934,

A regionzal office was established at Waterloo, Iowa, for the
purpose of assisting the County Drought Directors and farmers in
accomplishing the aims of the program, and extensive educational
work was carried on through the Extension Service to induce farmers
in all sections to save fodder and stover for home feeding and
release the hay and high grade roughage for shipment to the drought
area,

As a result of this program it is conservatively estimated
that more than one million acres of corn fodder and stover were
harvested and the resulting product made available for feed. Much
of this material was fed on the farms where produced and a large
volume of hay released for shipment to the drought area. Many
farmers who harvested their corn fodder expecting to sign contracts
with the Government found a ready sale, and in some ‘sections

favorably located with reference to movement of cattle, large numbers
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of eattle from the drought area were brought in and fed upon this
roughage.

It 1s ostimated that 1,200,000 tons of fodder and stover
were harvesgted and made available as feed., Of this amount only
about 100,000 tons were offered for the Government guarantee,

The records of the Corn-fodder etover program as of July 15,
1935, indicate that the entire tonnage under Govermment contract
had been disposed of either by cancellation or sale.

The smounts contracted for in the several states are as

follows:

Zons Contracted

Iowa 39,622,50
Minnesota 12,417.00
Illinols 8,529+ 75
Ohio 9,933.00
Indiana —5,599,00
Total 76,101,25
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S0Y BRAN HAY Pm(‘:m

In a further effort to stimulate the maximum conservation
of livestock forage a plan Was perfacted whereby the crop of soy
beans growing in the State of Illinois might be cut for hay and
growers be assured of an established market, This plan was dew
veloped through the agency of the Illinois Agricultural Associa~
tion, The plan called for the hay to be delivered during the winter
and payment for the samé to be made on a basis of United Btates
grades, the grading to be done by graders trained by the Bureau of
Agricultural Bconomics, Prices on the hay were to range from $12,50
to $15,00 per ton, f.0.b. car. Approximately thirty thousand tons
of hay was salvaged under this prograem., Had it not been for the
stimulation given to conserve this hay, the crop would undoubtedly
have been permitted to ripen and would have been harvested for the
beans, as these gave prospect of bringing a very good price,

This soy bean hay filled a most useful niche in the drought
area. The Nebraska Relief Commission took a large amount, ground
it and mixed with black strap molasses for distribution throughout
the state. This feed contained 70% ground hay and 304 molasses and
made a splendid addition to the ration of the impoverished animals
in that state, The Missouri Relief Commlssion took a large amount
of the soy bean hay for use as a component in a mixture containing
a considerable portion of ground corn fodder which had been salvaged

by that organization from the wrecked corn crop in Missouri, The
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soy bean hay improved the mixture, increased the protein and proved
to be a very useful adjunct. Incidentally, when spring rains made
it obvious that Missouri would not need all of the feed which it
was in position to manufacture, considerable gquantities were distri~
buted in the 1935 drousght area., Most of this feed was known as a
horse and mule mixture and contained 20% ground soy bean hay, It

was used very extensively in the states of Kansas, Colorado, Texas,

and Oklahona,

AGENCY FOR DEFICIENCY DISTRIBUTION

Under an executive order issued by the President, it was
possible to bring feed stuffs into the United States duty-free
in order to help farmers in the drought area conserve their livew
stock, During the early winter it became obvious that there would
be a serious shortage of roughage in the states of Wisconsin,
Minnesota, and North and South Dekota; furthermore, the only sources
of roughage in the United States were located at great distances froam
this area. In order to help procure feed for the people of this area,
1t was decided to establish at Minneapolis the Agency for Deficiency
Distribution. This organization had as its chief function the loca-
tion of and contracting for supplies of hay and straw in Canada at
points reasonably close to the border; likewise, the distribution of
this feed to dealers and other agencies equipped to handle it in the
four states mentioned above. A considerable quantity of wheat straw,

oat straw, oat hay, alfalfa hay, and coarse hays of various kinds
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TABLE ll=i, «~ Canadian Hay and Straw Clearances

Agency for Deficlency Distribution
as of Juns 5, 1935,

North South Total
Class Minnesota Wisconsin Dekota Dakota Montana tons
WYheat straw 2,488 392 21 hy 2,945
Oat straw 943 366 148 23 1,480
Grain straw 10 198 208
Timothy straw 91 106 197
Clover straw 72 33 105
Barley straw 173 515 10 55 722
Straw (Unclassified) ug
Upland Hay 5,129 51 3,291 1,552 9 10,032
Prairie Hay 2,261 12 - 2,529 158 39 5599
Alfalfa Hay 1,887 2 856 384 3,368
Timothy Hay 2,958 2,5313 392 62 6,006
Clover Hay 695 1 51 19 965
Alfalfa & Tmothy 398 98 496
Timothy & Clover 227 hg 58 155 u8s
Alfalfa & Clover 1 11
Upland & Timothy 16 21 14 111
Lowland Hay 287 2y 15 326
Grain Hay 325 20 215 22 582
Oat Eay 117 117
¥i14 Hay 328 328
Brome Grass 293 53 51 391
Scutch Grass 396 . 24 118 538
Total tons 18,874 4,85 7,683 3,660 48 35,100
Plus unclassified prior to Jarmuary 25, 1935. 650
Total clearance to June 5, 1935 35,750
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Were handled through this agency, A constant set of prices
was used during the activities of this organization, Reduced
rates were granted by Carnadian and United States railroads
which permitted the handling of this roughage on a reasonable
basis, These rates were practically equal to the concessions

granted by the United States railroad for handling feed on inter-

state basis,

THE MOLASSES PROGRAM

One of the efforts to assist in providing emergency feeds
in the drought area was the consideration of the use of molasses
or syrup from the surplus cane in Puerto Rico and the Philippines.

It was at first proposed that the Government arrange for
the processing of the surplus cane and contract for the movement
and distribution of the resulting syrup or molasses into the
drought area and arrange for the complete handling through trade
distribution channels under Government control.

It was finally determined that the most effective way to
provide a sufficient quantity of molasses for feed in the drought
area at the least possible expense would be by accepting an informal
agrecment with the Commercial Molasses Corporation that they make
available for distribution as livestock feed in the drought area
wp to 15,000,000 gallons at a price of T4 cents gulf coast ports and 6
cents Pacific coast ports. As a result of these arrangements and

cooperation of other molasses handlers in the govermmental program

of education with regard to use of molasses for feed, it is estimated
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that nearly 22,000,000 gallons of molasses went into the drought
area between January 1335 and June 1935, It is estimated that

at least 10,000,000 gallons were directly attributable to governm
wental programs and that the use of this molasses in comnection
with roughage which might not otherwise have been usable added

a considerable quantity to the emergency feed supplies reguired
in the drought area during these months,

Molasses being practically equal to corn as a livestock
feed, it was deemed wise to call the attention of farmers in
the drought stricken areas to the practicability of using it as
a conserver of grain, With the production of feed grains in
the United States the lowest in many years and in the drought
area the lowest since records have been kept, the encouraging
of the use of molasses seemed doubly Justifiable.

The sack of mixed feed manufactured by the Missourl Relief
Commission depicted in Chart 21 contains in addition to low grade
roughage, 40 per cent black strap molasses. The Missouri Relief
Comnission used a large quantity of this product in its forage

and feed conservation programs.

RURAL REHABILITATION OORPORATION
In the fall of 1934 it became obvious it would be advisable
for SBtate and Federal Agencies to supplement already existing
facilities for feed distribution. The Rural Rehabilitation Corpe

oration cooperated with the Department of Agriculture in making
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1ts facilities available for this purpose. This Corporation had
clients for whom it was obligated to supply feed in places where
there were not sufficient facilities or where those who handled
feed through usual channels were unsable to keep stocks on hand,
The Rural Rehabilitation Corporation honored orders from farmers
who were benefitting from the emergency feed loans and in some
instances from others who were unable to procure feed. Activities
along this line did not reach a momentous scale until late in the
spring of 1935 when in the "Dust Bowl® area it became obvious that
dealers were hesitant to keep stocked on high priced roughage and
were having difficulty locating the same, JFurthermore credit
facilities were taxed to the 1limit and it seemed best to develop
a plan whereby all farmers in the affected area might be assured
of a supply of feed at reasonable prices until the acute emergency
resulting from the protraction of the drought through the winter
and spring had been overcome. Arrangements were made with State
Relief Administrators whereby feed was consigned to County Relief
Administrators and they in turn honored not only the request of
their clients but likewise those of farmers receiving emergency
feed loans and others who had obtained certificates from County
Agricultural Agents stating that they were owners of breeding herds

of livestock and entitled to procure feed to help carry them through

the emergency,
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CHAPTER 5.
FARM CREDIT ADMINISYRATION PROGRAMS

June 19, 1934, the President approved the Emergency Appropria-
tion Act. The same day the Governor of the Farm Credit Administra-
tion issued regulations governing loans in drought-stricken areas by
the Emergency Crop and Feed Loan Section of the Farm Credit Admine-
istration.

These regulations provided for loans for the purchase of feed
for livestock and for the production of forage crops. 4 copy of
these regulations appears as appendix D, exhibit 4.

The Governor designated the stricken areas in which loans might
be made on the basis of recommendations from the Department of Agrie
culture. The following limitations governed these emergency loans:

(a) Approval of number of animals to be fed.

(») A per capita monthly maximmm for each type of livestock.

(e¢) Livestock must have been owned prior to April 2, 1934.

(d) Good faith in the use of the funds.

(e) Xo encumbrance to be placed on livestock, feed or crops

without the counsent of the Governor.

(f) Livestock must be in drought-designated areas.

(g) Nondisturbance agreement from lienholders agreeing to

take no steps to enforce payment of their liens before
Janmuary 1, 1936 except with the consent of the Govermor
of the Farm Credit Administration.

(h) Loans to be available only to applicants without neces-

sary feed and without credit to procure feed.

115
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(1) Loans to be made in monthly installments on the basis
of actual requirements.

(k) Loans for production of forage crops not to exceed
$1.00 per acre.

(1) No loans for commercial or contract feeding or fattening.

(m) No loans where first month's requirements total less
than $26.00. (Loans less than $25.00 for first month
were to be made by relief administration agencies.)

A copy of the application required' and of the note executed by

the borrowers are included as exhibit 4, appendix D.
July 2, 1934, the following maximum allowances were anncunced

for the purchase of feed for livestock.

AMOUNTS PER HEAD PER MONTH

Liveatock Iazm Bange
Horses and mules $ 4.00 $ 2.00
Cattle 3.00 1.50
Sheep and goats 76 .50
Hogs 1.00 None
Poultry 06 None

July 28, 1934, loans were limited to cattle one to eight years
old; sheep one to six years; goats one to six years; hogs limited to
drood sows, boars and gilts. Allowances for pack saddle horses were
added at $2.00 per month each.

August 1, 1934, provision was made for loans to pay actusl cost

of transportation, water and feed for movement of livestock to new
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pasture or rangs, either within or without designated areas. Pro-
vision was also made for permitiing rental of pasture and range. -

Avgust 9, it was announced that no applications for loans for
production of forage crops would be accepted after September 15, 1934.
This date was subsequently changed to October 15, 1934.

August 17, 1934, it was provided that proceeds of loans might
be used for paying. actual cost of preparing feed for storage or con=-
sumption on the borrower's farm or range.

August 31, 1934, proceeds of loans were mads available for pure
chase of reserve feed supplies required for 60 days in additiom %o
current requirements. When loans for reserve feed supplies were made,
no supplemental loan was to be made for the months of February and
March, 19365. This applied to areas where winter weather conditions
would prevent transportation of feed to feed locations. Such loans
woere made with a lien upon the feed and upon the livestock. It was
required that such reserve feed could not be sold or otherwise dis~
posed of except by feeding to the borrower's livestock without written
consent of the Governor.

In order to assist in maintaining pure-bred livestock, the
restriction as to ownership prior to April 2 was modified October 9
to permit loans to owners of such stock kept for bdreeding purposes
whea such stock had been acquired after April 1, 1934 from other

owners who had owned the animals as of April 1, 1934 and whea the

animals had been kept within the drought areas.
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Because 0f the exhaustion of pastures and ranges and the small
amount of feed available to many producers, the maximum allowance
per month for cattle on farms was raised to $4.50, and range cattle
were increased to a marimum of $2.00 per head a month, as of
Jaguary 5 and 11, 1935. The monthly allowance per head of work
animals was increased to $6.00, as of Janmuary 5§ and 11, 1935; to
$8.00, as of January 26, 1935; and to $10.00, as of May 1, 1935.
January 26, 1935, further modifications of the loan provisions were
made providing loans on 1934 ewe lambs to a meximum of $0.50 each
farm or range; on 1934 heifer calves $3.00 farm, $1.50 range; on
1934 female kids $0.35 farm and range. Tables showing the number
of head of each type of livestock on which the loans were made in
each state are included in this report, together with summary tables
and tables showing the total amounts of money loaned in each state
from the funds provided by the Emergency Appropriation Act for the
fiscal year 1935. These amounts include mot only the total of loans
made for maintenance of livestock but also the total amouats loaned
in various states under the general authority of the act for relief
in stricken agricultural areas. The other programs for which funds
were loaned by the Farm Credit Administration from this appropris-
tion are set forth in the paragraphs following the tables of figures
appearing on the succeeding pages.

Based on the number of animals listed in the initial applica-

tions of borrowers to whom loans were mads feed was provided for a
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total of 18,990,425 head of livestock with funds loaned by the
Farm Credit Administration under authority of the Emergency Appro-

priation Act (Drought):*

Stock Nuaber of kead
Cows 4,277,516
Steers 508,666
Bulls 151,651
Calves (1934) 1,202,262
Ewes 6,738,768
Bucks 212,822
Lambs (1934) 2,146,110
Goats 610,977
Hogs ! 1,570,961
Horses and Mules 1,670,814 -
18,990,426

In addition funds were advaunced for the production of 1,174,869
acres of forage crops and for the maintenance of 28,192,214 head of
poultry. The total area of all counties designated as emergency
drought counties was 1,785,473 square miles.

A total of 320,671 initial applications was filed. lLoans were
made to 300,597 farmers on initial applications and 789,294 supple-
mental loans were made to these same borrowers.

A total of 818,633 supplemental applications were filed of which
29,339 were not approved or were canceled after approval . Of the
total number of initial applications filed, that is, 320,571, a total
of 19,974 were not approved or were canceled after approval. All
loans were made on a monthly basis. Supplemental applications being

required each month to justify the need for the additional loan.

* See tables on pages 134-11 to 134-20.
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Prior to the approval of the act no funds wers avallable to
make any preparation for the operations; nevertheless, the first
check in disbursement of these funds was made July 3, 1934, the
fourteenth day after the approval of the Act by the President.

The amount loaned on the 300,597 initial applications was
$21,654,018; on the 789,294 supplemental applications it was
$60,351,437, a total of $72,005,465 in 27 states between June 19,
1934 and June 30, 1935. None of the notes have yet matured, but
1,093,426 have been repaid on principal and 5,939 loans made be=
tween December 1, 1934 and June 30, 1935 have deen repaid in full.

Between the date of the first disbursement, June 3, 1934, and
July 28, 1934, a total of $2,451,572.00 had been loaned to 26,301
farmers. By September 1, 1934 a total of $8,543,851 had been loaned
on 114,285 initial and supplemental apvlications to 95,398 producers
of livestock. The need for this type of assistance became increas-
ingly appareat, and loans made in the winter feeding months reflected
the great shortage of fecd on the farms and ranges. This situation
is shown both by the increased total of loans made in these months
and in the increased average psr borrower. Between February 2 and
March 2 the largest amount was loaned for a one-month period, the
total was $9,943,902.00. The average loan per dorrower July 28, 1934
was $93,31; March 2, 1935, this amount was $186.55 and June 30, 19356
it was $239.54. Details of disbursements and collections will be
found in appendix exhibits, pages 190-2 to 190-5 inclusive.



Table 11-B

1934 - 1935 DRCUGHT RELIEF LOANS

Teble - Loans made, collections, and balances outstanding, by months,
July 3, 1934 through June 30, 1935
Loans made Collections Balance oustanding
Initial Supplemental
Month \ Kumber
. Total Total

Number &Q?unt Number Amount amount ciozlll Sgi gd amount Nuzber Amount
33,145 $3,023,332 - - $3,023,339 - - 33,145 $3,023,339
61,082 4,170,158 18,864 $1,282,526 5,452,684 - - 94,227 8,476,023
57,589 3,641,560 45,216 2,777,143 6,418,703 - - 151,816 14,894,726
39,432 2,544,994 70,457 4,137,502 6,682,496 - - 191,248 21,577,222
15,428 1,359,375 60,193 3,716,240 5,075,615 - - 206,676 26,652,837
14,360 1,514,005 | 68,738 4,412,676 5,926,681 1,076 $135,184 219,960 32,444,334
22,376 1,542,233 96,254 6,379,541 7,921,774 612 66,048 241,724 40,300,060
25,398 1,429,083 119,094 7,925,767 9,354,850 1,062 154,239 266,060 49,500,671
20,864 1,155,838 138,362 2,113,077 10,272,915 1,118 204,046 285,806 59,569,540
9,062 741,173 102,794 7,201,311 7,942,484 781 180,002 294,094 67,332,022
1,334 145,864 59,533 3,078,904 3,224,768 644 158,366 294,784 70,398,424
520 382,336 9,789 326,750 709,146 646 195,541 294,658 70,912,028

Total ... ...\ 300,597 }$21,654,018 | 789,294 $50,351,437 | $72,005,455 5,939 $1,093,426 - -

Farm Credit Administration - Division of Finance and Research,
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FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

TABLE 11-C
inorgency Crop Loan Section
Summary of Collections By States = 1934 Drought Loans
As of June 30, 1935
COLLECT?TIONS TO DATE
- loang made __ Districts and States Loans collected in full Loans outstanding
Approved Percent of Percent of Approved Percent of Approved Balance
Mumber ___  Amount _Amount = loans made  Number _ Joens made amount loans made _ __ Number _amount ceivable
RECAPIPULATION REGIONAL OFFICES
46 $  hg,748,00 Springfield $ 57500 1,18 4 'ﬁﬁ 361,00 oTH 42 $&  48,387.00 $  U48,173.00
k2,234 1,533,46U7.50 Memphis T4 769,72 1,88 607 1. 22,368,00 1,46 11,627 1,511,279.50 1,U58,877.78
574269 2,150, 2U7,00 St. Louis 139.268.32 6,18 - - - -~ 57269 2,150,2U7.00 24010,978.95
357570 19,825,522,00 5t, Panl 76,180, 38 622 Y 53912200 o2 356,948 19,772,400.00 19,749,341,96
3520299  274387,915.00 Omaha 263555384 96 1.32 36 151,427.00 5 351,046  27,236,488,00  27,124,361.16
126,695 8,694,140,00 Wichita 306,139,92 3.52 1, 1,30 194,529,00 2.2 1a.ohg 8,1499,611,00 84388,000,08
108,381 6+962,1%43,00 Dallas 132,533.05 1.90 1,426 1.32 79,080,00 114 106,955 64883 ,063,00 6,829,609495
16,400 2,171,732.00 Salt Lake 69,193.24 3.19 248 1, 33,833,00 1.56 16,152 24137,899,00 2,102,538,76
28,297 34231,360,00 Spokane 31,212,61 97 133 U7 24,085,00 o175 28,164 39207,275.00 3+200,147439
1,089,891  $72,005,454,50 Totals $1,095 425,47 1.52 5+939 54 $558,805,00 78 1,083,952  $71,446,649,50  $70,912,029,03

Division of Finance and Research « Washington Accounting Sectien,
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RECAPITULATION OF DROUGHT FEED LOANS (PURSUANT TO ACT, JUNE 19, 1934) BY E. C. & F. L. OFFICES AND BY STATES

T4BLE 11-D
INITIAL LOANS SUPPLEMENTAL LOANS TOTAL AMOUNT LISTED 1IN INITIAL APPLICATION
Initial and No. of Yo. of No. of No. of ¥o. of No. of No. of No. of YNo. of No. of No. of No. of Acres No. of
Number Amount Number Amount Supplemental Cows Steers Bulls 1934 Ewes Bucks 1934 Gomts  Brood=sows, Ha ses Poultry Forage Crops Miscellaneous
Calves Lambs Boars and Gilts & Mules Loans
District 1 New York 398 26,587 348 22,161 4g, Ths 4,483 96 132 537 317 5 20 16 93 ghly 11,890
District 3 JFlorida 1,041 412,596 412,596 1,01
District 5 Iouisiana 7,364 299,085 7,039 153,536 452,621 47,611 Sl 1,006 6,016 280 2 20 1,605 27,010 17,763 179,772 67,045
District 6 Arkansas 13,417 4ok, 880 13,454 278,510 683%,390 17, 473 7,556 1,152 12,768 6,190 331 942 7,568 34,311 33.6147 532,757 71,05 21k
Missouri 20,656 845,203 33,959 1,183,028 2,033,231 139,076 6,670 3,328 33,015 72,555 2,551 15,890 12,867 98, 544 o, U4 2,371,538 45,11 25
Illinois 1,44 62,835 1,455 61,561 124,396 9,622 224 296 2,375 3,467 151 175 66 6,775 5, 768 156,001 6,878
District 7 Wisconsin 5,782 315,040 13,323 706, T46 1,021,786 78,315 609 3,594 10,528 13,033 412 4,501 97 22,465 21,191 504, 482 2,560
Nor th Dakota 4y 435 2,511,723 183,618 9,529,720 12,041,443 508, 788 66,352 22,655 132,209 327,510 9,01 159, 488 ga4 24,870 297,935 4,225,067 56,584
Minnesota 27,104 1,699,579 77,268 4,936,589 6,636,168 319,324 17,286 17,000 69,298 111,965 3,29 27,636 461 226,072 181,119 3,383,952 7,466
District 8 Iom 7,118 392,551 11,619 609,257 1,001,808 61,115 3,530 2,047 2k, 479 29,062 1,016 5852 115 554357 28,677 784,406 935
South Dakota 44,124 3,788,498 180,662 12,489,605 16,278,103 646,447 103,638 24, 759 217,303 528,96 13,851 219,896 l,gzg 407,032 273,974 5,385,890 55, T08
Nebraska 24,940 1,965,636 7,799 5,289,189 7,254,825 401,631 46,108 15,869 146, 768 27,785 725 6,733 183,035 146,993 2,723,681 37,856
Wyoming 34304 1,071,113 7,007 1,754,976 2,826,089 184,253 31,869 6,526 69,857 1,273,475 40,818 450,937 878 5,080 30,870 138,834 462
District 9 Oklahoma 12,513 554, 770 14,032 593, 908 1,148,678 42,679 29,837 3,862 45,211 4,922 291 1,531 3,165 32,724 46,4 756,081 8L, 208
Colorado 7,119 719,65 19, 287 1,576,824 2,296,477 04,986 34,223 8,866 65,041 267,045 9,848 80,167 1,811 24, 353 43,507 589,555 56,941
Kansas 16.)19:; 930,17 40,277 2,351,404 3,331,578 205, 703 23,850 6,876 60,697 14,283 530 3,855 597 19,263 78,152 2,215,236 %0, T10
New Mexico 5, 486 780,068 9,322 1,015,379 1,795,447 244,929 33,298 8,350 80,602 462,919 18,024 117,306 36,582 14,225 35,699 266,670 564391
District 10 Texas k2,839 2,552,226 65,395 4,357,164 6,909,390 719,061 53,352 15,684 146,944 1,427,680 58,528 505,150 540,179 114,897 174,731 2,748,036 564,979
District 11 Utah 4,007 654, 642 9,007 1,097,197 1,751,839 68,068  10,4u45 2,041 18,263 964,670 24, 207 222,296 6,043 16,557 42,986 154
Arizona 276 36,361 190 23,8uk 60,202 7,352 1,228 253 1,661 15,026 820 8,930 687 819 1,298 35,624 2,428%
Nevada 101 90,938 107 28,284 119,222 10,510 2,898 371 »115 167,782 3,246 25,803 62 232 1,398 3,020
California 1,228 121,865 1,449 115,073 236,938 29,550 2,887 936 ,819 25,255 yl5 4,025 635 4,871 2,896 384,215 6,169
District 12 Oregon 182 71,561 261 71,193 1h2, 754 71,386 2,586 283 2,155 113,157 3,968 24, lok 18 269 1,562 ,530 1, 4ok
Idaho 1,656 361, 704 2,982 680,822 1,042,526 36,297 7,799 1,065 10,731 461,093 9,898 161,999 200 3,884 10,529 ,012 675
Montana 6,392 573,135 15,646 1,089,330 1,662,765 122,856 21,680 4,700 37,560 320,331 10,8 97,906 557 11,727 49,816 299,979 9,138
Washington 1,102 359,275 359,275 1,135
TOPALS..00ev.us 300,738 21,636,233 789,324 50,366,903 72,003,136 4,277,515 508,565 151,651 1,202,252 6,738,768 212,822 2,146,110 610,977 1,570,951 1,570,814 28,192,214 1,174,859 2,415
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In all cases of loans from funds made available by the Emergency
Appropriation Act of the fiscal year 1935 (drought) no deductions
were made from the loan when advanced to the borrowers. The notes
bear interest at the rate of 53%. No loans from this appropriation
could be made after June 30, 1935, the end of the fiscal year.

The funds were made available by the Act to be used for relief
in stricken agricultural areas. This phrasing and the apparent
intent of Congress permitted loans to areas other than those affected

by drought.

ORCHARDS « REHABILITATION
September 15, 1934, the Governor provided for the rehabilitation

of orchards in all counties of the following states: .

Naine , Massachusetts
Rhode Island Connecticut
New Hampshire Vermont

New York New Jersey

by loans for the planting of fruit trees to replace those killed or
severely damaged by the winter of 1933-34 and the storms of August,
1933. The amount of the loan was not to exceed the cost of the trees
with the following limitations:

(1) Yor each apple or pear tree 50¢; for each peach, plum and
cherry tree 30¢; and in any case not more than $35.00 per acre. Loans
were also suthorised for the maintenance of pesch and sweet cherry
orchards in which the 1934 crop was killed by the severe winter of

1933=34 without killing the trees. The loan was not to excesd the
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actual cost of fertiliser, spraying materials, pruning and worming,

with a maxizum loan per acre of $25 for bearing peach trees or $12

per acre for bearing sweet cherry trees. Such loans were limited

to:

(a)

(v)

(e)

(a)
(e)
(1)
(g)
(n)

(1)
(J)

Borrowers who were owners of the orchards at the time
of destruction or damage;

Experienced fruit growers who hed given personal care
to their orchards;

Farmers for replanting not more than the number of
trees or number of acres occupied by trees destroyed;
To the farm upon which the damaged orchard was located;
Applications not to be received after June 30, 1935;
No loans for restoring damage csused prior to August, 1933;
No loans to those having other credit;

No loans on mortgaged property unless application was
accompanied by nondisturbance agreement;

Minismum loan $25; maximum loan $5,000;

Satisfactory liens to secure repsyment.

January 256 and March 19, 1935 regulations with regard to liens

were amended.

Among other changes was a provision for liens on crops

to be harvested during the years 1936, 1937 and 1938.

STRAWBEERIES

December 11, 1934, the Governor provided for meking loans to

farmers for ths purpose of purchasing strawberry plants in certainm

counties of Arkansas, Missouri and Oklahoma, the minimum loan to be
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$25 and the mexiwum $4,000, with a meximum losmn per acre of $10.

Arkansias Counties
Benton Noward Prairie
Boone Jackson Pulaski
Carroll Johnson Scott
Conway Lonoks Sebastian
Crawford Madison Sevier
Faulkner Pike : Washington
¥ranklin Polk White
Henstoad Pope
Missouri Counties
Barry Jasper Newton
Christian Lawrence Stone
Dade McDonald Taney
Green Webster
Oklahoms Counties
Adair
Craig
Delaware
Ottawa

The basis of the loan was similar to the requirements as provided for
other crops and required a first lien on the crops grown during 1935
and 1936. A provision that loans would be wmade to growers of straw-
berries for commercial marketing and that the growers mast have at
least 2} acres available for planting in 1936, was amended Jamuary 30,
1935 by reducing the minimum acreage required as available for plant-

ing in 1935 to 1 acre.

FLORIBA YEGETABLE AND TRUCK CROPS
January 9, 1935, because of the severe crop-destroying freese,
all counties in the State of Florida were designated strickean agricul~
tural areas in which loans might be made for the purpose of producing,
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planting and cultivating commercial vegetable and truck crops to

be planted and harvested during the year 1835. Applicaats were
required to agree to the use of seed and methods approved by the
Departaent of Agriculture, and to plant gardens for home use and

to plant a sufficient acreage of feed crops to supply feed for their
livestock. A certificate of cooperation from the county production
council was required. No loan for $150 or more was to bde mede from
emergency funds unless the applicant had been refused a loan by a
production credit association, nor to any applicant who had not ob-
served good faith with the Government in connection with prior loans.
The mexisum loan was to be $250 and the total to the occupants of
any one farm or plantation was to be not in excess of $750 witbout
specific approval of the regional manager. The total amount to be
loaned to one borrower from the emergency appropriation, including
1935 loans, made under these regulations and any prior loans made
from the smergency appropriation funds was not to exceed $400.

Other provisions were similar to those noted above in other loans.

The maximum allowances per acre were:

Yhere Where commercial
Without commercial fertiliser and
commercial fertiliser spraying material
fertiliser is used including dust,
are used.

Fruck 10.00 22.00 25.00

(Commercial)

Irish Potatoes 10.00 25.00 27.00

(Commercial)

Misc. Yegetable Crops 2.50 4.00

(Commercial)
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DAIRY CATTLE IN NEW YORK STATE
February 28, 1936, the Governor provided for loans to farmers

for the purchase of feed to maintain dairy cattle on a milk-produce
tion basis and to maintain other livestock in counties in the State
of New York, heretofore or hereafter designated as stricken agricule
tural areas. In addition to the general provisions governing the
loans previously described an applicant was required to certify that
he had culled his herd in accordance with the program of the Agricule
tural Adjustment Administration and/or the requirements of the Farm
Credit Administration. No loans were to be made to applicants who
bad assigned all or part of the proceeds to be derived froa sale of
milk or the produce therefrom unless the assignee walived his rights
in a menner and form prescribed by the Governor. There was required
to be submitted with the application an sagreemsnt and assignment in
the form prescribed by the Governor and duly accepted by the party
purchasing or who was to purchase the milk and/or milk products of
the applicant, authorising the purchaser to deduct and remit monthly
to the Govermor, or his representatives, an amount not less than 15§
and not more than 50% of the proceeds of the monthly milk check until

the loan and intersst should have been paid.

FRUIT GROWERS -~ STATE OF WASHINGTON
April 5§ and 15, 1935, the Governor suthorised loans to fruit
growers in Chelan, Douglas, Grant and Okanogan Counties, Washington,
from emergency funds with the same general provisions as applied to
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loans made in the authority of the Act of February 20, 1935 and
with the additional provision that the required first lien might
be subsequently subordinated by the Governor to a production credit
association or other lender making advances during the year 1935 to
such a fruit grower for the production, harvesting or packing of

the fruit governed by such a lien, to the extent of such advances.

FLORIDA - CITHUS LOANS
May 4, 1935, 47 counties in Florida were designated as emergency
counties in which loans might be made for the maintenance of citrus

groves under the provisions of the Emergency Appropriation Act.

Alachua Escambia Lee Polk
Baker Ylagler Levy Putnam
Bay Glades Manatee Santa Rose
Bradford Gulf Marion Sarasota
Brevard Hardee Martin Seminole
Broward Hendry Okaloosa S8t. Johns
Calhoun Hernando Okeechobee St. Lucie
Citrus Highlands Orange Sumter
Charlotte Hillsdorough Osceola Volusia
Collier Indian River Palm Beach Walton
Dade Jackson Pasco Washington
DeSoto Lake Pinellas

The regulations provided for loans for fertilising, spraying, dusting
and pruning citrus trees. No loans were to be made to a borrower un=~
less his citrus grove had been damaged by the 1934-35 winter freese.
The maximus loan was $50 per acre and not more than $2,000 total to
one borrower. A first lien was required upon all citrus crops to be
grewa during 1935 and 1936 for marketing in the 1936~1936 sesason.
Provision was also made for requiring a first liem on all eitrus grow-

ing or to be grown in the years 1935, 1936, 1937 and 1938 (later amended
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to imclude 1939), and in addition thereto a real estate mortgage
covering the borrower's entire farmimg unit, superior to all other
instruments except liens for taxes and the first mortgage of record.
Non-disturbance agreements were required. Other requirements were
similar to the provisions set forth above in connection with other

fruit and vegetable loans.

IT VEGETABLE L

Humber of loans and amount leaned from Emer-
gency Appropriation Funds Act, Jume 19, 1934

STEAWBERRY LOARS
Arkansas 214 $ 7,176.00
Canceled 3 190.00
Present 211 $ 6,985.00
Missouri 25 418.00
Total 236 $ 7.,403.00
Ccl IT LOAN, FLORIDA
Applications 671  J O
Loans 569 361,006.00
FLORIDA TRUCK LOANS
Loans 472 $ 44,415.00
Canceled 77 2.720.00
Present 395 $ 36,695.00

Note: See tables on pages 134-21 to 134-23.
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CHAPTER 6.
FEDERAL EMERGENCY RELIEF ADMINISTRATION

(Po be Supplied)
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CHAPTER 7

FEDERAL SURPLUS RELIEF CORPORATION

(To be Supplied)

Note: Disposition tables will be found in Appendix C,
covering the movement of livestock from the Drought Area
after delivery by the Agricultural Adjustment Administration
to the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation, and by the Feder-
al Surplus Relief Corporation to State Emergency Relief
Administrations. These tables will eventually be supple=
mented and further detailed by additional reports.
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CHAPTER 8.
EMERGENCY CONSERVATION ADMINISTRATION -

Civilian Conservetion Corps

(To be Supplied)
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CHAPTER 9

THE 1935 DROUGHT

In the late fall of 1934 rather generous rainfall was re-
ceived in meny parts of the drought srea. This was especially
true on the western coast and along the eastern part of the
drought area. The states of Mianesota, Iowa, Missouri and Arkansas,
being very well covered with molisture and the eastern parts of
Texas, Oklahoma, Kansas and Nebraska likewise recelved copious rains.
This left a dry strip extending from the Mexican border on the south
to the Canadian border on the North and from the 95th meridian om
the Zast to the Rocky Mountains on the West. This strip remained
dry throughout the winter of 1934=35 and the south end of it until
late in the spring of 1935. March and April brought abundant raine
fall to the Dakotas, Eastern Montana, Wyoming and most of Nebraska.
Upon May 1 an area embodying that pert of the states of Colorado
and New Mexico lying east of the Rocky Moumtains, together with
the western third of Texas, Oklahoma and Kansas and certain south-
western counties in the state of Nebrasks was very dry. The
center of the driest area was frequently alluded to as the "dust
bowl® and constituted parts of the states of Texas, New Mexico,
Colorado, Kansas and Oklahoma, centering at the jumction of these
states. Abnormally high winds throughout the spring carried large

quantities of dust over this area and resulted in a terrific wind
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erosion. While this comparatively limited area remained dry
during the spring months, the balance of the 1934 drought area
received copious rains. In fact, in many sections raims were so
heavy that floods and water submergence were common ~in other
words, one extreme followed the other.

The 1934 drought area designation was permitted to stand
until June 1. At this time the drought Area Designation Committee
consisting of Dr. C. W. Warburton, Mr. W. F. Callander and Dr.

A. W. Miller, removed sll o0ld designations and set up as the
official 1935 drought area a total of 131 counties in the 6 states
of Texas, New Mexico, Oklahoms, Kansas, Colorado and Nebraska.
Rains during June materially improved the situation in the central
part of the Texas Panhsndle, in central western Kansas, south
Nebraska and east central Colorado. Consegquently the Committee
made plans to withdraw certaim counties in these areas from the
drought zone.

Becauge of the scarcity of feed in this section and the
failure of pastures to be ready at the usual date, it became
imperative im April for assistance to be rendered to the livestock
men in order that their animals might be kept alive. The reserves
of feed and fodder conserved under the Federal Feed Conservatioa
Progran were shipped into the area and distributed through the
Rural Rehabilitatiom Corporations to livestock owners who were

out of feed and experiencing difficulty in procuring feed or
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credit with which to make feed purchases. A total of 3,400 car-
loads of feed was sent into this drought area during the months

of April, May and June. This included large amounts of corn
fodder, straw, mixed feed including ground soy bear hay, grouad
corn fodder and molssses, three items which had been conserved
under the federal program to help get the livestock of the drought
area through the critical period following the 1934 drought. But
for this feed being available it is entirely possible that live-
stock losses in the 1935 drought area would have been materially
greater.

The entire 19356 drought area of 139 counties in six states 1is
shown on Chart 21-A, dated June 3, 1935 at which time seven new
drought counties were added, with the exception of El Paso County,
Texas, which was designated on July 1. Cheyenne, Decatur, Lincoln,
Morton, and Rawlins Counties, Eansas, and Culberson and Hudspeth
Counties, Texas, were designated June 3. All other counties were
designated on May 18, 1935. Thirty-five counties were cancelled
on July 1, leaving the present total of 84 coumtlies in effect.

A complete list of 1935 drought counties is shown on the
next page. (See also Chart 22, indicating the moisture situatioa

at the end of winter.)

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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Bent
*Cheyenne

Crowley

*Cheyenne
Clark

*Decatur
*Ellis

Fianey
Ford

*Gove

*Graham
Graat

Gray

*Franklin

Colfax
Curry
De Baca

Beaver
*Beckhan

Andrews
Armstrong
Balley
Borden
Brewster

*Briscoe

Carsoa
Castro
Cochraa

*Collingaworth

Crane

#Crockett
*Crosby

Culbersea
Dallam

Dawson

COMPLETE LIST OF 1935 DROUGHT COUNTIES

*Elbert
*El Paso
*Huerfano
Kiowa

Greeley
Hamilton
Hagkell
*Hodgeman
*Jewell
Xearney
*Tane
*Lincoln
*Logan
Meade

*Harlan

Guadalupe
Harding
Lea

Cimarron
*Ellig

Deaf Smith
*Donley
Ector

El Paso
*TFloyd
Gaines
*Garza
(ilasscock
*Gray
Hale
*Hall
Hansford
Hartley
*H, 111
Hockley

Howard

COLORADO

*Xit Carson
Las Animas
*Lincoln
Otero

EANSAS

*Mitchell
Morton
*Ness
*Nortom
*Qsborne
*Phillips
*Rawlins
*Rooks
*Rush
*Russell

NEBRASKA

*Nuckolls
NEW _MEXICQ

Rocsevelt
San Miguel

QELAHOMA

*Harper
*Roger Mills

TEXAS
Hudspeth
Hutchinseon
Jeff Davis
Lamb

*Lipscombd
Loving
Lubbock
Lyan
Martia
Midland
Moore

*Motley
Ochiltree
Oldham
Parmer
Pacos

*Removed from drought list July 1, 1936.

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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Prowers
*Pueblo

Scott
Seward
*Sheridan
*Sherman
*Smith
Stanton
Stevens
*Thomas
*Trego
*Wallace
Wichita

*Y¥ebster

Union

Texas

Potter
Presidio
HRandall
Reagan
Reeaves

‘*Roberts

Sherman
Swisher
*Terrell
Terry
Uptoa
Yard
*Theeler
Winkler
Yealcum
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CHAPTER 10

RESULTS OF THE PROGRAMS
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CHAPTER 10

RESULYS OF PROGRAMS
A preliminary survey of the results of the Government's
assistance to stricken agricultural areas indicates, from many
angles, declided progress.
A summary of the most evident lmmediate benefits accruing
to farmers and others im the drought area follows:

Improvement of foundation herds while bringing cattle num-
bers in closer proximity to feed supply.

IR BN B

A large quantity of highly nutritious food comserved. Masat
made available for those on relief both as fresh for immediate con-
sumption and in the canned form for future use when a scarcity of
marketable cattle might cause beef to be beyond the reach of those
on very limited budgets.

® % 8 % % * ¥ k B XK

Furnished immediate employment to thousands who otherwise
would have remained out of work.

x Bk K B %k kK Kk Kk 9

Supplied immediate cash to farmers to buy necessities, and
to improve their relation with lienholders; otherwlse conditions
would have grown worse instead of better, because of vast logses
that would have resulted through death of livestock.

L B B T B R

Conserved the morale of farmers and others, who had already
endured years of umusual hardship. "The spirit to do and progress
and succeed was never stronger in Dakota," says "The Dakota Farmer",
commenting on the Drought, in the October issue.

® % %k &k kK R % x X
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Educational--revealed a surprisingly large number of indif-
ferently bred cattle in many instances of such low grade that even
under the most favorable conditions could not be expected to make
a profit for their producers.

Both immediate and ultimate improvement of the livestock
industries, lmmediate in that feed was conserved for the remsinder
of the cattle and ultimate in the effect upon average quality as
80 ably brought out in the following from the clever pen of Frank
D. Tomson of Kansas, a livestock authority and writer, who has

watched the industry progress for a half century -- "To whatever
extent such cattle (inferior grades) are slaughtered, the drought
has been a blessing."

By quick and effective coordination the Agricultural Adjust-
ment Administration made it possible for rented and contracted
acreage on the farms of crop and livestock coatrol signers to be
planted to forage crops which made available a large tonnage of
roughege for carrying livestock through the winter and at the same
time gave the signers an opportunity to derive a crop income from
this land. This proved to be a striking illustration of the adapt-

ability of the Agricultural Adjustment Administration.

® e @ 5 e ¢ e e s w

Had the cattle buying program not been put into effect the
market for thin cattle especially cows would have become demoralized
%0 a point where returns would not have justified shipment. This

would have meant
(1) YNonsalvaging of a large amount of humen food.
(2) Quicker disappearance of available livestock feed.

(3) Failure to develop a tremendous amount of gminful
labor for people and industries badly needing the

sSame .
(4) Complete dissipation of lienholders collateral.

(5) In many cases a forced discontinuance of the cattle own-
ers activities.
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Reduced number of cattle to a point where weakened pastures
might be able to recuperate from the vicissitudes of the drouth dure
ing the ensuing season of 193b.

Simplified programs for prevention of soil erosion both on
private and public domain.

® e ® o 2 ¢ & T a2 s v »

Cattle industry now has a better foundation upon which to
build for the future.

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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RECEIPTS OF CATTLE AT PUBLIC MARKEIS ~ 1934

TABLE 12 shows the receipts of cattle at twelve principal
markets during the calendar year 1934 witb Government shipments
indicated. Two things should be noted from chart 23; (1) that
most Federal purchases reached the markets in the short span of
four months, the bulk being confined to a period of about sixty
days; (2) receipts of commercial cattle followed the usual curve
during the period that Government cattle were moving, namely,
proved to be the peak of the year's run.

The inference which can be drawn from this chart is that

had the Government receipts been forced upon the open market as
property of the original owmers during the time when receipts
were heavy, the market would umuestionably have been seriously
depressed and would probably have reached a stage of stagnation
which would have completely demorslized the trade.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



Chart 23 127

Receipts of Cattle and Calves at
12 Principal Markets* Jan.1934-Apr.1935
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YABLE 12 - Total receipts of cattle and calves at 12 principal markets
1934=35.
Weok Commer- Week Commer-
ended _cial Govt. _ Total ended clal Govt. _Total
1934 1924

Jan. 6 - 193,984 - 193,984 Aug. 18 - 262,879 391,373 654,258
13 - 241,356 - 241,356 25 - 245,739 435,148 680,887
20 - 241,281 - 241,251 Sept. 1 - 326,880 430,486 757,335
27 - 232,169 - 232,169 8 ~ 344,273 394,831 739,104

Feb. 3 - 210,683 - 210,683 156 ~ 350,283 359,383 709,646
10 - 218,962 - 218,952 22 - 294,794 262,607 547,401
17 - 245,456 - 245,456 29 - 319,337 160,072 479,409
24 - 239,906 - 239,906 Oct. 6 - 322,264 106,526 428,790

Mar 3~ 217,610 - 217,610 13 - 331,352 102,201 433,563
10 - 209,715 - 209,715 20 - 348,471 76,041 424,512
17 « 228,342 - 228,342 27 - 336,997 64,437 401,434
24 - 223,906 - 223,906 Nov. 3 -~ 320,812 67,034 387,846
31 - 217,290 - 217,290 10 - 294,062 66,128 350,180

Apr. 7 - 198,383 - 198,383 17 . 318,028 43,000 361,028
14 - 228,262 - 228,262 24 - 238,290 37,0756 275,365
21 - 260,303 - 260,303 Dec. 1 - 189,857 15,764 205,621
28 - 245,341 ~ 245,341 8 - 289,686 18,219 307,906

May 5~ 262,273 ~ 262,273 15 - 269,573 19,016 288,589
12 - 236,741 - 236,741 22 - 190,072 54,489 244,561
19 - 237,033 - 237,033 29 - 123,644 54,888 178,532
26 - 284,276 - 284,276 1935

June 2 - 264,812 - 264,812 Jan. 5 -« 197,728 60,331 268,059
9 - 254,798 400 250,198 12 - 237,221 27,377 264,598
16 - 204,455 24,986 229,441 19 - 250,733 33,676 284,308
23 - 238,900 60,157 299,057 26 ~ 210,433 15,771 226,204
3 - 266,480 137,173 403,653 Fevb. 2 - 251,598 12,780 265,478

July 7 - 198,691 132,196 330,887 9 - 206,738 4,463 211,201
14 - 285,157 142,670 427,727 16 - 185,063 - 185,063
21 - 332,549 281,954 621,503 23 - 204,649 - 204,649
28 - 243,033 328,202 671,235 Mar. 2 - 206,185 - 206,165

Aug. 4 - 236,911 380,113 617,024 9 = 216,632 - .. 216,622
11 - 311,169 432,999 744,168 Total 15,601,460 £,214,77020,816,230

1/ Chicago, Denver, Emst St. Louis, Fort Worth, Iadianapolis, Kansas City,
Cklahoma City, Omeha, St. Joseph, St. Paul, Sioux City, and Wichita.
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PRICE OF LOW-GRADE STEERS

Chart 24 illustrates the average price paid for medium
and common-grade beef steers through the year 1834. This is
of interest in cobnnection with the effect of the Emergency
Purchase Program because steers of these two grades would to
some extent compete with cattle purchased by the Government.
Most of the Emergency purchases consisted of cows. While the
price of low-grade steers dropped to a low point in mid August,

it strengthened thereafter and kept on a fair level until mid=
December, at which time the speculative interest came back into

the cattle ends and resulted in greatly improved demand.
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Chart 24
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Average Weekly Price of Beef Steers Sold
at Chicaqgo for Slaughter Jan.1934 fo Apr:1935
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TABLE 13. - AVERASE WEEKLY PRIEE OF BEEF STEERS, MFEDIUM AND COMMON,
SOLD AT CHICAGC FCR SLAUGHTER.
January 1934 to April 1935.

- - —

Weck Average Price Week dverazse Price
Boding.  _ Mediwm __ Common_ ________ Ending Medium ___ Common
1934 1934
Jan. 6 $ 4.56 $ 3.88 Sept. 1 $ 6.25 $ 4.65
13 4.78 3.97 8 5.91 4.25
20 4 .87 4.07 15 6.05 4.38
27 5.04 4.31 22 6.14 3.99
Feb. 3 5.01 4.29 29 5.77 3.99
10 £.20 4.63 Oct. 6 5.84 3.69
17 5.21 4.75 13 5.87 3.79
24 5.16 4.60 20 5.62 3.82
Mar. 3 5.28 4.62 27 5.60 3.83
10 5.24 4.52 Nov. 3 £.19 3.67
17 5.43 4.63 10 5.51 4.00
24 5.37 4.51 17 5.45 3.88
31 5.39 4.58 24 5.22 3.67
Apr. 7 5.43 4.53 Dec. 1 5.42 3.76
14 5.54 4.67 8 5.38 3.%2
21 5.89 4.95 15 5.32 3.65
28 5.74 4.9 22 5.87 3.95
May & 6.26 5.41 29 6.33 4.56
12 6.16 5.33 193¢
19 5.77 5.03 Jan. b 6.74 4.94
26 5.72 4.70 12 7.62 5.71
June 2 5.53 4.46 19 7.40 5.56
9 5.80 4.21 26 7.96 6.10
16 6.10 4.56 Feb, 2 8.20 6.21
23 6.12 4.60 9 8.67 6.44
30 5.84 4.44 16 8.88 6.69
July 7 5.57 3.79 23 8.82 6.70
14 5.34 3.78 Mar. 2 8.97 7.08
21 5.50 4.28 9 9.51 7.95
28 5.11 3.74 16 9.89 8.07
Auz. 4 4.90 3.72 23 9.29 7.54
11 5.37 3.70 30 9.16 ?7.67
18 5.02 3.22
25 5.78 3.88

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



131

DISTRIBUTION OF CATTLE IN UNITED STATES

Chart 25 1llustrates graphically the number of cattle by
states as of Japuary 1, 1936. That the 1934 drought swept through
the heart of the cattle-~producing section of the United Staées is
¢clearly evidenced when we consider that the number remaining in
thesoa drought states following the extensive federal purchase
program and heavy shipments to market through regular channels
still far exceeds the number in other sections of the nation.

Texas, the leading cattle state from the point of mumbers,
shows slightly over 5,000,000 head following the government pure
chase of over 2,000,000 and & heavy marketward movement through
the regular channels during the latter part of 1934. Iowa ranks
second with over 4,000,000. This state was not hit so bard by
the drought. The southern part of the state was in the direct
path of the drought, however, the northern half produced a sur=
plus of feed and much of this was transported to the drought

afflicted sections and used to help hold cattle there.
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CATTLE POPULATION IN DROUGHI STATES BEFORE
AND AFTEX EMERGENCY PUxCHASE PROGHAM.

In Chart 26 is presented a comparison of cattle population
in the several states where the emergency cattle buying program
took place, statistics as of January 1, 1934, and Januvary 1, 1935
being used.

Statistics are presented on a percentage basis. The upper
line for =ach state gives the total numbter of cattle on hand,
January 1, 1934. The clear section at the right represents the
percentage of that number which was purchased by the government.
The second column gives the number of cattle on hand Jamuary 1, 1935.
In the siates where tne most extensive purchases were made, cattle
numbers show a marked recession from the count of the previous year.
Several states show a reduction greater than the emergency purchase,
indicating that movement through regular channels more than off-
set calf crop. Obviously feed conditions necessitated very heavy
reductions in steers and stock cattle of all kinds within these
states.

It may seom a little inconsistent to note that several
states have more cattle than a year ago. It will be noted that
in these states the emergency purchases were very light, frequently
confined to a very small area within the state. In such cases
conditions throughout the balance of the state were reasonably

good and cattle were not adversely affected.
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Comparison of Cattle Population in Drought States 1934
and 1935 in Relation to Emergenoy CoHIe-Buylnc] Pr‘oqrom
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Arizona
Arkansas
Calfornia
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Florida
idaho
lhinois
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L ouisiana
Minnesota
Missour
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Mexico
North Dakota
Oklahoma
Oiegon
South Dakota
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Wyomlnq

00 % = Cattle Population,BAE Estimate, Janl,IS34
[ = Reduction by Emerqehcy Cattle Purchases
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TABLE 14. ~ Comparison of Cattle Populetion in Drought

-

States, 1928, 1934 and 1935.

134-1

Fstimated Estimated Zstimated

State Population Population Population

N 1928 BAE _...1934 BAE 19365 BAE
Arizona 675,000 930,000 930,000
Arkansas 772,000 960,000 883,000
California 1,995,000 1,985,000 1,985,000
Colorado 1,317,000 1,713,000 1,439,000
Florida* 533,000 494,000 522,000
Tdaho 688,000 736,000 714,000
Illinois 1,967,000 2,535,000 2,399,000
Indiana 1,294,000 1,515,000 1,485,000
Iowa 3,720,000 4,498,000 4,228,000
Ransas 2,696,000 3,671,000 3,084,000
Louisians 579,000 829,000 872,000
Michigan 1,406,000 1,461,000 1,403,000
Minnesota 2,710,000 3,511,000 3,090,000
Missouri 2,109,000 2,770,000 2,271,000
Montana 1,114,000 1,543,000 1,250,000
Rebraska 2,766,000 3,592,000 2,694,000
Nevada 332,000 332,000 326,000
New Mexico 1,070,000 1,445,000 1,050,000
North Dakota 1,067,000 1,835,000 1,157,000
Oklahoma 1,723,000 2,462,000 2,142,000
Oregon 673,000 877,000 877,000
South Dakcta 1,570,000 2,214,000 1,506,000
Texas 5,607,000 6,740,000 5,393,000
Utah 460,000 474,000 403,000
Wisconsin 2,920,000 3,230,000 3,036,000
Wyoming ——l04.000 1,023,000 --£Q0,.000
Total 42,427,000 53,375,000 456,937,000

*Emergency Flood Area.
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TABLE 15. = ANALYSIS OF DROUGHT AND LOAN APPLICATIONS HANDLED BY
THE EMERGENCY CROP AND FEED LOAN SECTION IN THE DROUGHT ARRA

NUMBER OF COWS (1 to 8 years old) BY STATES AND
BY FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION DISTRICTS

STATE : COWS : TOTAL COWS (FARM) : TOTAL COWS (RANGE) : TOTAL
: FARM RANGE : TOTAL : P C A. DISTRICT : F.C.A. DISTRICT : F.C.A. DISTRIGT

New York Y} 1l: 4,483 : : : 4,483 : : 4,483

Louisiana } B: 47,028 : 683 : 47,611 ; 47,028 : 683 : 47,611

Arkansas ; : 65,843 : 10,630 : 77,473 : : :

Missouri 6: 138,406 : 671 : 139,076 : : s

Illinois ) ¢ 9,622 ; : 9,622 : 214,870 : 11,301 : 226,171

Wisconsin g : 78,2656 : 60 ; 78,316 : : :

North Dakota 7: 476,910 : 31,878 ; 508,788 : H :

Minnesota ) : 319,304 20 : 319,324 : 874,469 H 31,958 : 906,427

Iowa ) ¢ 61,1156 : s 61,115 : : :

South Dakota ) 8::557,364 : 89,083 : 646,447 : : :

Nebraska ; : 262,795 ¢ 138,886 : 401,631 : : :

Wyoming :+ 25,150 : 159,103 : 184,263 : 906,424 : 387,022 ¢ 1,293,448

Oklahome Y : 81,643 : 61,036 : 142,679 : : :

Colorado ) 9: 67,412 : 137.52t : 384,382 : : :

Xansas s 168,762 ¢+ 36,9 s 205, : : :

New Mexico ; : 33,379 : 211,560 : 244,929 : 361,196 : 447 ,101 H 798,297

Texas ) 10: 344,266 : 374,796 : 719,061 : 344,265 : 374,796 : 719,061

Utah ) : 26,226 : 41,843 ; 68,068 : : :

Arizona Yy 11: 3,067 : 4,295 : 7,353 : : :

Revada : 683 ¢ 9,817 : 10,510 : : :

California ; : 20,486 : 9065 : 29,6080 :: 50,460 : 65,020 : 115,480

Oregon ; : 1,284 : 6.'1’82 : 32,%33 : :

Idaho 12: 14,593 : 21, H ’ : : s

Montana, ) : 657,971 ; 64,886 : 122,856 : 73,848 : 92,691 : 166,639
TOTALS 2,867,043 1,410,472 4,277,516
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ANATLYSIS OF DROUGHT FEED LOAN APPLICATIONS HANDLED BY
THE EMERGENCY CROP AND FEED LOAN SECTION IN THE DROUGHT AREA

NUMBER OF STEERS BY STATES AND

TABLE 16.- BY FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION DISTRICTS
: : : : TOTAL

STATE : STEERS ¢ TOTAL STEERS (FARM) : TOTAL STEERS (RANGE) : F.C.A.

s FARM . TBANGE ; ®OTAL : ¥.C.A. DISTRICT : F.C.A. DISTRICT : DISTRICT

New York ) 1: 96 : : 96 96 : : 96

Lowisiana ) & 542 ° 2} 544 52 2 ‘ 544
Arkansas ) : 4,737 : 2,819 : 7,656 : : :
Missourt ; 6: 6,636 : 135 : 6,670 : : $

Illinols : 224 : : 224 : 11,496 : 2,954 . 14,450
Wisconsin ; : 609 : : 609 : :
North Dakota 7: 56,462 : 9,900 : 66,382 : : :

Minnesota ) :17,286 : : 17,286 : 74,347 : 9,900 : 84,247
Iowa g : 3,630 : 3: 3,630 : : :
South Dakota 8; 81,080 : 22,558 : 103,638 : : :
Nebraska ) : 25,226 ; 20,883 ¥ 46,108 : : :

Wyoming )y : 1,333 : 30,536 : 31,869 : 111,168 : 73,977 s 185,146
s : s : :
Oklahoma i 4,686 : 26,161 : 29,837 : : :
Colorado 9: 2,928 : 31,2986 : 34,223 : : s
KansasO : 15,968 ; 7,892 ¢ 23,860 : : :

New Mexico : 2,134 : 31,164-: 33,298 : 25,706 H 95,602 ¢ 121,208

Texas ) 10: 9,349 : 44,003 : 53,352 : 9,349 : 44,003 : 53,362
H s : : : :
Utah ) s 761 : 9,684 : 10,445 : : :
Arisona ) 11 71 : 1,157 1,228 : : :
Nevada ) 10 : 2,888 : 2,898 : :

Californis ) : 227 : 2,660 : 2,887 : 1,069 : 16,389 s 17,458
Oregon ) ¢ 97 : 2,489 : 2,686 : :
Idaho ) 12 914 ; 6,886 : 7,799 : : :

Montana ) : 7,756 : 13,924 : 21,680 : 8,767 __: 23,298 ¢ 32,060

TOTALS 242,540 266,025 508,566
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TABLE 17. -mrsxsormrmm%&umnommm
THE BMERGENCY CROP AND FERD LOAN SECTION IN THE DROUGHT AREA

NUMEER (F BULLS BY STATES AND

BY FARM CREDIT AIMINISTRATION DISTRICTS

: : : : TOTAL
STATE 4 NILLS ¢ TOTAL BULLS (FARM) : TOTAL BULLS (RANGR) @ P.Code
$!FARM : RANQGE : TOTAL ¢ r.C.A, DISTRICT ¢ F,C.A, DISTRICT : DISTRICT
: 0 : : t 3
Fow Yark )1 : 132: H 1352 132 s H 132
: : : : : s
Louisisna ) 8 : 1,006: : 1,006 : 1,006 : : 1,006
: : : : : :
Arkanses ) @ 967: 185: 1,152 s t
Mlssowri ) 63 3,3506: 28: 3,328 : : H
Illinois ) 296: ¢ 296 : 4,569 : 207 3 4,776
: : : s : s
5,594: 1 8,59 1 H H
Rt filora] 7 | ai268%; 21,0180 2263 : : :
Mixmesota ) s 17,000: : 17,000 : 42,231 H 1,018 t 43,249
: : : s : s
Tows ] oz 3,047: :  B,047 : H :
geuth Dakota) 8 ; 22,019: 2,740: 24,759 : H :
Retraska ) 3 11,091: 4,778: 15,869 : : :
wyomdng ) : 688 5,844: 6,526 : 85,859 : 13,362 : 49,201
: : : s : :
Oklahoma ) t 8,186: 1,676: 3,862 : H s
Oelarade } ¢ 2,81: 6,653 8.86: : H :
mases 19 5,808: 978: 6,87€ t
Now Maxioe ) : 1,062: 7,308: 8,350 : 11,357 : 16,617 : 27,954
: : s : H :
Texas J10 ¢ 6,480 9,804: 15,684 : 6,480 : 9,804 : 15,684
s : : , s s
Ttk 822: 1,219: 2,041 : H :
S0BA 11 95: 160: 283 : :
rata } : 20 33/ I : : 5,601
Califoraia )} @ 647 209 936 : 1,082 : 2,019 : N
oregon I S 232: 283 : : :
Tdako nse 448: 623: 1,088 : 2 H 6.048
Mntank ) ¢ B,47S: B,387: 4,700 : 2,966 H _S,082 3 9
mm ."C.....l..‘.-.... 1“.1‘2 ‘s’m 1&.651
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ANALYSIS OF DROUGHT FEED LOAN APPLICATIONS HANDLED BY
THE EMERGENCY CROP AND FERD LOAN SRCTION IN THE DROUGHT AREA

TABLE 18, «
NOMBER OF 1934 CALVES BY STATES AND
BY FARM CREDIT AIMINISTRATION DISTRICTS
$ t s : TOTMAL
STATE 3 1934 CALVES ¢ TOTAL CALVES (FARM) : TOTAL CALVES (RANGE) ¢ ) PN N
SPARM : RANGE : TOTAL ° PFoOokho DISTRICT ¢ F.C.A. DISTRICT ¢ DISTRIOT
$ 4 : b s 3
v York Y1: 557 3 : 537 537 : s 587
H : H s : :
Leuisiana ) 8: 6,004 : 2: 6,06 : 6,014 H 2 H 6,016
H b4 4 4 4 s
Dkanses } 1t 12,430 338 : 12,Y68 s s
Missouri ) 6 : 88,858 : 177 : 33,008 s H
Illineis ) : 2,375 : s 2,378 47,645 as : 48,188
: : : : H 3
Wisconsin } ¢ 10,528 : 10,828 3 H
werth Dakota ) 7 1125,398 : 8,918 : 138,209 H H
Minneseta ) : 69,898 : : 69,208 205,128 8,913 : 218,085
: s : : : :
Jowa ) 24,479 : : 24,479 s s
Seuth Dekote ) :183,608 : 33,698 : 217,303 : s t
Nebraska ) 8 : 92,496 : 54,272 : 146,768 : % :
Wwyoming ) : 6,693 : 63,164 : 69,857 : 507,875 151,134 1 408,407
: H : s H H
Om- ’ 3 “”u H m’m H “’m : $ $
Oelersde ) : BO,740 : 44,301 ; 65,082 : H H
Khnsas )9 s 48,4358 : 12,259 : 60,697 s H
¥ox Maxico ) u:cas s 68,244 : 80,602 : 108,447 145,104 s RMA,EBL
H : B | s s s
Texas )1° 4 ?’.8” 4 “’“, . 1“.’“ H ”.89" H ‘?.“’ H 1“"“
H H H s : ¢
Utah ) & 4,983 : 135,280 : 18,2363 H H
orizems Nl e 635 : 1,026 : 1,6&: s t :
Novada ) ¢ 149 : 2,966 : 3,118 s
califernia ) : 2,888 : 1,957 1 4,819 : 8,649 ¢ 19,209 P e
H : t : 1
oregon ) 254 : 2,821 : 2,488 : §
Watase ) 316,007 niMLEES TR0 i e 0T 1,308,258
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mmmurmmrrmmnﬂmumm&mm
THE BMERGENCY CROP AND FEED LOAN SECTION IN THE DROUGHT AREA

TABLE 19, o
NUMEER OF RWES (1 to 6 years o0ld) BY STATES AND
BY FARM CREDIT AIMINISTRATION DISTRICTS
STATR : {1 to 6 )] : : tTOTAL
: 8 $TOTAL EWES (FARM) :TOTAL EWES(RANGR) : F.C.d.
s+ PARM :ﬁ t_ SOTAL __ : ¥.C.A. DISTRICT  : P,C.A.DISTRICT : DISTRICT
3 T 3 : : 0
Now Yark Y1 A7 : H 317 3 N7 H H 7
4 H ¢ H s s
Louisianm ) 8 280 : t 280 280 H H 280
H 3 H H : H
Arkanses ) ¢ 6,198 ¢ s 6,190 : H t
Missouri ) 6z 72,588 H 72,535 : H H
Ilireis ) & 8,467 : H 3,467 : 82,212 H H 88,218
: H H s 3 :
Wisconsin ) 2 135,038 t 13,058 : H H
Norik Dekete ) 7 :880,766 : 46,744 : 327,510 : ‘ ¢ :
Mimzesota ) 111,965 : H 111,963 : 405,764 H 46,744 : 452,008
: : : : H H
Yowa ) & 29,065 : H 29,065 : H :
Seuth Dakota ) 3308,740 : 2W0, 284 528,964 H H
Webdraska )8 ¢ 17,267 : 10,018 : 27,788 : s H
Wyoming ) 228,587 : 1,244,888 : 1,293,475 : 363,659 1,475,650 ¢ 1,859,289
: s : H H :
Oklahama ) s 2,989 : 1,958 4,922 : s H
Colerade ) 3 24,968 : 242,083 : 267,045 : s t
aesas )9 ¢ 13,200 ¢ 2,082 :: 14,263 : t H
Mew Mexico } s 39:049 : m:cn s 468,919 3 79,2928 @ 669,977  : 749,169
H s : : H H
Texas N0 : 113,144: 1,314,556 : 1,427,680 : 113,144 H 1,314,556 : 1,427,680
: s H H : :
Ttah ) ¢ 8X,163: 913,507 : 964,670 : : :
Arizons )2 8 S 467 : 14,559 15,026 : H :
Wevada H ” 167,689 : 167,788 : H
califernia ; s 3,268: u:w! : 25,285 : 54,991 : 1,117,748 : 1,172,733
: : s H s
:
oregon } ¢ 515 112,642 113,157 : H :
Tdaho 112 : 50,779:  410,51¢ : 461,093 : : :
Mentans )y ¢ 49:6“: 870,687 320,331 : 1001958 3 893,642 s 994,860
mw @eesecsossonsresosee l.zzo.‘" 5.51‘.:’1 ‘.m’,“
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mmxsormmrrmmm.umxommmmn
THE EMERGENCY CROP AND FEED LOAN SECTION IN THE DROUGHT AREA

mso"'

NUMBER OF HCUCKB (1 year and over) BY STATES AND
BY PARM CREDIT ATMINISTRATION DISTRIOCTS

: BUCKS t : s TOTAL
STATR t___ (1 yer and over) __ : TOTAL BUCKS (FARM): TOTAL BUCKS (RANBR) ¢ .o ..

: FARM 3 RANGE : TOTAL : ¥,0.A, DISTRICT : F.CpM, DISTRICT ¢ oromgop
: : : : : :

New York | 3 O S H B8 -] H H ]
H : s H t: :

Touisiens } 8¢ 2 H 2 2 H H 2
: s H : 5 t

Arkensas ) B ) W H ) H H

Missouri J6s 2,57 : : 2,54 : s

Illineis ) b 1.1 S H 18 3,083 H : 3,033
: : : t H H

Wisconsia ) 418 H 418 : s H

Nexrthk Paketa ) 7 : 7,787 : 1,228; 9,018 : H H

Kimnesota ) ¢ 8,294 ¢ : 3,294 : 11,4939 H 1,228 H 12,721
t t H H : :

Towa } ¢ 1,006 ¢ 1,016 : H :

gouth Deaketa ) : 7,884 : 5,967: 13,881 : H H

Netraska )8 s 809 : £16; 785 : H H

Wyoming ) : 1,048 : 39,773: 40,818 : 10,45¢ : 45,956 : 86,410
4 : : H : :

oklehoma ) 2 168 128: 28] : H :

Colerade )y ¢ 8sk 8,997: 9,848 : H :

mases )9 496 : 34 530 : H H

New Maxice ) ¢ 8,327 : 15,697: 18,02¢ : 3,837 : 24,856 : 28,693
H s H : ) 3 3

Texas o : §,658 : 5¢,870: 58,528 : 5,658 : 54,870 s 88,628
: : H H : :

Uteh ) 2 2,413 @  21,796: 24,207 : H s

Lrisena N1 s 23 : 797: 820 : H H

Nevada ) 8: S,858: 3,246 : H H

califeraia ) ¢ 75 : 570: 445 : 2,519 : 26,199 : 28,718
H H : : : H

oregen } ¢ 77 8,801: 5,968 : : s

Idake ns 738 9,160: 9,89 : s s

Wwntana )} 1+ 1,234 9,652: 10,846 : 2,029 : 82,683 : 24,712

mm.o...-.-.-.-....'..... ”.m z 1“"’2 : nz.aag
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mmsormmrmm&mxwmmmn
THE EMERGENCY CROP AND FEED LOAN SECTION IN THE DROUGHT AREA

- NUOMEER OF 1934 LAMBS BY STATES AND
BY FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION DISTRICTS

:

4TS

3 : ] s TOML
STATE H 1934 LAMBS ¢ TOTAL LAMBS (FARM) :TOTAL LAMBES (RANGE) T.Cohs
s FARM : : 10 $ Y.C.A, DISTRICT $  F.Cohs DISTRIOCT DISTRICT
s s : s s s
New York )1l 20: s 20 : 80 H 20
: : : s : H
Leuisiana 1S 20: H 20 20 H 20
H H H s s :
Arkenses } s 942: H 942 : H H
Missouri ) 6: 15,890 T 15,890 3 H H
I1lineis ) kgi-1 H 75t 17,607 H 17,607
H H H H : H
Wiscensin ) ¢ 4,501: s 4,501 ¢ : t
Nerth Daketa ) 7 : 144,582: 14,906: 159,488 : 13 3
Eimmesote )} ¢ 27,636 t 27,686 : 176,719 14,906 H 191,638
H : H : H H
Towa ) 5,882 H 5,852 : H :
South Dakota ) 8 : 129,450: 90,446: 219,896 : : s
Wobrasks )y ¢ 5,029: 1,7042 6,788 : H :
Wyeming ] 1 16,888: 434,438;: 480,967 156,883 : 826,585 : 683,468
H H : H H H
oklahema ) ¢ 968: 563 1,59 : H H
Colerade )9 S,518: 74,802: 80,167 : H H
Dnses ) 5,358; 497 S,868 : s H
New Ipxice ) 5,540: 111,766: 117,306 : 15,181 187,678 S 202,859
H H H : H H
Texas 120 :  32,511: 472,639: 505,180 : 32,801 472,639 H $085,150
H s : H H H
) $ 15,800: 809.0'5: m'”s H H 4
Arisoma ) @ 84: 8,846 8,930 : s :
Neveda 1 45; 25,758: 25,805 : :
oalifernia } : 470: s:am 4,025 : 13,799 ¢ 247,205 : 261,054
: H H : : X
oregen ) ¢ 101;: 24,301: 24,404 : H :
Ié&aho e s 9,428: 152,577: 161,999 :: H
Montana } s 1‘:!71: 85,185: 97,906 : 24,296 260,019 H 884,307
m 2000 CEESISEOPSESIOPOEOOEERCEROSOTS m.o“ 1.’0’.0" 3.1“.110
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ANALYSIS OF DROUGHT FERD LOAR CATIONS HANDLED BY
THE EMERGENCY CROP AND FERD LOAN SECTION IN THE DROUCHT AREA

TAELE 22, =
NUMEER OF GOATS BY STATES AND
BY FARM CREDIT AIMINISTRATION DISTRICTS

s 3 : t  TOTAL
STATR H GOATS t TOTAL GOATS (FARM)} : TOTAL GOATS (RANGE) : FCohs

: FARN :_RANGE 3 ¢ P,Cek. DISTRICT F.Cod. DISTRICT : DIBTRICT
: ! s : : s

New Yerk )1 16 : H 16: 16 H s 16
H s : s s s

I.llilim ) ' 4 1.605 H H 1.605: 1.605 H H 1.60’

Arkansas ) s 7,568 : T 7,568: s s

WMissowri ) 6 : 12,887 s 18,867: 3 H

Tlinois ) & H 66: 20,501 H H 20,501
: H : : : :

Wisconsis ) 97 3 H 7 H H

North Dakota ) 7 : 8 H 8943 H H

Mixnesota ) ¢ 46 H 46)1: 1,382 : s 1,388
H H H s H s

Towa Yy s ns g 118: H s

South Dakota ) 8 : 1,388 206: 1,558: s s

mbreska ) 345 ¢ 429: H H

Wyoming ) s 118 7686 878: 1,925 : 1,055 H 2,980
: s : : s :

oklahema ) ¢ 1,641 : 1,524: 3,165: g s

Oslerade ) 734 : 1,077 1,811: H H

Eansas )9 597 H 597: ‘ H 3

New Ixiae ) ¢ 2,28 : 34,367: 36,582 5,187 H 36,968 H 42,156
H s H : : H

Texas 110 ¢ 34,087 : 506,092: 540,179: 34,087 : 506,098 : 540,179
H g s 3 s s

Ttak ) ¢ H ] H s :

Arizona ’11 H 687 H 687: 1 H

Nevade Y s 2 a9 2 H H

califorzia ) H ues ¢ 11%: 635 1,232 H 155 H 1,384
: H H : H H

oregea ) 18 3 H 18: H H

Ydahe e 197 t 200: $ s 5

Wntana ) ¢ 202 388: 557 47 S SG s 77

‘ POPALS oesescsosssocannons 66,301 544,636 610,977
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mmsmmmmm.ammmmn
THE EMERGENCY CROP AND FEED LOAN SECTION IN THE DROUGHT ARRA

TARLE 23, =
NUMEER OF HOGS (BROOD SOWS, BOARS AND GILTS) BY STATES
AND BY FiRM CREDIT ATMINISTRATION DISTRICTS
t 3068 : H t TORL
STATRE ] ‘E!OOD S0WS, BOARS, GII.'.I.'S! $ TOTAL HOGS(FARM):TOTAL HOGS (RANGE) 3 ¥.Ced.
s ¥ 3 3 $§ ¥,C.d. DISTRICT: F.C.A. DISTRICT : DISTRICT
: s s : : :
New York J1l: ” H % 93 H S
g s H H : s
Lowisiane )8 29,000 : 27,010 : H ¢ 27,010
H t : : $ s
Arkanses ) 1 34,311 : s 34,311 : $
Ml ssouri )6 98,113 ¢ 43 : 98,5¢¢ : s
Illineis ) 3 6,778 H 6,778 139,199 139,199
: H : : H s
Wwiscoasin ) ¢+ 22,468 : : 28,485 H H
Wrth Dakota ) 7 : 241,870 : :t 241,870 t H
Manesota ) ¢ 226,072 : s 226,072 490,407 : 490,407
H t H t 3 H
Tema ) ¢ 85,357 : : 58,357 t s
Seuth Dekota ) : 407,058 : : 407,082 s -t
Wiraske )a: 183,055 : t 183,038 : H ]
Wyoming ) s+ 5,080 R s 5,080 650,504 t 650,504
3 s : H t :
Ooklsheme } 29,426 3 3,208 ¢ 32,724 H H
Celorade ) ¢ 4,349 4: 24,353 : t :
Kaases )9 ¢ 49,009 : 204 3 49,263 : : s
New Muxice ) ¢ 18,789 468 ¢ 14,225 116,595 5,972 + 120,565
H H s $ H $
Texas N0 : 111,919 : 2,978 : 114,897 111,919 2,978 $ 114,897
3 t 3 H s s
Utah ) ¢ 6,043 : : 6,043 H H
Arizesa )2 % S 779 40 : :;: s H :
Nevada Yy ¢ 220 @ iz : H H
Califernia ) 1t 4,758 113 : 4,87 13,800 165 : 11,965
H H : H H H
Oregon ) 261 : 8 : 268 H ]
Idahe )iz 5,887 : iT 3,884 H :
Wxtane ) § 11,18 3 o6 : 11,727 15,279 6L i 15,880
mms @0 60803 PCGCCEISICOIOIIBROLOENTDTS 1’5".1“ ‘z"u l.m'm
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TAELE 24,

mmmmmmrmm.xcmousmmmu

THE EMERGENCY CROP AND FERD LOAN SECTION IN THE DROUGHT AREA

NUMBER OF HORSES AND MULES (INCLUDING SADDLE AND PACK

MORSES) BY STATRS AND BY FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION DISTRICTS

: TTOTAL HORSES & tTOTAL HOREES & WOLES:  TOTAL
STATE H HORSES AND MULES _ 3 (rARN) H (RaNGE) t  FdCed.

+ FARM t RARGE @ TOTAL t$ ¥,Cody DISTRICT $ F.C.A, DISTRICT ¢ DISTRIOT

Wew Yark ) 1: 844 : : 844 : 8u4 : : 8u4
H 4 14 : ¢ H

Louisiene )8 : 17,763 : : 17,763 17,763 H H 17,763
' H H H : :

Arkanses } 1 33,647 : H 33,647 : s

Missouri ) 6 : 64,474 ¢ : 64,474 : 3

Illinois ) : 5,768 : : 5,768 103,889 : ¢ 103,889
: H : t : ¢

Wiseonsin ) : 2,19 ¢ $ 21,191 H :

Merth Dakota ) ¥ : 207,938 ¢ t 897,938 : s

Minnesolax ) :181,119 : H 181,119 800,245 t ¢ 500,245
: s H g t :

Iewm ) 5 28,677 : t 28,677 s :

geuth Dakota ) : 258,235 : 15,741 : 273,974 1 H H

Nelresks )8 181,018 : 15,975 : 146,998 H H

Tyoming ) 3 21,507 : 9,363 : 30,870 : 439,435 : Q,079 : 480,514
: : s s H s :

Oklshomg ] ¢ 43,690 : 2,724 ¢ 46,414 s H

Cslorade ) ¢ 40,285 : 8,262 ::.:05; - H ‘

anses 19: 74,535 : 8,617 ¢ * H H

Now Mexice )} @ 88:9& s 1L,71 35,699 182,468 : 26,304 s 208,772
: H 3 : : s

Texas 110 ¢ 107,176 : 17,558 ¢ 174,731 157,176 s 17,0855 : 174,750
s : s H ]

Thah ) ¢ 12,942 : 5,618 3 16,557 H f

Arisema ) I 808 ¢ 440 3 1,298 t :

Tavada 11 766 3 (.3 3 1,398 @ H

califernia )} : R,169: 787 2,896 16,738 g G414 : 28,149
H | 4 H4 H
H 928 634 : 1,868 H $

7 ¥u t 8,204 1 2,325 : 10,829 : t E o

Montans ) ¢ 35,781 : 14,095 : 49,86 44,858 ¢ 17,054 g g
mm G000 000 CCEICLREOTOIERIROESIOISISTIOIEGIOTSTS 1;“’"“ lm’m 1'"0’81‘
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ANALYSIS OF DROUGHT FRED LOAN APPLICATIONS HANDLED BY
THE EMERGENCY CROP AND FRED LOAN SECTION IN THE DROUGHT AREA

TAMLE 28, = WOMEER OF POULTHY BY STATES AND
BY FARM CREDIT AIMINISTRATION DISTRICTS
: : : :  TOTAL
sTisR H POULTRY $TOTAL POULTRY(PARM): TOTAL POULTRY(RANGE): Fololo
¥ NANGE 3 TOTAL ¢ F.CeA, DISTRICT ¢  F.C.A,DISTRICT : DISTRIC?
b H H H H 4
New York ) 2 11,890 : : 11,890 : 11,890 $ 11,890
: : s s s :
Leuisians ) 8: 179,772 t 179,772 179,972 s 179,772
: : s H : :
Arkanses ) : 532,707 : : 832,757 3 H s
' Missewri } 6 2,571,538 ; 18,371,538 . H s
Illinoie ) t 186,041 : 156,001 : 8,060,296 s 3,060,296
s $ s s s :
Wiseonsin ) t 504,482 ¢ t 504,482 : t :
Rerik Daketa ) 7 : 4,225,067 : $44225,067 ¢ H 3
Mianesota ) : 3,388,958 : 13,368,952 8,118,801 3 t 8,118,500
: : 3 s s s
Jowe ) t 784,406 : t 784,406 : ¢ H
Sewuth Dakete ) 8 : 5,385,890 : £5,385,890 : s t
Melrasks ) s 2,728,681 $2,725,681 3 s :
Wyeming ) : 138, H : 138,834 9,082,811 3 s 9,052,811
: : : H s s
oklahoma ) t 734,046 : 22,033 3 756,081 : s s
Celerade ) 9 574,679 : 14,876 : 589,550 : H H
aases ) t 8,212,087 : 3,149 33,215,236 s s
New Mexice ) t 865,000 : 1,670 : 266,670 : 8,785,812 414730 : 3,827,542
H H H 4 ] s H
Texas ) 10 ; 8,718,925 : 29,113 12,748,056 ¢ 2,718,923 29,113 t 2,718,988
H H $ H H s
m ’ $ ‘“.m H $ m.m H H tH
Arizema 11 35,624 : H 5:,624 H H f
Wevada ) s 3,020 : s 2020 ¢ t :
oelifermia ] 1 384,218 : 384,215 ¢ 865,845 1 t o sen
s 3 H H s
:
cregon ) : 3,246 : 294 @ 3,580 H :
dahe 12 43,934 3 8 1 44,012 : H
:mm } : m:ssa : 12,647 ¢ 299,979 : 334,512 13,009 t 347,521
28,108,562 83,852 28,198,214

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

m ...0...‘...'.'....."....O



TAELE 26, -~ ANALYSIS OF DROUGHT FERD LOAN APPLICATIONS HANDLED BY
THE EMERGENCY CROP AND FERD LOAN SECTION IN THE DROUGHT AREA

NOMEER AND AMOUNT OF MISCRLLANEOUS
LOANS BY STATES AND BY EMERGENCY CROP AND FEED LOAN OFFICES

: ] : 3 3
STATE t WFPICE YREGETABLES 3 STRAWBERRIRS $ CITRUS $ ORCHARD

. TNMERR 0N t NOMBER ¢ : ¢N t  AMOUNT 3 M

s t ) T : s N t s
irkenses * Memphis H 2 214 : § 7,178 : 3 $ :

: s : : H : s : :
Plerida s Memphis ¢ 472 : $44,415 ¢ t : 569 : $361,006 s :

s : H H : : s : H
Missouri 3 8t, Leuis : : H 2% : 418 H H 3 H

H : s H H s : : H
Wshingtor : Spokans H s H ¢ H t 1,1385:§362,695

TOTALS 472 $44,405 239  § 7,593 569  $361,006 1,135 §368,695
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AMALYSIS @F DROUCHT FERD LOAN APPLICATIONS HANDLXD BY
THE EMERGENCY CROP AND FEED LOAN SRCTION IN THE DROUGHT AREA

TABLE 27, - OF ACRES OF PORAGR CROPS AND AMOUNTS
BY STATES AND BY FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION DISTRICTS
t s ' t TOTAL FPORAGE CROPS @
STATR t FORAGE CROPS H AMOUNT $ (ACREASR) : TOTAL AMOUNT
¢ (NUMBER OF ACRES) ¢ ! F.C.A. DISTRICT t F.C.As DISTRICT
3 } s 3
Louisiana } S 67,048 t » s 67,045 :
H H ] ’ H
Arkanses ) H 71,053 H » H t
Missouri ) 63 45,:;1':2 t § 42,938,50 t $
T1lineis } H 6, H 4,952,885 H 128,048 : § 47,885,388
s t s s
Wisconsin | 2,560} ] 4,597,00 3 s
North Pakota ) 7 56,584 :  15,288,00 s s
Minnesota ) B 7,466 t 6,058,00 : 66,620 : 25,884,400
s H : :
Towma ) : 938 H 938,00 H :
Sewth Dakete ) 8 ¢ 85,708 t 55,700,400 t t
Webraske ) s 37,856 :  57,856,00 2 :
Wyening ) H 462 t 462,00 : 94,961 H 94,955,00
: : : s
oklehema ) 3 84,208 :  86,524,00 H s
Celerade ) t 56,941 : 38,549,00 H H
neses ] 9 40,710 % 86,905,00 t ¢
Mow Waziece ) s 56,391 H 5%5,730,00 H 238,250 3 217,708,00
3 s s $
Toxas ) 10 3 564,979 3 520,606,00 : 564,979 : 520, 60600
: s : s
Uteh ) H 15¢ H 15¢,00 : :
Arizema BT 2,430} 3 24353,50 : :
Nevada : : s ) :
califernia ; s 6,169 : 6,164,400 : 8,758 8,651,850
H s $ :
oregon ) : 1,40¢ : 50,00 s s
Iaake 12 ¢ er% H 185,00 H H
MWatana g ] 9,138 3 2,979.00 3 11,217 $ 55,164,400
mw POePIEROOOOICESOEPRIEEIOIOTIOITIGCOICEOTIOOITCOOSITOTS 1’1"'.% ‘9“’8&.»

* TLouisisna and Arkansas failed te repert amounts for forsge crops.
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APPENDIX A ~ FINANCIAL STATEMENT

EXHIBIT 1 ~ BXPENDITURES BY APPROPRIATIONS AND COMMODITIES

Statement of expenditures covering period
May 23, 1934, to June 30, 1935

Allotments for Drought Relief Programs:
JONES=CONNALLY ACT

cattl‘rrogrﬂll...... ¢ & & s o @

. @

$69,261,117.00

EMERGENCY APPROPRIATION ACT

c‘ttle ?rogl‘am e ® . L] L] L] [ » . . L4 [ ] L3 . 55’“59’600.w ‘12’4,720,717.&
%ttle (Indian BBI'V’.OG) 2 & ° 2 & o o * e & ¢« o . . . e sm’mo.m
Sheep and Goat Progralm « « « o « « + « o . e e e e . . 9,820, 400, 00
ued Progran L ] [ ] L] * . *® ® & » e e o s » . ZSQOW.OWQW
Teed & Yor~ (Federal Livestock Feed Agency .o 500,000.00

age Program (Corn Fodder & Corn Stover . . . 200,000,00 _g_]gg.@_,@
POtAl o o o « - o o o 4 e s o s e e e e e e . . . . o $161,041,117.00

Bxpenditures « (By Commodities):
JONES=CONNALLY ACT
Cattle
Benefit and
Purchase Payments o . o « « « « « + - « o $02,252,548,00

IMERGENCY APPROPRIATION ACT

Cettle

Benefit and
Purchase Payments . « o« ¢ o o ¢ o &
Indian Service (Transferred to Interlor)
Sheep
Service and Disposition Payments . . . .
Purchase Payments

o *

Goats
Service and Disposition Payments . . . .
Purchase Payments

a % e & ® ¢ e s s 3 b

Seed
Purchase and Charges , . . . .

Yeed and Yorage
Pedersl Livestock Peed Agency (Allocated)
Corn Yodder and Corn Stover (Payments) . .

Cenadian Hay and Straw (Payments) . . .
Grand Total . . . . .
Balance , , . . . . . ¢ ¢ . . -

Digitized for FRASER
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49,290,321.00 $111,542,869.00
¢ ¢ & & ¢ @ 800,000.&
3,609,576.00
3.609,576,00 1,219,152.00
215,351, 40
2u5 251 40 490, 702. 80
e e e « s« 18,455561,87
. 285,181,25
e e & & w« » @ 53"97.16
e & [ I > o o 11.2-8_9!16
v oo oo oo $137,795,071.99
e e e e oo 23,246,045,01
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« EXPENDITURES BY STATES AND COMMODITIES

June 1, 1934 to June 15, 1935 SHEET 1
Number Benefit Purchase Total
State of Head Pgymente Payments _Payments
Arizona 101,390 §$ 529,600 $ 919,161 $ 1,lu8,761
Arkansas 137,780 714,692 878,969 1,593,661
California 19,784 106,335 199, 380 305,715
Colorado 289,588 1,513,085 2,634,856 4,147,941
Florida 16,335 86,983 137,180 224,163
ldaho 41,807 212,900 309,494 522,394
Illinois 2,587 14,564 28,086 42,650
Iowa 23,073 116,299 210,310 326,609
Kanlu Salgom!' 296389°2h )"” 885’9""3 79 523’967
Louisiana 575016 218,570 286,963 565,533
Minnesota 257,473 1,285,396 2,481,029 3,766,425
Missouri 511,450 29665 +587 4,810,320 7.""759907
Montana 349,927 1,738,125 3,282,009 5,020,134
Nebragks 180,874 2,378,275 4,221,539 6,599,814
Nevada 36,272 192,861 375,228 568,089
New Mexico 547 4 2l4k 2,813,280 4,520,632 1,333,912
North Dakota 970,989 4,709,272 8,972,644 13,681,916
Oklahoma 503,410 2 h97.“98 3 2“3.637 5,741,135
Oregon 12,482 66,431 117 869 184,
onih Dakota %% £33 102355 &3“ 15.333 335 %ﬁ;%ﬁ&;;gg
Utah 126,095 651,920 1,103,538 1,755,458
Wisconsin 56,916 303,846 562,305 866,151
Yyoming 285,714 1,442,416 2,742,841 4,185,257
Total 8,279,659  $ 41,678,612 § 69,863,523 $ 111,542,135
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APPENDIX A
EXHIBIT 2, = EXPENDITURES BY STATES AND COMMODITIES

Emergency Sheep Purchases

September 13, 1934 to Jume 15, 1935 SHEET 2
Service and

State Number Disposition Purchase Total
of Head Payments Payments Payments
Arizons 11,347 $ 11,347 $ 11,347 $ 22,604
Arkansas gl 9L 94 188
California 23,207 23,207 23,207 u6,414
Colorado 207,196 207,196 207,196 414,392
Idaho 145,677 145,677 145,677 291,354
Iova 1,767 1,767 1,767 3,534
Kansas 9,569 9,569 9,569 19,138
Minnesota 6,561 6,561 6,561 13,122
Missouri 74575 12515 15575 15,150
Montana 491,776 491,776 491,776 983,552
Nebraska 24,671 24,671 24,671 49,342
Nevada 99,261 99,261 99,261 198,522
New Mexic 299,372 299,372 299,372 598, Tul
Yorth Dakgta 84,026 84,026 84,026 168,052
Oklahoma 2,270 2,270 2,270 4,54%0
Oregon 162,779 162,779 162,719 325,558
South Dakota 148,909 148,909 148,909 297,818
Texas 1,091,234 1,091,234 1,091,234 2,182,468
Utah 205,512 205,512 205,512 411,024
Wyoming 586,773 586,773 586,773 1,173,5u6
Total 3,609,576  $ 3,609,576 $ 3,609,576 $ 7,219,152
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APPENDIX A
EXHIBIT 2, -~ EXPENDITURES BY STATES AND COMMODITIES

Emergency Goat Purchases
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September 20, 193l to June 15, 1935 SHEET 3
Service and

State Number Disposition Purchase Total
of Head _ Payments Payments _Payments
Arigona 21,608 $ 15,125.60 $ 15,125.60 $ 30,251,20
Colorado 3,427 2,398,90 2,398,90 4,797.80
1dsho 36 25.20 25420 5040
Kansas 149 104,30 104, 30 208,60
Missouri 1468 327.60 327.60 655,20
Montana 9 6.30 6.30 12,60
Fevada 190 133,00 133,00 266,00
New Mexico 22,592 15,814,140 15, 814,40 31,628,80
Oregon 1 70 «70 1,40
South Dekota 32 22.40 22,40 44,80
Texas 283,263 198,284, 10 198,284,10  396,568,20
Utah 17,981 12,586, 70 12,586, 70 25,173.40
Wyoming TU46 522,20 522,20 1,044, 40
Total 350,502 § 245,351,40 $ 245,351.40 $ LU90,702.80
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August 8, 1934 to June 15, 1935 SHEET 4

State Bushels Amount

Arizona 17,183.36 $ 23,813,87
California 30,186, 35 32,383,96
Colorado 35,803.45 36,821.51
Idaho 39,792.39 29,741, 36
Illinois 359,00L, 82 219,760.69
Indiana 65,95u. 39 39,418,16
Iova 1,357,409.17 796,018, 72
Kansas 215,400, 59 149,246, 87
Minnesota 7.827,318,25 6,240,950, 72
Missouri 135,426,25 98,637.61
Montana 1,983,988,00 2,047,527.55
Nebraska 252,004, 28 162,478,02
New Mexico 1,200,00 1,836,00
North Dakota 3,160,422.87 3,643,647.16
Oklahoma 57,161.87 36,567.46
Oregon 1,470,112, 69 1,027,325,52
South Dakota 64,900, 46 68,154, 60
Texas 26,767.%9 23,418,145
Vashington 618,986,146 432,245.93
Wisconsin 351,828,13 232,183,33
U. 8. Total 18,070,851,67 $ 15,342,177.149
Canada 976,150,91 1,487,097.16
Grand Total 19,047,002, 58 $ 16,829,274.65




APPENDIX A

EXEIBIT 3, ~~EXPENDITURES FOR PURCHASES BY STATES,
EMERGENCY COUNTIES AND COMMODITIES

Emergency Livestock Purchase Program
June 1, 1934 to June 15, 1935,

ARIZ2ONA
: Cattle t S8heep : Goats

County 8 Head ¢ Amount ! Head t Amount ¢ Head ¢  Amount
Apache 1,135 $ 15,568 2,592 § 5,184 $
Cochise 17,281 236,714
Coconino 215 3,656 300 600
Glla 12,927 180,023 618 865.20
Graham 6,637 98,941 608 851, 20
Greenlee 6,653 102,620
Maricopa 10,684 151,818 1,433 2,866 567 793,80
Mohave 6,724 935)4""9 3,13 7’%2 2’635 3)689-00
Navajo 2,324 34,389 3,166 6,332
Pima 8,838 129,032
Pinal 5,059 15,313 125 250 1,360 1,904,00
S8anta Crus 5,593 11,327
Yavapal 15,186 220,452 15,820 22,148,00
Yuma 2,134 35,399

Total 101, 390 $ 1,4k8,761 11,347 $ 22,604 21,608 $ 30,251,20
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Ixpenditures for Purchaees through June 15, 1935 -~ By States and Commodities —~ Continued

ARKANSAS
H Cattle t 8Sheep : __ _Goats
County H Head $ Amount H Head H Amount $t Head t  Amount
Baxter 2,699 §$ 35,23 $ $
Benton 6,863 91,220 70 140
Boone l"‘:393 55)851“
Calhoun 1,675 17,932
Carroll 5,571 72,652
Clark 3,538 31,291
Cleburne 1,986 23,896
Cleveland 1,874 18,989
Columbia 2,999 31,367
Conway 1, 536 17, l"93
Crawford 2,280 26,406
Dallas 1,135 11,476
Faullkmer 2,077 24,365
Pranklin 3.132 33,942
Falton 69 590 863 552
Garland 1,800 17,548
Grant 1,542 14,289
Hempstead 3,470 35,508
Hot Springs 2,2ul 23,964
Howard 1,6522 21,:12
Indspendence 3, 39,82
Isard 2,814 34,149
Johnson 2,665 28,625
Lafayette 1,119 15,113
Lawrence 2,951 31,656
Little River 1,706 19,244
Logan 4,033 38,930
Madison 1,244 17,671
NMarion 2,274 28,375
Miller 3,030 32,450
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 =~ By States and Commodities =~ Continued.

ARKANSAS == Continusd

H Cattle : Sheep H Goats

County H Bead ¢  Amount t ___Head $ _Amount t Head % Amount

Montgomery 2,360 $ 26,153 $

Nevada 2,211 22,792

Newton 2,127 29,634

Ouachita 2,308 23,866

Perry 1,502 15,254

Piks 2,467 25,902

Polk 2,165 26,194

Pope 2,395 27,353

Randolph 3,321 38,654 2y 4g
Saline 1,570 15,829

Bcott 2,840 36,019

Searcy 2,553 33,751

Sebastian 3,953 45,864

Sevier 2,428 25,852

Sharp 4,818 58,242

Stone 2,206 25,515

Union 2,849 28,151

Yan Buren 1,913 23,659

¥ashington 4,346 52,958

Yell 21656 28,000

Total 137,780 $ 1,593,661 gl $ 188
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 ~- By States and Commodities ~- Continued,

CALIFORNIA
‘i Cattle 3 _Sheep 3 Goats

County ¢ Head 3 _Amount $ Head Amount ! Heed 3 Amount
Fresno 135 $ 10,695 3,94 $ 17,888
Imperial 6.31&3 98,262
Kern 1,29 17,902 2,385 4,770
Kings 817 12,150 191 82
Lassen 312 50133 54238 10,476
Madera 984 16,479 882 1,764
Modoc 588 8,786 7,138 14,276
Monterey 540 8,6u7 1,109 2,218
Orange 405 6,066
Riverside 58 880 47 9y
San Benito 282 4,975 Loy 808
San Bernardine o1y 8,2;3 Loz w0t
San Diego 3,238 52,
San Luis Obispo 333 5,468 665 1,330
Santa Barbara 2,110 31,868
Siskyou 521 1,042
Tulare 1,131 16,880 581 1,162

Total 19,784 $ 305,715 23,207 $ L6,l1k
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -~ By States and Commodities =— Continued

COLORADO
H Cattle H Sheep : Goats
County ¢t Head ! _ Amount $__Head ¢ Amount $ _Head Amount,
Adams 3,311 $§ 49,973 647 § 1,294 $
Alemosa 2,335 33,263 2,477 4,954
Arapahoe 3,311 49,960 Log 816
Archuleta 1,597 23,41 2,122 4, 2L
Baca 19,75 218,53 1,610 3,220
Bent 14,024 209,526 4,278 8,556
Boulder 451 5,965 65 130
Caaffeo 2,260 36,515 1,166 2,332
Cheyenne 9,962 148,268 1,907 3,814
Conejos 2,736 37,053 10,258 20,516
Costilla 609 9,591 1,469 2,938
Crowley 5,510 82,886 658 1,316
Custer 2,953 43,112 739 1,478
Delta 5,476 71,035 5,164 10,328
Dolores 1,248 1 ,hia 1, lgg 2,250
Douglas 2,707 37,541 2
h:fo 1,11 17,8ul 2,238 4,476
Elbert 9,362 137,817 4,947 9,894
Bl Paso 10,643 160,354 3,482 6,964
Fremont 3,058 20,285 3,895 - 28
Ggrfield »213 1,808 . »
Ggarxfzd 358 5,184 1,632 3,264
Gunnison 1,831 28,236 3,:(9)(1, 6,982
Hinsdale 125 1,652
Ruerfano 6,767 99,028 8,319 16,638 23 32,20
Jackson 3,327 50,670 9,594 19,188 9 12,60
Jefferson 179 2,548 199 398
Kiowa 8,330 125,305 1,768 3,536
Kit Carson 13,662 187,715 1,040 2,080
Lake 1,923 3,846
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -~ By States and Commodities =~ Continued,

COLORAIO e Oontinued

Cattle : Sheep : Goats

County 3 Head _ ¢ Amount $ Head ¢ Amount t Bead ¢ Amount
La Plata 6,622 § 78,595 4,678 $ 9,35 1060 $ 140,00
Larimer 915 12,489 3,848 7,696
Las Animas 22,176 309,968 9,900 19,800
Lincoln 11,284 170,714 3,628 7,256
Logen 2,17 40,043 335 670
Mesa 54247 16,019 12,112 24,224 3,274 4,583, 60
Mineral 17 2,766 55 110
Moffat 6,1 79,962 10,128 20,256
Monteguma 4,312 52,897 8,904 17,808
Montrose 3,566 45,174 9,920 19,840
Morgan 5,183 70,989 920 1,840
Otero 11,885 170,243 4,761 9,522
Ouray 768 10,903 766 - 1,532
Park 1,006 m,ois 3,030 6,060
Pnillips 515 71,245
Pitkin 199 2,833 2,323 L, 646
Prowers 15,873 226,958 4,127 8,250
Puedlo 10,685 160,573 1,523 3,0
Rie Blanco 2,330 34,797 5,642 11,284
Rio Grande 2,595 37,512 54387 10,774
Routt 2,627 35,480 23,587 47,174
Beguache 5,931 85,773 1,511 15t15u‘ 2l 23.4%0
San Miguel 65 8,327 2,759 5,518
Bedgwick 8,215
Bummi t 30 L51 ;
Teller 1,1 16.722 2.615 5.23%
Washington 9,375 131,8 ’ ’
Yoiud - 6,366 sLwo 1,593 3,186
Yuma 6,791 95, 6u47

Totsl 289,586 8§ 4,147,941 207,196 § W1k,392 3,427  $4,797,80
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 =< By States and Commodities =- Continued

FLORIDA
¢ Cattle ¢ Sheep $ Goats
County t Head 3 Amount $ Head ¢ Amount t  Head @ Amount

Highlands 2,932 § uo,u22
Okeechobee 1,713 26,808
Orange 1,542 19,628
Oscecla 5,128 71,889
Polk 4,790 62,542
Seminole 230 2,874

Total 16,335 § 224,163
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 = By States and Commodities —— Continued,

int

IDAHO
3 _ Cattle : Sheep H Goate
County I Bead Aoount g Head ¢ Amount . He 3 Amwount
Ada 1,148 $ 12,891 2,604 ¢ 5,208 $
Adams 1,433 2,866
Bannock 5,536 67,285 7,631 15,262
Bear Laie 5,212 68,009 4,716 9,432
Bingham 221 2,175 11,079 22,158
Blaine 2,177 25,733 5.949 11,898
Boise 350 4,352 1,199 2,398
Bornneville 336 4,017 7.364 14,728
Butte 1,462 17,657 2,926 54852
Caribou 1,171 14,300 15,893 31,786
Cassia 7,167 95,307 6,613 13,226
Olark 519 6,623 8,115 16,230
Custer 1,235 15,348 4,892 9,784
Elmore 888 10,974 8,250 16,500
Franklin 2,138 271,151 2,808 5,616
Fremont 428 5,104 4,362 8,724
Gooding u32 5,280 537 1,074
Jefferson 1,716 21,161 2,934 5, 868
Jerome 665 70201 1:929 31858 36 50-u°
Lincoln 7 93 9u5 1,830
Madison 552 6,612 3,682 7,364
Minidoka 793 9,064 1,449 2,898
Oneida 1,781 22,224 2,2u5 4,430
Owyhee 1,185 15,110 14,155 28,310
Fower 1,624 21,307 1,859 3,718
Teton 1,627 18,780 1,217 2,43
Twin Pells 887 10,822 3,803 7,606
Yalley 11,107 22,22&
Washington 550 1,014 3,981 1,962
Total hi o] 8 522,394 145,677 8 291,354 36 § 50,40
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 = By States and Commodities = Continued.

ILLINOIS
: Cattle Sheep $ Goats
County $ Head Amount 3 Head Amount ! Hesd Amount
Adams 509 $ 8,951
Brown 308 4,836
Calhoun 103 1,697
Greens ‘ 95 1,497
Hancock 219 L,485
Jersey 177 2,834
Pike 858 14,271
Schuyler 87 1,166
Scott 171 2,913
Total 2,587 $ 42,650
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Expendi tures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 «~ By States and Commodities =- Continued,

oA
H _Cattle : _Sheep : Goats
County t Head ¢ Amount $ Head 3 _Amount ¢ Head ¢ Amount
Adatr 627 $ 8, 8oL $
Adame 665 9,755
Appanoose 1,756 27,230 3n Tu2
Audubon 2y 356
Cass 3&" 5a"|’9u
Clarke 930 12,312
Crawford 6 86
Dallias 513 7,034
Davis 1,693 24,879 1,099 2,198
Decatur 1,496 19,989
Guthrie 423 5,994
Harrison 72 L ;%}
Hen .
Jofzrlon 1,501 20,664 49 98
Teokuk 56; 7,;#2
Leo 2
Lucas 1, 4mn 20, 134 60 120
Madisen 505 1,663
Mshaska 1,379 17,874
Marion 875 12. 796
Mills 12 85
Monroe 972 13,230 32 ol
Montgomery i.? gg_?
Page
Pottawattamie 61 896
Poweshisk 58 783
Ringgold 1,289 18,682
Taylor 76 1,172
Union 590 8,622 X
Van Buren 1,507 21,851 127 25
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 —«- By States and Commodities =- Continued.

IOWA w= Continued

H Cattle : _Bheep $ Goets
County $ Hend Amount ! Head t  Amount ¢ Hesd ¢  Amount
Wapello 1,719 § 24,u72 29 $ 58
Yarren u68 6,775
Yayne 1,357 18,450
Total 23,073 § 326,609 1,767 $ 3,534
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 —~ By States and Commodities -~ Continued,

KANSAS
: c«iﬁ]" : ﬂ}ee P H (& ats

County $ Head _3 _Amount ! Head _:__ Amount ¢ Head Anount
Anderson Y5 ¢ 6,006 $ $
Atchison 1,215 18,265
Barber 8,388 127,766 193 1,586
Barton 2,927 42,062
Bourbon 1,283 19,792 4718 956
Brown 541 14350
Butler 6,625 98,526 489 978
Chase 3,838 61,343
Chautauqua 7,556 116,633
Cherokee 1,977 30,048
Cheyenne 1,023 13,987
Clark 9,615 146,103
Clay 9,070 131,931 125 250
Cloud 11,116 145,505 3 6
Cotffey 865 12,460
Comanche 10,199 150,387 977 1,954 1 1,40
Cowley 3,313 48,631 100 200
Oravford 2,145 27,6u8
Decatur 6,uTh 91,477
Dickinson zgg 32,;1;;
ﬁﬁ:{h: 983 13,456 4y 88 19 %,.60
Edwards 2,016 31,035
Blk 2,518 39,269
Ellis 8,980 130,638 512 1,024
Ellsworth 4,42k 60,672
Finney 6,427 90,338 87 17k
Yord 6,386 99,483
Pranklin 1,023 14,075 101 202
Geary 5:139 86,286
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 —— By States and Commodities =~ Continued.

KANSAS - Continued

¢ Cattle ! ___8heep ' Goats
County § Head Amount I Head Amount ¢t BHead Amount
Gove g,949 § 120,417 $ $
Graham 1k4,399 184,022 150 300
Grant Y 829 12,541
Gray 2057 59,191
Greeley 2,321 3h,414 117 234
Greenwood 6,551 107,567
Hamilton 5,604 86,099 20 40
Harper 4,122 61,943
Harvey 42y 6,153
Haskell 1,072 15,952
Hodgeman 11,043 168,881
Jackson 8,361 118,282
Jefferson 3,485 50,309
Jewell 10,583 138,411 68 136
Johnson 192 2,123
Kearny 5,461 71,681
Kingman 3,062 4g,2u8
Kiowa 4,968 17,162
Labette 2,726 k2,379
Lane , 3,603 54,517 180 360
Leavenworth 12.163-2 gﬁésggg
incol ’ '
;:1::0 : 656 9,671 332 66l 129 180, 60
Logan 5,132 76o gal 1, 650 3,300
Lyon 1,987 25,927
McPherson 1,469 21,339 Y
Marion 2,332 31,895 47 9
Marshall 8,941 135,6ul
Meade 11.%1 175,466
Miami 0 9,737
Mitchell 13,955 208,774 52 104

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

a6t



Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -~ By States and Commodities =~ Continued,
KANSAS -~ Continued

: Cattle H Sheep i GCoats
County $§ Head :  Amount § Head Amount $t  Head : Amount

Mont gomery 1,098 $ 16,798 $ $
Morris 5,717 90,566

Morton 1,805 25,224

Nemsha 1,762 25,7156

Neosho 1,507 21,623

Ness 110,336 145,561 81 162
Norton 11,066 143,339

Osage 1,410 20,812 213 426
Osborne 17977’4 2“’90760

Ottawa 12,748 189,111

Pawnee 2,862 u3,ul2

Phillips 6,981 93,703

Pottawatomie 10,964 156,588

Pratt 2,267 32,822

Rawlins 2,012 28,455 2715 550
Reno 2,900 41,759

nepubnc 2:781‘ 37.329

Rice 2,472 36,305

Riley 4,925 69,346 214 L2g
Rooks 12,107 163,081 137 274
Rush 3,762 53,394 213 426
Russell 14,560 218,946 348 696
'&lm. 65338 95)“’35

Soott 2,590 38,678

Sedgwick 549 8,224

Seward 2,133 33,782

Shawnee 5,637 82,714

Sheridan 9,075 120,225

Sherman 3,105 uy4,419

Smith 13, m*5 185, 7“"5
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 =~ By States and Commodities ~- Continued.
KANSAS we Continued

H Cattle { Sheep H Goats

County t Head Amount § Head Amount $ Head ¢ Amount
Stafford 1,604 § 22,613 $ $
Stanton 1,335 20,880 1,200 2,400
Stevens 1,937 28,390
Sumner 1,295 19,183
Thomas 3,563 49, U7 200 400
Trego 10,162 139,795 21 582
Vallace 6,253 84,446
Washington 7,302 102,511
Yebaunsee 4,395 64,380
Wichita 4,115 59, 864 12 LN
¥ilson 1,132 16,471
Yoodson !‘"o 273 suom
Wyandotte mn 6,007

Total 521,044  $ 7,523,967 9,569 $ 19,138 9 $ 208,60
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Expendi tures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 ~- By States and Commodities -~ Continued.

LOUISIANA
: Cattle : Sheep : Goats

County t Head 1@ Amount § Head dmount - t Head ¢ Amount
Blenville 5,29% $§ 51,290
Bossier L, 445 46,665
Caddo 4,126 41,742
Caldwell 2,081 22,042
Claiborne 8,057 76,659
De 80to 6,477 63,461
Jackson 2,473 25,36k
Lincoln 5,407 49,568
Ouachita 2,251 22,599
Red River 2,496 25,887
Union 5,847 584 340
Vebster 59328 53,707
Vinn 2,734 28,209

Total 57,016 $ 565,533
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -- By States and Commodities —~ Continued,

MINNESOTA
s Cattle $ Sheep ! Goats
County { Eead 1@ Amount t Head @ Amount t Head ¢ Amount
Alticin 305 $ 4,635 $ $
Anoka 1,670 25,184
Becker 6,485 98,285
Benton 6,118 92,913 155 310
Big Stone 10,132 147,671 568 1,136
Sarlton 91 1,050
Carver 1,068 18,707
Cass 510 1,138
Chippewa 5,303 760968
Caisage 1,294 20,079
Clay 2,193 34,111 662 1,324
Oot tonwood 599 9,511
Crow Wing 280 3,672
Dodge 913 15,841
Douglas 8,629 120,831 in 354
F1llmore 9,606 149,142
Goodhus 508 8,108
Grant 4,413 %9,U71 134 268
Hennepin 3,498 56,217
Eubbard 588 8,655
Isanti 302)"'2 u?ogus
Kanabec 7,088 102,664 211 k22
Kandiyohi 7,758 111,444 212 4oy
Lac Qui Parle 6,204 88,181
Lincoln 7,685 108,250
Lyon 3 s 597 50 |3)“2 L3 8 822
McLeod 17& Bi.gg
Marshall 1,73 ’ :
Meeker Y »818 11, 816 W2 282
Mille Lacs 7,034 102,193 193 38
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 - By Statee and Commodities —~ Continued,

MINNESOTA « Continued

: Cattle Sheep : __Goate

County 3 Head 3  gmwount i Head 3 Amount ¢ Head 3 _ Amwount
Morrison 10,633 $ 149,795 193 § 386
Mower 1,964 29,837 61 122
Murray 1,947 28,5u2
Olmsted 2,599 42,717
Ottertail 2k, 466 342,678 901 1,802
Pine 4,504 67,188
Pipestone 1,406 20,203 137 1,474
Pope 10,783 144,117 116 232
Ramsey 209 2,971
Redwood 934 13,567
Renville 3,070 46,865
Sherburne 3,215 4y, 231
Sibley 420 7,388
Stearns 12,857 199,595 191 382
Stevens 9,708 130,334 133 1,466
Swift 11,080 156,202 75 150
Todd 9,689 149,022
Traverse 7.391 107,434 282 5614
¥abasha 2,895 46,134
Yadena 4,037 61,668 291 582
Washington 411 6,312
¥ilkin 7,079 103,954 56 - 112
Tright 6,358 101,920 60 120
Yellow Medicine 5,977 82,717

Total 257,473  $ 3,766,425 6,561 $ 13,122
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 ~~ By States and Commodities ~- Continued.

MISSOURI
! Cattle H Sheep : Goate
County 3 Head ¢ Amount 3 FHead 3 Amount $ BHead 3 Amount
Adair 3,649 ¢ 46,761 6u ¢ 128 $
Andrew 1,067 16,916
Atchison 341 5,091
Audrain 1,509 22,425 w7 9k 174 243,60
Barry 12,875 183,750
Barton 6,562 86,929
Bates 7,016 101,616 455 910
Benton 5,892 80,741 gl 188
Bollinger 3,980 54,907
Boone 2,527 39,124
Buchanan 610 Sg,g;l‘;
Butl 3,880 ’
cgld;:n 3'1? us.ggl; 356 712
1 2,141 3,
g:lmd::q 4,759 73.225 182 254,80
1,10 14,
g:ﬁ:oﬁmd”u 3,1;;; :&é, ;gﬁ 202 1ol
2 .
x:" g.oas 70,810 100 200
Cedar 5,547 81,353
Chariton 3,11‘23 1:3. ;‘ﬁ 113 226
1sti 8,483
ey 2,561 37,336 134 268
Clay 1,158 15,938 365 130
Clinton 376 5,622 802 1,604
Cole 10850 280537 '
Cooper 1,766 25,191
Orawford 4,268 61,097
Dade 3,669 u9,625 u59 918
Dellas 8,051 124,894
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -~ By States and Commodities - Continued.

MISSOURI -~ Continued

H Cattle : _8heep Gogte

County i mLJﬁML__MmL__L_Hm._a__ML__
Daviees 3,394 ¢ 52,326 248§ 496 $
De Kalb 2,155 34,088
Dent 10,697 157,111
Douglas 11,401 176,487
Pranklin 2,071 34,612
Gasconade 973 14,497
Gentry 3,128 h} ,T11 1“7 294
Greene 1,944 232,860 22 by
Grundy 4,14k 60,580 586 1,172
Harrison 6,292 93,554 10 140
Henry 6,618 99,259
HEickory 2,723 36,209
Holt 616 9,050
Howard 2,809 45,309 gL 628
Howell 13.201 22;.?22
Iron »331 ’

Jackson 6,112 81,968 & 166

Jasper 9,530 119,757

Jefferson 1,530 23,522

Johnson 8,276 111‘-;. ?gg 230 460
X 2 Iy 5 »

ﬁ:hu 9,19&25 156,549 47 al 112 156, 80

Lafayette 2,215 30,898 21 B4

Lawrence 9,227 135,411

Lewis 2,450 32 'ggg

Lincoln 509 ’

Linn 4,232 60,399 176 333

Livingston 4,179 ﬁa- 7;; 310 7

McDonald 10, 80k 145,1

Macon 5,454 17,959
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 = By States and Commodities -- Continued,

MISSOURI - Continued

: Cattle : Sheep : Goats
County 3 Head 3 t e t o T
Madison 308“ ’ u’gw ’ ’
Maries 2,930 42,467
Marion 3,626 53,414 33 66
Msrcer 3,879 50,062
Miller 3.)4_]45 53,332
Moniteau 1,413 19, 620
Monroe 2,692 35,269 366 132
Montgomery 1,239 18,337 27 54
Morgen 3,680 56,163
Newton 11,880 174,147
Nodaway 1,583 19,508
Oregon 11,791 166,206
Osage 1,683 24,079
Ozark 10,527 166,454
Perry 1,290 18,891
Pottis u,lgg :[,g ,g(;z
Phelps LR .
rmp 2,196 32,504 12 14y
Platte 258 3,521
Polk 8.722 124,137
Pulasiki 5,1 17,585
Putnam 2,164 29,354 177 354
Ralls 2,601 36,269 173 346
Randolph 4,979 76,447 238 476
Ray 2,610 38,8u7
Reynolds 8,100 119,143
Ripley 4,610 57,453
St. Charles g;g sg.a;g
8t . Clatir 5 ’ .
St. Francois 3,195 48,102 89 178
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 —- By States and Commodities —— Continued,

MISSOURI —- Continued

¢ Cattle : Sheep : Goats
County 3 Hegd 3 Amount $ Head Amount ¢ Head Amount

8t. Louis 47 ¢ 780 $ $
Ste. Genevieve 1,178 17,876

Saline 3,613 56,073

Schuyler 2,536 34,929 298 596

Scotland 3,443 48,835 229 Ise

Scott 101 1,419

Shannon 8,668 130,132

Shelby 1,938 26,514

Stoddard 3,062 48,102

Stone 6,133 86,638

Sullivan 5,200 84,222 L3 1 282

Taney 5,181 64,632

Texas 15,992 239,283

Vernon 9,315 134,830 157 31y

Warren 471 6,904

YWashington 3,811 54,609

Yayne 5,220 71,459

Webster 16,044 221,893

Worth 1,380 18,021 20 4o

Wrignt 10,430 151,940 L 88

Total 511,450  $ 7,475,907 1,515 $ 15,150 L6g $§  655.20
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 —~ By States and Commodities —— Continued,

MONTANA
: Cattle 3 Sheep : Goats

County $ Head unt e {  Amount 1 Hesd i _ Amount
Beaverhead 3,303 § 42,070 28,470 $ 56,940 4 $ 5. 60
Big Horn 21,495 311,404 19,408 38,816
Blaine 1,548 2l 97‘*9 37,136 4,272
Broadwater 1,299 15,348 9+398 18,796
Carbon 1,230 17,295 6,123 12,2
Carter 33,970 497,134 30,474 60,948
Ghoutean 1,913 27,706 8,750 17,500
Custer 39,150 541,906 11,371 22,742 2 2,80
Daniels 4,665 63,557 2,560 5,120
Dawgon 23,981 356,371 13,171 26,342
Pallon 19,744 28k, 83 },886 9,772
Fergus 7,216 - 102,435 14,656 29,312 3 4, 20
Gallatin 885 12,669 4,551 9,102
Garfield 8,453 131,287 29,580 59,160
Golden Valley 1,312 19,677 5,310 10,620
H111 377 6,207 7,611 15,222
Jefferson 839 11,364 2,083 4,166
Judith Basin 1,573 22,465 5,269 10,538
McOone 14,254 219,248 12,960 25,920
Madison 1,031 14,076 13,820 27,640
Meagher 873 13,200 12,207 o4, b1y
Musselshell 2,512 36,881 9,750 19,500
Park ugy 6,919 3,926 7,852
Petroleun 1,910 28,146 10,796 21,592
Phillips 2,427 37,032 25,883 51,766
Powder River 49,133 695, 742 11,358 22,716
Prairie 16,637 234,628 1,005 14,010
Richland 14,234 209,942 3,905 7,810
Roosevelt 8,915 128,758 2,387 WoTTH
Rosebud 23,816 327,127 40,956 81,912
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Ixpenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 ~~ By States and Commodities -- Continued,

MONTANA «-~ Continued

_Sheep

: Goate

: Cattle H

County § Head 1 unt ead 3  Amount t  Head Amoupt
Sheridan 13,032 ¢ 174,150 2,860 §$ 5,720
Stillwater 1,890 27,210 13,617 27,234
Sweet Grass 1,171 15,700 18,665 37,330
Treasure 4 264 59,910 1,496 2,992
Valley 4,326 64,380 25,850 51,700
Yheatland 1,900 28,686 15,034 30,068
¥ibaux 11,071 165,290 2,139 4,278
Yellowstone 3,004 47,622 16,355 32,710

Total 349,927 $ 5,020,134 491,776  $ 983,552 9 $ 12.60
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -~ By States and Commodities ~~ Continued.

NEBRASKA
: Cattle : Sheep ¢ Goats
County $ Head ¢ __JAmount $. __Head 3  Amount §{ Head 3 Amount

Adems 6,043 & 18,686 36 $ 12
Antelope 1,458 19,418

Arthur 2,192 36,087

Banner 2,327 33,812 82 164
Blaine 2,876 41,693

Boone : 5s119 78,298 u6 92
Box Butte 5,630 79,596 386 172
Boyd 9,778 126,347 166 332
Brown 9,960 136,939 9 18
Buffalo 10,825 143,719 738 1,476
Burt 319 638
Cass 423 5,003

Cedar 177 2,200

Chase 1,060 16,866

Gherry 25,705 388,746

Cheyenne 1,306 18,509 385 770
Clay 5,411 66,006 86 172
Ouster 46,781 636,192 829 1,658
Dawes 9,365 128,109 5,334 10,668
Dewson 9,465 130,152

Duel 172 10,754

Dundy 3,102 45,212

Fillmore 3,996 49,016

Franklin 9,456 127,883 30 60
Trontier 12,135 171,613 194 388
Furnas 71,227 96,382 11 22
Gage 7.’421t 920065

Garden 3,127 49,017 9 1;3
Gerfield 8,957 123,035 60

GOIpOI‘ 69331 81"’092“
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 —~ By States and Commodities -~ Continued.

NEBRASKA ~ OONTINUED

: Qattle : Sheep 3_______ _Goats

County $ Head Amount t Head Amount $ Head 3 Amount
Grant 3.“92 $ 569)'.'73 ¢
Greeley 10,382 138,531
Hall 2,785 35,453 50 100
Hamilton 3,037 36,565 16 32
Harlan 6,057 78,984 93 186
Hayes 5,176 74,314
Hitchcock 4,847 69,329
Holt 17,931 261,247 563 1,126
Hooker 2,023 29,452
Howard 10,002 139,030 ™ 148
Jefferson 6,292 718,687 125 250
Johnson 2,31&2 29,893
Keerne 3,78 52,801
Kettn 3,061 47,154 226 452
Keyapsha 9,718 132,408 545 1,090
Kimball 197 11,632 2,341 4,682
Knox 7,215 96,2u6
Lancaster 4,266 51,097
Lincoln 16,336 237,396
Logan 4,031 57,119 139 878
Loup 5,136 68,865 38 1S
McPherson 2' ggg 2?’ ggg
Madison ’ .
Merrick , 1,380 19,091 291 582
Morrill 4,735 72,955 186 32
n‘nce 2 ’ 128 27 ] 586 so 1
Nemaha 360 4,393
Nuckolls §;019 98,573
Otoe 1 ,868 23' 109
Pawnee 3,863 50,330 -
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¥xpenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 - By States and Commodities —- Continued.

NEBRASKA -~ CONTINUED
H Cattle Sheep : Goats
County $ Head 1@ Amount 3 Head t Amount ¢ Head ¢  Amount

Perkins 1,319 $ 18,538 5,364 ¢ 10,728

Fhelps 3,618 49,613 &9 178

Plerce 1,345 16,747

Platte 629 8,083

Polk 810 10,210

Red Willow 6,745 92,858 336 672

Richardson 1,282 15,034

Rock 8,091 117,021 536 1,072

Saline 2,862 35,824

Sarpy 2u7 3,507

Saundere 15 174

Scotts Bluff 1,050 14,816

Seward 617 7,660

Sheridan 12,298 188,037 8;’;'8( 1,7;6‘

Sherman 13,632 173,331

Sioux ;.’429 13708;? 39560 7'120

ftanton 5

Thayer 5,567 67,911 21 42
" Thomas 2,390 34,042

Valley 16,950 214,025 34 62

Webster 3.930 134,022 19 3

Wheeler +883 71,943

York 1,527 - 19,528

Total 480,874  $ 6,599,814 24,671 $ U9, 342
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Expendituree for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -~ By Statee and Commodities ~— Continued.

NEVADA
: Cattle $ Sheep ! Goats

County e .. % __Bead Amount ¢ Head ¢  Amount ¢ Head i  Amount
Churchill 1,355 ¢ 19,739 1,602 ¢ 3,204 $
Clark 817 11,433
Douglas 93 1,618 2,997 5,994 10 14,00
Tlko 4,409 66,323 25,824 51,648 3 4,20
Esmeralda 135 2,473 612 1,224
Bureka 2,262 38,523 5,454 10,908
Humboldt 4,591 69,543 24,513 49,026
Lander 3:006 1&8,792 5+899 11,798
Lincoln 3,596 58,395 340 680
Lyon 658 9,836 5,668 11,336
Mineral 382 764
Nye 6,675 104,506 2,452 4,904
Ormsby 639 1,278
Pershing 95 1,578 2,626 5,252
Yashoe 2,300 35,073 10,871 21,742
White Pine 6,300 100,257 9,382 18,764 177 247,80

Total 36,272 $ 568,089 99,261  $ 198,522 190 $ 266,00
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -~ By States and Commodities =— Continued.

891

NEW MEXICO
H Cattle H Sheep H Goats
County t Head Amount t Head ¢ Amount . ¢ Head 3 Amount,

Bernalillo 82 9,730 3,320 § 6,640 208 §$ 291,20
Catron 9,678 138,436 4,324 8,6u8
Chaves 54,088 765,932 37,614 15,228 2,712 3,796.80
Colfax 16,952 218,838 13,881 27,162
Carry 14, 825 175,300 3,627 71,254
De Baca 24,908 337,874 11,432 22,864 47 65,80
Dona Ana 9,543 103,319 316 632 996" 1,394, 40
Bday 25,703 367,359 14,720 29,440 1,372 1,920, 80
Grant 17,674 261,549 188 376 381 1,233,40
Guadalupe 22,173 303,965 20,605 41,210
Harding 26,254 354,510 71,200 14,400 36 50, 40
Hidalgo 7,846 110,322 1,388 2,716 1,747 2,u4l45,80
Lea 38,120 572,071 25,640 51,280 93 130,20
Lincoln 24,616 329,593 16,481 32,962 2,3u7 3,285,80
Luna 9,817 139,904 359 718
McKinley 1,347 19,542 5,636 11,272 u 57440
Mora 12,527 163,103 26,321 52,642
Otero 16,391 207,093 3,821 7,642 5+355 8,337.00
Quay 39,048 511,854 2,857 5,718
Rio Arrida 2,494 28,u38 13,174 26,348 321 449,40
Roosevelt 42,765 550,463 2,874 5,748
Sandoval 2,184 29,464 7,795 15,530 193 270,20
San Juan 2,507 35,468 6,463 12,926 868 1,215,20
San Migusl 24,402 314,402 10,474 20,048
Sznta Ye 5,449 70,010 3,781 7,562
Bierra 8,u51 94,738 1,199 2,398 3,180 4,452,00
Socorro 14,075 168,252 10,537 21,074 1,531 2,143,40
Taos 1,037 13,012 5+392 10,784
Torrence 13,808 173,342 14,143 28,286 Y7 65,80
Union 51,024 686,132 11,146 22,292 16 22,40

Total 547,244 ¢ 7,333,912 299,312 $ 598,74k 22,592  § 31,628,80
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 ~- By States and Commodities -- Continued,

NORTH DAKOTA
: _Cattle : Sheep : Goats _
County ¢ Head ¢ Awount § Head ¢ Amount 3 FHead § _ Amount

Adams 14,191 § 202,753 1,224 $§ 2,1u8
Barnes 8,064 115,905 499 998
Benson 18,940 259,512 1,930 3,860
Billings 17,741 211,567 1,881 3,762
Bottineau 24,350 329,102 2,366 4,732
Bowman 15,349 221,255 3,713 1,426
Burke 19,452 263,728 611 1,222
Burleigh 25,418 358,505 2,694 5,388
Case 2,707 42,998

Cavalier 13,280 187,846 1,224 2,448
Dickey 22,499 332,715 2,041 4,082
Divide 19,671 267,311 1,743 3,486
Dunn 31,851 477,480 1,900 3,800
Rady 10,354 146,718 1,387 2,774
Zxmons 28,445 379,683 8718 1,756
Yoster 9,573 137n657 10372 207"“"
Golden Valley 9,883 153,904 1,770 3,540
Grand Forks 11,5%9 163,295 1,738 3,476
Grant 29,149 411,534 1,917 3,834
Grizes 7.557 105,487 241 yg2
Hettinger 18,045 259,684 1,168 2,336
Kidder 22,216 317,269 943 1,886
La Moure 20,964 293,960 2,953 5,906
Logan 21,737 291,727 522 1,044
McHenry 20,716 279,180 1,520 3,040
McIntosh 23,524 309,655 704 1,ko8
McEensie 32,736 498,777 2,431 4,862
McLean 34,095 469,530 3,359 6,718
Mercer 15,542 212,300 978 1,956
Morton 30,257 438,245 1,602 3,204
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -- By States and Commoditiee - Continued

NORTH DAKOTA «~- Continued

H Cattle : _Sheep : Gosts
Qounty t Head ¢ Jmount 3 FHead ¢  Amount ¢ Head 3 _ Amount

Mountrail 31,64 § 443,935 2,210 ¢ 4,420
Nelson 13,178 183,233 2,661 5,322
Oliver 12,959 183,802 ugs 990
Pembina 6,253 80,836 659 1,318
Pierce 15,707 208,795 736 1,472
Ramssy 14,496 196,669 1,600 3,200
Ransom 15,468 227,041 813 1,626
Renville 13,933 189,166 2,373 4,746
Richland 12,047 168,863 263 526
Rolette 15,448 208,992 752 1,504
Sargent 13,148 186,689 1,355 2,710
Sneridan 18,074 241,767 981 1,962
Sloux 13,516 195,699 1,633 3,266
Slope 17,936 266,773 4,777 9,554
Stark 22,051 315,739 4,0uY &,088
Steele 3,957 55,688 766 1,532
Studsman 39,472 566,227 2,694 5,388
Towner 10,717 141,005 1,568 3,136
Traill 1,463 21,695 249 498
Valsh 12,932 172,798 560 1,120
Yard 33,441 475,620 2,276 4,552
Vells 22,159 303, 562 1,183 2,366
¥illiams 31,125 47,580 2,069 4,138

Total 970,989 $ 13,681,916 gy,026  § 168,052
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -- By States and Commodities — Continued,

OKLAHOMA
Cattle : _Bheep : Goats
County Head ; Amount { Head 3  Amount {_ Head i Amount
Adair 2,505 § 26,536 $
Alfalfe 817 10,885
Atoka 6,069 62,261
Beaver 12,44y 171,618 16 32
Beckham 17,848 188,029
Blaine 1,382 18,108
Bryen 6,674 4,360
Caddo 6,044 64,277
Canadian 749 9,524
Carter 13,310 154,100
Cherokee 2,689 29,145
Choctaw 7,457 81,862
Cimarron 12,638 166,623 1,007 2,014
Cleveland 2,091 20,258
Coal 6,388 66,540
Comanche 19,851 210,001
Cotton 9,130 99, 646
Craig 1,701 20,356
Creek 4,587 51,892
Custer 10,633 125,329
Delaware 3,595 41,381
Dewey 7,711 88,905
Ellis 12,264 154,280
Garfield ;gg 5§’ g‘g
Garvin 5 [ ]
Grady 5,495 62,787
Grant 493 6,055
Greer 9, ;‘ig gg , ;;515‘
n 5y 4T ’
ggr 16,731 237,123 189 378
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Expenditures

for Purchases through June 15, 1935 «~ By States and Commodities =- Continued.

OKLAHOMA =~ Continued

H Qattle Sheo'p H Goats
County $ Head 3 Amount __Hea Amgunt _ :_ Head ¢ Anount,
Haskell 4,570 § Ly, 328 $
Hughes 3,960 41,621
Jackson 5,138 54,171 12 2y
Jefferson 16,560 193,120 258 516
Johnson 6,388 71,218
Kay 1,702 19,402 515 1,030
Kingfisher 895 10,528
Kilowa 9,685 100,608
Latimer 8,135 86,560
Le Tlore 15,610 152,100 28 56
Lincoln 3,666 36,549
Logan 1,039 10, 340
Love 6,123 70,695
McClain 3,336 34,488
McCurtain 9,871 108,150
McIntosh 1,880 19."»7_8
Major 2 607 32,ul6
Marshall 7,841 98,850
Mayes 3,217 39,723
Murray 4,971 52,127
Muskogee 3,025 30,896
Noble 2,007 26,138
Nowata 2,200 26,011
Okfuskee 2,159 22,257
Oklshoma 1,405 ;:aﬁgl
Okmulgee 2,889 ’
Osage. 21,760 289,006
Ottawa 11‘ 33; 2(6’ f;g;
Pawmee +9
Pm. 2,8% 270610

2lt
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Expendi tures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 --~ By States and Commodities =~ Continued

OKLAHOMA -~ Continued

H Gattle t Sheep : Goats
County t Head s  jmount t _Head 3 __ Amount $ Head _Amount,

Plttsburgh 9,439 $ 95,763 $
Pontotoc 6,26l 68,982 181 362
Pottawatomle 1,405 15,557
Pushmataha 11,221 121,585
Roger Mills 20,221 226,934
Rogers 1,583 18,614
Seminole 1,036 10,625
Sequoyah 5,589 56,%
Stephens 20,471 221,604
Texas 7,214 9}, 858
T411man 8,220 88,691
Tulsa 2,080 23,429
Vagner 2,24 24,591
VWashington ;.g’g ?ﬁ -g;g
' shita » ]
Yoods 11,596 158,341 64 128
Woodward 11,357 144,952

Total 503,410 $ 5,741,135 2,270 $ 4,540
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 == By Btates and Commodities —- Continued,

OREGON
H ttle H gheep H Goate
County $t HBead _Amount $ Heed 3 Agount 3 Head 3 Amdunt
Baker 1,158 $ 17,812 10,242 § 20,L84 $
Crook 1,718 25,737 15,019 30,038 1 1,40
Deschutes 209 3,361 3,203 6,406
Grant 2,333 33,711 21,913 43,826
Harney 2,179 32,081 15,324 30,6u8
Jefferson 888 13,316 3,488 6,976
Lake 436 6,990 22,551 45,102
Malheur 2,729 39,280 15,242 30, U84
Morrow T0 970 71,963 15,926
Umatilla 16,436 32,872
Union 227 Ush
Yasco 134 2,076 13,548 271,096
Yheeler 628 9,366 17,623 35,246
Total 12,482 $ 184,300 162,779 $ 325,558 1 $ 1u0
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 «= By Stetes and Commodities =~ Continued,

SOUTH DAKOTA
: Cattle : Sheep g Goats_
County 3 Hepd 3 eed 3 ent 3  Head 3  Amount

Armstrong 11,963 $ 218,461 $ $
Aurora 16,853 240,263 451 02
Beadle 11,707 164,419 228 6
Bennett 6,269 94,388 805 1,610
Bon Homme - 2,769 38,753
Brookings 10,249 145,068 586 1,172
Brown 31,224 426,978 4,093 8,186 1 1,40
Brule 21,180 303,726 233 u66
Buffalo 3,826 56,937 654 1,308
Buttel 15,196 240,078 37,949 75,898
Campbell 21,745 311,779 2,409 4,818
Charles Mix 12,629 175,091
Clark 13.2;{‘16‘ 189,120 1.3? 2.;33
Codington 8, 125,998
cm’;'ﬁ 28,104 388,104 6,084 12,168
Custer 10,346 148,221 1,495 2,990
Davison 4,849 63,997 353 706
Day 17,304 239,2 157 1,51k 1 .40
Deuel 11.63” 1509)"53 1s°92 20181‘
Dewey 18,538 271.226 2,487 4,974

1 7,841 102,569
e 22,768 312,262 g7 1,774 1 1.%0
Fall River 9,953 150,830 4,773 9,546
Fanlk 13,939 183,092 1,780 3,560
Grant 13,348 182,044 902 1,804
Gregory 17,531 22,817 433 866 4 5 60
Haakon 24,597 359,369 2,365 k,730 4o
Hamlin 7,605 103,916 486 972 1 1.
Eand 2,240 339,212 1,953 3,906
Hanson 880 10,496
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 == By States and Commodities - Continued

BOUTH DAKOTA «= Continued

: Cattle H Sheep : Goate
County 3 Head 3 _ Amount ${  PFead i Moount { Head e Amount
Harding 19,055 $ 291,067 19,223 $¢ 38,446 1 $ LW
Hughes 6,u56 96,641 781 1,562
Hutchinson 154 2,169
Hyde 10,227 14k, 803 954 1,908
Jackson 10,696 151,688 336 672
Jerauld 11,347 154,074 78 156
Jones 13,456 200,712 Lo 898
Eingsbury 8,546 104,500 569 1,138
Lake 3,148 42,243 582 1,164
Lawrence 10,713 163,939 1,286 2,572
Lyman 21,974 316,116 1,091 2,182
McCook 681 8,825
McPherson 30,069 402,381 1,775 3,550 L 19,60
Marshall 18,2411 251,782 1,785 3,570
Meade 15,036 690,533 9,158 18,316 6 g.40
Mellette 20,648 309,009 704 1,408
Miner 10,108 139,606 861 1,722
Moo 4oy 5,522
Pcn:ington 28,945 420,999 3,253 6,506
Perkins 28,533 419,024 11,307 22,614
Potter 22,260 316,479 1,224 2,448 2 2, 80
Roberts 21,325 288,955 1,483 2,966
Sanborn 6,119 91,818 513 1,026
Shannon 2,861 43,207 1,150 2,300
$pink 19,288 272,030 2,328 4,656 1 1,40
Stanley 15,313 235,267 2,655 5,310
Sully 15,401 2lo, 885 1,288 2,576
Todd 15,646 236,715 175 1,550
Tripp 29,674 4h41,162 480 960
Walworth 21,736 291,154 676 1,352
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1335 — By Btates and Commodities we Continued,

SOUTH DAKOTA we Continued

H Cattle H Bheep : Goats T
County i Head Amount § _Head § _ jpmount i  Head : Amount
Washabaugh y,uke ¢ 63,8u8 308 § 616
Washington 3,507 53,085 1,421 2,842
Yankton 1,707 22,197
Ziebach 15,502 229,783 5,668 11,336
Total 914,839 $ 13,121,455 148,909 § 297,818 32 44, g0
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Expenditures for Purchasea through June 15, 1935 —< By States and Commodities —~ Continued.

TEXAS
: Cattle ! Sheep $ _Goats

County $ Head i Apount { Head 3 Amount :_ Hepd Amount
Anderson 8,732 § 85,661 $ $
Andrews 6,580 96,784
Angelina 5529 62,079
Archer 8,590 98,384
Armstrong 4,048 53,655 350 700
Atascosa 16,592 231,089
Austin 3,500 37,309 54 108
Bailey 7,528 86,988 905 1,810
Bandere 5,826 72,736 4,285 8,570 2,915 4,081,00
Bastrop 10,867 117,463
Baylor 6,578 92,702
Bee 10,149 139,211
Bell 10,701 102,397 4,263 8,526 2,709 3,792.60
Bexar 13,966 173,014 532 1,064 4o2 562,80
Blanco 7,2uk 90,124 4,589 9,178 5,658 7,921,20
Borden 13,439 190,255 2,538 5,076 2 2,80
Bosque 12,083 126,948 6,075 12,150 880 1,232,00
Bowie 3,878 43,352
Brazos 10,874 123,558
Brewster 28,967 390,109 17,236 34,472 9,704 13,585,60
Briscoe 7,992 98,669 1,475 2,950
Brooks 1,895 25,438
Browm 1“:365 153,717 7,890 15,780 20076 2:9060)4‘0
Burleson 8,u37 103,901
Burnet 12,454 140,586 13,556 27,112 4,056 5,678, 40
Calawell 6,659 81,610 255 510
Callahan 10, 44l 125,748 2,034 4,068 293 410,20
Camp 3,802 40,099
Carson 3,635 53,053 u69 938
Cass 4,558 54,403
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -« By States and Commodities ~~ Continued,

TEXAS -~ Continued

H Cattle H ____ Bheep : Goats
County ¢ Head ¢ Amount 3 Head 3 Amount 3§ Head ¢  Amount
Castro 7,324 ¢ 91,889 1,981 § 3,962 $
Cherokse 8,701 93,619
Ohildress 7,907 gg-oz’*
Clay 11,516 140,247 Ko 820
Cochran 7,716 103,837 119 238
Coke 12,771 174,511 17,711 35,422 3,399 4,758.60
Coleman 15,685 168,796 16,108 32,216 993 1,390, 20
Collin 3,948 46,566
Oollingsworth 7,4k 94,597 324 648 54 75.60
Oolorado 9,801 106,153
Ocmal 5,767 73,433 1,490 2,980 1,519 2,126,60
Comanche 12,053 130,504 5,508 11,016 2,607 3,649,80
Concho 15,707 203,,U6 39,40k 78,808 2,796 3,914,40
Goolks 2,874 31859 182 364 219 306, 60
Coryell 10,837 117,347 7,983 15,966 2,250 3,150,00
Cottle 6,661 78,591 550 1,100
cran. 3o660 ’ u5'729 1.""93 39986
Crockett 16,197 184,935 94,182 188,364 10,634 14, 887,60
Crosby 11,154 114,909 209 418 20 28,00
Oulberson pURTET 192,758 3,260 6,520
Dallam 12,019 168,232 94 188
Dallas 9,293 105,870 295 590
Dawson 11,052 127,966 401 802
Deaf Smith 12,121 1u7.2g 1,833 3,666
»8 39,
g::;::n ’ 3,1?5 65,811 2,311 4,622 150 210,00
De Witt 12,509 140,889 709 1,418
Dickens 8,937 98,339 159 318
Dimmitt 14,935 202,035 ur3 U6
Donley 6,110 78,603
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 ~= By S8tates and Commodities --~ Continued.

TEXAS ~- Continued

————County

Duval
Bastland
Ector
Edwards
Ellis

El Paso
Frath
Talls
Fannia
Tayette
Tisher
Floyd
Yoard
Yort Bend
Franklin
Preostone
Trio
Gaines
Garsa
Gillespile
Glasscock
Goliad
Gongales
Gray
Grayson
Gregg
Grimes
Guadalupe
Hale
Hall

org/

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

Cattle : Sheep : Goats

Head  : Amount 3 Heed t, jAmount H ead ¢ __ jmowumt
2,652 § 31,055 $ $

11,692 128,933 53 106 322 us0, 80
6,388 88,987

9,282 111,349 39,986 19,972 19,049 26,668, 60
5,322 54,331 440 830

2,820 37,767
13,957 146,246 3,263 6,526 870 1,218,00
8,651 6,00l 212 5hy

3,598 43,716

4,888 54,168

8,819 103,478 2,461 4,922
11,953 135,719 214 548

5,148 ol 141 121 2u2

2,011 21,163

4,631 5&.62&
10,028 104,117
27,979 432,401 192 384 Uk 61,60
8,456 1ig,gﬁu 118 236

12,238 140,542

9,6?7 126,388 17,222 3U, 9,415 13,223,00
7,866 105,701 13,988 21,976 - 578 809,20
5,790 75,913 427 85k
11,146 132,191 143 286

6,270 81,288

71.383 81,786 29 58

2,411 22,505
10,338 12&.022

LUT8 84,0
11.9;2 119,982 1,382 2,764
8,117 103,893

081



Expendi tures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -- By States and Commodities -~ Continued.

TEXAS =~ Continued

t _Cattle H Sheep s Goats

County 4 Head ¢ _ Amount ! FHead 1 Amount § Hesd 3 Amount
Hamilton 8,724 ¢ 101,859 5,404 $ 10,808 1,585 ¢ 2,219,00
Hansford 2,266 29,089
Hardeman 4,091 47,346
Harris 2,282 25,186
Harrison 4,008 43,930
Hartley 12,411 184,945
Haskell 6,175 68,774 .
Heys 6,501 71,787 2,045 4,090 3,062 4,286, &0
Hemphill 7,497 109,814
Henderson 7,836 84,313
Hill 6,283 64,392 240 480 57 19. 80
Hockley 10,492 111,710 631 1,262
Hood 7,686 88,133 2,190 4,380 600 840,00
Hoplkins 7,915 83,001
Houston 6,927 78,423
Howard 11,556 14k, 833 5,880 11,760 356 498,40
Hudspeth 14,361 187,294 336 612 176 246,40
Hunt )5;.106 2;.1;22
Hutchinson + 335 »
Irion 6,112 73,134 24,823 4g, 646 883 1,236,20
Jack 9,368 1ou.§82 203 406 148 207.20
Jasper 2,331 28,493
Jog' Davis 14,715 235,576 2,263 4,526 131 183,40
Jim Hogg 6,503 9,802
Jim Wells 3,954 59,211
Johnson 10,038 98,475 560 1,120
Jones 6,200 71,423 1,077 2,154
Karnes 6,046 ?-2013;
Kanf 5,175 3, 72
xond:ﬁ 6,891 9k, 534 3,965 7,930 3,443 4,820,20
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Expendi tures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 == By States and Commodities ~-~ Continued,

TEXA8 —~ Continued

H _Cattle 4 Sheep : Goats

County gt Head 't  Amount $ _Head §  jmount ¢ Head ¢  Amount
Kent 8,756 §& 99,481 $ $
Kerr 9,862 145,826 18,171 36,3u2 11,620 16, 268,00
Kimble 11,106 144,705 31,915 63,830 24,274 33,983,60
King 7,504 98,331 850 1,700
Kinney 8,155 106,458 23,050 46,100 7,839 10,974, 60
Knox 6,481 T4, 842 634 1,268
Lamar 4,498 52,452
Lamb 11,872 135,073
Lampasas 11,495 133,258 18,042 36,084 4,855 6,797.00
La Bslle 21,858 308,709
Lavaca 7,441 86,461 41y 828 13 18,20
Lee 8,362 88,104
Leon 9,131 96,786
Limestons 10,008 100,079 514 1,028 10 14,00
Lipscomb 3,681 ag,;gg
Live Qak 16,582 2us,
Llano 16,090 197,647 966 1,932 2,406 3,368,40
Loving 2,140 27,8712
Lubbock 16,279 157,867 1,;1943 2,?:3
L 11,291 123,217
ufé?mm 12.'?35 165,310 21,330 42,660 10,713 14,998, 20
McLennan 16,818 177,199 1,873 3,746 134 187,60
McMullen 13,855 219,008 158 316 ,,
Madison 6,849 70,813
Marion bt prit 7,984

0 8 [ 8 ] ?

:::'::n 1174:6;1 189,855 6,637 13,274 10,653 14,91Y4,20
Maverick 4,568 62,512 3,451 6,902 189 264,60
Medina 18,623 217,796 1,825 3,650 2,010 2,814,00
Menard 11,101 151,330 28,637 57,274 11,031 15,443,40
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Expendi tures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 —- By Btates and Commodities —— Continued.

TEXAS ~~ Continued

! Cattle : _ Sheep | _ oats
County t Head ¢t __Amount _: Head : _ jmount 3 FHead § _ fmount

Midland 11,065 $ 151,629 5,047 §& 10,094 $
Milam 10,100 116,182 231 L62
Ullls 10,830 125,449 12,099 24,198 11,887 16,641, 80
Mitchell 11,289 143,727 473 9u6
Montague 9,670 108,416 123 246 430 602, 00
Montgomery 7,052 85,0U5
Moore 2,672 4o, 062
Morris 3,968 46,397
Motley 14,759 186,936 13 26 5 7.00
Nacogdoches 10,519 110,971
Navarro 4,607 48,517
Newton 986 11,562
Nolan 9,379 108,658 15,950 31,900 2,887 4,041,80
Ochiltree 2,509 36,899 1,008 2,016
Oldham 4,173 61,004 225 L50
Palo Pinto 8,747 92,361 559 1,118 285 399,00

ola 6,882 70,497
;;’;‘kor 15,047 156,101 405 810 1h2 198,80
Parmer 10,459 136,485 4,549 9,098
Pecos 16,053 202,276 62,098 124,136 3,127 4,377.80
Polk 2,392 2_6},913;;
Potter 9,259 127,
Presidio 19,250 269,273 3,009 6,018 4,554 6,375.60
Rains 3,791 41,056
Randall 11,277 140,484 5,075 10,150
Reagan 5,405 65,037 20,832 41,664 337 471,80
Real , 2,266 26,793 4,522 9,044 3,321 4, 6l9,40
Red River 6,228 73,802
Reaves 24,6u5 342,697 lgi 216;8'28
Roberts 5,264 70,076 9,
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 ~— By States and Commodities —- Continued.

TEXAS ~~ Continued

H Cattle ! Sheep t Goats

County 3 __Heed ¢ _ Amount ¢ Head :  Amount 3 Hepd t  Amount
Robertson 10,319 ¢ 118,479 $ $
Rockwall 812 9,537 41 82
Runnels 13,849 178,869 13,830 27,660 300 420,00
Rusk h,817 51,200
SBabine 2,817 31,583
B8an Augustine 2,571 27,316
S8an Jacinto 2,859 32,268
San Saba 14,689 176,301 9,012 18,024 4,360 6,104, 00
Schleicher 11,620 155,324 Up,325 8L, 650 3,378 4,729,20
Scurry 15,380 169,730 3,160 6,320 29 Lo, 60
Shackelford 6,662 82,035 2,831 5,662
Shelby 5,028 55,074
Sherman 3,679 59,665
Smith 8,650 gl, 242
Somervell 3,050 33,005
Starr 1“0997 650359
Stephens 7,325 81,773 1,407 2,814
Sterling 9,005 118,834 25,864 51,728 1,553 2,174,20
8tonewall 8,599 104,606 25 50
Sutton 1k4,567 155,452 69,096 138,192 16,141 22,597.40
Swisher 9,940 120,155 1,427 2,854 18 25,20
Tarrant 13,750 152,642 1,685 3,370 235 329,00
Taylor 11,867 144,150 5,767 11,534 788 1,103,20
Terrell 6,135 86,189 57,597 115,194 12,033 16,846,20
Terry 9,1u5 95,690 231 u62
Throckmorton 4,11k g.ggi
T4 tus 7,939 ’
Tom Green 17'759 227 .661 52.73)4 105 ol'|’68 3-109 )4’9352- 60
Travis 11,304 124,556 1,382 2,764 936 1,310,40
Trinity 4,787 50,998
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Expenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -- By States and Commodities -- Continued.

TEXAS -- Continued

Cattle H gheep gosta
County : _Head : 3 Head Amount Head t Amcunt

Tyler 2,866 $
Upshur 3,847
Uptom 7,461 18,833 37,666 242 338,80
Uvalde 20,323 17,651 35,308 11,736 16,430.40
Yal verds 74383 66,840 133,680 17,303 24,284,420
van Zandt 6,856
Walker 7,53
Waller 5,493
Washingtom 5,996 56 118
Webb 11,394
Wheeler 6,938
wichita 64543
wilbar, 894356
uilli::rm 18,212 3,238 6,476 8,768 3,875, 20
Wilsom 10,735
winkler 8,335
Wise 12,120 688 1,376
Yoakum 67
Young S:im 1,57 3,140 &5Y 919,89
zan;: g::g 51 108 166 23240

Total 2,015,570 $ 24,540, 1,091,834 § 8,188,468 283,363 § 396,568.20
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Expoenditures for Purchases through June 15, 1935 -- By States and Commodities -- Continued.

UTAR
B Cattle Ry sheep : Goats
Oounty : Bead t  Amount;: Head H Amount : Head H Amcunt

peaver 6,838 § 85,855 1,329 $ 8,658 54 $ 75,60
Bex EKlder 5,505 69,242 10,847 81,694 3 7.00
Cache 4,682 674447 5,874 10,548
Carben 60 10,584 8,046 16,098 1,866 2,612.40
Daggett 346 5,004 314 688
Davia 1,850 24,595 1,468 2,976
Ducheans A%,338 153,168 6,011 18,088 1 183,40
-r’ 5.0& 66.473 3.5& 7.000 40 56,00
garfield 3,374 47,785 10,676 81,358 583 B8l6420
Grand 1,864 £9,075 2,546 5,098
Iroa 4,098 57,358 9,846 38,692 547 485,80
Juad 8,551 34,789 1,459 2,878 26 36440
Xane 1.739 36.65, 7.157 1&.:;; 5.681: 5.1:;.?;
wmilad 9,236 134,580 1,859 3, .
nergan 1,164 15,998 5,88% 7,728
Piute 5,35 48,057 8,785 5,450
Rioh 6,661 103,438 13,374 86,748
Salt lake 8,746 36,1703 3,593 7,186
San Juan S,6068 55,944 7,380 14,640
ganpete 6,685 95,360 17,722 354444
Sammi $ S, 8566 46,095 15,109 30,218 4 5460
Toesle 3,508 51,518 3,176 64358 4] 4020
Vintah 12,522 156,127 13,216 26,438
Utak 8,008 113,808 ig.i;z :;,::: 3 4.20
wasa 1,326 81,098 »
'..nmm ,, 3,817 53,074 3,739 74478 11,817 15, 703,80
wayne 8,148 33,340 5,494 6,988
Weber 8,783 40,833 4,625 9, 850

Total 126,095 1,755,458 205,518 411,084 17,981 235,173, 40
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Expenditures for Purchases through Jume 15, 1935 - By States and Commodities -- comtimued

WISCORSIN
: Cattle : Sheep : Goats
County H Head : Amount $ Head : Aaount : Head 3 Amount
Barron 7,088 $ 116,715
Baffale 1,348 19,034
Chippewa 4,847 89,778
Clerk 3,813 48,017
Dunn 4,421 87,476
Eau Glaire 2,447 87,163
Jucksom 684 9,408
Langlede 46 816
Wrathon 3,003 50,083
Plexes 3,118 1,958
Pelk 5,873 86,688
portage 1,343 16,311
Rusk 4,987 76,454
8t. croix 409 6,806
ghawane 94500 139,691
Tayler 2,556 87,935
Trempelean 2,680 36,459

weod 1,097 17,940
Tetal — D616 § 866,160

Digitized for FRASER
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Expsnditurea for Purchases through June 13, 1935 -- By Statez and Commodities -- Contimmed.

WYOMING
Qattle gheep H Goats
County Head Amount Head $ Amount : Head s Amount

Albany 10,108 134,043 ig,b688 § 25,164 8 $ 2,80
Big Hora 2,893 3,828 17,888 35,776

Campbell 32,966 485,651 33,601 67,802

Carboa 10,209 158,780 74,897 149,794

Converse 18,786 265,805 38,883 635,646

Crook 38,870 473,559 £1,058 42,116

Fremsut 4,999 71,991 47,583 95,046

Gozhex 11,099 170,919 1,945 3,890

Bot Springs 8,873 38,867 13,738 27,464

Johnsem 14,079 881,770 44,685 89,370

Larsmis 5,446 81,884 94221 18,442

Lirooln 7,689 100,575 48,539 85,078

Hatreaa 7,348 110,308 77,011 154,028

Riobrars 83,997 347,281 9,736 19,4782

Paxrk 8,288 30,183 28,691 45,383

Platte 80,417 285,101 10,318 20,636 595 833,00
Sheridan 28,754 348,775 15,072 30,248

Sublette 15,069 238,488 9,317 18,634

Swestwater S,008 48,002 24,565 49,130 149 208,60
Uinte 10,670 154,982 84,483 48,846

washakie 8,013 88,270 23,448 56,896

Westcon 24,839 368,867 _ 18,699 25,398 o 5

Total 285,714 $4,185,857 586,775 $§1,173,546 746 $ 1,0440
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AFPPENDIX A

Allocation by the President of $525,000,000
Aathorized and Appropriated by the
Energency Appropriation Act = Fiscal Year 1935

EXHIBIT 4 (Revised to July 15, 1935.) Sheet 1
—Unobligated Balances Essllocated
Total To
Total Amount Estimated To To Besettlement

Agoncy Appropriated For Appxapriated &xpenditura F.EsBide. Farm Credit Adcinietration Balance
C+CsCe #%he Establishment and Maintenance

of Civilian Comservation Corp Camps® $ 58,390,000 $ Uu3,685,140,88 $ 1k, 704,859.12
P:.Codhe ¥Por making loans to farmers for

seed, feed, freight and summer

fallowing® 96, 785,000 73,473,009,01 $ 10,000,000 13,311,990.99

ToEoReds MMglcing Grants to States® 217,590,000 217,044, 292,94 545, 70706

¥For purpose of increasing employ~
ment through the purchase of lands
in the stricken areas® 53, 390,000 51275 50,000,000 § 3,389,487.25

Agriculture ¥Livestock and Feed Purchases,
Seed Purchases" 97, 780,000 80,431,942,58 $ 6,000,000 11, 348,057.42

Yorest Service = "Shelter Beltw

Planting, Trees, Shrubs, Plants, etc. 1,000,000 729,45l03 270,5%597
Control of Japanese Beetles 65,000 59, 167455 5,832:45
$ 525,000,000  § W15,423,519.74 # 6,000,000 $ 60,000,000 § 3,389,487.25 $ 10,186,993.01

Notes~
Final accounting in progress, subject to further changes.
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APPEXNRDBDIX A

EHIHT 4. = Allotment of yunds to the Secretary of Agriculture
for Drought Relief Purposss SHERT 3
as of July 15, 1935

Coomsndity _ Amcant

- - - s e - e e A e a e e 4 s A s oMo e gy

JONES-COMNALLY ACT
(April 7, 1934)

DaeTgency

Cattle Purchases $ 68,000,000

IMERGENCY APPROPRIATION ACT
Fiscal Year 1935

Emsrgency

Cattle Purchases 50,584,000
Total fer Emergsusy

Cattle Purchases (118,584,000)
Administrative Expense - Cattle 6,136,717
Cattle = Indian Service

{(TTansferred to Imterior) 800,000
Teod mnd Perage 200,000
Podersl Livestosk

Foold jgensy 500,000
Pasxgeacy sShaep

and Geat Purchases 7,716,000
Administrative Expense -~ Sheep & Coats 2,104,400
Seed 25,000,000

Total $ 161,041,117

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

{Reserved)

190-1



APPENDIX 4 - EXHIBIT § 193 - 1935 DROUGHT RELIEF LOANS

Table 10 ~ Aggregate of applications received and loans disbursed, for specified periods
and cumulative July 3 to date

Number of Number of applications Loans disbursed less cancellations
applications approved and in process cp s
. received - - Initial Supplemental Total
Period
ended Average
Initial Sppie” | Initial | Swrlem ) popay Fumber | Amount | Number Amount Amount per
borrower 9._/
1934

July 28 bf..] 33,375 4 33,182 4 33,186 | 26,301 |$2,451,572 - - $2,451,572
September 177 1 74,128 22,605 72,974 22,538 95,512 68,997 4,803,928 18,985 | $1,288,351| 6,092,279
29 56,867 47,496 54,398 47,084 101,482 55,818 3,533,998 43,696 2,682,722 6,216,721

November 3.. 43,685 84,969 40,791 83,443 124,234 | 42,373 2,741,464 78,684 4,624,853 7,356,317

December 1 .4 16,466 63,671 13,366 58,356 71,722 13,010 1,218,214 52,284 3,268,628 | 4,486,842
29 ... 14,207 67,406 12,168 63,608 75,776 12,612 1,362,540 63,015 4,043,145 5,405,685
1935
Februvary 2 23,179 95,790 22,308 93,668 115,976 24,357 1,683,666| 102,803 6,667,746 | 8,351,412
March 2. 26,232 127,331 25,172 | 128,247 153,419 26,245 1,478,331( 125,198 8,465,571 9,943,802
31 21,245 140,424 20,076 | 137,485 157,561 19,893 1,106,103| 132,480 8,701,047 ; 9,807,150
April 30 9,166 109,487 7,819 | 106,075 113,8%4 9,137 745,942 102,827 7,203,719 7,945,661
Léy 31. 1,217 48,212 414 43,785 44,199 1,334 145,864 59,533 3,078,904 | 3,224,768
June 30. 804 11,238 - 41 7,191 7,150 520 382,39, 9,789 326,750 | 709,146
Cumulative July 3 to date '
1934 !
July 3“through: ,
July 8. 33,375 4 33,182 4 33,186 26,301 $2,451,572 $2,451,572 $93.21

September 1. 107,503 22,609 | 106,156 | 22,542 128,698 | 95,298 | 7,255,500| 18,987 | $1,288,351| 8,543,851 89.65
29.. 164,370 70,105 | 160,554 | 69,626 230,180 | 151,116 |10,789,48| 62,681 | 3,971,074 | 14,760,572 97.67
November 3...| 208,055 | 155,074 | 201,345 | 153,069 354,414 | 193,489 |13,530,962| 141,365 | 8,595,927 | 22,126,889 114.36
December 1. 224,521 | 218,745 | 214,711 | 211,425 426,136 | 206,499 |14,749,176| 193,649 | 11,864,555 | 26,613,731| 128.88
29.... 238,728 | 286,151 | 226,879 | 275,033 501,912 | 219,111 |16,111,716| 256,664 | 15,907,700 | 32,019,416] 146.13

1935
February 2. 261,907 381,541 243,187 { 368,701 617,888 | 243,468 |17,795,382| 369,467 | 22,575,446 40,370,828 165.81
March 2] 288,139 509,272 274,359 | 496,948 771,307 | 269,713 |19,273,713| 484,665 | 31,041,017} 50,314,730 186.55

31...] 309,384 649,696 294,435 | 634,433 928,868 | 289,606 |20,379,816| 617,145 | 39,742,064 | 60,121,880 207.80
April 20.... 318,550 759,183 302,254 | 740,508 1,042,762 | 298,743 |21,125,758| 719,972 | 46,945,783 | 68,071,541 227.86

May 3.l 319,767 807,395 302,668 | 784,293 11,086,961 | 300,077 |R21,271,622] 779,505 | 50,024,687 71,296,309 237.59
June 30.... 320,571 818,633 302,627 | 791,484 [1,094,111 | 300,597 |21,654,018} 789,294 | 50,351,437 | 72,005,455 239.54
“Yorm Credit Administrabion - Division of Finance and Research. July 18, 1935,

g/ Averege per borrower is total amount disbursed divided by number of initial loans.
b/ The first loans were disbursed July 3.

M
5

2-061
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APPENDIX A - EXHIBIT 7 1934 - 1935 DROUGHT RELIEF LOANS
WMxdXaxhix - Applications received and loans disbursed, cumlative July 3 through June 30, 1935

. Nurpber of ) Number of applications Loans disbursed less cancellations
Office and State applications received approved and in process Initial Supplemental Total
. Supple- . Supple-~
Initinl mlc?;xgzﬁ Initinl m\erﬁfa.i Total Number Amount Number Aimount Apount %g:;ﬁ:rper
Springfield:
¥ew York ... .. .. .. . 392 354 348 427 | 775 398 $26 ,587 348 $22,161 $48,748 $122.48
8,318 7,813 7,454 7,087 14,521 7,364 299,085 7,038 153,526 452,611 ‘61,46
15,245 15,195 13,658 13,591 27,2491 13,418 404,9161 13,450 278,420 683,336 50,92
1,474 - 1,040 - 1,040 964 397,701 - - 397,701 412,13
25,037 23,008 22,152 20,658 42,8101 21,7451 1,101,7021 20,438 431,946} 1,533,648 | 70,52
1,536 1,508 1,454 1,468 2,922] 1,443 62,910 1,454 61,513 124,423 86,22
22,057 36,235 20,864 34,747 55,611f 2C,590 842,905} 33,782} 1,182,919! 2,025,824 98.38
23,593 37,743 22,018 36,215 58,533} 22,033 905,815 35,2 1,244,4321 2,150,247 97.59
1 - - - - 1 88 3 238 326 326.00
6,227 13,555 5,857 13,350 19,207} 5,780 314,998 13,427 709,916| 1,024,914 177,32
27,805 81,280 26,929 79,856 106,785{ 27,097} 1,699,287 79,179 4,976,273| 6,675,560 246,35
45,625 189,686 44,526 i 187,052 231,578] 44,434) 2,511,595| 187,648 9,613,127 12,124,722 272,87
79,658 284,521 77,312 | 280,258 357,5701 77,312t 4,525,968 280,258 15,299,55641 19,825,522 256,44
7,342 12,058 7,158 11,769 18,927 7,118 392,551 11,756 610,830] 1,003,381 140,96
45,197 186,657 44,354 | 182,083 226,437} 44,098 3,785,745; 181,830| 12,503,840| 16,289,585 369.40.
25,710 74,062 25,158 72,351 97,509 24,934 1,965,273} 72,237 5,208,520 7,263,793 291.32
3,586 7,54b 3,333 7,045 10,378) 3,303 1,071,915 7,023; 1,759,241 2,831,158 857.15
81,835 280,322 80,003 | 273,248 353,251 79,4531 7,215,484} 272,846] 20,172,431 27,387,915 344,71
17,376 42,273 16,525 41,604 58,129 16,419 981,919 41,495| 2,414,345 3,396,264 206,85
13,921 15,529 12,617 14,091 26,708; 12,515 554,883 14,040 594,670| 1,149,553 91.85
8,192 20,966 7,485 20,053 27,538f 7,429 720,338} 19,909/ 1,619,161] 2,339,499 314.91
6,342 10,066 5,545 9,444 14,989 5,485 779,968 9,403] 1,028,858| 1,808,824 329,78
45,831 88,834 42,172 85,192 127,364] 41,8481 3,037,108| 84,8471 5,657,032] 8,694,140 207.76
Texas.. e e 47,648 71,212 43,256 65,716 108.972} 42,839| 2,552,161| 65,542 4,409,982| 6,962,143 162,52
Salt lelks City.
_Ar e ] 339 251 278 190 468 276 36,361 190 23,841 60,202 218,12
4,442 9,703 4,026 9,042 13,068; 4,009 654,687 9,031 1,099,923| 1,754,610 437,52
125 122 103 110 213 103 91,475 109 28,374 119,849) 1,163.58
1,439 1,803 1,241 1,462 2,703] 1,220 121,890 1,453 115,181 237,071 192,90
6,34b 11,879 5,648 10,804 16,453} 5,817 904,413 10,783} 1,267,319] 2,171,732 386,64
6,859 16,971 6,426 15,711 22,137 6,383 572,701} 15,693] 1,093,730} 1,666,431 261.07
1,912 3,477 1,665 2,993 4,668 1,653 361,609 2,991 681,518 1,043,127 631.05
1,201 - 1,145 - 1,145 1,135 379,010 - - 379,010 333.93
260 312 182 262 444 180 71,460 262 71,332 142,792 793,28
10,232 20,760 9,418 18,066 28,384] 9,351] 1,384,780] 18,946] 1,846,580| 3,231,360
320,571 818,633 302,627 | 791,484 |1,09%,111] 300,597 [$21,654,0181 789,294 $50,351,437 {$72,005,455 $234.64

Farm Credit Administration - Division of Finance and Research.

July 18, 1935.,_,5
b/ Transferred from the Omaha office.

Average per borrower is total amount disbursed divided by number of initial loans.

=06
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APPENDIX A

- EXHIBIT 8

1934 ~ 1935 DROUGHT FELIEF LOANS

Table 9 - Number and amount of loans made and collected through June 1935, N
and balances outstanding June 30, 1935

loans made

o Collecti Bal. 3
Disbric Initial Supplemental . Collections ance outstanding
S:.nd Total Percent l
t !
ave Number Ampount Number "Amount amount Amount of total | Number Amount
loans (1n1t:|.a.l)
-— 4 made
1 - New York . .. 328 $26,587 348 $22,161 $48,748 $575 1.1 394 $48,173
3~Florida ... .. 964 397,701 - - 397,701 4,855 1.2 953 392,846
8 -« Llouisiana . . ] 7,364 299,085 7,038 153,526 452,611 21,990 1.9 7,316 430,621
1,443 62,910 1,454 61,513 124,423 8,767 7.1 1,443 115,656
20,580 842,905 33,782 1,182,919 2,025,824 130,50. 6.4 20,590 1,895,323
13,418 404,916 13,450. 278,420 683,336 47,925 7.0 12,870 635,411
35,451 1,310,731 48,686 1,522,852 2,833,583 187,193 6.6 34,903 2,646,390
1 8s 3 238 326 - - 1 326
5,780 314,998 13,427 709,916 1,024,914 2,277 o3 5,748 1,021,937
27,097 1,699,287 79,179 4,976,273 6,675,560 18,793 3 26,947 6,656,767
44,434 2,511,595 187,649 9,613,127 12,124,722 54,410 o4 43,994 12,070,312
77,312 4,525,968 280,258 15,289,554 19,825,522 76,180 o4 76,690 19,749,342
7,118 392,551 11,756 610,830 1,003,381 15,606 1.6 6,989 287,775
44,098 3,785,745 181,830 12,503,840 16,289,585 107,699 o7 43,666 16,181,886
24,934 1,965,273 72,237 5,298,520 7,263,793 105,570 1.5 24,306 7,158,223
3,303 . 1,071,915 7,023 1,759,241 2,831,156 34,679 1.2 3,239 2,796,477
79,453 7,215,484 272,8 20,172,431 27,387,915 263,554 1.0 78,200 27,124,361
16,412 981,919 41,495 2,414,345 3,396,264 107,475 3.2 15,802 3,288,789
12,515 554,883 14,040 594,670 1,149,553 52,874 %e6 11,909 1,096,679
7,429 720,338 19,909 1,618,161 2,339,499 56,368 2.4 7,173 2,283,131
5,485 779,968 9,403 1,028,856 1,808,824 89,423 4,9 5,318 1,719,401
41,848 3,037,108 84,847 5,657,032 8,694,140 306,140 3.5 40,202 8,388,000
[
8 "
[
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1932 - 1935 DROUGHT RELIEF LOANS

Table 9 - Mumber and amount of loans mude and collected through June 1935,
and balonces outstanding June 30, 1936 - continued

_ioons made

Collections Balance outstonding
District Initial Supplemental
and Total .
State amount ?”icgﬁ b
s % Am o O “umb Cr
umber Amount Number Amount Amount loons initinl) Amount
mede

10 - Texas ..o 42,839 $2,552,161 65,542 $4,409,282 $6,962,143 $132,533 1.9 41,413 $6,829,610
11 - Arizonn ... ... 276 36,361 190 23,8%1 60,202 8,014 10.0 258 4,188
TUtah . ... 4,008 654,687 9,031 1,099,923 1,754,610 22,64 1.3 3,928 1,731,963
Nevada. . 103 91,475 109 28,374 119,849 11,184 9.3 102 108,665
California . .| 1,228 121,890 1,453 115,181 237,071 29,348 12.4 1,081 207,723
Total . 5,617 904,413 10,783 1,267,319 2,171,732 39,193 3.2 5,369 2,102,539

12 - Hontana, ... 6,383 572,701 15,593 1,093,730 1,666,131 22,774 1 6,278 1,643,657
Idaho ... 1,853 361,609 2,991 681,518 1,043,127 8,106 .8 1,627 1,035,021
Washington 1,135 379,010 - - 379,010 - - 1,135 379,010
Oregonn ..o 180 71,460 262 71,332 142,792 333 ] 178 142,459
Total .. 9,351 1,384,780 18,946 1,846,580 3,231,360 31,213 1.0 9,218 3,200,147

Grond total 300,597 $21,651,018 789,294 | $50,351,437 $72,005,65 | 1,093,426 1.5 294,658 $70,912,029

Farm Credit Administration - Division of Finance

g./ Transferred from the Omnha office,
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EXHIBIT l. - CATTLE PUBCHASED, ACCEPTED AND CONDEMNED - BY STATES
Audit Repert of Jume 15, 193%.

State Purchased Aeespted

Arizons 101,390 83,155 18,235
Arkansas 137,760 98,274 39,506
California 19,784 18,128 1,656
Colorade 289,588 250,474 39,114
Flerida 16,335 14,936 1,399
Ideho ‘1’807 5"502 7. 305
Illinois 2,587 24502 85
Iowa 23,073 21,036 2,037
Kansas 521,044 506,863 14,181
Leuisiana 57,006 28,128 28,888
Einnesota 257,473 249,328 8,145
Missouri 511,450 492,469 18,98
Hebraska 460,874 465,201 15,673
Nevada 56,272 34,693 1,579
New Maxies 547,244 379,367 167,877
Nerth Dakota 970,989 921,187 49,6802
Oklahoma 503,410 292,369 211,041
Oregon 12,482 12,095 387
South Dakota 914,839 8274700 87,139
Texas 2,015,570 1,330,164 665,406
Utah 126,095 91,894 344201
Wisconsin 564,916 55,444 1,472
wyoming 285, 714 248,150 57,564
Total 8,279,659 64 798,199 1,461,460

Per sent

17,99
28,67
8,37

13.51
8456
17.47

Se 29
883
2473

5067
Sel6
3.1

2.80
S.26
4.35

.68
513
41.92

3.10
953
3401

27.12
2459
15&_ 5

17.89
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APPENDII B

EXHIBIT 2+ - SHEEP PURCHASED, ACCEPTKD AND CONDEMEKD - BY STATES
Audit Report of Junme 15, 1935.

— Cm i mm mmma A s R e era s s - R oa R o e kb ———— ——

Per sent
Btate Purcheased = Assepted = Comdemned  Condemmed
Arizoos 11,347 64574 4,773 42,06
Arkansss 94 90 24 25453
california 23,207 16,596 64611 28449
celorade 207,196 106,182 - 101,064 48,78
Idahe 145,677 78,68% 664996 45,99
Iowa 1,767 1,718 49 Lo 7?7
Kansas 9,569 7,847 1,722 18,00
Mimnessota 6,561 6,416 145 2421
Missouri 74575 74513 62 «83
Moatana 491,776 142,764 349,012 70097
Nebraska 24,671 21,013 3,658 14,83
Revada 99,86.1 894228 10.033 10,11
New Mexieo 299,372 129,275 170,097 56082
North Dakota 84,026 68,104 21,922 26,09
Oklahoma 2,270 - 2,270 100400
Souath Dakota 148,909 78,261 70,648 47.44
Texas 1,091,234 2634510 827,724 75,85
Ttah 806,502 85,897 119,640 58,20
Wyoming 586,773 229,615 356,956 60,83
Tetal 39 609,576 1,939,093 2,210,483 6le24
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EXHTBI?T 3¢ = GOATS PURCHASED, ACCEPTED AND CONDEMMED - BY STATES
Audis Report of June 15, 1935.

Pex eent
State Purehased Aseepted Condemmed Condemned
Arizoma 21,608 16,589 5,019 23.83
Colorsde 3,427 38 3,395 99,07
Idake 36 36 - -
Esnsas 149 - 149 100,00
Missouri 468 468 - -
ontana 9 2 7 7778
Nevada 190 190 - -
New Mexieo 22,592 6,336 16,256 7195
Oregom i b § - -
South Dakota 32 24 8 25400
Texas 283,263 71,787 211,476 74466
Utah 17,981 s 17,978 99,98
Wyoming 748 - 746 100600
Tetal 350,502 95,468 255,034 72,76
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Digitized for FRASER

EXHIBIT 4. ~ Progreas of Cattle Pureheses and Paymeats -
Cumlative by Pericds - June 1, 1934 te June 15, 1935.
PURCHASES (Head) PAYMENTS
Purshased (Condiexmed jesepted Head Benefit Purehase Tetal
1984
Juns 18 74,787 3,959 70,828 70 $ 362 889 $ 1,080
July 8 668,957 33,238 629,719 74,278 353,873 666,826 1,019,897
Awge 1 1,960,218 238,600 1,721,618 955, 759 4,710,720 893544617 13,065,337
Septe 1 49270, 687 622,044 3,648,585 2,903,080 14,362,288 2449943, 685 394 305, 907
Oote 34 6,907,619 1,095,908 5,811,711 6,467,618 32,292,015 55,178,884 87,470,899
Reve, 3N 7,349,136 1,187,108 6,168,017 7,265,463 368,435,917 62,184,396 98,680,323
1985
Febe 1 8,290,741 1,478,699 6,811,048 8,060,532 40,557,278 68,531,243 109,088,491
Jene 15 8,279,659 41,678,612 69,865,523 111,548,135
Cumlative
Total 8,290,741 1,479,699 6,811,042 8,279,659 41,678,612 69,863,583 111,542,135

http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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APPENDIX c

EXHIBIT 1. = CATTLE PURCHASE AND DISPOSITION BY STATES OF ORIGIN.

as of June 15, 193b*

Ymergency Cattle-Buying Program 1934-1935

195

L.A..A....Qimai i _.F.§.B.C. —
: :Accepted : Died : Retained : Shipments
: : :for use :Before :by States :by FSRC for
State ¢ Purchase : Condemmed : and ¢t FSRC :for State :Tederal con-
: : :Donated :Dispo~ : Programs :tracts or to
e : : :to FSRC :sition : sother States
Arisona 101, 380 18,236 83,166 458 12,7668 66,920
Arkansags 137,780 39,606 98,274 266 71,927 26,768
California 1y,784 1,656 18,128 27 18,105 -
Colorado 289,588 39,114 250 474 188 52,6086 197,276
Florida 16,335 1,399 14,936 - 14,934 -
Idaho 41,807 7,306 34,502 58 34,547 -
Illinois 2,587 85 2,502 3 2,501 -
Iowa 23,073 2,037 21,036 16 11,246 10,384
Xansas 521,044 14,181 606,883 690 114,883 389,472
Louisiana 57,016 28,888 28,128 267 27,834 -
Minnesota 267,473 8,145 249,328 204 17,797 237,031
Missouri 511,450 18,981 492,469 763 176,207 318,692
Montana 349,927 9,787 340,140 2,180 116,625 236,755
Nebraska 480,874 15,673 465,201 205 108,870 356,150
Nevada 36,372 1,579 34,693 73 15,307 18,066
New Mexico 547,244 187,877 379,367 254 62,835 313,677
North Dakota 970,989 49,802 921,187 13,749 75,672 837,092
Oklahoma 503,410 211,041 292,369 306 140,262 153,991
Oregon 12,483 387 12,0956 63 8,842 3,082
South Dekota 914,839 87,139 827,700 3,426 192,002 640,977
Texas 2.0156,5670 685,406 1,330,164 3,624 419,758 901,999
Utah 126,095 34,201 91,894 330 66,126 24. 665
¥isconsin 56,916 1,472 65,444 245 13,748 40,828
Wyoming 285,714 37,564 348,150 289 13,494 226,851
Total 8,279,669 1,481,460 6,798,199 27,634 1,787,784 4,987,456

*Final accounting in progress = Figure to be reconciled.

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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APPENDIX ¢

EXHIBIT l-A = STATE DISPOSITION OF DROUGHT CATTLE
RETAINED AND RECEIVED FROM SHIPMENYS
Ag of June 15, 1935*

SHEET 1
State
- Rispogition __
Retained : Received : Total for
State by States : from FSRC : State Dis-
.of Origin : Shipwents : position
Alabams - 49,241 49,241
Arizona 13,224 1,930 15,154
Arkansas 72,183 64,463 136,646
California 18,132 113,013 131,145
Colorado 52,794 180 52,974
Delaware - 2,750 2,750
Florida 14,934 111,997 126,931
Georglia - 104,554 104,554
Idaho 34,600 7,854 42,499
Illinois 2,504 27,810 30,314
Indiana - 50,926 50,925
Iowa 11,262 19,780 31,012
Kansas 115,573 - 116,573
Xentucky - 26,713 26,713
Louisiana 28,091 43,524 71,6156
Maryland - 51,630 61,630
Massachugettss - 10,613 10,5613
Michigan - 19,640 19,640
Minnesota 18,001 29,647 47,648
Mississippl - 56,726 56,726
Migsouri 176,970 - 175,970
Montana 118,776 7,161 126,936
Nebraska 109,075 - 109,075
Nevada 156,380 - 15,380
New Hampshire - 2,001 2,001
New Jersey - 36,891 35,891
New Maxico 63,089 103 63,192
New York - 92 . 602 92 » 802
North Carolina - 75,014 75,014

196=-1
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APPENDIX ¢

EXHIBIT l-A = STATE DISPOSITION OF DROUGHY CAYYLE
RETAINED AND RECEIVED FROM SHIPMENTS

As of June 15, 19356* SHERET 2
State
- Disposition

- State Retained : BReceived : Total for
by States : from FSRC : State Dis-

—_ of Origin : Shipments ¢ position
North Daknta 89,321 - 89,321
Ohio - 103,187 103,187
Oklahoma 140,558 5,097 145,655
Oregon 8,906 5,593 14,498
Pennsylvania - 70,961 70,961
South Darolina - 70,941 70,941
South Dakota 195,428 - 195,428
Tennegsee - 62,591 62,591
Texas 423,382 - 423,382
Utah 66,456 - 66,456
Virginia - 20,755 20 ,766
Yashington - 5,063 5,063
West Virginia - 16,462 16,462
Wisconsin 13,993 5, 5690 19,683
Wyoning 13,783 - 13,783
Total 1,815,418 1,391,220 3,206,638

* Final accounting in progress - Figures to be reconciled.
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EXHIBIT 1-B - FEDERAL DISPOSITION OF DROUGHT CATTLE RECEIVED
FROM F.S.R.C. SHIPMENTS*

As of June 15, 1935.

: Received for

Received Dead,

:—Total Number

State Federal ¢ and Condemned by : Slaughtered dy
Slaughter FSRC Contractors : FSRC Contractors
Arizona 35,554 805 34,749
California 75,732 506 75,226
Colorado 141,662 289 141,373
Florida 4,059 24 4,035
Georgla 24,056 298 23,758
Illinois 845,613 6,019 839,594
Indiana 41,237 179 41,068
Idaho 1,121 13 1,108
Iowa 270,174 1,009 269,165
Kansas 562,516 2,670 559,846
Kentucky 1,098 - 1,098
Maryland 22,844 634 22,210
Magsachusetts 12,948 222 12,726
Michigan 23,203 93 23,110
Minnegota 436,200 2,243 433,957
Migsouri 164,066 994 163,072
Nebraska 188,564 7 188,487
New Jersey 14,461 74 14,387
Nevada 2,575 3 2,672
New York 73,452 224 73,228
North Dakota 13,5662 19 13,533
Ohio 62,655 192 62,468
Oklahoma 124,994 486 124,60
Oregon , 15,223 194 15,029
Pennsylvania 9,219 103 9,116
Rhode Island 4,200 10 4,190
South Dakota 28,144 19: ?g,ggg
11,563 0 ’
Tozag o"° 272,017 378 2711639
Utah 2,231 15 2,216
Virginia 4,225 8 4,217
Washington 22,230 56 22,174
West Virginia 5,891 60 5,831
Wisconsin 64,877 114 64,763
Total 3,582,166 18,211 3,563,945

* Final accounting in progress - Figures to be reconciled.
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APPENDIX C
EXHIBIT 1-C. - SUMMARY OF CATTLE PURCHASES AND DISPOSITION

Energency Cattle-Buying Program 1934-35

4As of June 15, 1935

A.A.A
Purchased 8,279,659
Condemned 1,481.460
Accepted for Use and Donated to FSRC 6,798,199
F.S.R.C.
Retained by States 1,815,418
Shipments for Federal Con-
tracts and to Other States 4,987,466
Total Disposed by FSRC 6!802!874
STATE E.R.4.
Retained by States 1,815,418
Received from FSRC Shipments 1,391,220
Total for State Programs 3,206,638
FEDERAT, CONTRACTS
Total Number slaughtered 3,563,946
Received dead or condemned ___ 18,211
Total for Federal Contracts 3,582,156
Net Total Disposition 6,788,794
To be adjusted 9,405
_6,798,199
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EXHIBIT 2. -~ SHEEP PURCHASE AND DISPOSITION BY STATES OF ORIGIN

Emergency Sheep-Buying Program, 193435

as of June 15, 1935*

195-5

A.A.A. DISPOSITION : F.S.R.C. DISPOSITION
: ¢ Accepted:Retained by: Trans- :Shipments by
: : and ; States : ferred FSRC for
State Purchased:Condemned: Donated : for : to :Federal Con-
: H to :  Dig= ¢ Indian :tracts or to
e ¢ ¥.S.R.C.: position _: Agencies ;other gtates
Arizona 11,347 4,773 6,574 1,634 5,231
Arkansas 94 24 70
California 23,207 6,611 16,596 8 403 19,527
Colorado 207,196 101,064 106,132 6 219 104,945
Idaho 145,677 66,996 78,681 1 440 80,562
Iowa 1,767 49 1,718 1,708
Kansas 9,569 1,722 7,847 2 9,602
Minnesota 6,561 145 6,416 24 6,420
Missouri 7,666 62 7,513 62 7,297
Montana 491,776 349,012 142,764 6,914 139,328
Nebra Ska 241 671 3 s 658 21 3 013 40 21 y 178
Nevada 99,261 10,033 89,228 &7 1,684 79,773
New Yexico 299,372 170,097 129,275 20,089 3,290 105,107
North Yakota 84,026 21,922 62,104 336 66,382
Oklahoma 2,270 2,270
Oregon 162,779 97,100 65,679 18 59,494
South Dakotia 148,909 70,648 78,261 18 72,540
Texas 1,091,234 827,724 263,610 1,375 276,646
Utah 205,612 119,615 85,897 83 1,216 78,310
Uyoming 586,773 356,958 229,815 14 4,175 230,214
Total 3,609,676 2,210,483 1,399,093 23,767 18,341 1,364,264

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

* Final accounting in progress- Figures to be reconciled.
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APPENDIX ¢C

EXHIBIT 2-A. - RECEIPT OF DROUGHT SHEEP BY FEDERAL CONTRACTORS.
As of June 15, 1935.

Received for : ZReceived Dead : Total Number
Federal : and Condemned by : Slaughtered by

State
Slaughter FSRC Contractors : FSRC Comtractors

California 101,377 178 101,199
Colorado 97,383 161 97,222
Illinois 104,600 156 104,444
Iowa 92,029 206 91,823
Indiana 22,468 54 22,414
Kansas 269,078 2,225 266,853
Minnesota 168,861 324 168,537
Missouri 65,334 29 56,306
Nebrasks 194 5368 244 194,292
North Dakota . 4,247 10 4,237
Oklahoma 36,370 106 36,264
Oregon 19,5566 50 19,8086
South Dakota 5,272 37 5,235
Texas \ 79,002 9 78,993
Utah 38,504 171 38,333
Washington 60,010 137 69,873

Total 1,348,626 4,097 1,344,529

Note: All data subject to mimor revision.
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APPENDIX

196=~ 7

c

GOAT PURCHASE AND DISPOSITION

BY STATES OF ORIGIN

Emergency Goat-Buying Program 1934-3%.
As of June 15, 1935.

A.A.A. DISPOSITION ¢ F.S.R.C. DISPOSITION
: ihccepted and:Retained by:Shipments
State Purchased:Condemned: Donated to :8tates for: +o
: : FSRC :Disposition: ¥SRC
Arizona 21,608 5,019 16,589 16,589 -
Colorado 3,427 3,395 32 * -
Idaho 36 - 36 » -
Kansas 149 149 - - -
Missouri 468 - 468 * -
Montana 9 7 2 * -
Nevada 190 - 190 . -
New Mexico 22,682 16,256 6,336 4,280 1,894
Oregon 1 - 1 * -
South Dakota 32 8 24 * -
Texas 283,263 211,476 71,787 68,721 12,729
Utah 17,981 17,978 3 - -
Wyoming 746 746 - - -
Total 350,502 265,034 95,468 79,590 14,623

* Data from these states not available. (4ll data subject to minor

revision.)
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APPENDIX C
EXHIBIT 2-C. - SUMMARY OF SHEEP AND GOAT PURCHASES AND DISPOSITION.

Emergency Sheep and Goat-~Buying Program 193435
As of June 15, 1935

SHEEP
A.A.A.
Purchased 3,609 .576
Condemned 2,210,483
Acceoted for Use and Donated to FSRC 1,399,093
F.s R.C.
Retained by States 23,767
Transferred to Indian Ageucies 18,341
Shipments for Federal Con-
tracts and to other States 1,364,264
Total disposed by FSRC 1,406,372
Retained by States 23,767
FEDERAL CONTRACTS
Total number glaughtered 1,344,529
Received dead or condemned ___4.097
Total for Federal Comtracts 1,348,626
Transferred to Indian Agencies 18,341
Net Total Disposition 1,390,734
To be adjusted 8,389
1,399,093
§QATS .
A.A.A
Purchased 350,502
Condemned 285,034
Accepted for Use and Donated to FSRC 95,468
F.S.R C.
Retained by States 79,590
Shipments for Federal Contracts 14,623
Total disposed by FSRC . 94,213
To be adjusted ‘ 1,256
95,468
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APPENDIX C.
EXHIBIT 3. - HIDES, SKINS AND PELTS - STATE AND FEDERAL

as of July 15, 1935.

Federal Hides and Skins rejected for Storage 2,528
Federal Hides and Skins placed in Storage 1,450,181
Total received from FSRC Contractors 1,452,709
Federal Hides and Skins placed in Storage 1,450,181
State Hides and Skins placed in Storage 453,887
Total Hides and Skins placed in Storage 1,904,068
* ® » * *
Pelts produced from FSRC Slaughter 1.348,646
Pelts received from States 2,083,290
Total pelts available for FSRC Disposition 3,431,936
Pelts distributed to Indian Agencies 59,180
Pelts turned over to States 1,830,562

Pelts destroyed or unaccounted for:

State 193,548

Federal 3,289

Pelts sent to wool pulleries _1.345,352
Total Disposition 3,431,936

Digitized for FRASER
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APPENDIX C.

EXHIBIT 4. - PROCESSED MEAT -~ STATE AND FEDERAL

as of July 15, 1935

Federal Dressed Beef 657,396,312
Federal Dressed Veal 141,663,837 798,960,149
*State Dressed Beef and Veal 621,652,382
Total
» L ] * L ] »
Federal Boned Bsef 373,366,857
Federal Boned Veal 31,461,462
Total
» * - » *
Federal Canned Beef 234,611,666
Federal Canned Veal 20,724,194 255,335,880
*State Canned Beef and Veal 278,016,847
Total
* »* * » »
Federal Beef Tongues 2,774,194
Federal Veal Tongues . 523,532
Total
» » » * "
Federal Canned Mutton 20,427,971

195~10

1,420,612,531

404,828,319

533,362,707

3,297,726

State figures on Boned Meat, Tongues, Beef and Veal, to be revised.

Notey

Items 2, 3, and 4 are derived from Item 1.
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APPENDIX D

EXHIBIT 1, ~ Cattle Agreement and Forms Used,
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Cattle No. I

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

CATTLE AND SHEEP SECTION

THE BEEF-CATTLE PROBLEM

ISSUED APRIL 1934

UNITED STATES
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE
WASHINGTON : 1934
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SUMMARY OF THE BEEF-CATTLE PROBLEM

Beef cattle are now listed, under the Agricultural Adjustment
Act, as a basic commodity. Full provisions of the act may now
be applied to control beef-cattle production and producers are
eligible to receive benefit payments for adjusting their production
in accordance with a program which may be developed by the
Agricultura] Adjustment Administration.

From 1928 to 1934 numbers of all cattle—beef and dairy—in the
United States increased from about 57.000.000 to about 67,000,000,
Milk-cow numbers increased by about 22 percent and beef cows by
about the same percentige.

Annual cattle slaughter may be expected to rise from about
21,000,000 head per year to about 24,000,000 head in the mext sev-
eral years, unless prompt action is taken, although the number of
finished cattle coniing to market has not yet begun to reflect fully
the increase in the number of breeding stock.

Beef-cattle prices not only followed the decline in other farm
prices during the depression, but continued to drop until in 1933
they were $2.05 per hundredweight tess than the parity price.

The key to the beef-cattle problem ix the elimination of from
6,000,000 to 7,000,000 ¢cows and heifers now on farms. As an ini-
tial eftort, 2,000,000 head of cows, in addition to usual market-
ings, might be removed in 1934 through eradication of diseased
animals and relief purchases. Contracts with individual pro-
ducers might be required to assure that any removal program
adopted would not be offset by further increases in breeding and
feeding.

There may be a temporary improvement in beef-cattle prices in
1934, partly because of smualler receipts of well-finished, corn-
fed eattle, caused by the shortuge in the 1933 corn crop, and
partly because of continued pick-up in consumer buying power,
but maximum returns to cattlemen will depend upon sound and
prompt adjustments in cattle numbers.
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THE BEEF-CATTLE PROBLEM

The current trouble in beef cattle is due primarily to an increase
in all cattle numbers on farm and range over numbers sold since
about 1928 and partly to factors affecting demand for beef products.

During each of the past 6 years, cattlemen have produced from
1,000,000 to 1,500,000 more cattle than they have marketed. That 1s,
they have been adding to their herd faster than they have been sell-
ing off. Thus a new cattle production cycle has been under way
for 6 years and we still are definitely on the upward trend in num-
bers of cattle.

From 1928 to 1934, numbers of all cattle—beef and dairy—in-
creased about 10,651,000 head or nearly 20 percent. In 6 years, the
total number of cattle in the United States increased from 57,000,000
to more than 67,000,000. The number of breeding cows on hand
rose to the largest figure in history.

Most of the increase in the number of cattle has occurred in cows
and heifers. Steers from the annual calf crops have been slaughtered
at about the usual rate as yearlings or 2-year-olds. There have been
no substantial year-to-year accumulations of aged steers, such as
have occurred before in other periods of increasing cattle numbers.

As yet, market receipts of cattle for slaughter have not fully re-
flected the increase of cattle on farms because there always is a lag
of from 2 to 3 years from the time an increase in breeding herds
sets in until the larger crop of steers and heifers are grown out.
From now on, however, cattle for slaughter will increase at a greater
rate unless there is a prompt adjustment in present production
trends. The principal problem of the cattleman is to check this
potential increase in future production.

The accumulation of cows and heifers on farms, of course, now
presents a doubly difficult problem. As long as this she-stock remains
on the farm, it undoubtedly will be producing a calf crop—a calf
crop which will further increase the average annual number of meat
animals coming to market. But even if these cows and heifers are
not nsed to raise calves, there still remains the problem of dispos-
ing of them without disturbing the market for the usual supplies
of beef in this country.

Even now-—before there has been any increase in cattle for
slaughter comparable with the increase in total cattle numbers—the
cattle industry as a whole is on an unprofitable basis. Yet in the
immediate future, stockmen will have to begin to let go of part of
their depression accumulations of cows and other breeding animals;
they cannot continue much longer holding back part of the increase
but must market it.

During the past 6 years, American cattlemen have been selling
annually for slaughter an average of 21,000,000 head. But from now
on, it is apparent that the annual kill will approach 24,000,000 head
of cattle and calves. Such an increase of 3,000,000 head would

53811—84 1
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2 AGRICTULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

produce enough beef to supply a sudden extraordinary increase of
about 20,000,000 persons< in the national population, at the normal
United States per capita consumption rate. Unless this potential
increase in the annual kill of cattle is headed oftf or unless demand
conditions improve materially within the next year or so, beef-
attle prices will continue to hang from one fourth to one third
below the fair exchange value and possibly may go lower.

If the annual production of calves should be reduced to the level
of the past 6 years, producers would find themselves with at least
6,500,000 too many cows on hand. Milk cows, as of January 1, 1934,
have increased by 4.933,000 head in 6 years or by about 22 percent
of the 1928 milk-cow total. Cows and heifers not kept for milk pro-

ALL CATTLE: Number on Farms and Estimated Annual
Slaughter of Cattle and Calves, 1900 to Date
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Numbers of alt cattle on farms, as indicated by the upper line in this chart
have varied considerably xince 1900 and the totul annual slaughter of cattle
and calves have increased and decreased ut intervals, but the trend has been
steadily upwurd. Since 1928 a new cattle-production eyele has been under
way and numbers of cattle on farms, particularly cows and heifers, have in-
creased by about 10,000,000 head. Annuul slauchter of cuttle and calves has
recently begun to reflect this increuse and if present breeding herds are not.
reduced, total annual cuttle slaughter in the United Stutes may reach g new
high level.

duction also increased by the same percentage—from 8,765.000 head
to 10,682,000 head. The number of heifers. between 1 and 2 years
old. kept for milk tpurposes, increased 14 percent during the past
6-year period. Heifers between 1 and 2 years old, not kept for milk,

Increased 29 percent.

_ The real key to the cattle production problem, then, is a prae-
ticable and effective method for disposing of the extra cows and
heifers which have accumulated on farms and ranches since about
1928, in order to check further increases in cattle numbers. This is
a program which obviously engages the attention of both the dairy-
cattle and beef-cattle industries. Substantial increases have occurred
m both kinds of cattle.

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



THE BEEF-CATTLE PROBLEM 3

The increase in beef-cattle numbers is responsible in large degree
for the disparity between the prices of beef cattle and the prices of
things farmers buy. The last year in which the average price of
beef cattle exceeded the fair exchange value, based on the relatively
stable pre-war (1910-14) relationship of prices, was in 1929. It also
happens that beef-cattle numbers in 1929 were at a comparatively
moderate level. The trend of cattle numbers had reached the end
of its periodical 6- or 7-year down-swing, which in the past has come
rather regularly as a part of the 15-year cattle-production cycle.

During 1933 the level of cattle prices was the lowest reached thus
far in the present century. The average farm price of beef cattle
in 1933, $3.63 per hundredweight, was the lowest price on record since
1899. This was $2.05 per hundredweight below the fair exchange
value, based on the pre-war price relationships and $5.52 below the
average price for 1929. The widest disparity on record between
actual price and the fair exchange value or * parity ” price likewise
occurred in December 1933, when the spread was $2.91 per hundred-
weight. The federally inspected slaughter of beef cattle in Decem-
ber 1933 in this country was 721,000 head or the largest for any
month since 1927. Such a low absolute price in dollars and cents,
as existed in 1933, along with the unfavorable ratio with other prices,
made it exceedingly difficult for cattlemen having fixed debts and
other expenses which do not change with livestock prices.

As has been indicated, the basis for price comparison—the meas-
uring stick which indicates the economic condition of cattle—is the
relationship of price levels in the pre-war period (1910-14) when
prices of beef cattle and the prices of nonfarm goods were in rea-
sonable balance. Sound production-control plans under the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act aim to help producers raise beef-cattle
prices and keep them at the fair exchange value, that is, at the pre-
war relationship with prices of things farmers buy. As nonfarm
prices go up, of course, the price at which beef cattle must sell to
be on a fair exchange basis also must go up.

In measuring the beef-cattle price situation at any time, of course,
it is necessary to include in the comparisons, the returns from all
kinds of cattle slaughtered for beef. A temporary slackening in re-
ceipts of certain grades might result in a substantial rise in price,
which price, compared alone with the fair exchange value could lead
to inaccurate and over-optimistic conclusions. Prospective future
supplies of the same grade of cattle or the current return from other
grades of cattle might indicate an actual or potential price disparity,
based on averages, considerably larger than might be indicated by
olle conparison.

This point probably will have a direct bearing on the Leef-cattle
situation through the forepart of 1934. Federally inspected slaughter
for the first 3 months of 1934 was larger than for the same period
in any vear since 1919. Prices showed some improvement, however,
because of marked improvement in the consumer market, a prospec-
tive reduction in fed-cattle supply for the summer as the sequel to
the short 1933 corn crop, and adjustment in hog supply. During
the middle of the vear, it appears that numbers of certain grades of
catfle, particularly the long-fed high-quality animals may decrease
substantially. As a consequence prices may rise temporarily and
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4 " AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

those who sell during this period will be benefited. But whether or
not returns from those particular grades and other grades over a
longer period will continue to be relatively profitable will depend
on how well cattlemen keep all numbers within the limits of the
market henceforth. If prices temporarily rise well toward parity,
because of seasonal conditions, it will require real self-control on the
part of cattlemen to properly evaluate the fundamental conditions
of supply and demand, and to view their operations without bias
and excessive optimism. Under such circumstances it is easy to lose
sight of the more important long-time factors in the cattle situation.

BEEF CATTLE: Farm Price, Fair Exchange Value,
Margin between the Farm Price and Fair Exchange Value.
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In only 5 out of the 19 years since the 1910-14 period have beef-cattle prices
risen above the fair exchange value or “ parity ” level as defined by the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act, based on the relatively stable pre-war relationship
between cattle prices and prices of things farmers buy. The dotted line indi-
cates what cattle should have sold for to have beeu on a fair exchange basis,
In 1928 and 1929, when cattle numbers were at the low point in the production
cycle and before business' set in, cattle prices temporarily rose above the fair
exchange value. Since then, farm prices of beef cattle have again dropped be-
low the pre-wsar relationship with cost of nonfarm goods. The average farm
price of beef cattle in 1933 of $3.63 per hundredweight, was $2.05 per hundred-
weight below the parity level. .

Up until the passage of the amendment to the Agricultural Ad-
justment Act (73d Cong., Apr. 7, 1934) which made beef cattle one
of the basic commodities, there was little beef-cattle producers could
do to cope with their production preblem. In the past, matters were
left more or less to the operation of the familiar production cyele,
which usually runs about 15 years in length, 6 or 7 years up and 7
to 8 years down. If cattle production happened to be relatively low
at a given period. cattle prices with respect to price of feed grains
and other livestock were likely to be high. This stimulated heavier
breeding and feeding of beef cattle. Ranchmen and Corn-Belt
breeders kept back more heifers and cows in order that they might
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THE BEEF-CATTLE PROBLEM 5

raise more calves to supply the favorable market. Usually it takes
about 3 years before efforts of this sort to increase production are
reflected significantly in slaughter supplies. From 2 to 3 years are
involved in the production of a full-grown beef animal. This com-
paratively long growing period is one of the factors which makes for
difficult adjustment of beef_cattle production at this time.

After about 6 or 7 years of a gradual Luild-up in cattle numbers
market supplies of cattle usually become relatively burdensome, an
prices decline until they are below their average relationship with
prices of other livestock and feeds. In normal times, producers
then begin to contract operations. They reduce their breeding herds
by selling cows and heifers. After a few ycars, the excessive num-
bers of breeding stock have been reduced and the total beef cattle
production of the country begins the down-swing of the cycle. Or-
dinarily, this down-swing continues for about 7 or 8 years because it
takes that long really to effect a substantial reduction in market
supplies and to again push cattle prices above their average relation-
ship with prices of other farm commodities.

Trend of numbers of milk cattle and cattle not kept for milk, as of Jan. 1,
1820 to 1934

{In thousands of head, .e., 000 omitted

Milk cattle Other than milk cattle
All
Year Cows Cows cattle!
and Total and Steers Total
heifers heifers

25, 875 30, 248 16, 458 10, 020 40, ggg 70,

g 38, 68,

25, 794 30, 151 15,938 9,072 38,512 68,
26, 254 30, 593 15,649 8, 704 36, 791 6
35,023

26, 676 30, 950 14,347 7,171 32, 185 63,115
26, 356 30, 632 12,999 6, 647 29, 345 59,977
26, 207 30, 590 11,910 35, 848 26,938 57,528
26, 287 30, 893 11,288 5,362 25, 808 56, T0L

2 . 26,233

27, 610 32,615 11,634 5, 445 27,115 59, 730
28, 351 33,238 12, 200 5,453 27,749 60, 987
29, 160 34, 113 12,624 5,208 28, 543 62, 656
29,981 35,118 13, 407 5,403 30, 434 65, 552
30, 811 36, 076 13,928 5, 467 31,278 67,352

1 This includes al. cows, heifers, heifer calves .steers, and bulls.

The cattle cycle, however, represents a rather ruthless and waste-
ful system of keeping a working relationship over a period of years
between supply and demand. In years when production is increas-
ing, producers who make a permanent business of raising cattle ex-
pand their operations on the average and a number of “in-and-out-
ers” go back in the business. When production invariably passes
beyond the point where it would be in best adjustment with demand,
then the expensive process of contraction must set in. Frequently,
many producers are ruined by low prices before a general reduction
throughout the cattle business, suflicient to raise cattle income, can
take place. The stage is set today for another squeeze of this sort;
some adjustment in cattle production is inescapable. The important
question is how it shall be made.
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6 AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

At the present time, the beef-cattle industry is scarcely in a position
to let the present upward trend in production play itself out through
the gradual bankruptey and indiscriminate discouragement of pro-
ducers. For more than 4 years now, cattle prices have been declining
in dollars-and-cents value per hundredweight and the difference be-
tween them and the fair exchange value has been growing wider.
At the same time, ranchmen and Corn-Belt feeders alike have been
burdened more and more with fixed debts and relatively heavy
current operating expenses.

The decline in dollars-and-cents value per hundredweight of
slaughter cattle since 1928, of course, has not been due solely to an

| Relation of Retail Value of Beef Consumed to
Consumer Incomes in the U.S.-192I to Date

PERCENT,
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Total retail expenditures for beef, as in the case of pork, are determined
largely by the level of consumer incomes. In addition to any improvement
in price obtained through production adjunstment, the dollars-and-cents income
from ecattle will also tend to increase as consumer incomes increase., The chart
above shows the close relationship between retail value of beef s0ld and
consumer incomes.

increase in supply. Beef-cattle prices declined partly in concert with
the depression drop in the average level of all prices. The whole-
sale and retail values of beef and beef products vary closely with
the level of consumers™ incomes. When consumers’ incomes drop by
approximately 30 percent. as they did between 1928 and 1934, con-
sumers’ expenditures for beef, regardless of the supply offered, drop
by about the same percentage.

A gradual rise now in both the average level and aggregate amount
of consumers’ incomes will. as indicated. likely be reflected in
stronger beef-cattle prices. But improvement in consumers’ incomes
alone is not the fundamental solution of the cattle-production prob-
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THE BEEF-CATTLE PROBLEM 7

lem. This is because it will take sound and adequate adjustment of
cattle numbers to affect appreciably the disparity between beef-cattle
prices and prices of things farmers buy. Consumers’ food require-
ments do not vary with their money incomes. A return of relatively
high wages, say an increase of as much as 100 percent over 1932,
could not be expected to mean an increase of 100 percent in the con-
suming ability of the American people or in the percentage of their
incomes that they spend for beef.

With beef, as with hogs, an increase in slaughter tends to increase
the aggregate of in-between costs and margins for transporting,
processing, and distributing the products. Some unit costs and
margins do not change with a change in supply; hence, the larger
the supply, the smaller the percent of the consumers’ dollar is left
for the producer. On the other hand, a reduction in supply to restore
balance reduces the aggregate of in-between costs and margins and
leaves a larger percentage of the consumers’ dollar for the producer.
Thus, by returning to producers a larger percentage of what con-
sumers spend, adjustment of production tends to wipe out price
disparity and to increase the aggregate return from the crop. Beef-
cattle producers stand to bencfit from adjustment in production,
so far as price disparity is concerned, cven if there should be no
further increases in consumers’ incomes. To put it another way,
producers will not obtain the largest possible increase in income
from cattle if they depend solely on improvement in consumers’
incomes for a rise in cattle prices.

Unlike hogs, cattle in this country have not played an important
part in world trade in recent years. In the latter part of the.
nineteenth century and the early part of this century, before
Argentina began to dominate the beef cxport trade of the world,
the United States shipped large numbers of live cattle abroad,
particularly to the DBritish Isles. Since the World War, however,
our exports of beef products have been almost negligible. The
largest exports of beef from the United States occurred during the
war-time vear, 1918, when 711,000,000 or about 10 percent of the
total slaughter was shipped out. The following year, 1919, beef
exports dropped to 287,000,000 pounds. Further sharp drops took
place in 1920 and 1921. A rapid decrease took place through the
remainder of the decade. In 1932, the United States exported only
13,000,000 pounds; in 1933, the cxport was 17,000,000 pounds or
about one fourth of 1 percent of the total slaughter for the year.

The United States imports a very small volume of live cattle and
beef products. Live-cattle imports in 1933 totaled only 80,000 head.
Beef imports are mostly in the form of canned beef and pickled
beef. A total of 43,182,728 pounds of canned beef were imported
into the United States in 1933 as compared with 21,853,683 pounds
in 1932 and 77,480,904 pounds in 1929, which was the year of largest
imports of this commodity during the last 13 years. The 1933
imports of canned beef were the equivalent of about 181,000 head of
cattle of average weight. This is the equivalent of 2 percent of
the 1933 cattle slanghter under Federal inspection and of only about
1.4 percent of all cattle slaughter.

Under existing regulations, imports of live cattle and beef remain
at a relatively low figure. It may be noted in this connection that
the imposition of any processing tax on beef cattle under the Agri-
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8 AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

cultural Adjustment Act would include a proportionate compensat-
ing tax on imports of beef in addition to present regulations.

%)ver the world, Argentina is the most important beef-exporting
country. Cattle numbers in that country stood at 32,212,000 head in
June 1930. Normally between 80 and 90 percent of the total beef
exports from Argentina averaging over 1,000,000,000 pounds finds a
market in the United Kingdom. The recent modification of the
Ottawa, Canada, agreement to favor empire countries will restrict
imports of foreign beef into the United Kingdom, however, and will
affect the Argentina cattle industry materially, Uruguay and Brazil
are two other large exporting countries.

World cattle numbers in 1933 continued the upward trend of re-
cent yeurs, and current beef production is heavier than a year ago.

wmuwoe  TREND OF BEEF EXPORTS, 1900 TO DATE
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Beef exports from the United States now are so small in volume as to not
constitute an important factor in the cattle situation. Exports in 1933
amounted fo about one fourth of 1 percent of the total slaughter of cuttle and
calves for the year, For about 5 years afrer 1900, before Argentina begun to
dominate the world murket for heef, exports continued at a moderate level and
then declined rather rapidly. During the war period. exports of American beef
temporarily were greatly inercaxed, After 1920, however, the decline was
rapid. Imperts of beef into the United States also are relatively small, total-
ing in 1933 approximately 1.4 percent of the total United States cattle slaughter.

toof

At the same time, however, deficit countries have tended to increase
their restrictions on imports in the interest of domestic producers.
Prices in protected market= are tending to go higher than a year ago,
but in the leading export countries they show little if any improve-
ment and continue at unusually low levels. In a number of exporting
countries, significant changes in the organization of the cattle and
beef industry are being considered. The outlook for an expansion
of trade in beef by exporting countries is not good. Trade restric-
tions hold down exportations and foreign consumption of beef has
declined. Judging from available trade figures, the reduced con-
sumption of beef noted in the leading importing countries in 1932
was continued in 1933.
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THE BEEF-CATTLE PROBLEM 9

Although the slaughter of cattle and calves has not yet fully
reflected the increase in total cattle numbers on farms during the
past several years, the volume of slaughter in recent months has
begun to show the increase that is under way. Ior each of the
past 10 months the number of cattle slaughtered under Iederal
inspection has exceeded the B5-year record. Compared with the
previous 10 months, the slaughter during the recent period has
increased 25 percent.

The major problems involved in sound and practicable adjust-
ment of cattle numbers are: (1) How to remove the present sur-
plus of cows and heifers from the farm and range without demoral-
izing the regular market for slaughter cattle; (2) how to secure
agreements with individual producers and feeders to prevent frus-
tration of a cow removal plan by increases in number of heifer
calves kept back; (3) how to divide any benefit payments involved
between those who grow the steer and those who fatten him to
market condition; and (4) how to produce benefits promptly to
aid cattlemen, in view of the fact that immediate adjustment in
breeding cows cannot substantially affect number of beef animals
actually going to market, before late 1936 and 1937.

Many suggestions for adjusting cattle production have been of-
fered. Representatives of both beef-cattle and dairy-cattle groups
have favored the removal of diseased animals, under the super-
vision of the Bureau of Animal Industry and the purchase of low-
grade cows and heifer calves for processing for emergency relief
purposes. Some have advocated a program of spaying heifers. It
has been suggested that contracts be prepared for both producers
and feeders, under which they may receive benefit payments for
reducing number of calves preduced or fed by the. desired per-
centage under the average for some base period.

Although it might be desirable to eliminate about 6,000,000 cows
in one market operation, a gradual and moderate reduction schedule
is more practicable. In the first place, it seems probable that not
more than about 2.000,000 could be handled effectively in 1 year
for the Emergency Relief Administration under a special slaughter
plan of this sort, without turning back some products to the nor-
mal channels of trade. A reduction of 2,000,000 cows over the next
K:m' would bring cattle numbers, including new calves, slightly

low the level of last year. .

A problem in connection with any comprehensive adjustment pro-
gram will be the division of any benefit payments made in connec-
tion with individual contracts. The rangeman is the primary
roducer; the Corn-Belt feeder is the secondary producer. Some
garmers both breed and feed-out beef animals. Inasmuch as the
fundamental aim of the Agricultural Adjustment Act is to increase
income from agricultural commodities and because benefit payments,
regardless of how made and in what manner they are applied, con-
tribute toward this income increase, it is argued that rangemen and
cattle feeders should share in benefit payments in some fair and
reasonable proportion. This problem will call for fair consideration
of the respective contributions of cattle growers and feeders in the
production of a mature beef animal.

Finally, there is the necessity of giving producers the benefits of

Digitize Adjustment as soon as possible, as far in advance of the actual reduc-
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10 AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

tion in supply as is practicable. It is recognized that the removal
of cows in 1934 really would not affect the maturing beef crop until
about 1936 or 1937. This ig because it takes more than 2 years (in-
cluding the pregnancy period) to produce a calf for market. But a
cow-and-heifer purchase plan would have the advantage of per-
mitting prompt distribution of some money in benefit payments.
Additional funds also could be issued promptly in the form of initial
payments to growers and feeders who agree individually to control
cattle numbers.

The amendment to the Agricultural Adjustment Act which made
beef cattle a basic commodity, authorized 2 maximum appropriation
of $50,000,000 to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make “ ad-
vances to the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation for the purchase
of dairy and beef products for distribution for relief purposes and
to enable the Secretary, under rules and regulations to be promul-

ated by him and upon such terms as he may prescribe, to eliminate
sisease dairy and beef cattle, including cattle suffering from tuber-
culosis or Bangs’ disease and to make payments to owners with re-
spect thereto.” This money constitutes an “ enabling fund ”, that is,
a fund which can be drawn on while adjustment is in process and
before it is practicable to levy a processing tax, which is the ultimate
means of financing any program, just as with cotton, wheat, hogs,
and tobacco. The processing tax is more than a means of collecting
funds for making benefit payments. It is the device provided for by
the act which assures cooperating producers that they will receive
their full share of any increase in income which comes about as a
result of their individual reductions. The cooperating producer
sgares in the proceeds of the tax; the noncooperator does not so
share. .

Until the slaughter supply is adjusted, it is conceivable that a
processing tax might operate to depress beef-cattle prices. In the
long run, however, it should be possible to so handle a processing
tax on cattle that prices would not be adversely affected. Process-
ing taxes are collected at the point of first processing. Out of the
proceeds from the sale of his products, the processor pays a part
into the tax fund and the rest directly to the producer. The money
in the tax fund is then distributed to producers who participate
in any plan of adjustment.

The full legal rate of the processing tax which may be levied is
the difference between actual farm price and fair exchange value
(approximately $2.70 per hundredweight as of Jan. 15, 1934), but
it 1s the judgment of many cattle producers that a relatively smaller
tax should be levied at the outset for financing any program that
might be developed.

Another phase of the cattle problem is the more or less definite
relationship between feed production and cattle production. Cattle
do not consume as large a proportion of the Nation’s feed grains
as do hogs, but they account for between 17 and 18 percent of the
annual corn crop and substantial quantities of other grain feeds
and hays. Thus, when feeds become relatively cheap because of
large supplies or a decline in livestock numbers, there is a tendency
to expand breeding and feeding operations, regardless of the neces-
sity for and the eventual profitableness of such expansion.
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THE BEEF-CATTLE PROBLEM 11

Adjustment of livestock production, therefore, tends to precipitate
the question of proportionate adjustment in feed-crop acreage in
order to keep prices of each group of commodities on a normal price
relationship to each other. Otherwise, feed prices tend to decline
and encourage heavier feeding operations. This is a matter of
interest to range cattlemen, even though they are not primarily
engaged in producing feeds and finishing out cattle. Over a period
of years, the profitableness of the range-cattle business depends in
part on the profitableness of cattle feeding in the Central States.

TREND OF CATTLE NUMBERS BY REGIONS
1920-34

HEAD
(rélg.x._zous)
CENTRAL STATES WESTERN STATES.
(Includ;ndq Oklahoma
and Texas)

02025 28 '3 34 152025 28 "3t ‘M4

101 SOUTHERN STATES NORTH ATLANTIC STATES

'BEEF 7 MILK

o 1920 '25 28 '3) 34 1920 25 28 3 34 1920 25 28 ‘31 34 182025 28 31 ‘M

Most of the beef cattle of the United States are grown in the Central and
Western States, including Oklahoma and Texas. The increase in beef-cattle
numbers in these two regions since 1928 has been at about the same rate.
Milk-cattle numbers, however, are substantially larger in the Central States
than in the Western States. Milk-cow numbers in both regions have been on

the upward trend since 1920.

Efforts of the Agricultural Adjustment Administration, therefore,
to keep both feed-crop acreage and livestock numbers at the right
point and in normal relationship to cach other is of direct signifi-
cance for all cattlemen.

Efforts to improve conditions in the dairy and beef-cattle business
is of interest to farmers in all parts of the United States. Between
4,500,000 and 5,000,000 farmers keep some cattle. Several hundred
thousand producers live on the western range. Large numbers of
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12 AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

beef cattle are produced in Texas and the southwest. The Corn-
Belt farmers produce a good many steers from their own herds as
well as feed-out western-grown range animals. In the East, there
is the Appalachian grazing and fattening section where steers are
produced almost entirely on grass.

Cattlemen will have difficult questions to get around in meeting
their production problem under the Agricultural Adjustment Act,
but the desired objective is clear. At least 2,000,000 extra cows
should be attracted to market as soon as possible and the products
they yield should be handled in such a way as not to disturb the
regular market for beef. Subsequently, additional cows and heifers
should be sent to market until the total is down by about 6,000,000
or 7,000,000 head.

The questions involved in a practicable beef-cattle program should
be thoroughly discussed by beef cattlemen in all parts of the coun-
try. Any ’Flan finally agreed on should be unified and fair to all
sections. The powers of the Federal Government have now been
placed at the disposal of cattle producers by the amendments to the
Agricultural Adjustment Act. What the future holds for cattle
will depend in large part to what extent and in what degree of
success the provisions of this act are utilized by cattle breeders
and feeders.

O
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Form No. Cattle 2
U.8. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT A DMINISTRATION
Approved by Comptroller General U.8.
Jupe 2, 1934

This copy to be forwarded to Fleld Office of the

P.O.VoucHER NOwooenoe oo
Compiroller AAA, as directed

No.

APPROPRIATION ___.______ .

PUBLIC VOUCHER AND EMERGENCY CATTLE AGREEMENT

( Voucher prepared Y,
The UnitED StaTES, Dr., TO—

Line A
hereinafter referred to as the “Producer.”
Line B

(Oity, State, and date)

Paid by

(Producer)

(Lienholder(s) or lisnhold

’s(8") d d payee(s))

hereinafter referred to as the designated payee and the producer jointly.

(The Producer to receive total of benefit payment specified in column 4, Table A, below; producer and
lienholder(s) or lienholder’s(s’) designated payee(s) jointly to receive purchase payment specified in column
6, Table A, below. If there are no lienholders, total amount entered in columns 4 and 6 of Table A, will be
paid to producer.)

(For use of paying office)

Producer’s post-office address

(R.D. No.) (Box No.) (Post office) (Btate)
Producer operates farm known as _._._.__.._________. e me ,situated ...
(Miles and direction)
from . on road, in - Township, in
(Town)
... County, State of
TABLE A
BENEFIT PAYMENT PURCHASE PAYMENT
Irzu Nousen FoR AUDIT
CLASSBIFICATION H P P
No. or HEAD H:En AMOUNT Hg.?n AMOUNT Usk Oxuy
Column 1 Column 2 || Column 3 Column 4 Column § Column 6
Carrin: Two years and over—
1 Condemned $ $ $ $
p4 Accepted for use
3 Accepted for use
4 Accepted for use
5 Accepted for use
6 Accepted for use
Yearvings: One to two years—
7 Condemned
8 Accepted for use
9 Accepted for use
10 Accepted for use
Cavrves: Under one year—
11 Condemned
12 Accepted for use
13
14
ToraL | ]
Bureau of Animal Industry Inspector’s Certificate of (Do not use this space)
Recelpt Differences " $
I cerTIFY that the oattle desoribed in Table A, after proper classifi-
cation and due inspection, have been recelved and accepted for and In
behalf of the Secretary of Agriculturs or disposed of as directed; that they
were procured under the sgreement herein, and that the amounts charged . .
are just and reasonable and in accordance with the agreement. Ac::g nt verified; correct for (total columns 4
Inspeotor, Bureau of Animal Indusiry. Initials

Producer’s Certificate and Signature

1 hereby subscribe to the agreement printed on the reverse hereof and certify that the amounts stated in Table A
are correct and just and that payment therefor has not been received.

Witness

Witness

[Ls] , 1934,

, 1934,

(Producer’s signature) (Date)

- [Ls] ..

(Producer’s signature) , (Date)

Lienholder’s Certificate and Signature

I hereby subscribe to the agreement printed on the reverse hereof and certify that the amounts stated in column 6
of Table A are correct and just and that gayment therefor has not been received. I hereby recognize the person or

persons named in Line B as the designated payee.

Witness T —— [L.8.] e , 1934,
Witness By T [.a) B » 1034,
Witness (ionor's signature) (L8] (Date) - 1934.

Certificate of the Comptroller

I cerTIFY that this account has been audited and found to be
correct, and it is hereby certified and approved for payment in the
amount of

s _______________ .
By authority of the Secretary of Agriculture.

ACCEPTANCE OF AGREEMENT

In consideration of, and reliance upon the foregoing certificates and agreementa this
agreement is hereby accepted.

HENRY A. WALLACE, Secretary of Agriculture.
Por and in behalf of the United States.

JOHN B. PAYNE, By .
Comptroller. County Director, Representative of Secretary of Agriculture.,
t B
Date v Auditor. Date
Paid by check no. dated in favor of drawn on the Treasurer of the United States.
Paid by check no. dated in favor of drawn on the Treasurer of the United States.

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
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EMERGENCY CATTLE AGREEMENT

Pursuant {o the Agricultural Adjustment Act, approved May 12, 1933, as amended

PERFORMANCE BY PRODUCER

The producer agrees:

(1) To sell and convey the cattle described in Table A to the Secretary of Agriculture (herein referred
to as the Secretary) by delivering such cattle to an agent of the Secretary authorized to accept delivery
thereof and by disposing of any such cattle in such manner as may be directed by an authorized agent
of the Secretary.

(2) To cooperate with further general programs pertaining to the adjustment or reduction of pro-
duction and/or for the support and balance of the market for cattle and/or dairy products which may
be proffered by the Sccretary, pursuant to the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as amended. To execute
the agreements necessary to participate in such programs and necessary to share in the payments that
may be paid by thoe Secretary for performance thereof, and the producer agrees that the total or any
part thereof of the “benefit payment’’ for the cattle described in Table A hereof may be applied to and
deducted from any payments he may become entitled to under any such agreement or agreements.

It is understood that the Secretary may require signers of Emergency Cattle Agreements to agree to
special terms and conditions and to furnish special or additional information and evidence as a part of
any such general program or programs.

(3) Not to sell or assign, in whole or in part, this agreement or his right to or claim for the benefit
payment under this agreement, and not to execute any power of attorney to collect such payment or to
order that any such payment be made. Any such sale, assignment, order, or power of attorney shall be
null and void.

(4) To abide by and conform to regulations and administrative rulings relating to emergency cattle
agreements (which are and shall be a part of the terms of this agreement) heretofore or hereafter
prescribed by the Secretary.

(5) That he is signing this agreement in consideration of the total payments set forth in column-
4 and 6 of Table A, being made as set forth on lines A and B on the reverse hereof, and recognizes the
‘“benefit payment”’ as made in consideration of his participation in the reduction of production effected
by this agreement.

REPRESENTATION AND WARRANTIES
The producer represents:
(6) a. That he is operating the farm described herein,

b. That he has owned and has been in possession of cattle described in Table A since April 1, .
1934.

¢. That the subscribers hereto include all persons owning or having an interest or lien in and
to the cattle described in Table A.

d. That the subscribers hereto have good right to sell such cattle free and clear of all encum-
brances and that the producer will warrant and defend the same against lawful claims and
demands of all persons.

AGREEMENT BY LIENHOLDERS

(7) The subscribing lienholder(s), in consideration of the Secretary’s undertaking to make payment
of the “purchase payment ”’, which is set forth in column 6 of Tabiz A, jointly to the payee(s) designated
in line B, on the reverse hercof, and to the producer, and in consideration of the other agreements and
undertakings of the parties hereto, hereby release(s) and forever discharge(s) from all claims and liens now
or hereafter owned or held by the lienholder(s) the cattle described in Table A and agree(s) to apply
to any indebtedness sccured by any such lien or claim any and all amounts received by the lienholder(s)
from payments under this agreement and to execute and acknowledge such documentary evidence
thereof as may be requested by the other parties hereto, and hereby waive(s) any claim to the amounts
set forth in column 4 of Table A which are to be paid solely to the producer hereunder and agree(s) not
to bring, or have brought, suit or proceedings to have such sums applied to any claims or debt and
agree(s) to permit the producer to perform this agreement.

PERFORMANCE BY SECRETARY
The Secretary agrees that—

(8) @. In all cases the total amount entered in column 4 of Table A shall be paid to the producer
and, in the event there are no subscribing lienholders, the total amount entered in column
6 of Table A shall also be paid to the producer.

b. 1f line B on the reverse hereof contains the name or names of a person or persons other than
the producer, the check in payment of the amount entered in column 6 of Table A shall
be drawn jointly to the order of the producer and such person or persons.

¢. If there is no designated payee in line B on the reverse hereof, the total amount entered in
column 6 of Table A shall be paid jointly to the producer and the subscribing lienholders,
if any.

Any intentional misrcpresentation of fact in this i i
Digitized for FRASER y p i coné:’a}lcl:jﬂlllclzgeprosecuted under the provision of the United States
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Form No. Cattle 3
U.8 DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
Drought Relief Service

APPRAISER’S RECORD
. EMERGENCY CATTLE PURCHASE

Propucer’s NaMe Dare
(Print name and address)

PRODUCER’8 ADDRESS

16—2253 (R R No) (Box No ) (Post office) (State)
1 2 T :_27 ’ 4 T 5 8 7
BENEFIT PAYMENTS PURCHASE PAYMENTS
Wy  cmssmoamon | N, | PRESD ANRPESORIP | LR pRon IR
Ll{):fn AMOUNT Ifffn AMOUNT
1 (2 yeSI:T;SIIanver) s s 8 $
2 | Condemned. - -
3 | Accepted for use 1
4 | Accepted for use |
5 | Accepted for use
6 | Accepted for use
7 | Accepted for use
8 | Accepted for use.
9 | Accepted for use
. Accepted for use
11 | Accepted for use
YEARLINGS
12 (1 to 2 years)
13 | Condemned.
14 | Accepted for use L
16 | Accepted foruse .| __ .
16 | Acecepted for use
17 | Accepted for use . l__ ‘
18 | Accepted for use ‘_
19 | Accepted for use -
20| (Under136a0
21 { Condemned
22 | Accepted for use
23 | Accepted for use
24 | Accepted for use
25 | Accepted for use
‘ Accepted for use.eeeo oo e e b e
ToraL X X X X X X X]|]x x x xx X
* ABBREVIATIONS
e o 2 oo R,
Digitized for FRASER C;‘-':Gh::::v'h Sh—hertuorn ‘__:‘ W White
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PRODUCER’S CERTIFICATE

T REREBY AFFIRM that the table on the reverse hereof is correct. Being familiar with the Emergency Cattle Agreement I agree to
sign the said Agreement based on the numbers of cattle and the amounts listed in said table.

(Signature of Producer)

APPRAISER’S CERTIFICATE

I BEREBY CERTIFY that the cattle listed on the reverse hereof were appraised by me on this date.

Appraisal Officer.

DIRECTIONS

(1) Columnps 4 and 5 are for the sole purpose of identifying the animals. Abbreviations ag listed at bottom of page 1 are; suggested.
Accepted animals must be ear-tagged and the ear-tag numbers listed at the bottom of page 2.
(2) Use special care in recording purchase payment per head, column 7.

INVENTORY OF CATTLE ON HAND

CaTTLE DI8POSAL EMERGENCY
AGREEMENT
CLASSIFICATION—INVENTORY JUNE 1, 1934 R"I‘FIAN:: o

Condemned’ Accepted

Cows and Hcifers 2 years old and over

Steers 2 years old and over.

Bulls 2 years old and over.

Heifers 1 year old and under 2

Steers 1 year old and under 2

Bulls 1 year old and under 2

Calves under one year of age.. S O U I

ToraL -

LIST OF TAG NUMBERS

B.5. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1934 16-—2255
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Cattle § Issued June 1984

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

DROUGHT RELIEF SERVICE

INSTRUCTIONS FOR FILLING IN APPRAISER’S RECORD
EMERGENCY CATTLE PURCHASE

(1) Appraiser’'s Record must be filled in on the farm, in duplicate—original to
county director’s office to be forwarded as directed and duplicate to
producer.

(2) Print producer’s name and address legibly.

(8) Do not make any entries in column 2 which is solely to facilitate classifica-
tion according to price per head (see column 7) of the cattle purchased.
Hnter on one line all animals appraised at the same price per head.

(4) In column 4, enter breed and description of animals purchased. Use
general description such as * S8horthorns, 3R 1 W.” Use abbreviations
listed at the foot of the table.

(5) In column B8, enter identification marks and brand, if any. Use abbre-
viations listed at the foot of the table. Some counties may desire to
use earmarks, paint marks, etc., in appraisal. The sole purpose of
columns 4 and § is to identify the animals.

(6) In column 6, per head, enter the benefit payment per head for animals
purchased, according to the schedule of payments given in Administra-
tive Ruling No. 1, as follows:

Cattle over 2 years old 36
Cattle from 1 to 2 years old 5
Cattle under 1 year old -— 3

{6a) In column 6, amount, enter the total amount of benefit payment, i.c., the
benefit payment per head multiplied by the number of head at the same
appraisal price.

(7) In column 7, per head, enter the purchase payment per head for animals
purchased, according to the schedule of payments given in Administrative
Ruling No. 1, as follows:

Purchase
payment
Cattle over 2 years old $6-$14
Cattle from 1 to 2 years old____ 5 10
Cattle under 1 year old - - b

(7a) In column 7, amount, enter the total amount of the purchase payment,
i.e., the purchase payment per head muitiplied by the number of head
appraised at that price. No amount shall be entered in fractions of
dollars.

(8) Total the columns, giving number head, column 3, and amounts of payments
involved, columns 6 and 7.

(9) On the reverse side of the Appraiser’s Record fill in table headed Inven-
tory of Cattle on Hand. Obtain complete inventory of numbers of
cattle in each class.

(10) Ear Tag, and list Ear Tag Numbers of all cattle accepted for use or
condemned, in table headed List of Tag Numbers, on the reverse side of
the Appraiser’s Record. Where paint marks, earmarks, or brands are
used instead of ear tags, the marks used shall be inserted in column 5 of
the Appraiser’s Record as stated above.

66038°—84
¥. 5 SOVERNNZNT PRIKTING OPPICE: 1304
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Cattle § Issued June 1934

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

DROUGHT RELIEF SERVICE

DIRECTIONS FOR FILLING IN EMERGENCY CATTLE
AGREEMENT

1. Print the name or names of the producer on line “A’" at the top of page 1,
and the name or names of lienholder or payee on line “ B.” These names
should correspond with the signatures to the contraect, which should be
the names used by the parties in signing legal documents such as notes
or deeds.

2 If the farm is operated by a partnership, the parinership name should be
entered on line “A” for producer’s name, followed by the words: “a
partnership of ” and the names of the individuals composing the partner-
ship, such as: “Brown and Co. a partnership of John Brown and
Richard White.” If the farm is operated by a corporation, the State
of incorporation should fellow its name, such as: “ White and Co., an Iowa

(@) Where the lienholder is a partnership or corporation, like information
should be supplied.

3. Be sure to give complete post-office address of the producer.

4. In describing the farm covered by the contract:

(a) In the space, “farm known as _____...... —_", insert the name by which
the farm is commonly known in the community, such as “ Twin
Oaks”, *“The Old Clark Farm”, etc.

(%) The miles and directions from town shounld be given with reference
te the msual roads used in reaching the farm, such as, “two
miles north and one mile east”.

(o) The commonly used name of the road on which the farm is located,
such as ‘“Fulton Gravel”, should be given. If the road has no
well-known name, give the official number of the highway such
as “U 8 40 or “County 3 M.”

(e) Fill in the county in which the cattle are herded (the location of
cattle), If the land covered by a contract is in two counties, it
should be included in the county in which the farmstead is located.

8 Bureau of Animal Industry inspector fills in Table A.

8. See that every written word and figure is entirely legible and all necessary
blanks are filled in to avoid necessity of having agreement returned to
county for additional information or for corrections.

7. Whenever possible voucher and agreement shall be completely filled out
and signed upon the farm—use indelible pencil, carbons must be true copies
of the original, and all copies must be made at the same time.

8 The original and the first carbon are marked to be forwarded to the field
office of the comptroller, Agricultural Adjustment Administration, as may
be directed. The second carbon is to be delivered to the producer signing
the agreement and the third carbon copy to the lienholder, if any.

€6039°—34
0. 3. GOVERNMENT BRINTING OFFICE: 1934

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



Cattle 7 Issued June 193¢

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
DROUGHT RELIEF SERVICE

ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 1—EMERGENCY CATTLE
AGREEMENT

SCHEDULE OF PAYMENTS

1. Benefit payment—The amounts per head to be entered in
column 3 of table A, “ benetit payment 7. shall be as follows:

Cattle 2 years old and over—____________ . ___________.____ $6. 00
Cattle from 1 to 2 years old_____________________________ 5. 00
Cuttle under 1 year old_____ . __________________________ 3.00

The above schedule of benefit payvments applies to both accepted
and condemned animals.

2. Purchase payment—The amounts per head to be entered in
column 5 of table A, “purchase payment”, shall conform to the
following schedule:

Cattle 2 years old and over_._____ . ___ _- S-%14
Catile from 1 to 2 years okl - 10
1- 5

Cattle under 1 year oldo___________ . _____ _______________ e

No amount shall be entered in fractions of dollars.

The purchase payment for condemned animals in all cases shall be
the minimum purchase payment in their respective class.

Cattle of the same classification, and for which the same “ pur-
chase payment ” per head is to be made, may be included in one line
of table A ; separate lines shall be used for cattle of the same classi-
fication but for which different “ purchase payments ” per head are to
be entered.

The amounts due as “ benefit payment ” are payable to the pro-
ducer and are not in payment for cattle and are not to be regarded
as subject to liens on such cattle,

Approved June 1, 1934.

. 7
Administrator.
Approved June 1, 1934.

N awwa\c&.

Secretary.
66040°—34
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Cattle 8
H.S.&EPARTAIXIENT OF AgRICULTURE
GRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION .
Drought Relief Service Issued June 1934.

CERTIFICATE OF AND RECEIPT TO INSPECTOR OF THE BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY
FOR CATTLE PURCHASED UNDER EMERGENCY AGREEMENT AND DELIVERED TO
REPRESENTATIVE, FEDERAL SURPLUS RELIEF CORPORATION

I cerTiFy that the cattle enumerated and classified below, other than condemned animals, listed in

table A of Public Voucher and Emergency Cattle Agreement No. *___ executed

___________________________________________ Township, .......______.___...._______________ County, State of -

have been delivered to the agent of the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation.
' Number Identification

Cattle (2 years old and over)

Yearlings (1 to 2 years)

Calves (under 1 year)

ToTAaL

(Signature) ____..

I n:s-pector, B.A.I

Receipt is acknowledged for the cattle described above.

Agent, Federal Surplus Relief Corporalion.

INSTRUCTIONS

This receipt is to be made out in quintuplicate (original and four copies).

Original copy to be forwarded by B.A.L inspector to Drought Relief Service, Agricultural Adjustment
Administration, Washington, D.C.

First carbon copy to be retained by B.A.IL inspector for his files.

The other three copies to go to representative of Federal Surplus Relief Corporation.

* Not to be filled in by B.A.IL inspector.

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1938  16—2350
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Cattle 9 Issued June 1934.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
DROUGHT RELIEF SERVICE

SUGGESTIONS FOR COUNTY DIRECTORS, AGRICULTURAL
DROUGHT RELIEF SERVICE

1. County director to select a temporary county drought com-
mittee of 3 to 5 members.

2. Hold meeting of temporary county drought committee:

(a) To develop and discuss county plans for the purchase and
disposal of drought area cattle to be purchased under Emer-
gency Cattle Agreements.

(bg To select township committee of 1 to 3 men per township
or community according to needs. To save time, it is suggested
that many of the experienced Agricultural Adjustment Admin-
istration commodity committeemen be used.

8. Hold county conference of all county and township committee-
men and inspectors. It is suggested that State supervisors of county
agents and subject matter specialists assist in holding county
meetings.

(@) To review plan and procedure.

(b) To study Emergency Cattle Agreement, Appraiser’s
Record, and other forms to be used.

(¢) Arrange schedule of dates for appraisal group to visit
townships or communities, giving preference to townships or
communities most severely affected by drought.

(d) Expedite arrangements for obtaining record of liens on
cattle involved in the Emergency Cattle Agreement and obtain
lienholders’ signatures to a release or to the Emergency Cattle
Agreement.

4, Arrange series of township or community meetings to be con-
ducted by township or community committeemen at which detailed
explanation of cattle purchase plan, Emergency Cattle Agreement,
and Appraiser’s Record will be given.

(af It should be pointed out at this meeting that appraisers
should give careful consideration to placing prices on animals
according to their relative value so that animals of comparable
grade and breeding on different farms will be appraised on a
comparable basis. These prices range upward from the
minimum rate.

5. In some counties it may be desirable, as a preliminary step
in organization, to hold one or more general county meetings of
drought-stricken farmers, business men, lienholders, and inspectors:

(a) To explain drought relief service plans, Emergency
Cattle Agreement, Federal and State plans for the purchase,
care, and disposal of drought-area cattle.

(b) To select a county agricultural drought relief service
committee.

66452—34
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6. The township or community committee will designate one or
two of their number as an appraisal committee, and one member to
arrange the itinerary of the appraisal committee and inspector of
the Bureau of Animal Industry.

(a) The appraisal committee will accompany the inspector
on his visits to all farms. The reason for this is to prevent dis-
putes and time-consuming adjustments which would result if
time elapsed between the visit of the appraisal committee and
the visit of inspector in which the condition of appraised
animals might change.

() The Appraiser’s Record in all cases must be completed
on the farm.

(¢) The community committee should endeavor to secure rep-
resentation of lienholders at the time the appraisal is made,
so that the entire transaction can be closed at that time and the
program expedited. In cases of absentee lienholders, their
power of attorney or releases should be secured in advance of the
appraisal.

7. The Bureau of Animal Industry inspector, appraisal committee,
and the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation agent will visit farms
together.

(2) The Federal Surplus Relief Corporation Agents will take
charge of the animals accepted for food or for shipment.

(5) The Bureau of Animal Industry inspector will classify
all animals, designating those that are to be condemned. At
the request of the representative of the Federal Surplus Relief
Corporation the Bureau of Animal Industry inspector will
recommend which of the animals delivered to the Federal Sur-
plus Relief Corporation are most useful for subsistence stock.

(¢) The Bureau of Animal Industry inspector will supervise
the slaughter and disposal of condemned animals.

(d) Producers may salvage for use on their farms parts of
condemned carcasses, subject to regulations of Bureau of Ani-
mal Industry inspectors.

(e¢) Follow instructions in filling out Emergency Cattle
Agreement and Appraiser’s Record.

U.%. GOYERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1834
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Cattls 10
Issued July 12, 1934

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

DROUGHT RELIEF SERVICE

ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 2—~EMERGENCY CATTLE
AGREEMENT

The Emergency Cattle Agreement is hereby amended by inserting
the words “ prior to June 1, 1936,” after “ proffered ” in line 3 of
paragraph 2.

Approved June 30, 1934,

ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 3—EMERGENCY CATTLE
AGREEMENT

In cases where a producer has voluntarily abandoned cattle cov-
ered by a mortgage and abandoned farming operations and moved
from the farm upon which such cattle were kept, the owner of the
lien on such cattle coming into possession thereof after April 1, 1934,
because of such abandonment may, for the purposes of the Emergency
Cattle Agreement, sign the agreement as “ producer ” and upon
approval of the Secretary or his authorized agent the “ purchase
payment ” may be paid for such cattle. Such contract must be
accompanied by evidence of abandonment, including statements
signed by at least two disinterested parties and the owner of such
lien. Such claim of abandonment shall be reviewed and investigated
by the County Drought Relief Service Committee who, if such
abandonment 1s established, shall attach to the contract a certificate
by them that they have investigated the claim of abandonment of
such cattle and farm and that such claim is true. There shall be
written boldly across Section 6 (b) of said contract the following:
“ Cattle voluntarily abandoned as per attached claim ”, and there
shall be written boldly across Column 4 of Table A the word “ none.”
In no event shall any *benefit payment” be made under such

contract.
M‘:q
« ¢ .

Approved July 10, 1934,
Administrator.

H O. ww«c&

Secretary.
T3224°—34 U.'S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1984
Digitized for FRASER
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Cattle 11 Issued October 31, 1934

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
DROUGHT RELIEF SERVICE

ADMINISTRATIVE RULINGS NOS. 4 AND 5—EMERGENCY
CATTLE AGREEMENT

ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 4

Cattle eligible for purchase under the Emergency Cattle Agree-
ment must have been owned and in possession of the producer in the
United States since April 1, 1934.

Approved August 28, 1934.

XN Ou v ol ha e

Secretary.

ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 5

In order that the Emergency Cattle Agreement may be employed
in the purchase of livestock from Indians under the jurisdiction of
a superintendent, the following ruling is made:

Those Indians who are under the jurisdiction of a superintendent
may appoint such superintendent to execute the Emergency Cattle
Agreement and may also appoint such superintendent to receive pay-
ment on their behalf. Payment'may be made in one check to a super-
intendent so appointed for any number of the payments due to all or
any part of the Indians appointing him. It is understood that an
Indian, in authorizing the signinggof the Agreement, intends to rep-
resent by paragraph 6(a) that where he is living in a reservation
he is participating in the activities of such reservation, and in au-
thorizing the signing of paragraph 6(b) represents that he has such
ownership and possession in the livestock as the laws of the United
States governing Indians may permit him to have. It is also under-
stood that in paragraph 6(d) the Indian does not represent that his
right to sell such amimals may not be limited by the laws of the
United States. However, when the superintendent signs the Agree-
ment it is understood that such superintendent represents that all
right, title, and interest to such animals, as are contracted for under
the Agreement, will be conveyed to the Secretary of Agriculture act-
ing on behalf of the United States.

Approved October 26, 1934,

. Acting Secretary.
94432°— 34
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Cattle 12 Issued January 7, 1935

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D. C.

ADMINISTRATIVE RULINGS NOS. 6 AND 7—EMERGENCY
CATTLE AGREEMENT

ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 6

Wherever it shall be found that junior lienholders refuse to take
cognizance of and/or grant to the senior lienholders the rights due
the latter under the terms of the Public Voucher and Emergency
Cattle Agreement, such Voucher and Agreement shall be executed
as follows: There shall be attached to said Emergency Cattle Agree-
ment the following rider, subscribed to by all the lienholders neces-
sary to make the representations contained therein truthful, and the
producer:

Rmer I 1o PusLic VoucHER axD EMERGENCY CATTLE AGREEMENT

Pursuant to Administrative Ruling No. 6, issued by the Secretary
of Agriculture of the United States in reference to the Public
Voucher and Emergency Cattle Agreement the following is sub-
scribed to by the undersigned :

The subscribing lienholder (s) hereto represent and warrant that
he (they) is(are) the owner(s) of the senior lien(s) on the animals
described in Table A of the Public Voucher and Emergency Cattle
Agreement to which this is attached, and which this rider is made a
part of by this reference. and that the lien(s) of such subscribing lien-
holder(s) exceed(s) the market value of said animals and exceed (s)
the total of the amounts to be paid by the Secretary of Agriculture,
pursuant to the provisions of the Public Voucher and Emergency Cat-
tle Agreement, of which this is a part, and that there are no other
lienholders or claimants entitled to share in said amounts or who have
any equity of value in or to said cattle. It is understood that this
rider in no way varies the provisions of the Public Voucher and
Emergency Cattle Agreement of which this is a part except insofar
as provisions 6(c) and 6(d) thereof are modified hereby.

I(we) hereby subscribe to this rider:

Witness e e (T 8.) e

(Lienor’s signature) Date

The subseribing producer agrees to the modification subscribed to
in this rider by the lienholder(s) signing above and represents and
warrants that the representations contained therein are true and fur-
thermore consents to having the Public Voucher and Emergency
Cattle Agreement, of which this is a part, executed without the
waivers of lienholders other than those signing this rider.

106006°—35
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It is understood that this rider in no way varies the provisions of
the Public Voucher and Emergency Cattle Agreement of which this
is a part except insofar as provisions 6 (c) and 6 (d) thereof are
modified hereby.

I (we) hereby subscribe to this rider:

Witness_ . e (L 8) e

(Producer’s signature) (Date)

Whenever the above rider shall be duly execnted the provisions in
paragraphs 6 (c¢) and 6 (d) of the Public Vouclier and Emergency
Cattle Agreement shall be deemed modified thereby and payment
shall be made pursuant to the provisions of the Public Voucher and
Emergency Cattle Agreement as though the lienholders subscribing
to the rider were all the lienholders required to sign the original
unmodified Public Voucher and Emergency Cattle Agreement. The
execution of the above rider shall not be deemed to dispense with the
necessity of executing the Public Voucher and Emergency Cattle

Agreement.
Approved December 24, 1934,

Secretary.

ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 7

Whereas, under the laws of the State of New Mexico there has been
created a Cattle Sanitary Board to deal with estrays. and since such
Board has the power to sell such estrays when their owners have not
claimed them after publication of notice, it is proposed that such
Cattle Sanitary Board be empowered to sell cattle under the terms
of the Emergency Cattle Agreement :

Now, therefore, it is hereby ordered:

1. That whenever said Cattle Sanitary Beard signs the Emergency
Cattle Agreement it shall not be deemed 1o make the representations
appearing in provisions 6 (a), 6 (b), and 6 (¢) of said Agreement;

2. That paragraph 3 of the Agreement shall not be deemed to bar
sald Board from paving all or any of the proceeds of any checks
received pursuant to the Emergency Cattle Agreement to the original
owners of the estrays in accordance with the laws of the State of
New Mexico; )

3. That suid Board shall only be obligated to fulfill the provisions
of paragraph 2 of the Emergeney Cattle Agreement insofar as they
are applicable to the functions of the Board; and :

4. That both the benefit payment and the purchase payment pro-
\éideddfor in the Emergency Cattle Agreement shall be made to said:

oard.

Approved December 27, 1934,

N O ol Race

Secretary.

U.5 GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 153% )
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGR'CULTURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
DROUGHT RELIEF SERVICE

ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO, 8 EMERGENCY CATTLE AGREEMENT

In any case where a State Drought Director determines that
& person listed as a lienholder in s Public Voucher and Hemrgency
Cattle Agreement, was not in fact a llenholder with respsot to
the oattle covered by such agreememt at the time of its exeeution,
the following procedure shall he followed:

(1) The Director shall cause an additional Public Voucher
and Emergensy Cattle Agreemenmt to be executed for only
the amount of the purchase payment set forth in the
original agreements;

(2) Such additionsl Agreement shall be executed by and made
payable to the producer and such persons who were in
faot lienholders with respect to the cattle imvolved at
the time the original Agreement wes executed}

(8) The Director shall attach to the additional Agreement
a seperate paper in which he shall certify that the
person listed as a liemholder in the original Agreement,
and whose neme is excluded from the additional Agreement,
was not in faot a lienholder with respest to the cattle
involved at the time the original Agreement was exeouted.

(4) Upon submission of such additional Agreement, properly
exeouted, and such certificate by the Directer,
of the purchase price shall be made in sccordance with
the provisions of ths additional Agreement, and the
original Agreement shall he deemed to have been super-
seded with respect to the purchase paymemt provided
for therein,

Approved:  Maroh 13, 1938

H. A, WALLACE,
Seoretary,
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APPENDIX D

IXHIBIT 2, - Emergency Livestock Agreement-—-
Sheep and Goats
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D.O. Voucher No. . comemeieeeo

Form Sheep 1
T.8. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

AGRICULTURAL ADIUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION This copy to be forwarded to Field Office of the Audit Voucher No. ..o ooeee-
ROUGHT RELIEF SERVICE i
Approved by Comptroller General, U.S., Comptroller A.A.A., as directed o

August 8, 1934 - Appropriation ..o

PUBLIC VOUCHER AND EMERGENCY LIVESTOCK AGREEMENT

READ REVERSE SIDE BEFORE SIGNING

(Voucher prepared.

Paid by—

The UxniTeD STATES, Dr., To—

D0 A oo et mm ,
. (Producer)
hereinafter referred to as the ‘‘producer.”
08 B oo e e ,

hereinafter referred to as the “desigi:mted payee”’, and the producer, jointly.

(For use of paying office)

(The producer to receive total of column 6 of table 1, below; designated payee and the producer jointly
to receive tne total of column 8 of table 1, below; if there is no designated payee, the total of column 8 of
table 1, below, will be paid jointly to the producer and the subscribing lienholders, if any.)

Producer’s post-office addIess oo e m e ooz mmm e emam e

(R.F.D. No.) (Box No.) (Post office) (State)
Producer operates ranch or farm known as ... , situated __.______..._.. S ——
(Miles and direction)
from ... DO e road, in . Township,
(Town)
| 1 S County, State of s
TABLE 1
|
SERVICE AND DIS- SE PAY-
Nowsgs || Numser [ oo POSITION PAY.| FPURCHASE FAY
Hesp Forll, HEAD | Nyuxazs | MENT For AUDIT
CLASSI_FICATION UsE NOT FoR| OF HEAD Ut Onos
(Coiumn 1) (Column USE (Column Per H | .
2) (Column 4) PER HEAD| 4\ 0rn ER HEAD, ) yount
9 (Cotmn | (Colamn 6y | (U™ | (Column 8)
Sheep (ewes). ... U R S S $o . S
Angora goats (female) . e e
T OTAL oo e e e e $.. S SO
- ' (Do not use this space)
Certificate of Receipt I Differences. .o S LU
I CERTIFY that the animals described in table 1, after proper classi- I
fication and due inspection, have been received and acvepted for and in . ................................... [NV SRR ARSI SNSRI PRI
behalf of the Secretary of Agriculture or disposed of as directed; that
they were procured under the agreement, herein, and that the amounts || e - I
charged are just and reasomable and in accordance with the agreement. || — e
Account verified; correct for (total columns
M
6 and 8)___ :
Authorized Agent, Agricultural Adjust ¢ Administration. . I,
Auditor’s initials . e

Producer’s Certificate and Signature

I hereby subscribe to the agreement printed on both sides hereof and certify that the amounts stated in table 1 are
correct and just and that payment therefor has not been received.
Witness

[Lsl] , 1934.

(Date)

Witness

(Producer’s signature)

Lienholder’s Certificate and Signature

I hereby subscribe to the agreement printed on both sides hereof and certify that the amounts stated in column 8
of table 1 are correct and just and that payment thereof has not been received. I hereby recognize the person or persons
named in line B as the designated payee(s).

(Date)

Witness , 1934,

(Lienholder’s signature)

Witness ___. , 1934,

(Lienholder’s signature)

Comptroller’s Certificate
I cerTiFy that this account has been audited and found to be
correct, and it is hereby certified and approved for payment in the
amount of §

By authority of the Secretary of Agriculture.
JOHN B. PAYNE,

ACCEPTANCE AGREEMENT
In mnleemhm% of, and reliance upon the cartificates and representations herein this

agr is p

HENRY A. WALLACE, Seeretary of Agricultuse.
For and in behalf of the United States.
Repreaentative of the Secretary of Agriculture,

Comptroller. By
Representative of the Secretary of Agriculture.
Date By :
Acting Comptroller. Date
Paid by check No. , dated , in favor of , drawn on the Treasurer of the United States.
Paid by check No. , dated , in favor of , drawn on the Treasurer of the United States.

33008
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EMERGENCY LIVESTOCK AGREEMENT
PERFORMANCE BY PRODUCER

1. The producer hereby sells and conveys the livestock described in table 1 to the Secretary of Agriculture (herein
referred to as the ‘“Secretary’).

2. The producer agrees:

(@) To assemble and deliver such animals to an agent of the Secretary authorized to accept delivery thereof in
the manner and at such times and places as may be designated by such agent and to dispose of any such
animals in such manner as may be directed by an authorized agent of the Secretary.

() To warrant and defend such animals against lawful claims and demands of all persons.

(¢) Not to sell or assign, in whole or in part, this agreement or his right to or claim for the payment entered in
column 6 of table 1, and not to execute any power of attorney to collect such payment or to order that
any such payment be made. Any such sale, assignment, order, or power of attorney shall be null and void.

(@) To abide by and conform to regulations and administrative rulings relating to emergency livestock agree-
ments (which are and shall be a part of the terms of this agreement) heretofore and hereafter prescribed
by the Secretary. :

REPRESENTATIONS AND WARRANTIES
3. The producer represents:

(@) That he is operating the ranch or farm described on the reverse hereof.

(5) That he has owned and been in possession of the livestock described in table 1 since April 1, 1934,

(¢) That he has the right to sell such animals.

(d) That (1) the subscribers hereto include all persons owning or having an interest or lien in and to the
animals deseribed in table 1, or (2) that the subscribing lienholder(s) are the owners of the senior lien(s)
on the animals described in table 1 and that the lien(s) of such subscribing lienholder(s) exceed(s) the
market value of said animals and exceed(s) the total of the amounts to be paid by the Secretary here-
under, respectively, and that there are no other lienholders or claimants entitled to share in said amount,
or having any equity of value in and to said animals,

AGREEMENT BY LIENHOLDERS

4. The subscribing lienholder(s) in consideration of the Secretary’s undertaking to make payment of the amounts set
forth in column 8 of table 1 jointly to the payee(s) designated in line B of this agreement and the producer, and in
consideration of the other agreements and undertakings of the parties hereto, hereby agree(s) to apply to any
indebtedness secured by any such lien or claims now or hereafter owned or held by said lienholder(s) in and to the
animals described in table 1, any and all amounts received by said lienholder(s) from payments under this agree-
ment, and said lienholder(s) hereby waive(s) any claim to the amounts set forth in column 6 of table 1 which are
to be paid solely to the producer, hereunder, and agree(s) not to bring or have brought any suit or proceedings to
have the amounts entered in column 6 of table 1 applied to any claim or debt and agree(s) to permit the producer
to perform this agreement, and said subscribing lienﬁolder(s) acknowledge(s) that the amount entered in column 8
of table 1 represents at least the fair market value of said animals.

PERFORMANCE BY THE SECRETARY
5. The Secretary agrees:

(@) To pay to the producer the total of the amount entered in column 6 of table 1.

() To pay to the producer and the payee, if any, designated in line B hereof jointly the total amount entered
in column 8 of table 1; in the event no payee is designated in line B hereot, the total of the amounts
entered in column 8 of table 1 shall be paid to the producer unless there are subscribing lienholders, in
lvivﬁﬁhlsvent the total of column 8 of table 1 shall be paid jointly to the producer and the subscribing

enholders.

COVENANT BY PRODUCER AND LIENHOLDER(S)

6. Without in any way limiting or modifying any other right or remedy of the Secretary, the producer and subscribing’
lienholder(s), if any, severally agree to pay to the Secretary, to the extent of the sums actually received by them
as payments hereunder, any sums that the United States or any agency or agent thereof may be required by any
court of competent jurisdiction to pay, or which the Comptroller General of the United States determines should
be paid, to any person not a party to this agreement on account of any claim or lien in and to said animals
described in table 1 and hereby severally waive any statutory exemption including any homestead exemption
granted under any State law. It is understood that the Secretary is subrogated to all rights of the subscribing
Iienholder(s) with respect to the animals purchased under this agreement.

Any intentional misrepresentations of fact in this agreement will be prosecuted under the provisions of the United States Criminal Code,

U.8.COYERNMEAT PRINYING OFFIGE: 1934 16—2608
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Form Sheep 2
UNTTED 874728 DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURER
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
Drought Relie! Service

APPLICATION AND LISTING OF SHEEP AND GOATS FOR SALE

(Read instructions before filling in)

(Name of owner or firm) (Post office) (Telephone No.)

(Manager, etc.) (County) (Btate)

(Location at time of delivery)

Date you desire to sell and deliver ____.____.__________________________ Date of application

(8hipping or loading point) - (Miles to shipping point from location at delivery_ _tfmo)

INVENTORY OF SHEEP AND GoATs oN HaAND aAND THOSE LISTED FOR SALE:

SHEEP
TOTAL ON HAND NUMBEE T0 BE SOLD

. Ewes, 1 year old and over__.______.__ ... ot e -
. Rams (bucks) of all ages_____________ XXXXXXX
. Wethers (muttons) 1 year old and over.... ... - XXXXXXX
. 1934 ewe and wether lambs on hand at this time (include any

lambs born in November and December 1933)__._______ - XXXXXXX
. Total of all sheep and lambs listed above._.
. 1934 ewe lambs that will be kept for replacement purposes XXXXXXX
. How many of the ewes listed for sale will be fit for food and

T-1 177 03 4 0= 11 XXX XXXX  ocmocimameee

GOATS (Angora)

. Does, 1 yearold andover____________________________..
. Billys (bucks) all ages__________.__ ... XXXXXXX
. Chevons (wethers) 1 year old and over...______ . . XXXXXXX

. 1934 kids on hand at this time _________________ o . o

. Total all goats and kids listed above _______ e e

. 1934 nanny kids to be held for replacement _._..______________________ ... ...

Instructions

This a%lication and inventory to be completed by owner or manager and delivered to the County Agent

or County .
List all sheep and goats in your holdings, by classes, as noted above. If several outfits are operated in

irector.

different places, list each on separate sheets.

U.S. GOVERNNENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1934  16—2610
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Form Sheep 3
U.8. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

INVENTORY AND CLASSIFICATION RECORD

(READ INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE)

EMERGENCY LIVESTOCK AGREEMENT
(Sheep and Goats)

Drought Relie! Service

(R.R. No.) (Box No.) {Post office)
T T T Countyy T (State) )
FOR SALE TO GOVERNMENT
R NE F U
ItEM NoO. CLASSIFICATION B oY O UsE Not OR Tsx Totas Sorp
Oflered Delivered
Column 1 Column 2 Column 8 Column 4 Column & Column 6 Column 7
SHEEP Number Number Number Number Number
1 | Ewes6yearsandover. . . | e
2| Ewes2to5years e
3| Yearling ewes....ocooooooeoo e S IS,
4 | Alllambs (including ewe lambs
for breeding)....___.__________| . XXX X X X XXX XXX
5 | Ewe lambs to be kept for
breeding. ... .. X XX XXX XXX XXX
6 | All othersheep ... ____...___.._ I O XXX X XX XXX XXX
7 OO O] OO OO0 AN E IO U,
GOATS
1| Does6yearsand over-.....____.\ ...\
2 Does2tobyears ..
3 | Yearling does... . S U AU ISR SO UN R A
4 | All kids (including doe kids for
breeding).. ...} XXX XXX X XX XXX
5 | Doe kids to be kept for breed-
11 oY U ISR X X X X XX XXX X X X
6 | All other goats_.___.....___.______| ... XXX X XX XXX X XX
A USRS SR SO SO ITE KOS IO

PRODUCER’S CERTIFICATE

I hereby affirm that this table is correct. Being familiar with the Emergency Livestock Agreement, I
agree to sign the agreement based on the numbers of sheep and/or goats listed herein, provided, however,
payment shall be made only for animals delivered or disposed of in accordance with such agreement.

(Bignature of producer)

CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORIZED AGENT, AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
I certify that the sheep and/or goats listed in this table were properly classified by me on this date.

16—3645

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis

Authorized Agent,
Agricultural Adjustment Administration.



Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/

INSTRUCTIONS

(1) Four copies of the inventory and classification record shall be filled in on the
ranch or farm (EXCEPT column 5 and column 7).
One copy to be retained by the producer.
Original and two copies to be turned in to the County Drought Relief Director,
whowill forward original and one copy to the Commodities Purchase Section,
Agricultural Adjustment Administration, Washington, D.C.

(2) Print producer’s name and address legibly.

(3) In eolumn 3 enter for each class the number of animals left on the ranch or farm
after sale of females over one year of age, both ‘for use’ and “not for use”’,
to the Government. (Note after “ewe lambs” and ““doe kids”, enter only
the number the producer indicates he intends to keep for breeding.)

(4) In column 4, after sheep items 1, 2, and 3, and/or after goat items 1, 2, and 3,
respectively, enter the number of the animals named in the item that are to be
taken ‘‘for use.”

In column 6, enter the number of each item ‘“not for use.”” This number is to
be entered in the agreement in column 3.

(5) Columns 5 and 7 shall be filled in at the shipping point. In column 5 enter the
number “for use”’ delivered to shipping point by producer. In column 7,
enter for items 1, 2, and 3, for sheep or goats respectively, the sum of the
items in column 5 and column 6, which sum is the number for which the
producer will receive payment, and the number to be entered in the agreement.

THIS SPACE FOR USE OF COMMODITIES PURCHASE SECTION, WASHINGTON

Checked with

Receipt received from
Agent, F.S.R.C.

Checked with copy of
voucher upon which
payment was made.

(Enter in blank spaces initials of checker and notations of differences)

U.5. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1934 16—2648

Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis




Form sheox 4
U.B. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AOGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
DROUGH? RELIEF SERVICE

PROCEDURE FOR SHEEP AND ANGORA GOAT PURCHASES

1. In all cases priority in the purchase of animals shall be given to those areas which are in most
distressed condition on account of the drought. Purchases shall be made only from those producers
who have fully demonstrated to the satisfaction of the county director or his authorized representatives
that their feed supplies are not sufficient to maintain their animals, and that such inability is due entirel
to drought conditions. Purchases from individual Yroducers shall not be in excess of the number whic
it is necessary to remove in order to make reasonably certain that the remainder can be maintained.

2. The producer wishing to sell sheep or Angora goats shall make application to his coun”iy drought
director by filling out Form Sheep 2, showing his inventory and number to be offered for sale, The inven-
tory and classification record shall be filled in according to the printed instructions on the inventory sheet.

3. The producer shall assemble the sheep or Angora goats at the time and place designated by the
county director or his authorized agent.

4. The county director or other authorized agent of the Secretary of Agriculture, accompanied by
the producer or his agent, shall examine at the ranch or farm the sheep and Angora goats to be purchased
and classify those fit for use and those not fit for use.

5. All sheep or Angora goats eligible for purchase'shall be females at least 1 year old which have
been located in the United States since April 1, 1934, and which were acquired prior to that date by the
producer offering them for sale.

6. In the case of mortgaged animals or where there is a joint interest in the animals, the producer
shall arrange for all ienholders and the landlords, if any, interested in the sheep or Angora goats, to be
present at the time of inspection and classification, or shall have procured the signature of the lien-
holders and the landlords, if any, to the voucher and emergency livestock agreement.

7. Sheep and Angora goats shall be classified as fit for use if they are in condition to trail to the
designated shipping point, withstand shipment to point of slaughter, carry sufficient flesh, and be other-
wise suitable for slaughter for food or for redistribution for other relief purposes.

8. Sheep and Angora goats purchased which do not meet the requirements specified in paragraph 7
shall be considered as unfit for use and shall be disposed of on the ranch or farm by slaughter under
supervision of the agent.

9. No freshly shorn sheep or Angora goats shall be purchased.

10. The ;i]roducer shall slaughter the sheep and Angora goats classified as unfit for use, and remove
and prepare the pelts and skins for shipment, observing reasonable care and precaution in performing
such Of)eratlons so that the pelts or skins will not be mutilated and will be suitable for the usual com-
mercial uses. Payments shall not be made unless pelts or skins are in reasonably satisfactory condition.
The producer shall also dispose of the carcasses of those animals classified as unfit for use according to
the instructions of the authorized agent of the Secretary of Agriculture,

11. The producer shall deliver the animals accepted for use and the pelts of the animals not fit for
use to a designated shipping point as instructed by the county director or authorized agent.

12. The authorized agent of the Secretary of Agriculture shall execute the voucher and the emer-
%‘ency livestock agreement upon delivery of the animals and/or pelts as provided for in paragraph 11.
he producer, county director, or their authorized agents shall be present at the time of delivery.

13. No payment will be made for those animals not alive at the time of classification. Payment will
not be made for animals until those accepted for use and the pelts of those unfit for use are delivered to
the authorized agent and the performance of the producer completed. In no case will payment be made
for pelts in excess of the number classified as unfit for use or for pelts showing evidence of having been
removed prior to the time of classification.

14. The following schedule of prices will be paid in accordance with Administrative Ruling No. 1:

SERvVICE AND DisprosI- PURCHASBE

TION PAYMENT PAYMENT
Ewes 1 year old and older__..._._...__ $1.00 $1.00
Female Angora goats 1 year old and older .70 .70

The money designated as “service and disposition payment” will be paid to the producer for the
delivery of the animals and pelts, and that called * purchase payment’ will be paid to the designated
p:grse and producer jointly. In cases where there are no lienholders, the total payments will go to the
producers.

15. Modifications in the above procedure shall be made only after appropriate administrative rulings
have been issued.

U. 5. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICK: 1934  10—3701
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Form Sheep 8 umber fes—5.
U.5. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE Number of copi

AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION Original to Commoditles Purchase Section, Agricultural

Drought Relief Service Adjustment Adminisiration, W ashingion, D.C.

First carbon copy to Authorized Agent, Agricultural Ad-

Justment Administration.

Three copies to Agent, Federal Surplus Relief Corporation.

RECEIPT FOR SHEEP AND/OR GOATS PURCHASED UNDER
EMERGENCY LIVESTOCK AGREEMENT

We hereby certify that the animals listed in column 2 of table 1 of the Emergency Livestock Agreement

(Form Sheep 1) executed by

_____________________________________________________________ , producer, whose post-office address

(Place of delivery)

Sheep (ewes 1 year old or more) - - - - - - - - -

Female Angora goats (1 year old or more) - - - - - -

ToraL - - - - - - - =« = =« - - -

Digitized for FRASER

Authorized Agent, Agriculiural Adjustment Administration. . Agent, Federal Surplus Relief Corporation.

U.S.GOYERMMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1934  16—2044
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Form Sheep 6
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT A DMINISTRATION
Dl?ulht Servico

DIRECTIONS TO BE USED IN FILLING IN EMERGENCY LIVESTOCK AGREEMENT

1. Voucher and agreement shall be filled in after delivery of sheep or goats for use (if any), and the dis-
posal of sheep or goats not for use.

2. Use indelible pencil or typeWﬁter in filling in the voucher. Carbons must be true copies of the original,
and all copies must be made at the same time.

3. The original and the first carbon are marked to be forwarded to the field office of the comptroller,
Agricultural Adjustment Administration, as may be directed. The second: carbon is to be delivered to the
producer signing the agreement and the third carbon copy to the lienholder, if any.

4. Print the name or names of the producer on line “A’" at the top of page 1, and the name or names of
designated payee(s) on line “B”. The producer’s name should correspond to his signature to the contract.
The name used by a party in signing legal documents such as notes or deeds should be used in signing the
agreement. See 5(a) concerning lienholders.

5. If the ranch or farm is operated by a partnership, the partnership name should be entered on line “A”
for producer’s name, followed by the words: “a partnership of” and the names of the individuals composing
the partnership, such as: ‘“Brown and Co., a partnership of John Brown and Richard White.” If the ranch
or farm is operated by a corporation, the State of incorporation should follow its name, such as: “ White and
Co., an Arizona Corp ™.

(@) Where the lienholder is a partnership or corporation, like information should be supplied along
with the signatures.

6. Be sure to give complete post-office address of the producer.

7. In describing the ranch or farm covered by the contract:

(@) In the space, “ranch or farm known as._.____________ ) . . insert

the name by which the ranch or farm is commonly known in the commumty, such as “Twin
Oaks”, “The Old Clark Farm ', etc.

() The miles and directions from town should be given with reference to the usual roads used in
reaching the ranch or farm, such as, “two miles north and one mile east.”

(¢) The commonly used name of the road on which the ranch or farm is located, such as ‘ Fulton
Gravel’’, should be given. If the road has no well known name, give the official number of
the highway such as “U S 40” or “County 3M.”

(d) Fill in the county in which the sheep or goats are herded. If the land covered by a contract is
in two counties, it should be included in the county in which the ranch or farm headquarters
is located.

8. Agent of the Agricultural Adjustment Administration fills in table 1.

9. See that every written word and figure is entirely legible and all necessary blanks are filled in to avoid
necessity of having agreement returned to county for additional information or for corrections.

10. No alterations may appear in the agreement without the initials of all parties to the agreement.

U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1934 16—2046
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Sheep 7 Issued August 1984
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION

ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 1-EMERGENCY
LIVESTOCK AGREEMENT

SCHEDULE OF PAYMENTS

1. Service and Disposition Payment.—The amounts per head to
be entered in column 5 of Table 1, “ Service and Disposition Pay-
ment ”, shall be as follows:

Ewes 1 year old and over $1.00
Female Angora Goats 1 year old and over_________________ (1]

2. Purchase Payment.—The amounts per head to be entered in
column 7 of Table 1, “ Purchase Payment”, shall be as follows:
Ewes 1 year old and over——________ . __ $1.00
Female Angoru Goats 1 year old und over— . ________ .70

The above schedule of Service and Disposition Payment and
Purchase Payment applies to both animals for use and those not for

use.
The amounts due as “ Service and Disposition Payment” are
payable solely to the producer named in the contract, and are not
to be regarded as subject to any lien.

Arrrovep: September 4, 1934

H Osww«gk

Secretary.
. ¥ l i
Administrator.

B. 8. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1934

84188°—34
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Shoep 8 Tusued October 31, 1934

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
DROUGHT RELIEF SERVICE

ADMINISTRATIVE RULINGS NOS. 2, 3, 4, AND 5—EMER-
GENCY LIVESTOCK AGREEMENT

ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 2

Neither shorn sheep, goats, nor pelts to be purchased or accepted,
ewcept in designated areas.—Paragraph 9 of ¢ Procedure for Sheep
and Angora Goat Purchases” (Form Sheep 4) is hereby amended
to read as follows:

“ No freshly shorn sheep or angora goats shall be purchased
nor shall freshly shorn pelts and skins be accepted from sheep
and goats classified as not for use under the Emergency Live-
stock Agreement except that upon the designation by the Chief
of the %attle and Sheep Section of the Agricultural Adjust-
ment Administration of areas in which it is customary to shear
sheep and goats in the fall, freshly shorn animals may be pur-
chased and freshly shorn pelts and skins from sheep and goats
classified as not for use may be accepted in such areas from pro-
ducers who customarily shear such animals in the fall, provided,
however, no animals nor pelts therefrom shorn after October
15, 1934, shall be purchased or accepted.”

Approved October 2, 1934,
X Ou I ol Ra e

Secretary.
ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 3

Whenever sheep or goats assembled for sale under the Emergency
Livestock Agreement designated “ for use ” by a representative of
the Secretary of Agriculture die while being trailed to the desig-
nated shipping point or become unable to trail to the designated
shipping point because of deterioration in condition while being
trailed, thus necessitating their immediate slaughter, or, having
reached the designated shipping point, are not in condition to with-
stand shipment to point of slaughter, necessitating their slaughter
before shipment, the pelts or skins of such sheep or goats, respec-
tively, should be accepted in lieu of the delivery of such sheep or
goats. Where this is done, the agent of the Secretary of Agriculture
should be certain that the pelts or skins accepted in lieu oﬁheep or
goats have actually been removed from those sheep or goats that were

94431°—34

Digitized for FRASER
http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



2

accepted “ for use ” on the ranch, and in no event should the number
of pelts or skins thus accepted exceed, when added to the number of
.those sheep and goats, respectively, shipped from the designated
shipping point, the total number of sheep and goats, respectively,
accepted as “ for use ” on the ranch.

The authorized agent of the Secretary of Agriculture should insert
the number of pelts or skins that were accepted in lieu of the sheep
or goats, by the terms of the above paragraph, in the last section of
the Receipt for Sheep and/or Goats Purchased under Emergency
Livestock Agreement (Form Sheep 5), and such number may be
included in the “ Total.” No entry should be made in that column
of the Public Voucher and Emergency Livestock Agreement (Column
2) before the sheep or goats, respectively, are accepted at the ship-
ping points. Thereafter the number of sheep or goats, respectively,
whose pelts or skins have been accepted as a substitute in accordance
with the above paragraph, should be subtracted from the number of
head accepted “ for use ” on the ranch, and such difference shall be
placed on the lines beginning “ Sheep (ewes)” and “Angora Goats
(female)”, respectivel?', in Column 2. Thereafter on the first line
below that beginning “Angora Goats (female)” shall be written the
words “ Sheep (ewes) Died between appraisal and delivery——pelts
accepted ”, and the number of pelts accepted under the terms of the
first paragraph above shall be entered in Column 8 headed, “ Number
Head Not For Use.” In the second line below that beginning “An-
gora Goats (female)”, shall be written “Angora Goats (female)
Died between appraisal and delivery—skins accepted ”, and in
Column 8 headed “ Number Head Not For Use ” shall be written
number of skins accepted, under the terms of the first paragraph
above.

Approved October 29, 1934.

W W Lo

Acting Secretory.
ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 4

In cases where a producer has voluntarily abandoned female sheep
and/or female Angora goats covered by a mortgage and abandoned
farming operations and moved from the farm upon which such
sheep and/or Angora goats were kept, the owner of the lien on such
sheep and/or Angora goats coming into possession thereof after April
1, 1934, because of such abandonment may, for the purposes of the
Public Voucher and Emergency Livestock Agreement, sign the
agreement as “ producer ” and upon approval of the Secretary or
his authorized agent the “ purchase payment ” may be paid for such
sheep and/or Angora goats. Such contract must be accompanied by
evidence of abandonment, including statements signed by at least
two disinterested parties and the owner of such lien. Such claim of
abandonment shall be reviewed and investigated by the County
Drought Service Committee, who, if such abandonment is estab-
lished, shall attach to the contract a certificate by them that they

Digitized for FRASER
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3

have investigated the claim of abandonment of such sheep and/or
Angora goats and farm and that such claim is true. There shall be
written clearly across Section 3(b) of said contract the following:
“ Sheep and/or Angora goats voluntarily abandoned as per attached
claim 7, and there shall be written clearly across Column 6 of Table
1 the word “none.” In no event shall any * service or disposition
payment ” be made under such contract.

Approved October 29, 1934.

Yt K. W idgon

Acting Secretary.
ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 5

In order that the Emergency Livestock Agreement may be em-
Blloyed in the purchase of livestock from Indians under the juris-

iction of a superintendent, the following ruling is made:

Those Indians who are under the jurisdiction of a superintendent
may appoint such superintendent to execute the IEmergency Lave-
stock Agreement and may also appoint such superintendent to re-
ceive payment on their behalf. Payment may be made in one check
to a superintendent so appointed for any number of the payments
due to all or any part of the Indians appointing him. It is under-
stood that an Indian, in authorizing the signing of the Agreement,
intends to represent by paragraph 38 (a) that where he is living on
a reservation, he is participating in the activities of such reservation,
and in authorizing the signing of paragraph 3 (b) represents that
he has such ownership and possession in the livestock as the laws of
he United States governing Indians may permit him to have. It
1s also understood that in paragraph 3 (c¢) the Indian does not repre-
sent that his right to sell such animals may not be limited by the laws
of the United States. However, when the superintendent signs the
Agreement it is understood that such superintendent represents that
all right, title, and interest to such animals, as are contracted for
under the Agreement, will be conveyed to the Secretary of Agricul-
ture acting on behalf of the United States.

Approved QOctober 29, 1934.

Y K W iddeon

Acting Secretary.
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Form Sheep 9 Number of copies—35.
U.8. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION Original to Commodities Purchase Section, Agricullural
Adjustment Administration, ton, D.C.
First carbon copy to Authorized Agent, Agricultural Ad-
Justment Adminisiration.
Three copies to Agent, Federal Surplus Relief Corporation.

L3

RECEIPT FOR SHEEP PELTS AND/OR GOAT SKINS PURCHASED
UNDER EMERGENCY LIVESTOCK AGREEMENT

We hereby certify that the pelts from animals listed in column 3 of table 1 of the Emergency Livestock

Agreement (Form Sheep 1) executed by ... , producer,
whose post-office address Is -
{(R.F.D. No.) {Box No.) (Post Office)
§
________________________________________ (Countyy T ke T

have been delivered on this date to the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation at:

(Place of delivery)

Sheep pelts (ewes 1 year old or more) - - - - - - - ..

Female Angora goat skins (1 year old or more)

TOTAL = = = = = = = = o % o = =

Authorized Age;t-[, Agricultural Adjustment Administration. Agent, Federal Surplus Relief Corporation.

U.5.GOYERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1934 162786
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Sheep 10 Issued January 22, 1935

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
CATTLE AND SHEEP SECTION

ADMINISTRATIVE RULING NO. 6—EMERGENCY
LIVESTOCK AGREEMENT

W hereas, some of the goats which have been or may be purchased
by the Sceretary of Agriculture, for and on behalf of the United
States, pursuant to the Public Voucher and Emergency Livestock
Agreement, suffer from a disease commonly known as Malta Fever;

and -
W hereas, the flesh of such goats is unfit for human consumption;
and

Whercas, the skinning of such goats to obtain their skins may
ingure and infect human beings connected with such operation:
Now, therefore, the Secretary of Agriculture of the United States,
pwrsuant to the powers and functions vested in him, does hereby
order:
¥ That such goats suffering from said disease, as may be delivered
in ac®ordance with the terms of the Public Voucher and Emergency
Livestock Agreement, shall be condemned; and
2. That the skins of such goats need not be removed from their
carcasses; and
3. That the county agricultural agent or other person, in the
county ijggwhich such goats are situated, who is acting on behalf of
the Sccr®ary of Agriculture in the purchase or disposition of goats
purchased pugsuant to the Public Voucher and Emergency Livestock
Agreement, shall witness the slaughter of such goats; and
4. That such county agricultural agent or other person shall order
wand witness the destruction by fire or other suitable means of the
reasses of such goats with the skins thereon; and
§5. That thereafter such county agricultural agent or other person
all make a note of the number of goats so slaughtered whose car-
casses have been so destroved; and
6. Such nunber shall be entered on the Public Voucher and
Emergency Livestock Agreement under which such goats have been
rchased, as follows:
(a) On the third line in Column 1, headed “ Classification ”,
of Table | of such Agreement, below the line reading “Angora *
goats (female) ” shall be written “Angora goats—Malta
Fever 75 and
(b) In Column 3, headed “ Number Head Not For Use ”, of
the said Table 1, on the third line thereof, corresponding to the
112093—35
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line on which “Angora goats—Malta Fever ” appears in Column
1 there shall be entered the number of goats slaughtered and
disposed of as deseribed above: but

{(¢) The number to be entered on the second line of Column 3
of the said Table 1, opposite *Angora goats (female) ™. <hall not
be changed because of the number entered on the line opposite
“Angora goats—>Malta Fever 7, but shall include such number.
Furthermore, there shall be no number entered on line 3 of
Column 4, headed “Total Number Of Head” of this same
Table 1, opposite the number appearing on line 3 of Column 3,
Whoroon the number for the classification “Angora goat=—D>Malta
Fever ” appears.

7. That payment shall be made for such goats pursuant to the
terms of the Public Voucher and Emergency Livestock Agreement
and the rulings and regulations relating thereto as though the skins
of such goats “had been removed and delivered pursuant to the terms
of the Public Voucher and Emer gency Livestock Agreement and the
rulings and regulations relating “thereto.

-H &W‘&U«%

Secretary of Agriculture.

Approvep JaNUary 22, 1935,
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APPENRDIXY D

XXHIEIT 3¢ ~ Releass of Contraeted
ad Rentad Aeresge.

Aduinistrative Emlings to modify of justment
contrasts, slresdy discusseld om pages 97 te 100,
will be fourd on the next 8 pages.
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Com-Hog idministrative Rulimg No. 59
Tobaceo Administrative Ruling Nos, 25

Fodder Corn and Yorage Crops im Drouth Arease Contrasts
Tor asresge reducstion and productior comtrol of e¢orm or tobasse,
cevering farms situated in areas hereafter officially desigmnsted
as drouth areas by the Seeretary of Agriculture, are hereby
modified te permit the plantinmg, im exeess of the mersags pere
mitted under each of such cemtracts, of fedder eorrn for roughage
purpeses amly (not te be harvested asz graia) amd of forage erops
(imclwding barley amd oats) for pasture or bay oaly. Provided,
howsver, such plantings shall mot be made on asres somiraeted or
rented to ths Heoretary under any ecmmodity eomtiract, mor shall
such exsess plantings bde made before the date sstablisked or te
be established fsr eash of such drouth aress by proslamstien
of the Seseretarye Oropa in excess of thoss herstefore permitted
by sush oomtrasis, planted pursuamt te this modificatiea shall
not de harvested for graine At the time eompliance ie checked
eash produeer will be required to deaigmate the sxcess asresges
of erops to be harvested as fodder or rforage umder this rulimg.
The Agricultural Adjustment jdministratiom mey dssignats the
dats before which fedder cora on exsess asreages is to be
harvested,

(Approved May 19, 1934)
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Administrative Ruling -~ smendment

58, smemdment ef sdministrative fulimgs Nos. 20 and 40, ~-=
Centracts coveriang farms situated in areas efficially desig-
nated as 1934 drouth areas by the Sesrestary of igriculture are
hereby modified to permit the pasturing of comtiracted asres
planted t0 say pasture orop named in sdmimistrative Buling
Woe 20 (8) and Administrative Rulimg Neo. 40, including sweet
clover amd o0ld or new seedinmgs, regardiess of whethsr or not
suth pasturs orops wers planted with a nurse erop.

This Administrative ruling is for drouth relief purposes
caly, snd the pasturing privileges comtained hersin extend

only to July 1, 1934, exsept upom prooclamation of the Sseretary
further extemding such date.

(Approved May 23, 1934)
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CORN-HOG AIMINISTRATIVE RULING No. 60
TOBACCO AIMINISTRATIVE HILING Noe 26
WHEAT AIMINISTRATIVE RULING Nos 35

Mpdifieation of Crop Acreage Restirictioms becauss of Drouth

Contrasts for reductiom of productiem of tobaeco, corm
and wheat are hersby modified as follows:

le To permit the plemting, pasturing and harvesting im
1934 of pasturs and forage ¢rops sxcept corn and grain serg-
hums en any lemd covered by suck contracts, ineluding remted
or seatracted aeres.

. Ty permit planting in 19354, on other than rented or com-
tracted acree, of corr and grain sorghums for roughage purposes
culy, in exsess of the acresge of such erops heretefore perw
mitted under such comtracts, upon the following comnditioms:

(a) No exsess plantings shall be made befors a date
proclaimed for eaesh county by the Secrstary.

(b) Exsess acres of cora and graim sorghums plamted
pursuant to this modification ahall mot be
harvested as, »or used for graine Harvesting
ahall include hogging dewn afier ears develep.

(¢) When sompliance with such eomtracts is ehecked,
contract aigners will be required to designate
and specifically idemtify sxy such exsess
asreage of sora smd graim serghume planted feor
roughage purposes pursuant te this ruling,

() The Secretary may designate a date for eash
sounty before which such exsess asreage of cora
and grain sorghhums mmst be harvested, amd if not
harvested before such date, such exseas sora md
grain sorghums eannot be used for amy purposes

(Approved May 29, 1934)
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INTERPRETATION OF ADMIMISTRATIVE RULING HO. 60

The words *forage orops® appearimg im paragraph mumber
ons are Imterpreted to imeclude any hay or other feed erop
for roughags purpeses onlye Soy beans or similar crops plamted
for grain are not censjidered roughage, amd ths harvesting ef
slover, soy beans, or szimilar graims from the comiracted
asTes is mot permitted.

The dates referrsd to in paragraph E (b) are the dates
givea for soms sounties im Special Bulletix Neoe 21, and fer
other sounties eofficially desigrated as emergency droutih areas
in special releases, or the date of the press release removing
further restrietions as to planting dates, whick was isaved ca
June 8¢ Por most counties, this date will be Jume 8.

Parsgraph 2 (b} is interpreted to permit the use of ocora
ard grain sorghums planted pursuamt to this modificatiom for
silege; previded, however, that such corn for silage mmst de
cut befoxe the date to be desiguated by the Seeretary pursumat
to paragraph 2 (d), and the use of such corr for silsge must
not be allowed to result in an inereass in the mumber of asres
of com for graime In determinimg the lstter, the average
aumber of asres used for silage im 1932~33 must be dedusted
from the permitted corn asreage for 1934 as sst feortk in pare~
graph 174, item 5, of the comtracts The resulting number eof
asres of corn for grain mmst not be sxzeeded in eny cease where
coran for roughags purpeses plamted pursummt to Admimistrative
Buling No. 60 is used for silage.

(Appreved Jums 135, 1934)
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CORN-EOG ADMINISTRATIVE RULING Nee. 62
TOBACCO ADMINISTRATIVE RILING Hoe 30
WHEAT AIMINYISTRATIVE RULIRG Mo. 38

Permissible to Plant Corm and Grain s.ggmns en Contrasted

Aores,--~-Contrasts for reductiom of productiom of tobaeco, sornm,
and wheat are hereby modified as follows:

To permit planting in 1934 on the sertrasted or rexted asres
of eorm and graim sorghums for roughage purposes omnly, in excess eof
the asres of such crops heretefors permitted under such comtraets,
upon the following ecanditioms:

(a) No such plamtings cs the eamiraeted or remted

(b)

(e)

acres shall bs sppreved if made before the dats
of the appreval of this Admimistrative Ruling by
the Jecretary.

Aores of corn and grainm sorghums plamted pur-
susnt to thizs medifieation ahall not be har-
vestod as, nor used for, graime Harvesting for
grain shall include hogging down or pastwring
after ears develop,.

The Secretary may desigmate a date for sach
county, bdefore whieh such corm amd graim sor-
ghvms plamted em the sontracted or rexted asres
mst be harvested.

(Approved June 30, 1934)



1977

CORN~-HOG AIMINISTRATIVE RULING Nees 66
TOBACCO AIMIRISTRATIVE RULING Noe 3
WHEAT AIMINISTRATIVE RULING Nee 39

Nedificatiem of Restrietioms because of prought:

Centracts for reduction ef produstiom of corm, tobasco,
snd wheat, are hereby modified to permit harveeting in 1934 en
rented scres of the seed of soybeans, cow pess, forsge sorghums,
millet and sudan grasse

When compliance with such eomtiraets is checked, camtract
signers may be regquired to desigmato any aereago of such erops

harvested umder this rulimge.

(Approved Angust 2, 1934)
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AMBNTMENT 7O COPTON AIMINISTRATIVE RULINGS KOSe 9 & 12,

Medifiestiom of restricticas beesuse of drought.

The 19354 and 1935 Cottom Aeresge Reduetion Contract is hersdy
medified for 1934 to permit:

le Plunting, pasturing and harvesting for umrestricted wse
as livestook feed amd/er sale for livestock feed, eof
pasture, bhay and roughage srops, on amy land cevered by
amy such cantract, imcluding the remted or comtracted
acTes,

2¢ Harvesting ean rented ssres of the seed of scybesns, ocow
poas, forage sorghums, millet and Sudan grass, amd
meadow and peasture erops such as alfalfa, lespedeza,
sweet clever and clovers, and grassss such as erchard
grass, Dallis grass, reascue grass, carpet grass amd
similar grasses and legumes for use or sale as seed.

Se When compliance with such eontracts is checksd, somtrast
signers may bs required to designate any acreage of such

erops planted or harveated under this ruling.

(Approved Angust 2, 1934)
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AIMINISTRATIVE RULING

Nee 40 -« UTILIZATION OF CONTRACTED ACHREACK UNDER WHEAT ALLOTMERT CONTRACT.

The acreage to0 be designated as contracted acrssge for the erop ysar
1955 under Wheat Allotment Contracts may be used as follows:

(a)

{»)

(e)

(4)

(e)

Yor the seeding of any grass or legume crop other thax emergeney
forage oerops without reatriction as to use for hay, pasturs er
seed productiome (Suck crops shall include timothy, red tep, blus
grass, meadow rescus, orchard grass, rys grass, brome grass,
srested wheat grass, dallis grass, bermmda grass, velvet grass,
clover, alfalfa, sweet clover, lespedeza, and similer pasture

and hay crops).

For the seeding of amergency forage erops for hxy, pasture or
roughage anlye (Such crops shall include soybeans, cowpeas,
field peaa, millet, sudan grase, forage sorghums, dbarley, rye,
oats and similar erops)e Such forage cropa gornw o= the cemw
tracted asree shall mot be used for the production of seed nox
shall such creps be sllowed to reach maturitye

The contracted screage may be summer fellowed, planted to ferest
trees, or left unplamted, if such mctiom will not oeuse seriocus
damage frem so0il erosiom sud provided that noxiocus weeds are
scairelled.

The comntracted aeresge shall not be used for the planting of my
srop declared as a bazic commodity umder the Agricultural idjust-
ment Act as amended, exsept that such erops as darley, eats, rys,
or other grains exsept wheat, may de used as murse er companiom
erops if pastured or harvested as hay before maturity or clipped
when gresn and allowed to lie o the ground,

The camtracted acreage for 1935 shall not imclude land which at
the begimning of ths 1935 erop ysar was already in pasture er
meadow, nor shall sny waste land, gullied or ereded land, or
the likm, be designated as ccmtrasted acreasges The contracted
acreage for 1935 shall be the average of that o whick wheat is
ordinarily seeded om this farm and shall be a part of the
cultiveted acreage of the farm.

Nothiag in this Administrative Ruling shall be comatrued as repealing
or modifying paragraphs four, five, or six of the wheat Allotment Cemtraet;
Sectiom 506 of Wheat Regulatioms, Series 2, Hevisiom 1; or iAdministrative
Buling Roe 25, exsept as spscifiexlly stated hereims
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Regulations, Instructions, and Forms used,
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Form No.1-FD

The Governor, Farm Credit Administration

Acting Pursuant to the Act of Congress Approved June 19, 1934
EMERGENCY CROP AND FEED LOAN SECTION

WasmiNgTox, D.C., June 19, 1934.

Regulations Governing Loans in Drought Stricken Areas from the Emergency
Crop and Feed Loan Section of the Farm Credit Administration

The Governor, Farm Credit Administration (hereinafter called
Governor), acting pursuant to the act of Congress, approved June
19, 1934, will make loans for the purchase of feed for livestock and
for the production of forage crops in the several States of the
United States on the following conditions:

No such loan will be made, or if one or more installments have
been advanced, further installments will not be advanced.

(1) To any applicant for the purpose of feeding livestock of any
class or kind in excess of the number approved by the representatives
of the Governor.

(2) To any applicant in an amount in excess of the maximum
allowance per capita established by the Governor, or his authorized
representatives, in any county or other designated area for any class
or kind of livestock.

(3) To any applicant for the purchase of feed for livestock ac-
quired subsequent to April 1, 1934.

(4) To any applicant who makes a material intentional misrepre-
s;alntatifon for the purpose of obtaining such loan, or any installment
thereof.

(8) To any applicant who fails to observe good faith in the dis-
Eosition of any installment of the loan proceeds or in the care of

is livestock and crops.

(6) To any applicant who encumbers his livestock, feed, or crops
or waives his rights thereto contrary to his agreement with the
Governor.

(7) To any applicant who fails, upon request, to provide available
or obtainable information in connection with his land, livestock,
feed, crops, or financial condition.

(8) To any applicant for the purchase of feed for livestock lo-
cated outside areas designated by the Governor as drought-stricken.
All livestock to be fed with feed purchased from the proceeds of
loans must be located in areas designated by the Governor as
drought-stricken.

(9) To any applicant who fails to submit with his first applica-
tion, nondisturbance agreements in the form provided, duly executed
by each of the chattel-mortgage lienholders listed in the application

69789°—34
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(except Federal Land Banks, Production Credit Associations, Re-
gional Agricultural Credit Corporations, the Secretary of Agricul-
ture, or (Governor).

(10) To any applicant who has been served with a formal notice
of foreclosure on real or personal property listed in the application
unless a nondisturbance agreement in the form provided duly exe-
cuted by the party or parties having served such formal notice of
foreclosure is presented with the initial application.

(11) To any applicant who has the necessary feed to maintain his
livestock or has the means or other sources of credit available to
obtain such feed.

(12) To any applicant who has the means or other sources of
credit enabling him to undertake the production of a forage crop or

crops.

(I1)3) To minors or agents or without court order to executors and
administrators.

(14) To a wife living with her husband unless the husband joins in
each application and note.

15) For any other purposes than those stated in the application.
16; In a monthly installment greater than is actually needed in
each case to purchase the feed for a period of 1 month for the
livestock listed on the application, as determined and approved for
maintenance by the representatives of the Governor.

(17) In the case of the production of forage crops at a rate in
excess of $1 per acre.

(18) To any applicant for the purpose of purchasing feed for
livestock which subsequent to April 1, 1934, has been moved into
any area designated by the Governor as drought-stricken. Where
livestock is moved out of areas designated by the Governor as
drought-stricken, into areas not so designated, further loan install-
ments will be discontinued for the purpose of purchasing feed for
such livestock; loan installments may be continued for the purpose
of purchasing feed for that part of an applicant’s livestock remain-
ing in areas designated by the Governor as drought-stricken. Where
livestock is moved from one area designated by the Governor as
drought-stricken, to another area so designated, loan installments
may continue to be advanced.

19) To any applicant who is a part owner only of the livestock
to be fed, unless all other parties having a beneficial interest in all
of such livestock join in the application(s) and note(s).

(20) To any a%pplicant whose principal business is the commer-
cial feeding and fattening of livestock for market.

(21) To any applicant for the purpose of purchasing feed for
livestock which are under contract to be fed.

(22) To any applicant which is a corporation, unless its prin-
cipal business is farming, and unless the principal stockholders of
such corporation endorse the note given for each installment.

(23) To any applicant whose first installment would be for an
amount less than $25.

The amount approved for loan by the Governor, or his representa-
tives under these regulations, will be paid to the applicant by a dis-
bursing officer upon receipt and approval of the following:
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(1) Application on the form provided, signed by the applicant and
verified by the designated representatives of the Governor. In the
case of loans for the purchase of feed for livestock, each application,
unless otherwise stated thereon, will be for a loan to purchase feed
for the livestock listed for a period of 1 month. The representatives
of the Governor may approve any application for an amount to
purchase feed for any part of such listed livestock.

(2) Promissory note on the form provided executed by the appli-
cant for the amount of the loan approved by the county committee,
paysble to the Governor, maturing November 1, 1935, with interest
at the rate of 514 percent per annum. Such a promissory note must
accompany each application.

(3) Where the application lists one or more chattel mortgages,
nondisturbance agreements in the form provided must be submitted
with or before the first application, duly executed by each listed
chattel mortgage-lienholder except Regional Agricultural Credit
Corporations, Federal Land Banks, Production Credit Associations,
Secretary of Agriculture, or the Governor.

Interest to maturity date of the note will not be deducted at the
time the loan is made.

Definitions—Farm livestock (cattle, horses, mules, sheep, goats,
hogs) refers to animals raised in limited numbers on farms or ranches
where the cultivated land, including that in tame hay, comprises at
least one-fourth of the total land in use. Cattle kept mainly for milk
production shall be classed as farm livestock.

The term “range livestock” (cattle, sheep, goats, and horses)
refers to animals produced or maintained in relatively large numbers
primarily on grass or browse and where such livestock constitutes
the principal source of income from the land in use. Operating
units having a ratio of more than 3 acres of grazing or pasture land
to 1 acre of land in cultivation, including land in tame hay, shall
be classed as a range unit.

The right is reserved to make further supplemental or amenda-
tory regulations and to withdraw these regulations in whole or in
part at any time.

W. I. MyERs.
Governor Farm Credit Administration.

©.S COVERNMENT PRINTIN CFF CE- 1234
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3-TD-1054-E.C.7.L. (ORIGINAL TO REGIONAL OFFICE)

APPLICATION FOR LIVESTOCK FEED LOAN
|

Code Nos. (MUST BE TYPEWRITTEN OR IN INE AND EXECUTED IN DUPLICATE)

Applicant's correct name is__ DO NOT WRITE IN THIS SPACE
(Pirst Name) (Initial) (Last Name)
Loan No

Correct post office address

@®.FE.D.) (Box No.) (Town) (County) (State)

Location of farm or ranch. Apr for
(Legal Description) Date_ , 1934,

(Usually known as) (Range). (Township). {County). (State)
(Miles direction from shipping point or town) (Name of Shipping Point).

Type of loan desired (Put check mark in space) Farm I ] ® D

Tho Farm Credit Act provides that any intentional misrepresentation for the purpose of influenci i thel
here applied for, or any installment thereof, shall be punishable by a fine of not more than 65.301;: :!:-ai::;)r‘i’s::xl:n?;xt f:r (::::
more than two years, or both.

I, the undersigned, hereby apply to the Governor, Farm Credit Ad i D. C., h call ich, i i
to biank Lo roD nnd/ar e e Soeme n “rehuow.x:uin.htuﬁon, Washington, ereinafter called Governor, for & loan which, if granted, will be used

(This application covers requirements for one month only except for seed for forage)
ALL LIVESTOCK ACQUIRED SINCR APRIL 1, 1934, MUST BE EXCLUDED FROM THIS APPLICATION

Allowed Per Head Per Month
KIND Number of Head Farm Range Total N OEFICR USh
Farm Range Dollcs  |Cents| Dollars  |Centa Dollars Cents ONLY
Cows, 1 to 8 yrs T -
Cown, over 8 yrs.
Steers, 1 yr. & over
Bulls
Calves (1934) —_
Total Farm. XXXXXAXXXAXX XXXXX XX%X|XXXX|
Total Range XXXXXXXXXXXX] XXXXX XXXX|XXXX| -
Ewes, 1to 6 yrs
Ewecs, over 6 yrs.
Wethers, 1 yr. & over.
Bucks, 1 yr. & over.
Lambs (1934)
Goats, under 6 yrs., not including 1934 kids E—
Total Farm XXXXXXXXXXXX XXX XXXXX|XXXX
Total Range XAXXXXXXXXKXX XXXX XXXX%X|XXXX
Hogs, limited to brood sows, boars, and gilts
Farm Horses and Mulea
Saddle & Pack Horses.
Poultry.
Maximum amount of feed loan allowable by regulations (a)
bushels of seed for acres of (kind of forage crop) (b))
O]
Total amount of feed and seed loan allowable—Total of (@), (b) and (c)
Total amount of borrower’s requests|
THIS APPLICATION APPROVED FOR (for committee’s use only) F*[$.
GENERAL INFORMATION FERD ON HAND
Hay, Grain, Ete. Forage Pasture
Kind Quantity Acreage Kind Condition Acreage Condition
I have received the following cash income during the past thirty (30) days from the following sources, viz:
(2) From Emergency Relief Administration § (b) From benefit payments . . §
- (c) From Sale cattle to Government
(d) Other cash income . . . .
Net cash on hand and in bank available for purchasesof feed $_______ TOTALOF (b)(c)@ . . . §
STATEMENT OF MY PRESENT INDEBTEDNESS (If none, so indicate by check here D
Encumbrances Amount | Dot | R Iestilents |  Name and Address of Creditors or Lienholders

First real estate mortgage. $
Second real estate mortgage
Chattel Mortgage
Chattel Mortgage___
Chattel Mortgage_
Chattel Liens held by Landlord
Judgment Creditora

Total indebtedness $

. made o esentati non-éllt:rbnn:e omf'o’})lynvtlhel : provided, ed by each of the abov od chattel lienhold ept Regional
taf of t orm each of above nam! ers, oXc
m&‘:’c«m‘mﬁrﬁm Ll::Bmh. Production C.gdlt A::og-ﬁom. Secretary of Au’imn uid the Governor.
The undersigned, being sworn, : (1) That he will not ther chattel mortgage or lien instrument on or waive t in or to any of the above described
Rnuul tn::y' othu:eurl:on.ihﬁ:‘lz:n.(o)rmuﬂth«ed, O:d.:’l.o mm.hmde,o:c:rm:l‘!ththlwﬂanentot.gc 'vernor, uni thonidlmisrﬂ:
full he owna the property, both 4 set forth above, al

H real an and clear of all liens except those listed above; (3) That be is feeding the livestock
listed; (4) That he hereby certifies that he is unable to obtain a loan for feed for livestock or for seed for forage from any other source; (5) That failure to ol the loan herein
a) for will prevent him from !ooﬂﬁnllld livestock and/or from planting a f O] 3 (9 That he agrees to give promissory note(s) as evidence of any advances made to

this a; tion; (7) That he use any funds received in pursuance of this application only for the purposes indicated above; (8) That he agrees to furnish, upon
Tequ any additional information in connection with the above described which may be desired, and to allow agents of the Governor the full right and privilege at
any all ressonable times to inspect the property above described; (9) That he has not yet received from the Governor any advance on this application for w! a note is

Sworn to and subscribed before me this day of. , 19.

My Commission expires. Notary Public
Approved for $ — — . Disapproved State reasons for disapproval here:

Committee sign here: Committee sign here:

APPROVED FOR PAYMENT
GOVERNOR, FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

By
APPLICANT NOT TO WRITE IN THIS SPACE
Check No. Date of Check Inspector’s report

http://fraser.stlouisfed.org/
Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis



Form 3 F.D. 1934-E.C,F.L.

(Do not write above this line)
(This Instrument given to the Governor, Farm Credit Administration, Acting pursuant to the Act of Congress. Approved June 19, 1934)

PROMISSORY NOTE

$ Place Date 1934
On or before November 1, 1935, for value received, I promise to pay to the Governor of the
Farm Credit Administration, or order, at Washington, D. C., the sum of

— Dollars
with interest thereon at the rate of five and one-half per centum (514%,) per annum until paid.

This note is given as evidence of a loan made by the Governor of the Farm Credit Ad-
ministration.

County (Seal)

(Borrower aign name here in ink)

State (Seal)

(Borrower sign name here in ink)

i
Digitized fok

T TN AL
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APPENDIX &
EXHIBIT 1 - JONES~CONNALLY CATTLE ACT
48 Stat. 528; 7 U. S. C. 608 et.seq.
(Public--No. 142-~73rd Congress)
(H.R. 7478)
AN ACT

To amend the Agricultural Adjustment Act so as to include
cattle and other products as basic agricultural commodities, and

for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled, That section 11 of

the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as amended, is amended by adding
after the word "hogs" a comma and the word "cattle" .

SEC. 2. Subsection (a) of section 12 of the Agricultural Ad-
Justment Act, as amended, is amended by adding at the end thereof
a new paragraph as follows.

“To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to finance under such

terms and conditions as he may prescribe, surplus reductions and
production adjustments with respect to the dairy and beef-cattle
industries, and to carry out any of the purposes described in sub-
sections (a) and (b) of this section (12) and to support and bal-
ance the markets for the dairy and beef cattle industries, there
is authorized to be appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $200,000,000; Provided,
That not more than 60 per centum of such amount shall be used for
either of such industries."

SEC. 3. (a) Subsection (d) of section 9 of the Agricultural
Adjustment Act, as amended, is amended by renumbering paragraph
(5) as paragraph (6) and by adding after paragraph (4) a new para-
graph as follows:

"(5) 1In case of peanuts, the term 'processing' means the
cleaning, polishing, grading, shelling, ¢rushing, or other pro-
cessing thereof .*

(b) Section 11 of such Act, as amended, is amended by adding
after the word "tobacco® a comma and the word "peanuts."
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SEC. 4. Section 11 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as

amended, is amended by adding after the word "wheat" a comma
and the words “rye, flax barley."

SEC. 6. Section 11 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as
amended, is amended by adding after the words "field corn® a

comma and the words “grain sorghums.”

SEC. 6. (17) There is authorized to be appropriated the sum
of $50,000,000 to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make
advances to the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation for the pur-
chase of dairy and beef products for distridbution for relief
purposes, and to emable the Secretary of Agriculture, under rules
and regulations to be promulgated by him and upon such terms as
he may prescribe, to eliminate diseased dairy and beef cattle,
including cattle suffering from tuberculosis or Bang's disease,
eand to make payments to owners with respect thereto.

SEC. 7. The first sentence of subsection (2) of section 8
of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as amended, is amended to
read as follows: "After due notice and opportunity for hearing,
to enter into marketing agreements with processors, producers,
assoclations of producers. and other engaged in the handling
of any agricultural commodity or product thereof, in the current
of or in competition with, or so as to burden, obstruct, or in
any way affect, interstate or foreign commerce."

Approved, April 7?7, 1934.

Note (17) Relates to but does not amend the Agricultural Adjustment
Act.
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APPENDIX E
EXHIBIT 2. - BMERGENCY APPROPRIATION ACT, FISCAL YEAR 1935
48 Stat. 1056
(Public - No. 412 ~ 73d Congress, Title II)
(Extract)
EMERGENCY RELIEF

To meet the emergency and necessity for relief in stricken
agricultural areas, to remain available until June 30, 1935
$525,000,000, to be allocated by the Presicent to supplement the
avpropriations heretofore made for emergency purposes and in ad-
dition thereto for (1) making loans to farmers for and/or (2) the
purchase, sale, gift, or other disposition of, seed, feed K freight,
summer fallowing and similar purposes; expenditures hereunder and
the manner in which they shall be incurred, allowed, and paid
shall be determined by the President, and may include expenditures

or personal services and rent in the District of Columbia and
elsewhere and for printing and binding and may be made without
regard to the provisions of section 3709 of the Revised Statutes.

If, during the present drought emergency, a carrier subject
to the Interstate commerce Act shall, at the request of any agent
of the United States, authorized so to do, establish special rates
for the benefit of drought sufferers such a carrier shall not be
deemed to have violated the Interstate Commerce Act with reference
to undue preference or unjust discrimination by reason of the fact
that it applies such special rates only to those designated as
drought sufferers by the authorized agents of the United States or

of any State.

Approved, June 19, 1934.
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APPENDIX ¥, - EXHIBIT 1

DATA ON DROUGHT AREA, BY STATES
NO. OF COUNTIES, SQUARE MILES, AND HUMAN POPULATION

Number of Counties Area Sge. Mlles Human Population

Total in Emergency Secondary Total in Emergency Secondary Total in Emergency Secondary
State 1930 Counties Counties State 1930 Counties Counties State 1930 Counties Counties
Arizona 14 14 - 113,810 113,810 - 435,573 435,573 -
Arksnsas % 50 15 52,525 3,615 10,443 1, 854,82 981, 24l 520,196
California h8 19 - 155,652 89,962 - 5,677,251 3,420,471 -
Colorado 63 63 - 103,658 103,658 - 1,035,791 1,035,791 -
Florida* (67) (N - (54,861) ( 7,306) - (1,468,211)  ( 178,066) -
Idaho i} 30 83, 35U 56,038 6,170 45,032 274, 781 50, 310
Illinols 102 12 12 56,043 6,313 43,399 7,630, 654 496,649 6,752,666
Indiana 92 - 9 36,0U5 - b, 07k 3,238,503 - 561, 584
Iowa 99 Lo 59 55,586 21,590 33,996 2,470,939 958,067 1,512,872
Eansas 122 105 - 81,774 81,774 - 1,880,999 1,820,999 -
Louisiana 16 - 45,409 12, %9 - 2,101,593 96, 833 -
Michigan 83 - W 57,480 - 25,104 L, 82, 325 - 1,040,979
Minnesota 87 68 14 80,858 6l, 240 8,531 2,563,953 2,243,216 280,517
Missouri 115 110 - 68,727 66,615 - 3,629,367 2,688, 700 -
Montana 56 38 - 146,131 104,499 - 537,606 293,221 -
Nebracka 93 93 - 76,808 76,808 - 1,377,963 1,377,963 -
Nevada 17 17 - 109,821 109,821 - 91,058 91,058 -
New Mexico n 31 - 122,503 122,503 - 423,317 423,317 -
North Dakota 53 53 - 70,183 70,183 - 680, 845 680, 845 -
Oklehoma 1 17 - 69,11h 69, 1l - 2,396,040 2, 396,040 -
Oregon 36 13 - 950 607 5""’ o2 - 9531 786 127 ’ 369 -
South Dakota 69 69 - 76,868 76, 868 - 692, 849 692,849 -
Texas 254 233 8 262,398 ok, 713 8,087 5,824,715 5,201,714 300,836
Utah 29 29 - 82,184 82,18l - 507, 847 507,847 -
Wisconsin T 35 22 55,266 31,374 16,924 2,939,006 912,028 689, T49
Wyoming 23 22 1 97,548 91, 780 2,79 225,565 223,362 2,003
TOTALS 1,810 1,237 2u5 ' 2,255,642 1,785,473 159,523 54,457,059 27,839,537 14,711,712

* Emergency Flood Counties;

no included ir total.

Compiled from data secured from Buresu of Agricultnral Economics and Census Buresm.
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Arizona
Arkansas
California

Colorado
Florida*
Idaho

I1llinois
Indians
Iowa

Kansas
Loulisiana
Michigan

Minnesota
Migsouri
Montana

Nebraska
Nevada
New Mexico

North Dakota
Oklahoma
Oregon

South Dakota
Texas

Utah
Wisconsin
Wyoming

Totals

* Emergency Flood Counties;

Cattle Population

APPENDIX F., - EXHIBIT 2

DATA ON DROUGHT AREA BY STATES

CATTLE, SHEEP,

52,881,000 38,435,501

Total in Emergency  Secondary
State 1934 Counties Counties
9300000 9309000 -

960,000 677,479 194,718
1,985,000 1,021,665 -
10 7130000 1! 7135000 -

(1‘91“9 om) (9“‘0”‘60) -

736,000 520,963 107,411
2,525,000 267,877 2,079,998
1,515,000 - 163,3M
i, 498,000 1,626,371 2,871,628
3,671,000 3,671,000 -

839,000 204,922 -
1,461,000 - ghi2 472
3 511,000 2,780,398 6679 558
2,770,000 2,747,191 -

1, 5’"‘39000 191789 738 -
3,592,000 3,592,000

332,000 332,000 -
1,445,000 1,445,000
1’835'm0 1I835'000
2,462,000 2,462,000 -

877,000 411,402
2,214,000 2,214,000 -
6,740,000 6,009,068 281,499

474,000 474,000 -
3,230,000 1,311,565 1,188,864
1,023,000 1,009,862 13,138

8,510, 657

AND GOAT CENSUS

Sheep (Ewe) Population

37,495,000

e ——

Total in Erergency ° Secondary
State 1934 Counties  Counties
840, 000 840,000 -

50,000 43,413 3,839
20 6709 000 7230 637 -
1,695,000 1,695,000 -
(310000) (29398) -
2,199,000 1,803,227 277,207
510,000 63,619 41k, 551
62k, 000 - 33,0
926,000 537,281 388,719
373,000 373,000 -
115,000 3,918 -
9090000 - 765! 307
899,000 713,387 129,945
999,000 998,272 -
3-8669000 2990)4’607 -
225,000 225,000 -
918,000 918,000 -
2,533,000 2,533,000 -
838,000 838,000 -
151,000 151,000 -
2,303,000 19“59v827 =
1,299,000 1,299,000 -
6,544,000 6,512,940 18,349
2’080’000 29030,000 -
349,000 162,100 150, 773
3,580,000 3,572,727 1,273
30, “50. 985 2'188' 982

not included in total.

Compiled from data secured from Bureau of Agrimltural Economics and Census Buresm.
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Goat (Angora) Population
Total in Emergency Secondary
State 1930 Counties Counties
1939 320 19 3 [ 320 -
u5, 286 5,881 -
10,134 10,134 -
(897) (19) -
768 236 1
L, 504 1,74 2, 04
2,216 - 180
2,571 1,%09 1,162
3.192 3,198 -
1,51 501 -
898 - 461
2,903 2,422 205
78,839 78, 784 -
1,141 571 -
979 979 -
3,726 3,716 -
193' 639 193’ 639 -
600 600 -
26,166 26,166 -
119,341 34 -
757 51 -
2,956,584 2,9%,052 366
55, 337 55, 337 -
1,905 1,095 678
723 696 27
3,727,388 3,557,008 6, 307
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APPENDIX ¥
EXHIBIT 3. - THE CAUSE OF THE RECENT DROUGHT

Of the many physical envirouments that affect man's well being,
climate is outstandingly important. Agriculture is the very founda-
tion of civilisation, and the weather playﬁ an important role in all
farming activities. Yet some features of weather and climate often
are a menace to growing crops and agriculture in general.

With regard to climates favorable for agriculture the United
States is very fortunate in comparison with many other lands. How=
ever, in the western half of our country there are large arsas which,
because of insufficient moisture, are unsuited for crop growth unless
irrigated. About 40 per cent of the land area of the United States
receivea, on the average, less than 20 inches of precipitation annual-
ly, in such regions the matter of drought is especially important.
Operating under the climatic limitations found here and the vicissi-
tudes of varying weather, two questions naturally arise: (1) "What
is the cause of droughts", and (2) "Can man do anything to change
existing conditions and avert calamities euch as the 1934 drought
produced .

Many theories have been advanced as to the cause of the recent
situation. Those most frequently heard are extemsive radio broad-
casting and the drainage of small lakes, ponds, marshes, and the

like.
The broadcasting theory can be disposed of quickly. It is de-

finitely known th:t radio waves have no influence whatever on atimos-
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perhic pressure conditions nor on the temperature. Consequently,
they could not affect condensation, the major factor in precipita=
tion. Furthermore, some long recérds show that quite similar, or
even more severe, droughts occurred many years before the radio was
even thought of. If broadcasting is responsible for the 1934 condi-
tions in the midwest{, what was t he sinister influence that caused the
drought centering around 1850 and that in the early nineties, which
the records show obtained.

The drainage theory, sponsored by a good many thinking people,
requires more deliberate consideration; on its face it appears logi-
cal and convincing. It is argued that, with the destruction of
thousands of square miles of water surface, there is obviously less
moisture contributed to the atmosphere through evapozation, and, con-
sequently, less to condense and precipitate as rain. Competent
meteorologists know that this theory is faulty, also.

Two fundamentals are necessary to produce rain; first, water must
be gotten into the air through evaporation from moist surfaces and
transpiration through the leaves of growing plants; and, second, the
invisible water vapor thus supplied must be condensed into liguid
form as rain drops. The drainage theory as the cause of the drought
and local evaporation as a remedy overestimate the importance of thé
first phase of the problem. Many seem tothink that all that is nec~

essary to produce rain is to supply the air, or more correctly speaking,
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space, with sufficient moisture. However, the second phase is by
far the more important. In other words, there is nearly always
enough moisture present in the air to produce rain in substantial
amounts whenever the machinery of nature's rain factory is operat-
ing in a2 manner to cause sufficient condensation.

There is abundant evidence to support this statement, but only
one example need be given, a comparison of conditions at a repre-
sentative station in the Plains (Lincoln, Nebr.) in July and Septem=

ber, 1934. July, with an average of 4.9 grains of water per cubic

-foot in the lower strata of the air, had a total rainfall of 0.40

inch for the entire month, or only 10 per cent of normal. For Sep;
tember the moisture content of the air averaged 4.1 grains per
cubic foot (as shown by the Weather Bureau records) or 16 per cent
less than in July, yet September had 4.47 inches of rainfall, or
approximately ten times as much as July. Obviously the extreme July
dryness was not due to a lack of atmospheric moisture. Volumes of
similar evidence could be offered.

The only effective methbd of producing rain is through the

cooling of the air in volume and degree sufficient to extract from

it a goodly portion of its valuable water treasure hidden in vapor
form. Nature effects this cooling in a number of ways and usually

on an immense scale, through the expenditure of enormous amounts of

energy, far greater than man could ever hope to emalate. Alr moves
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from place to place over the earth's surface in mass formation.

These masses are of two major sources, polar and tropical; those of
polar origin are dense, heavy and relatively cold, and those of
tropical inception, warmer and lighter. A mass of tropical origin
moving horthward may come in contact with a polarmass, and, being
lighter, it naturally flows up over the opposing dense air just as

it would flow up the side of a mountain that by chance may be disposed

in its path. In its ascent, through expansion, the cooling necessary
to produce rain is effected. This illustrates nature's method of

producing rain in appreciable amounts; no other is effective. Under
different circumstances the process varies, of course, often being

decidedly local.
During the 1934 drought there was a persistent absence of dence,

cool, polar air messes from the North until about the middle of Aug-
ust when & more normal mevement began, definitely breaking the heat
wave, and, in conjunction with more favorable cyclonic air circulae
tion farther south, producing drought-relieving showers over the in-
terior States. In other words, during the drcught the atmosphere
became stagnated and normal movemenis of air masses (cyclone and
anticyclone) were interrupted for long periods of time. Just how
these drought conditions definitely establish themselves and persist
so long, as in 1934, has not yet been determined, but it is evident

that any effort of man to effectively change the situation would be

fraitless.
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While man is in no way responsible for the drought, as such.
he did contribute very materially to its dﬁmaging effects through
extensive cultivation where it should never have been practiced.

The greater the area of loose pulverized soil exposed to the wind,

the more extensive and damaging will be soil erosion and dust storms
during droughts. The answer here is, fewer cultivated fields; more
natural vegetation; more grass lands without too close grazing, and
any device that would diminish th§ surface velocity of the wind and
conserve 80il moisture. In such things as these man is not helpless.

--Joseph B. Kincer
Chief, Division of Climate

and Crop Weather
United States Weather Bureau.
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APPENDIX F - EXHIBIT 4

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
P Agricultural Adjustment Administration
Washington, D. C.

July 7, 1934

MEMORANDUM ¥FOR THE SECRETARY

Dear Mr. Secretary:

There is attached hereto a memorandum prepared in ac-
cordance with your requestby Colonel Philip G. Murphy, which was
sent through my office for approval.

Copies of the attached memorandum have been furnished to:

Farm Credit Administration
Federal Emergency Relief Administration
Federal Surplus Relief Corporation

and approval has been indicated by representatives of these or-
genizations as follows:

Mr. A. T. Esgate, Farm Credit Administration;

Mr. F. M. Garwood, Farm Credit Administration;

Col. Lawrence Westbrook, Tederal Emergency Rellef Administration;
Mr. Keith Southard, Federal Surplus Relief Corporation.

Approval was indicated by having each person sign a copy
of the memorandum and returning it for filling.

Respectfully submitted,

C. C. Davis,
Administrator.

Attachment.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Agricultural Adjustment Administration
Washington, D. C.

June 25, 1934.

MEMORANDUM TO THE -SECRETARY

Dear Mr. Secretary:

At your direction, there has been discussed with repre-
sentatives of the Federal Emergency Relief ddministration,
Federal Surplus Relief (Corporation, and Farm Credit Adminis-
tration, the division of duties and responsibilities of the
several agencies cooperating in relief activities in the drought
area and the function of each agency in connection with the
allocation of any expenditures from the $525,000,000 fund appro~
priated by the Emergency Appropriation Act, fiscal year 1935,
part of which has been allocated by executive order.

1. The Federal Surplus Relief Corporation will receive
from the Agricultural Adjustment Administration
cattle purchased from Jones=Connally funds, and live-
stock purchased from funds allocated by the President.

Such cattle will be distributed for relief purposes,
as follows:

(1) suitable cattle, if any, will be
distributed as subsistence stock.

(2) Approximately 75,000 head per week
will be shipped by the Federal
Surplus Relief Corporation to commercial
packing plants for slaughter and can-
ning, with provision for storage of
carcasses over and above available
canning facilities until such time as
facilities are available.

(3) To State Emergency Relief Adminis-
trations for processing in plants
operated as work relief projects,

" or by commercial patking plants.

(4) To State Emergency Relief Adminis-
trations to be pastured for grazing
prior to slaughter or redistribution.
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II.

III.

.

Other livestock donated by you for relief purposes
may be distributed in similar fashion.

It is understood there will be available $100,000,000
for the purpose of paying all feeding, handling,
transportation, and processing costs after purchase

by the Agricultural Adjustment Administration. Of the
total, $25,000,000 has already been allocated.

The Federal Emergency Relief Administration will pro-
vide additional work relief for families and individuals
in the drought areas, including projects to provide ad-
ditional water supply in these areas now deficient in
water resources.

It is understood that there will be available for this
undertaking $125,000,000, of which $31,250,000 has been
allocated by executive order.

In accordance with the established procedure, the Federal
Emergency Relief Administration allocates funds to the
State Emergency Relief Administrations. These funds are
distributed to individuals as payment for work. In order
to provide the families on relief rolls with sufficient
amounts of money to feed livestock, which in turn provides
the families with food for subsistence, funds may be ad-
vanced before the work is performed, or sufficient work
may be given so that money will be available to purchase
stock feed.

It has been agreed that the ¥ederal Emergency Relief Ad-
ministration, through its agencies, shall provide not in
excess of $25.00 per month for maintenance of subsistence
stock to destitute families eligible for relief.

Several state rslief administrations and the Federal Sur-
plus Relief Corporation are now buying stock feed for
distribution.

It is proposed that such purchases will be discontimued
and funds advanced for the purchase of feed requirements
from local dealers by individuals on relief rolls.

Farm Credit Administration proposes to make loans insofar
as the administration of the $100,000,000 emergency fund
for loans for feeding and the planting of forage crops is
concerned and in addition, for the movement of cattle to
grazing areas and return, and to provide for the movement
of caitle to grazing areas on feeding-in-transit rates of
cattle which will later move to markst. The policy de-
termined upon is to make loans on unsecured notes with
non-disturbance agreements from chattel lienholders.
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Based upon information furnished by this office, the Farm
Credit Administration has prepared basic tables of amounts
per month to be loaned upon various classes of livestock.

Farm Credit Administration will make no loans where the
initial loan is to be on a basis of less than $25.00 per
month. Such cases will be handled by the Federal Emerg-
ency Relief Administration.

Where $25.00 or more per month is required for livestock
feed and seed for forage crops, Farm Credit Administration
will make such loans.

It is understood that the whole program is being undere
taken for the relief of those heavily burdened by drought
or similar conditions. At the present time the Farm
Credit Administration proposes to maike emergency loans
from this fund only to counties designated as emergency
areas and only to those whose applications are approved
by local committees, upon which the county representatives
of the Federal Emergency Relief Administration are repre-

gented.

It is proposed that applications for loans will be sub-
mitted to the Agricultural Drought Relief Director of
the county in which the application is made by the rep~
resentative of the Farm Credit Administration before the
applications are submitted to the local committee for
consideration and action.

Private agencies and established governmental agencies
are expected to continue malking advances to those who
have credit facilities.

0f the $100,000,000 requested for such loans, $25,000,000
has already been allocated to the Farm Credit Adminis-
tration.

The functions of the Secretary of Agriculture and his
agencies in connection with the administration of
funds allocated by the executive order referred to

above are:

(1) To survey conditions within States and
Counties and on the basis of reports from
properly qualified personnel to determine
which counties shall be included in drought
areas.
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(2)

(2)

(4)

(5)

- 4§ - 213

The purchase and conservation of seed for
future crop plantings in drought areas.

For this purpose, a fund of $25,000,000
has been appropriated, all of which has
been allocated.

The purchase of livestock for donation
to the Federal Surplus Relief Corporation
for relief distribution.

For this purpose, there was requested
$76,000,000, of which $18,750,000 has
been allocated.

This amount 1g in addition to the sum of
$100,000,000,appropriated under the Jones-
Connally amendment and such part of the
appropriation under the LaFollette amend-
ment as is available for elimination of
disease, probably $30,000,000.

The movement of animals, if necessary,

to assist in preserving the livestock
industry of the United States, when it
appears that without such action desirable
breeding stock may be slaughtered.

This item contemplates the purchase and
movement to grazing areas or feeding areas
of superior stock, to prevent destruction

or waste of such stock, the disposition
thereof to be determined later at the
discretion of the Secretary. It is intend-
ed that every effort shall first be made

to aid and assist owners of such stock to
secure financing and continue their owner-
ship of such superior stock.

It 1s proposed that as a measure of assistance
to Agriculture, and for the purpose of minim~
izing unwarranted price increases in feed
stuffs, there be set up a regulating and con-
trol agency by which all requirements for feed
and roughage in counties and states of the
drought area may be compared with known avail=~
able supplies above requirements in other
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areas. By voluntary cooperation of all
trade agencies, allocated purchases of
requirement 8 in various drought sections

or commmities to various markets and on

the basis of competition. To arrange for
the fulfillment of requirements on the best
price basis with low service charges to be
paid only to the fipal distributor, who will
be assured of cash payment and prompt deliv-~
ery by previous coordinated efforts of feed
dealers and county committees to determine
commnity feed needs and to provide sufficient
funds from three sources;

1. The citizen with his own funds.
2. The citigen borrowing from Farm Credit;

3. The citigen receiving funds from the -
Federal Emergency Relief Administration,

all to be ready to accept delivery upon ar-
rival of cars and prepared to pay local dealer
upon delivery.

Such a Feed and Forage Regulating Office has
been ingtituted within the Drought Relief
Service and is prepared to function. The
matier has been carefully presented and dis-
cussed with representatives of the trade,
representatives of the Agricultural Adjust-
ment Administration, the Bureaus of the De-
partment of Agriculture the Federal Emerg-
ency Relief Administration and the Farm
Credit Administration, all of whom have united
in the recommendation that the proposed coordina-
tion be attempted, and who have all expressed
the belief that it is desirable, feasible, and
workable with great possible benefits.

The representatives of the Federal Emsrgency
Relief Administration and Farm Credit Admin-
istration have urged that it be undertaken.

Funds for the movement of animals and opera-
tion of the proposed service must come from
the $25,000,000 allocated by the President
for seed or from the $75,000,000 appropriated
for the purchase of livestock.
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The executive order reads "to meet the emerg-
ency and necessity for relief in stricken
agricultural areas, there is hereby allocated
to the Secretary of Agriculture or such agency
as he may designate. the sum of $43,750,000
for the purchase, sale, gift or other disposi-
tion of seed, feed, and livestock, and for the
trangportation thereof."

V. No reference is made herein to the program of the Civilian
Conservation Corps, nor to the land purchase progrsm of
the Federal Emergency Relief Adminigtration.

Copy of the executive order attached.

Respectfully submitted,

Philip G. Murphy,
Associate Director,

Drought Relief Service.

Enclosure.
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EXECUTIVE ORDER

ALLOCATING FUNDS TO MEET THE EMERGENCY
AND NECESSITY FOR RELIEF IN STRICKEN
AGRICULTURAL AREAS.
By virtue of, and pursuant to, the authority vested in
me by the "Emergency Appropriation Act, Fiscal Year 1935,"
appropriating $625,000,000 to meet the emergency and neces-
sity for relief in stiricken agricultural areas, there is here-
by allocated toc the Director of Emergency Conservation Work
for the establishment and maintenance of Civilian Conservation
Corps Camps, the sum of $12,500,000; to the Farm Credit Ad-
ministration for making loans to farmers for seed, feed,
freight, summer fallowing, and similar purposes, under such
terms and conditions as the Governor thereof may prescribe,
the sum of $25,000,000; to the Federal Emergency Relief Ad~
ministration for making grants to states the sum of $56,250,000,
and for the purpose of increasing employment through the pure
chase of lands in stricken areas. the sum of $12,500,000;
and to the Secretary of Agriculture or such agency as he may
designate the sum of $43,750,000 for the purchbase, sale, gift
or other disposition of seed, feed and livestock, and for

transportation thereof.

/s/ YRANKLIND. ROOSEVELT

THR WEITE BOUSE
June 23, 1934
(No. 6747)
Digitized for FRASER
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APPENDIX F - EXHIBIT §

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULIURE
AGRICULTURAL ADJUSTMENT ADMINISTRATION
WASHINGTON, D. C.

August 17, 1924.

MEMORANDUM OF ORGANIZATION
FOR DROUGHT RELIEF

General Organization

To Meet Drought Conditionsg
The President's DroughtCommittee-

Honorable Henry A. Wallace, Secretary of Agriculture

Honorable Chester C. Davis, Administrator,
Agricultural Adjustment Administration,

Honorable Harry L. Hopkins, Administrator, .
Federal Emergency Relief Administration.

Honorable Wm. I. Myers, Governor,

Farm Credit Administration.

Livegtock Feed Committee.

Dr. Calvin B. Hoover, Chairman,
Col. Philip G. Murphy, Vice~Chairman.

. Col. Lawrence Westbrook, (F.E.R-A.)

Mr. Keith Southard, (r.s.rR.C.)
Mr. A. T. Esgate, (F.C.A.)
Mr. C. R. Arnold, (F.c.A))

Dr. C. W. Warburton,
Dr. J. R. llohler,
¥Mr. W. F. Callander,

The Executive Secretary of the President's Drought Committee
shall be ex officio the Chairman of the Livestock Feed Committee.
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The Livestock Feed Committee shall function as the coordinat-
ing channel for the agencies engaged in drought relief, the
Federal Emergency Relief Administration, Farm Credit Admin-
istration, Agricialtural Adjustment Administration, and the
Department of Agriculture.

The Committee shall inform itself as to all phases of the

drought and formulate plans for relieving distress due to the
drought. It shall recommend general policies to the President's
Committee and when approved shall arrange the division of
functions between the several agencies and endeavor to prevent
overlapping of duties or neglect of any phase of the problem.

It shall arrange for close coordination of the work of the
ageacies 1n states and counties.

Organization
thin ¢ f i ture

1. A Drougat Plans Committeeis charged with the responsibility
of recommending action to most effectively meet the serious

agricultural situation in drought areas.

2. This Committee shall be constantly advised of the recommenda-
and decisiones of the President's Drought Committee, and
shall arrange that any duty assigned to Agriculture by the
President's Committee and approved by the Secretary shall be
acted upon by itself or allocated to one of the special
committees. The Chairman of the Drought Plans Committee
shall be a member of the Livestock Feed Committee.

3. Other committees such as the

Area Designation Committee, the
Food Survey Committee, the

Seed Conservation Committee, the
Feed and Forage Comuittee, the
Livestock Purchase Commlttee

shall furanish to the Drotight Plans Committee copies of all
reports and recommendations of such committees. The
chairman of each special committee shall be ex officio a
member of the Drought Plans Committee.
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The Drought Plans Committee .and other committees such

as those named above shall report through the chairman
of the respective committees to the Director, Commodities
Divigion, Agricultural Adjustment Administration.

The Drought Plans Committee shall make such recommenda-
tions to the Director, Commodities Division upon the
reports of the other committees as shall appear neces-
sary or desirable to effect complete coordination within
one general plan for Agriculture, and in harmony with the
Joint program Frederal Emergency Relief Administration,
Farm Credit Administration, and Agriculture.

Upon approval of the Administrator and the Secretary, the
Director, Commodities Division, shall put into effect
plans recommended by the committees.

The County and State Organization comprising State and
County Directors and County Committees to be organized
by and under the control of the Director of Extension.

Buresu of Animal Industry Functions -

Cattle inspection, approval of appraisal and condemna-
tion proceedings, acceptance of cattle for Govermment,
and will obtain receipts from Federal Surplus Relief
Corporation when cattle are delivered, Bureau of Animal

Industry functions to be directed from Washington.

Livestock Purchase to be directed by the Cattle and
Sheep Section, with the Chief of the Section in charge
of field operations with suitable staff in the field

and offices in Washington.

Conservation and methods of assembling and distributing
feed and forage shall be carried out by a ¥Feed and
Forage Section with necessary field offices and offices
in Washington.

Seed Procurement to be carried out by the Commodities
Purchase Section.

Payments for purchases to be made after audit of
vouchers by representatives of the Comptroller.

The preparation of purchase orders, the preparation of
letters of agreement to donate and the donation of
livestock or other commodities to the Federal Surplus
Relief Corporation and/or Federal Emergency Relief
Administration, the arrangement for such delivery, the
accumulation of records of purchase and of transfer;
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comparison of the records of purchase and transfer
with records of payment, and the preparation of
combined reports of acquisition and disposition of
property shall be the responsibility of the
Commodities Purchase Section.

The Drought Plens Committee - Dr. C. W. Warburton, Chairman

Dr. H. R. Tolley

Dr. J. R. Mohler

Dr. M. A. Olsen

Mr. G. B. Thorne

Mr. D. P. Trent

Mr. J. ¥F. Cox

Mr. B. C. McChord
Mr. 4. H. Lauterbach
Dr. Mordecal Eszekiel
Col. Philip G. Murphy

The Area Designation Committee = Dr. Nils A. Olsen, Chairman

Dr. C. W. Warburton

with assistants from the

Bureau of Agricultural Economics and
Extension Service,

The Seed Conservation Committee = Mr. J. F. Cox, Chairman

Dr. c. w. warburton
Dr. N. A. Olsen

Dr. M. A. McCall

Col. Philip G. Murphy

The Livestock Purchase Committee — Mr. G. B. Thorne, Chairman

Dr. Mordecal Ezekiel
Dr. J. R. Mohler

Dr. 0. E. Reed

Mr. A. H. Lauterbach
Mr. R. C. McChord
Col. Philip G. Murphy

The Food Survey Committee - Dr. Mordecai Ezekiel, Chairman

Dr. H. R. Wellman
Dr. Louise Stanley
Dr. Hazel Stiebeling
Miss Miriam Birdseye
Mr. C. A. Burmeister
Dr. 0. E. Reed

Dr. L. H. Bean

Mr. Thomas C. Blaisdell
Mr. P. L. Koenig

Dr. E. W. Gaumnitg
Col. Philiy G. Murphy
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20. The Peed and Forage Committee -~ Mr. D. P. Trent, Chairman

Mr. W. F. Callander
Mr. W. A. Wheeler

Mr. G. 4. Collier
Mr. C. H. Cochran
Mr. E. C. Parker

Mr. H. W. Hockbaum
Col. Philip G. Murphy

(8) M’ *

Adminigtrator.

(s) H. A. Wallace
Secretary
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APPENDIX F - EXHIBIT 6

July 15, 1935.

MEMORANDUM TO THE SECRETARY

Dear Mr. Secretary:

In accordance with my recent conversation with you
and my understanding that you desire that I should con-
tinue as Chairman of the Drought Coordinating Committee
and Secretary of the President's Drought Committee and
Governor Myer's acquiescence, I have prepared a memorandum
which 1s attached hereto for your signature and the sig-
natures of the other members of the President's Drought
Committee.

Because of the various shifts in persomnel during
the past year the Drought Coordinating Committee membership
has been somewhat changed and it appears to me desirable
that you approve this memorandum which represents the
present membership of the Drought Coordinating Committee
in accordance with the desires of the several agencies and
the President's Drought Committee. This organization is
in accordance with the action of the most recent meeting
in your office.

Very truly yours,

Philip G. Murphy,
Executive Secretary,
President's Brought Committee.

PGM:HM
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July 15, 1935.

MEMORANDUM OF ORGANIZATION

FOR DROUGET RELIEF
AND F¥OR RELIEF OF

STRICKEN AGRICULTURAL AREAS

This memorandum supersedes one dated August 17, 1934.

Geperal Organization
(1) The President's Drought Committee

Honorable Henry A. Wallace, Secretary of Agriculture

Honorable Chester C. Davis, Administrator,

Agricultural Adjustment Administration.

Honorable Harry L. Hopkins, Administrator,

Honorable Wm. 1. Myers,

Honorable Rexford Tugwell,

Ag Adviser

Colonel Philip G. Murphy,
Executive Secretary.

Federal Emergency Relief Administration.

Governor,
Farm Credit Administration.

Administrator,
Resettlement Administration.

Farm Credit Administration.

Drought Coordinating Committee

Col. Philip G. Murphy,
Dr. Calvin B. Hoover,
Col. Lawrence Wesibrook
Mr. Norman Monaghan,
Dr. C. W. Warburton,
Captain Carroll Power,

Chairman, Fram Credit Administration
Agricultural Adjustment Administration
Federal Emergency Relief Administration
Farm Credit Administration

Extension Service

Agricultural Adjustment Administration
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Drought Coordinating Committee (Continued)

Dr. J. R. Mohler, Bureau of Animml Industry
Mr. W. F. Callander, Bureau of Agricultural Economics
Mr. Hugh H. Bennett, Soil Conservation Service

Mr. Frederick P. Bartlett, Resettlement Administration.

The Drought Coordinating Committee shall function as the agent
for coordinating the activities of the Federal Emergency lelief
Adminigtration, Farm Credit Administration, Agricultural Adjustw
ment Administration, Department of Agriculture and Resettlement
Administration in relieving distress in stricken agricultural
areas.

The Committee shall inform itself as to all phases of conditions
in stricken agricultural areas and shall formulate plans for rem=
lieving distress due to such conditizrs. It shall recommend gen=
eral policies to the President's Committee and when approved shall
arrange the division of functions between the several agencies and
endeavor to prevent overlapping of duties or neglect of any phase
of the problem. It shall arrange for close and harmonious coop-
eration of the representatives of the various agencies in carry-
ing on field activities in the various states and counties.

R. G. Tugwell
Acting Secretary of Agriculture

Chester C. Davisg
Administrator

Agricultural Adjustment Administration

- Harry L, Hopking =
Administrator

Federal Emergency Relief Administration

W. I. Myers
Governor
Farm Credit Administration

R. G. Tugwell -
Administrator

Resettlement Administration
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APPENDIX P

EXHIBIT 7, = Tariffs -
315=A = Livestock
328=A =~ Livestock
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APPLIES ON INTERSTATE AND INTRASTATE TRAFFIC.

e e, u}:n L. E. KIPP'S I. C. C. No. A-2515
Novada P. 3.C. No.12 _ | L.E. Kipp, Agot J. E. JOHANSON’S I. C. C. No. 2643
C. No. 41 H. G. TOLL'S I. C. C. No. 1342

WESTERN TRUNK LINES FREIGHT TARIFF
No. 315-A

L. E. KIPP, Agent

SOUTHWESTERN LINES TARIFF No. 121-A

J. E. JOHANSON, Agent

TRANS-CONTINENTAL FREIGHT BUREAU
TARIFF No. 54-B

H. G. TOLL, Agent

EMERGENCY FREIGHT TARIFF

PROVIDING

REDUCED RATES

DUE TO DROUGHT CONDITIONS

HAY,

AND OTHER FORAGES LISTED IN ITEM No. §, CARLOADS
FROM STATIONS ON LINES NAMED HEREIN

TO

DROUGHT STRICKEN AREAS

AS DESCRIBED IN ITEM No. 36 HEREIN
IN

ARIZONA, ARKANSAS, CALIFORNIA, COLORADO, IDAHO, IOWA, KEANSAS, LOUISIANA, MINNESOTA,
MISSOURI, MONTANA, NEBRASKA, NEVADA NEW MEXICO NORTH DAKOTA, OKI.AHOHA
OREGON, SOUTH DAKOTA TEXAS UTAH OR WYOMING ON LINES NAMED HEREIN

ALSO ON

LIVESTOCK

FROM DROUGHT STRICKEN AREAS AS DESCRIBED IN ITEM No. 35, IN STATES NAMED ABOVE
ON LINES NAMED HEREIN

TO
STATIONS ON LINES NAMED HEREIN

ISSUED SEPTEMBER 28, 1934 EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 1, 1934
(Explres with April 30, 1935, except on Livestock
ires_ with December 31, 1934, except as
t erwise provided in Item 85. )

Issued under authority of Drou%ht Order No. 18 of the Interstate Commerce Commission, dated Septemher 28, 1934,
under Section 22, paragraph 1, of the Interstate Commerce Act and State Commissions, as provxded on page 2

H. @. TOLL, Agent J. E. JOHANSON, Agent,
516 West Jackson Blvd., 313 North 9th St.
CHICAGO, ILL. T. LOUIS, Mo.
Issued b
L. B. KIPP, nt,
. 516 West Jackson Blvd,,
(11,500) CHICAGO, ILL. . (File 6-815-1)

Printed in U. 8. A. (G.W.) : 61904
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¥YREIGHT TARIFF No. 315-A,

L

1ssued under authority of the following State Commissions:

Arizona Corporation Commission Special Rate Authority 3096 of September 24, 1934.

Arkansas Corporation Commission, telegram of September 27, 1934.

Railroad Commission of California, Section 17 of the Public Utilities Act.

Public Utilities Commission of Colorado, Authority 8741 of September 24, 1934.

Public Utilities Commission of Idaho, Order A-1131 of September 22, 1934.

Iowa Board of Railroad Commissioners, File L-874 of September 24, 1934.

State Corporation Commission of Kansas, telegram of September 24, 1934.

Public Service Commission of Louisiana, Authority 6086-R of September 23, 1934, and Amendment No. 1 thereto.
Minnesota Railroad and Warehouse Commission, letter of September 24, 1934,

Missouri Public Service Commission, Authority 3693 of September 24, 1934, one day’s‘ notice.

Montana Board of Railroad Commisgioners and Public Service Commission, Authorization No. 2055 of September 24, 1934.
Nebraska State Railway Commission, Application 11047 of September 25, 1934.

Public Service Commission of Nevada, telegram of September 24, 1934.

State Corporation Commission of New Mexico, R. O. 1299 of September 24, 1934.

North Dakota Board of Railroad Commissioners, telegram of September 23, 1934,

Corporation Commission of Oklahoma, Authority B-0017379-3 of September 24, 1934, one day’s notice.

Publie Utilities Commission of Oregon, Order 2579 of September 24, 1934.

South Dakota Board of Railroad Commissioners, telegram of September 24, 1934, one day’s notice.

Railroad Commission of Texas, telegram, September 26, 1934.

Public Utilities Commission of Utah, S. P. 2748 of September 24, 1934,

Board of Equalization of and Public Service Commission of Wyoming, telegram of September 24, 1934,
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. 316-A.

ISSUING AND PARTICIPATING CARRIERS. ]
This tariff is isswed by L. E. Kipp, H. G. Toll and J. E. Johanson, as Agents, on behalf of the following lines, under |
authority shown opposite each line: .
Powers of | Powers of | Powers of |
Attorney | Attorney | Attorney {1
. to to to J. E.
L. E. Kipp | H. Q. Toll | Jo
Abbreviation CARRIER
FX1 No. FXi No. ¥FX1iNo. |
(Except a8 | (Except as | (Except ag-{]
noted) noted) noted) -
. H
A &S........... Abilene & Southern Railway Company...........ccoovviiiiiennn... - S T
AT.&N....... Alabama, Tennessee & Northern Railroad Corporation............. 2+ T (Y ool
AltonR. R...... Alton Railroad Company, The. ...t 18 S P
A&G.......... Asherton and Gulf Railway Company................coviiinennnn See Missouri Pacific Lilnes
AB............ Asphait Belt Railway Company..............c.ciiiiiiiininiinan. See Missoulri Pacific Lijnes
AT &S.F..... Atchison, Topeks and Santa Fe Railway Company, The............ See SantaFle System Lijnes
BE............ Bambrger Electric Railroad Company (Julian M. Bamberger and
Lahman V. Bower, Receivers).................ciiiinnnnnna L7 (R PO P,
B.S.L.&W..... Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western Railway Company, The (L. W.
Baldwin and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees)........................ See Missou(ri Pacific Lijnes
BM&E.... ... Beaver, Meade and Englewood Railroad Company.................. 31 ool
BF.&LF... .. Big Fork and International Falls Railway Company................ S O
B-R.I.......... Burlington-Rock Island Railroad Company..............cvviiiiiiderinieernene]iaeerennenns 2
B.A&P..... ... Butte, Anaconda & Pacific Railway Company...................... 82 .
Can, Nat........ Canadian National Railways (Lines Port Arthur, Armstrong, Ont.,
and West thereof). (SeeNote).............. . ... v, W60 | ves
C. Cedar Rapids and Iowa City Railway........... i o
C. Charles City Western Railway Compan 66  l........... )i, .
C. Chicago and Eastern Illinois Railway Company (Charles M. Thom-
BON, LPUBLEE) . ottt ettt s . O
C. Chicago & 1llinois Midland Railway Company. ..................... &t S I S beriene
C. .| Chicago and North Western Railway Company..................... 107 |
C. Chicago, Aurora & Elgin Railroad Company (A. A. Sprague and
Britton I. Budd, Receivers)........................ .. .. ....... 47 e
C. .| Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Company.................. D Y
C. Chicago Great Western Railroad Company......................... 120 ..., .
C. .| Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company. . ... .. 32 5 |l
C. .| Chicago, North Shore and Milwaukee Railroad Company (A. A.
Sprague and Britton I. Budd, Receivers)........................ . Y N
C. Chicago, Roek Island and Gulf Railway Company, The (Frank O.
Lowden, James E. Gorman, Joseﬁh B. Fleming, Trustees).........|..........o|oeeeinenens, 58
C. Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company, The (Frank O.
Lowden, James E. Gorman, Joseph B. Fleming, Trustees)......... 257 249 |
C. St. Chicago, Saint Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha Railway Company. . .. ¢ J PN
Cis. & N Cisco & Northeastern Railway Company..................... ..... 20 [,
C.&S........... Colorado and Southern Railway Company, The.................... 4 |, AR
C.&W.......... Colorado & Wyoming Railway Company, The. .. ... ... .\ oo oo 84 |
C&G.......... Columbus and Greenville Railway Company........................ 41 | i1
DK &W....... DeKalb & Western Railroad Company.. .......................... 2 O TN
D.&P.S........ Denison and Pacific Suburban Railway Company, The..............[............[............ 52
D. & R. G. W....| Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, The........... 64 47 ... .
D.&S.L........ Denver and Salt Lake Railway Company, The.... . ... ... ... ..... 20 | e
D.M. &C.1....{ Des Moines & Central Iowa Railroad. .................... .. .. .... 41 oo,
D.M. & N.......] Duluth, Missabe and Northern Railway Company.................. |2 J PO D
D.S.S. &A..... Duluth, South Shore and Atlantig Railway Company, The.......... 71 |
D.W.&P....... Duluth, Winnipeg and Pacific Railway Company
EJ&E........ Elgin, joliet and Eastern Railway Company... .. ............... ...
E-N............ Eureka-Nevada Railway Company. ......0........................
F.C&G....... Fernwood, Columbia & Gulf Railroad Company............. ... ...
Ft.D.D. M. & 8.] Fort Dod%, Des Moines & Southern Railroad Company (C. H.
Crooks, Receiver)...... e e e e 8l b,
Ft.S.&W....... Ft. Smith and Western Railway Company (L. B. Barry, Jr., Receiver) 90
Ft. W. & D. C...| Fort Worth and Denver City Railway Company.......... ... ... .. 92 ... 73
Ft. W. & R. G...| Fort Worth & Rio Grande Railway Company................. ... |........... ..., 49
F.&EN.......... Fredericksburg & Northern Railway Company. ... .................0............|. ..., 20
G.N............ Great Northern Railway Company................................. 85 (TR PO
GW............ Great Western Railway Company, The......... .. ... .. ... ... .. 60 e, ‘
G.B. &W....... Green Bay and Western Railroad Company . . ................ ... . T4 e
G.&S.I........ Gulf and Ship Island Railroad Company . ....................... .. A4l e
G.C.&8.F..... Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe Railway Company.................... See Santa Fle System Lines
G M.&N....... Gulf, Mobile and Northern Railroad Company..................... 72 |
H&NE....... Hillsboro and North Eastern Railway Company.................... 34 oo .
H&B. V....... Houston and Brazos Valley Railway Company..................... See Missoujri Pacific Lines
Ill. Cent......... 1llinois Central Railroad Company........... .. ... ............... 242 ...l 229
Note.—The provisions ot this tariff, in connection with the Canadian National Railways (Lines Port Arthur s
strong, Ont., and V\ﬁest thereof), only apply between stations on the Can. Natl., in Minnesota; alsz on traffic from or to sia?ig:;
on the Can. Natl., in Minnesota originating at, or destined to stations in the United States. R
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. 815-A.

ISSUING AND PARTICIPATING CARRIERS—Continued.
This tariff is issued by L. E. Kipp, H. G. Toll and J. E. Johanson, as Agents, on behalf of the following lines, under
authority shown opposite each line:
Powers of | Powers of | Powers of
Attorney | Attorney | Attorney
to to to J. E.
L. E. Kipp | H. Q. Toll | Johanson
Abbreviation CARRIER
FX1 No. FX1 No. FX1 No.
(Except as | (Except a8 | (Except as
noted) noted) noted)
Illinois Terminal Company.................o i inn... 54 ............ 35
Lessee of:
Alton & Eastern Railroad Company.
East St. Louis & Suburban Railway Company (O'Fallon Freight
Ill. Term........ Line). .
Hlinois Traction, Inc. {(Main Division).
St. Louis & Alton Railway Company.
St. Louis and Illinois Belt Railway.
St. Louis Electric Terminal Railway Company.
G.N . The S1;.1 I(‘;)uis, TNroy 1fmd lﬁasl{;erndRéil Road Company.
I.G.N.......... nternational-Great Northern Railroad Company................ ... See Missou|ri i o
(L. W. Baldwin and Guy A. Thompson, Trustoes.) ec Missouri Pacific Lines
1.8.U Towa Southern Utilities Company......................cc.iiiu... 62 ... .
K.C. 8. ..| Kansas City Southern Railway Company, The............ .. 81 ..
K.O0 & ..| Kansas, Oklahoma & Gulf Raillway Company....................... 35 | 18
L. &M .| Litchfield and Madison Railway Company..................... ... 93 ... 85
L.A & ..| Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railroad Company........................ See Union |Pacific Systlem
L&A .| Louisiana & Arkansas Railway Company........................... A24 ...l Al
L.A. & Louisiana, Arkansas & Texas Railway Company....................|.. ... .... ... ..~ A4
L.S............. Louisiana Southern Railway Company (Henry S. Fleming and Henry'
B. Curtis, Receivers)........... ..o BB |
L.&N.......... Louisville and Nashville Railroad Company........................ 260 |l
Mid.C.......... Midland Continental Railroad.........................oii .. 80 |
M.V, .......... Midland Valley Railroad Company..........c.coooiiiuniinaio o, 67 |y 59
Min. R.......... Mineral Range Railroad Company................................. (VI TR
M.&St. L....... Minneapolis & 8t. Louis Railroad Company, The, (W. H. Bremner,] | =~~~ 77w
Receiver)....... ... ... .. e B60  |......... ...
M.N.&S....... Minneapolis, Northfield and Southern Railway............... .. ... 64 Lo
M.St.P.& S.8.M..| Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railway Company........ 76 L
M.&I.......... Minnesota and International Railway Company................. ... 49 Lol
Minn. W......... Minnesota Western Railway Company.......0..................... 10 EREURERRRE I
M&A .. ... Mississippi & Alabama Railroad Company . ... ............ .. 000" 33 RN ISR
M. &S.V....... Mississippi & Skuna Valley Railroad Company..................... 17 |
M&W......... Mississippi & Western Railroad Company.................... . ... .. Z-41 |
ME............ Mississippi Export Railroad Company.............................. 34 R IR
Mo. & Kan...... Missour1 and Kansas Railroad Company, The................. .. .. S S B
M.&N.A....... Missouri and North Arkansas Railway Company (L. A. Watkins,| |~~~y o
Receiver)......... O AR42 | ... ... AR-13
Mo-Iil.......... Missouri-Illinois Railroad Company (L. W. Baldwin and Guy A.
Thompson, Trustees)......... ... 62 |.......... 40
M.K.-T......... Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Company......................... 4 |
M.-K.-T. of T....| Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Company of Texas................. 39 TSRO 2
Mo. Pac......... Missouri Pacific Railroad Company (L. W. Baldwin and Guy A.
Thompson, Trustees).............c.ooiiioiiiiiiinieiaii,... 7 |
Mo. Pac., Neb...| Missour1 Pacific Railroad Corporation in Nebraska (L. W. Baldwin| |~~~ ryrrrereeeee
and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees)................................ 48
Mo. Pac. Lines...| Missouri Pacifie Lines: 1P
Asherton and Gulf Railway Company...............o.oooooooo oo 25
Asphalt Belt Railway Company................................. 30 ...
Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western Railway Company, The (L. W.| | =~ e
Baldwin and Guy A, Thompson, Trustees). .................... 91 R 78
Houston and Brazos Valley Railway Company.................... 8 . 66
International-Great Northern Railroad Company (L. W. Baldwin
and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees).............................. 127 ... 115
New Iberia & Northern Railroad Company....................... 49 ... 38
New Orleans, Texas & Mexico Railway Company (L. W. Baldwin
and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees)..............................
Orange & Northwestern Railroad Company, The.................
Rio Grande City Railway Company......................covo.....
St. Louis, Brownsville and Mexico Railway Company, The (L. W.
Baldwin and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees).....................
San Antonio Southern Railway Company.........................
San Antonio, Uvalde & Gulf Railroad Company (L. W. Baldwin and
Guy A. Thompson, Trustees).........ocveeiiniieeneenrennns..
San Benito and Rio Grande Valley Railway Company............
Sugar Land Railway Company............ ..ot eeiiiiiiiininnn.s
Z—Denotes FX8 Number.
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. 815-A.

ISSUING AND PARTICIPATING CARRIERS—Continued.
This tariff is issued by L. E. Kipp, H. G. Toll and J. E. Johanson, as Agents, on behalf of the following lines, under
authority shown opposite each line: .
Powers of | Powers of iuttornq" ers of
Attgzney Att::noy to
J. E.
L. E. Kipp | H. G. Toll
Abbreviation CARRIER Johanson
FX1 No. FX1 No. FX1 No.
(Except as | (Except as | (Except as
noted) noted) noted)
M.&O.......... Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company (C. E. Ervinand T. M. Stevens,
Receivers). ......ooniiiiii i e 19 e .
M&E.......... Modesto and Empire Traction Company.......................o b 122 ... .
N.C. &8t. L....| Nashville Chattanoo%a. & St. Louis Raillway, The.................. 45-A L.
N.N............ Nevada Northern Rai way Company. ... 20 ..o
N.IL&N....... New Iberia & Northern Railroad Company......................... See Missoulri Pacific Li|nes
N.O. N. & N....; New Orleans, Natalbany and Natchez Rallway Company........... T S Y P
N.O.T. &M....| New Orleans, Texas & Mexico Railway Company (L. W. Baldwin and
Guy A. Thompson, Trustees) . .............. covireeieinnrenennnn See Missoulri Pacific Lijnes H
N.E.O.......... Northeast Oklahoma Railroad Company........................... 30 e 18
Nor. Pac........ Northern Pacific Railway Company................. ... iiiun.... 93 5 T R,
0.C-A-A....... Oklahoma City-Ada-Atoka Railway Company..................oo oo, 19
Okla............ Oklahoma Raillway Comﬁan_ .............................................................. 41
O.&N.W....... Orange & Northwestern Railroad Company, The.................... See Missoulri Pacific Liinea
O.BE............ Oregon Electric Railway Company...................ooo oo, 25 feeiiiiinen
Ore. &EN.W..... Oregon & North Western Railroad Co.............................. 12 e
0.8 L.......... Oregon Short Line Railroad Company.............................. See Union [Pacific Systlem
O.T. ............ Oregon Trunk Railway . ...........cooo i i D B R
0. W. R. R. & N.| Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navigation Company............... See Union |Pacific Systjem
P.&S. F........ Panhandle and Santa Fe Railway Company........................ See Santa Fle System
P.V.S.......... Pecos Valley Southern Railway Company..................ooviivi]ivinnennidoennnnns. 18
QA &P........ uannah, Acme & Pacific Railway Company . ............ ... nii]orenonene 27
%. 0.&K.C.. uiney, Omaha & Kansas City Railroad Company.................. L S T P
.G. & E. P....| Rio Grande and Eagle Pass Railway Company.....................L....... ..ol D-33
R.GC......... Rio Grande City Railway Company........ ....................... See Missou(ri Pacific Lijnes
Roby & N....... Roby & Northern Railroad Company. . ........................ ... o .
R. Sl.'& P........ Roscoe, Snyder and Pacific Railway Company...................... 4 | i vees
S5t.J.&G. I..... St. Joseph and Grand Island Railway Company, The............... See Union |Pacific Systlem
St. L.&H....... St. Louis and Hannibal Railroad Company..................... ... 4 U PN P .
St. L. B. & M....| St. Louis, Brownsville and Mexico Railway Company, The (L. W.
Baldwin and Guy A. Thompson, Trusteesg' ....................... See Missou|ri Pacific Lijnes
St.L-8.F....... St. Louis-San Franscisco Railway Company (J. M. Kurn and John G.
Lonsdale, Trustees)...................ooo.coiiiiiin... e b5 PO N
St. L. S. F. & T..| St. Louis, San Francisco and Texas Railway Company............. X-27T ] e
St.L.S.W...... St. Louis Southwestern Railway Commpany.......... ...... ... ... 7 e,
St. L. 8. W. of T.| St. Louis Southwestern Railway Company of Texas................. B e
Sac. Nor......... Sacramento Northern Railway.............. .. ......coiiiidoenennan, 3 L.
S. L &U........ Salt Lal)(e and Utah Railroad Company (D. P. Abercrombie, Re-
CBIVET) L v o v et eia it ias s tenanearesrarannasnsareneaseaneneann L S PO N
S.AB.......... San Antonio Southern Rallwal{ Company........................... See Missoulri Pacific Lines &
S.AU&G..... San Antonio, Uvalde & Gulf Railroad Company (L. W. Baldwin and
Guy A. Thompson, Trustees)....... e e e See Missoujri Pacific Lijnes
S.B. & R. G. W..| San Benito and Rio Grande Valley Railway Company.............. See Missoulri Pacific Lijnes
S.D.&A.E..... San Diego & Arizona Eastern Railway Company.............. ... ............ | O
Santa Fe System Lines: .
AT &S.F..... Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, The.......... F: %/ S O F
G.C.&S8.F..... Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe Railway Company.................. A44 A28 ...l
P.&S.F........ Panhandle and Santa Fe Railway Company.....................|...........|..coel 39
S.&E. V........ Saratoga & Enecampment Valley Railroad Company................ A Y
8.Co............ Shelby County Railway Company.......... S 24 |,
S NW......... Shelby Northwestern lewafv Company (Julius C. Houck, Receiver). /N U PN
S.P.&S........ Spokane, Portland and Seattle Railway Company.................|............ 30 |
Southern Pacific Lines: . )
Sou. Pae......... Southern Pacific Company (Pacific Lines—Dawson, N. M. and
West; Ogden, Utah and West; Portland, Ore., and gouth) ....... 92 74 e beieanaaae
T.&N.O....... Texas and New Orleans Railroad Company.......................|............L........... 563
S.L............. Sugar Land Railwsi{ Company.....................oiiii See Missouri Pacific Lijnes
T.&T.......... Tama and Toledo Railroad Company.............................. 30 e,
T.&N.O....... Texas and New Orleans Railroad Company...................... .. See Souther(n Pacific Linles
T.&P.......... Texas and Pacific Railway Company, The........ ... .. .. ... ... ... ... . 0. ... . ... 83
T.E............. Texas Eleetrie Railway. .. .........ooocoon 1
(Jas. P. Griffen, Receiver).
Tex. Mex........ Texas Mexican Railway Company, The
T-N.M......... Texas-New Mexico Railway Company..............................
T.8. L.......... Texas Short Lines Railway Company.................... ... .. ...
T.Sou........... Tidewater Southern Railway Company
T.P.&W....... Toledo, Peoria & Western Railroad................................
X—Denotes FX7 Number.
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. 816-A.

ISSUING AND PARTICIPATING CARRIERS—Concluded.
This tariff is issued by L. E. Kipp, H. G. Toll and J. E. Johanson, as Agents, on behalf of the following lines, under
authority shown opposite each line:
Powers of | Powers of | Powers of
Attorney | Attorney | Attorney
to to to J. E.
L. E. Kipp | H. G. Toll | Johanson
Abbreviation CARRIER
FX1 No. FX1 No. FX1 No.
(Except as | (Except as | (Except a8
noted) noted) noted)
Union Pacifie System: .
LA &S L..... Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railroad Company................ ... .. 55 38
O.8S.L.......... Oregon Short Line Railroad Company............................ ’7 71
O-W.R.R.&N Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navigation Company......... ... 34 24
St.J&GI..... St. Joseph and Grand Island Railway Company, The... ... ... . ... 64 o
Un. Pac....... .. Union Pacific Railroad Company................................ 72 52
United.......... United Railways Company.................... .o 23
LGl Utah Idaho Central Railroad Company, The. ............... ... ... 24 oL
Utah............ Utah Railway Company............... ... ... ... ...... 2
Wabash......... Wabash Railway Company (Norman B. Pitcairn and Frank C. Nico-
demus, Jr., Receivers). . ..................... ...
W.C. F. & N....] Waterloo, Cedar Falls and Northern Railway Company.... ... .. ...
WMW&ENW... W%‘atherford, Mineral Wells and Northwestern Railway Company,
L S TS
W.8.8. &Y. P..| White Sulphur Springs & Yellowstone Park Railway Company. . . ...
WP . .......... Western Pacific Railroad Company, The. .......... ... .. .. . . .
W.F.&S.... ... Wichita Falls & Southern Railroad Company.............. .. ... ...
W.N.W... Wichita Northwestern Railway Company, The (T. A. Fry, Receiver).
W.V............ Wichita Valley Railway Company, The... ... .......0.. ... ... .
Wyo.Ry......... Wyoming Railway Company..................................... ..
Y. &M V... ... Yazoo and Mississippi Valley Railroad Company, The...... ... ...
___
) 8
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. 313-A,

Item B. ARTICLES ON WHICH REDUCED RATES APPLY.
Reduced emergency rates authorized herevin, apply on carload shipments of:
LIST “A” LIST “B” LIST “C”
Hay. Beet Tops. Livestock, viz.:
Alfalfa Hay. Cactus. Cattle.
Millet Hay (unthreshed). Corn Cobs. Hogs.
Soya Bean Hay. Corn Stalks, shredded or not shredded.  Sheep.
Cow Pea Hay. Ensilage. Goats.
Fodder, including Cane Fodder. Horses.
Stover. Mules.
Straw, including Bean or Pea Straw.
Sorghum Cane.
Item 10. APPLICATION OF RATES ON HAY AND OTHER FORAGES, AS DESCRIBED IN ITEM 5.

(a) Reduced emergency rates authorized herein apply only on shipments of commodities as described in Lists A’ and
“B” of Item No. 5, carloads, for feeding Livestock, in the drought areas, as described in Item 35 and only when certificates
in the form shown m Item No. 80 are duly surrendered to destination agent.

The certificates shall be issued by County Agent, authorized to act by the Drought Relief Director and /or County
Director of Drought Relief Administration, as the case may be, ot the county in which the destination station ia located and
shall be issued only to users of the commodities as described in Lists ‘A" and “B” of Item No. 5 living in the Countiea in
the drought areas as described in Item No. 35.

Exception.—Associations as designated in Item 40, whose headquarters are not located in drought areas, acting in
behalf of users located in the drought areas, may have certificates issued to them by the Drought Relief Director or his duly
authorized representative.

(b) On commodities described in List *‘A’’ of Item 5, sixty-six and two-thirds per cent (663%) of the proportional, local
or joint rate on Hay lawfully on file with the Interstate Commerce Commission or State Commission, except a8 shown in
Item 50, paragraph (c).

(¢) On commodities described in List *“B”’ of Item No. 5, fifty per cent (50%) of the proportional, local or joint rate
on le:.y(, )lawfully on file with the Interstate Commerce Commission or State Commission, except as shown in Item 50, para-
graph (c). .

Item 15. MINIMUM WEIGHTS.

Commodities named in Lists ‘A" and *B” of Item 5 are subject to minimum carload weights applicable on Hay.

Item 20. APPLICATION OF RATES ON LIVESTOCK, AS DESCRIBED IN ITEM 6.

Reduced emergency rates authorized herein apply on shipments of Livestock, as described in List *C” of Item 5, from
stations in the drought areas as described in Item No. 35. See Exception.

85 per cent of commercial tariff rate (not stocker or feeder rate), will be charged to the feeding point, with privilege
of return from feeding point to original shipping point or an intermediate point at 15 per cent of commercial tariff rate (not
stocker or feeder rate), to the original shipping point.

Exception.—Will not apply on shipments to or from ‘“Public Livestock Markets or Yards”, as follows:
Amarillo, Tex. « Norfolk, Neb. San Antonio, Tex.
Canton. 8. D. North Kansas City, Mo. San Francisco, Cal.
Council Bluffs, Iowa. North Fort Worth, Tex. Scottsbluff, Neb.
Denver, Colo. North Portland, Ore. Sioux City, Iowa.

El Paso, Tex. North Salt Lake, Utah. Sioux Falls, 8. D.
Elwood, Kan. QOakland, Calif. South Omaha, Neb.
Ft. Worth, Tex. Oﬁden, Utah. South St. Joseph, Mo.
Grand Island, Neb. Oklahoma City, Okla. South St. Paul, Minn,

Omaha, Neb.
Parsons, Kan.
Portland, Ore.
St. Joseph, Mo.
St. Louis, Mo.

Houston, Tex.
Joplin, Mo.
Kansas City, Kan.
Kansas City, Mo.
Los Angeles, Calif.
Minneapolis, Minn. St. Paul, Minn.
Minnesota ’fransfer, Minn. Salt Lake City, Utah.

and other stations or sub-stations included within the switching districts of above named points,

South San Francisco, Calif.
Springfield, Mo.

Stockton, CGalif.

Wichita, Kan.

Yankton, 8. D.

York, Neb.

Item 23. EXCEPTION TO APPLICATION OF RATES.
Reduced rates authorized herein will not apply where lower drought relief rates are authorized in individual lines’

tariffs lawfully on file with the Interstate Commerce Commission or State Commissions.

Item 25. EXPLANATION OF TERM “TARIFF RATES” OR “COMMERCIAL TARIFF RATES.”
The terms ‘‘Tariff Rates” or “Commercial Tariff Rates’ when used in this tariff, mean the normal tariff rates lawfully
on file with the Interstate Commerce Commission or State Commissions. .

The reductions authorized in this tariff shall not be made in rates carrying provision that same are published to meet
motor truck competition or rates published with expiration dates. .

Ttem 30. MINIMUM CHARGE.

In no case will the final net charge to the lines participating in the reduced basis authorized herein be less than $15.00
per car. )
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FREIGHT TARITF No. 316-A.

Item No. 85.
DROUGHT AREAS AS SPECIFIED BELOW.
ARIZONA ARKANSAS— KANSAS MINNESOTA— MISSOURI—
(Counties) Concluded All Counties Concluded Conc.luded
Cochise (Counties) (Counties) icoim;leS)
p aclede
Groham Washingion Sock Lafayetto
1(‘Z‘}Iree:nlee ngh“:mﬁ LOUISIANA ghelrbume L;'x;: nee
aricopa 00 ibley :
l}\)’l_ohave Yell (Parishes) gtealrns %iggoln
ima t 1nr
Pinal Bienville Sti?f:ns ﬁvglgst?él
%&nta Cruz CALIFORNIA 103038581' Swift M:, o 0‘::1&
i : addo 0
Yavapai (Counties) Caldwell %Sg\(rierse Madison
Fresno Caliborne Wabasha Maries
Imperial De Soto Wadena Marion
o e Wasecn Miler
a Salle i :
ARKANSAS Lassen Lincoln wigog‘ﬁg“ Moniteau
(Counties) Los Angeles Natchitoches Wilkin Monroe
Baxt, Madera Ouachita Winona Montgomery
Bover Mo Bed River Wi Voreen
onterey abine ici vton
goone Orange ot Yellow Medicine Nodaway
C"‘l‘gley Riverside Webster Oregon
Cgrrgﬁ“ gan Benitod Winn 8sag§
an Bernardino zar
gark San Diego MISSOURI Perry
QY me San Lu}i; Obbispo {Counties) llgtﬁttlls
i t T] . elps
Cleveland nonta Barbara MINNESOTA Adsir Pike
an‘{:;gm Ventura (Counties) A?c}:i?;n }1;1?;]'5:5
Craighead Anoka Audrain P?llaski
Grantord coLoRADO Becker Barry Putnam
Dallas All Counties Big Stone Bates Rgncslolph
Drew Blue Earth Benton Ray
Faulkner Brown Bollinger Reynolds
Franklin IDAHO Carver Boone Ripley
Fulton Chippewa Buchanan St. Charles
garla.nd (Counties) g}ﬁsago guf(lfr 1 St. Clair
rant ay aldwe St. H
Greene Ada Cottonwood Callaway S:e Féancmp
Hempstead Adams Dakota Camden St Lecnevieve
Hot Springs Bannock Dodge Cape Girardeau b Louis
Howard Bear Lake Douglas Carroll gﬁ::el
Independence Bingham Faribault Carter 8 |y -
Izar Blaine Filimore Cass SCOt and
Jackson Boise Freeborn Cedar sﬁou
Johnson Bonneville Goodhue Chariton S A hon
Lafayette Butte Grant Christian helby
Lawrence Camas Hennepin Clark Stoddard
Lincoln Canyon Houston Clay Stone
Little River Caribou Tsanti Clinton Sullivan
Logan 8?'“}{“ Jackson Cole %2,'::3’
Lonoke ¢ ax": Kanabec Cooper Vernon
Madison uster Kandiyohi Crawford W
Marion Elmore Lac qui Parle Dade S
Miller Franklin Le Sgeur Dallas %:ﬂhmgton
I&(g‘x’xt omery g‘;:m“t Eincoln Bm}i{esls Wobster
N ew‘:oz Gooding c(il;od D:nt alb Worth
Quachita Jefferson Martin Dougl Wright
Perry ﬁrxg’;‘.e Meeker Fra ?iil
Pike Lioool Mille Lacs Gasconade MONTANA
Poinsett ineoln Morrison Gentry (Counties)
Polk Madison Mower Greene
Pope Minidoka Murrs Grund Deaverhead
Prairie Oneida Nicollgt Hal;'ri A g Horn
Pulaski Owyhee Nobles Honry Byaine
Randolph Payette Norman Hi kY Broadwater
St. Francis Power Olmstead Hw]t o Garbon
Saline Leton Otter Tail Howard Carter
Scott Twin Falls Pine an Howalrl Chouteau
Searcy Valley P!nestone 1 owe Custer
Sebacti Washington 1p ron Daniels
S:v?:hm lﬁzpe :}ackson Dawson
r msey asper
Sharp IOWA Redwood Jeflerson EZI,I‘L‘L
Stone Renville Johnson Gallatin
Union All Counties Rice Knox Garfield
8
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. 3156-A.

Item No. 35—Concluded.
DROUGHT AREAS AS SPECIFIED BELOW.
MONTANA— SOUTH DAKOTA TEXAS—Continued TEXAS Continued. | TEXAS-—-Conciuded
Concluded All Counties (Counties) {Counties) {Counties)
(Counties) Duval Kerr Rusk
Golden Valley TEXAS Eastland Kimble Sabine
Hill (Counties) Ector King Sen Augustine
e i £ e
udith Basin is nox an Saba
McCone ﬁndria‘w 5 El Paso Lamar Schleicher
Madi?;m Aﬂggelfa IE?:rﬁth %amb Sﬁunarlf d
Meagher alls ampasas ackelfor
Musselshell ﬁ;:‘:g:;g Fannin La Salle Shelby
Park . A II?g.silette Iﬁavaca ghen}llla.n
Petroleum ; isher ee mit.
Phillips %aﬂsy . Floyd Leon Somervell
Powder River Bant eria Foard Liberty Starr
Prairie Bas lmp Fort Bend Limestone Stephens
Richland B:Z or Franklin Lipscomb Sterling
Roosevelt Bell Freestone Live Oak Stonewall
Rosebud Be Frio Llano Sutton
Sheridan Bf’“" Gaines Loving Swisher
Stillwater B ar(xico Garza, Lubbock Tarrant
Sweet Grass Bor en Gillespie Lynn Taylor
Treasure Bonde’ Glasscock MeCulloch Terrell
Valley Brazos Goliad McLennan Terry
Wheatland Brewster Gonzales McMullen Throckmorton
Wibaux Briscoe Gray Madison Titus
Yellowstone Brooks Grayson Marion Tom Green
Brown g:?ﬁ%s Martin %rg\:;s
rini
NEBRASKA B Guadalupe Maverick Tyler
. Hale Medina Upshur
All Counties 8“}?‘;131}1 Hall Menard Upton
Cameron Hamilton Midland Uvalde
Camp Hansford Milam Val Verde
NEVADA Carson Hardeman Mills Van Zandt
All Countfes Cass Hardin Mitchell Yictoria
Costro Horr Montague Weller
ontgomer,
NEW MEXICO Childrees Hartley R/[q"‘"g ’ Worington
orris
All Counties Cla Hays Motle ‘Webb
Cochran Hemphill y Wharton
Goloman Henderson Novagagrhes Whecler
NORTH DAKOTA Collin ldalgo Newton lchita
i h Hill Wilbarger
All Gounties Goloreze ™ Hockley Noeges Williamson
Comal ggggm Ochiltree Wileon
OKLAHOMA gomt;lnc e Houston ey Wise
All Counties ngﬁeo Howard P:n(:ﬂamto Wood
Coryell gud:peth Parker goakum
un oung
OREGON 8?:;1: Hutchinson gg:g;er Zapata
{Counties) Crockett Irion Polk Zavalla
Baker Crorby Jack Potter
Crook Culltl)erson jackson ﬁresidio
Deschutes Dallam asper ains
Grant Ballas 3(_‘. gavis %andall UTAH
Harne awson im Hogg eagan
Jeff:rs%n Deaf Smith Jim Wells Reaf All Counties
Lake Delta Johnson Red River
Malheur Denton Jones Reeves
Morrow De Witt Karnes Roberts
Umatilla Dickens Kaufman Robertson
Waseo Dimmit Kendsll Rockwall WYOMING
Wheeler Donley Kent Runnels All Counties
»
)
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. 315-A. .

Item No. 40. APPLIES ON HAY AND OTHER FORAGES AS DESCRIBED IN ITEM No. 5.
Shipments will be waybilled to destination at commercial tariff rate.

(a) Uponarrival at destination, Agent will make delivery on basis of reduced rates authorized herein, provided the ship-
ments are consigned to parties designated below, and provided that certificates in the form shown in Item 80 covering the full
weight of the contents of the car are delivered to the agent.

1. Farmers who will use the commodities for feeding Livestock owned or controlled by them.

2. Grazers or Feeders of Livestock who will use the commodities for feeding on the farm or ranch, Livestock
owned or controlled by them.

3. Relief organizations established by the United States or State Governments which will distribute the com-
modities in relief work without charge.

4. Associations of Farmers or Dairy Producers which purchase the commodities for distribution to farmers,
without profit. .
The certificates should be attached to the waybill and forwarded to the auditor as authority for applying the reduced
rates.

Exception.—On shipments consigned to relief organizations established by the U. 8. or State %overnments, the cer-
tificate may be delivered at time of shipment, and such shi;lnments will be waybilled to destination at the reduced tariff rate.
The certificate should be securely attached to the waybill as authority for applying the reduced rates.

(b) When parties designated in paragraph (a) holding certificates, purchase Hay or other Forage, as described in
Item No. 5 from dealer at destination, the certificate should be surrendered to the dealer who may make claim against destin-
ation carrier for refund to the basis authorized herein for the entire carload or such portion of its contents as are covered by
the certificates. These claims must be supported with the certificates, copy of the account sales indicating the kind, quantity
and price of the Hay or other Forage, as dpescribed in Item No. 5, sold and presented to destination Agent.

The certificates must represent sales made subsequent to date of arrival of inbound car at destination.

(c) When delivery is taken at non-agency station, under paragraph (a), a certificate as required in this item must be
surrendered to the railroad agent at the adjacent station having jurisdiction who will make prompt refund based upon the
reduced rates authorized herein and file station elaim for relief ot amount outstanding supported by the certificate.

Item No. 45. APPLIES ON LIVESTOCK.

(a) Shipments will be waybilled to destination at commercial tariff rate.

. _Upon arrival at destination, Agent will make delivery on basis of reduced rates authorized herein provided that
certificates issued by County Agent, authorized to act by the Drought Relief Director and /or County Director of Drought
:lel;ff ﬁdministratinn, in the form shown in Item 85 of tariff, covering the full weight of the contents of the car are delivered

o the Agent.

. The certificates should be attached to the waybill and forwarded to the Auditor as authority for applying the reduced
rates.

Relief Admjnistration at point of origin submits certificate in the form shown in Item No. 85, that shipment is being forwar
to destination due to drought at origin point, reduced rates as per Item No. 20 will be charged.

The certificates should be securely attached to the waybill as authority for applying the reduced rates.

Exception.—When Cpuntly Agent authorized to act by the Drought Relief Director and /or County Director of Drought
[ ed

(b) Return movement must be within one year from date of original shipment.

(¢) At the time of return movement, freight bill covering original movement must be surrendered together with affidavit
from owner that livestock returned is the same livestock as originally shipped.

Item No. B0.

. (a) No transit privileges including handling through warehouses for weighing and inspection will be permitted in con-
nection with reduced rates authorized by this tariff, except as shown below:

(1) Diversion or reconsignment privileges as published in tariffs lawfully on file with the Interstate Commerce
pommlssi_on or State Commissions will be permitted in connection with shipments moving under reduced rates author-
ized herein when shipments are forwarded in original car.

(2) When shipments are unloaded from cars at points from which proportional or local rates apply, the reduced
rates authorized herein do not apply to the rate factor from the origin point to point of unloading.
... When shipments have been unloaded and are later reforwarde, reduced rates authorized herein will apply in connection
with the proportional or local rate from such unloading point to destination.

{b) No switching or accessorial charges will be absorbed. Agent should examine the waybills and if they show that

switching charges have been absorbed, such switching charges should be added and collected in addition to the rates author-
ized by this tariff. '

(c) This tariff is not to be construed as authorizing any reduction on shipments moving under joint rates with lines not
8 party hereto, but may be used from and to junction points with other lines; the reduced rates, as authorized herein to be the
applicable basis from and to the junction point, plus commercial tariff rate of the connecting line to such junction.

(d) If it is found that certificates have been issued to parties not entitled to the reduced rate, such certificat i
disregarded and corrections issued restoring freight charges to the commercial tariff rate. ! e will be

10 01004
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. 316-A.

Item No. 55. INLAND TOWNS. -

On shipments to consignees located in towns in drought areas, as described in Item No. 35 herein, not served by a rail-
road, reduced rates, as authorized herein, will apply to the railroad station (which station may not be in drought areas), at
which the freight is delivered, upon surrender of signed certificate, as per form shown in Item No. 80..

Item No. 60. DISPOSITION OF FRACTIONS, i 3
Where rates or charges are stated in amounts per 100 pounds, fractions of less than } of a cent will be omitted.
Fractions of i of a cent or greater, but less than  of a cent, will be stated as § cent. h
Fractions of £ of a cent or greater will be increased to the next whole cent.
On shipments moving on combination rates, fractions for the separate rate factors will be disposed of as above,

Item No. 65, .

Reduced rates authorized herein will be applied to shipments leaving point of origin on and after October 1, 1934, and
when such shipments are stopped for transit privilege, or diverted or reconsigned, as authorized in Item 50, same must be
forwarded from transit, diversion or reconsignment point on or before April 30, 1935, except Livestock, must be forwarded
prior to December 31, 1934, except as per paragraph (b) of Item No. 45.

All certificates for reduced rates authorized herein must be surrendered to carrier’s agent on or before May 10, 1035
except Livestock certificates, must be surrendergd on or before January 10, 1935. '

The provisions of Items Nos. 80 and 85 expires with May 10, 1935, except as to Livestock, expires with January 10, 1035,
in order to permit holders or certificates to receive benefit of reduced rates on shipments moving from point of origin, diversion
reconsignment or transit point, on or before expiration date of this tariff. !

Item No. 70.

Except as otherwise provided in Item No. 50, paragraph (c), the provisions of this tariff will not apply from and
stations located east of the Illinois-Indizna State ime, nor from and /or to stations located in territorgpsf):'uth of the/%rln?g
River and east of the Mississippi River, except:

The provisions of this tariff will also apply on Hay and other Forage, carloads, as described in Item 5, from all s
onA. T.&N.R.R,C.&G. Ry, D.K.&W.R R, F.C. &G. R.i{.,G. &S.I R.R,G. M. & .Ii.R., 1. tﬁtion:
L.S.Ry,M. &A. R R, M. &8.V.R.R, M. & W.R. R, M. E. R. R., Mo. Pac. Lines, M. & O. R. R., N. C. % St. L. Ry.
N. O. N. & N. Ry. and Y. & M. V. R. R., in territory south of the Ohio River and east of the Mississippi River, to stations
in the drought areas, as described in Item 35 of tariff, as amended.

Item No. 765.

The Drought Relief Director referred to herein is the Director of Drought Service for the Agricultural Adjustment
Administration, U. 8. Department of Agriculture.

The County Directory of Drought Relief Administration referred to herein is the representativ i
within the county, by the Drought Relief Director. P e appointed to act,

Item No. 80. FORM OF CERTIFICATE.

CERTIFICATE No. ....

.......................................... 108...
{Date of Issue) %

DROUGHT RELIEF DIRECTOR, U. 8. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE.

This @mtTtles. . o oot et e e e i

AAAIEBB. .ot v v ieiea et e R R L T t i i
on above amount of Hay or other Forage, as described in Item No. 5, and which is to be used; o freight discount

(a) Only for feedma Live Stock owned or controlled by the person to whom this certificate is issued.

(b) When purchased or handled by Relief Organizations or Associations of Farmers or Dairy Producers for distribution .
for feeding Live Stock. . A

This shipment is made and transported for charitable purposes s a part of a program for drought relief established

by the U. 8. Department of Agriculture.
U. g DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE.

2 rees
(Authorized Representative)

When purchased through dealer at destination, certificate as below must be signed by the party to whom the above
certificate is issued.

This will certify that T havereceived.................... poundsof......... L from
(Signed)..........oiii

This certificate may be executed for less, but not more, than the face value printed on it. A ;
must be used for each commodity purchased, showing the kind and quantity. P ! separate °°rt)lﬂ°°'“

Item No. 85. FORM OF CERTIFICATE.
CERTIFICATE No.....

(Date of Issue)

DROUGHT RELIEF DIRECTOR, U. 8. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
This entitles. . ... oovvvnn e e e o

address................ S R SRR IR to frei i
shipment of Live 8tockincar ............ ,. which Live Stock is forwarded to destination due to dro?xgl:f lﬂl ;o?n'ic&"ﬂ:i‘f’:

and which Live Stock is not for slaughter w_ithin 30 days after arrival at such destination. ‘
This shipment is transported for charitable purposes as a part of a program for drought relief established by the U, .

Department of Agriculture.
U. % DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. oy
b T P sasen ;«i S

(Authorized Representative)
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APPLIES ON INTERSTATE AND INTRASTATE TRAFFIOC,

C. No. 135 L. E. KIPP'S 1. C. C. No. A-2598
- U. €. No. 130 (Cancels L. E. Kipp’s I. C. C. No. A-2577)
N

c-' . No. 287 J. E. JOHANSON'S 1. C. C. No. 2722
B, No- 188 (Cancels J. E. Johanson’s I. C. C. No. 2706)
60

da P 8 fo. 1 H. G. TOLL'S 1. C. C. No. 1362
& in?ew Nexs No. 20 (L. E. KIPP, Agent. Cancels H. G. Toll’s I. C. C. No. 1355)

WESTERN TRUNK LINES
FREIGHT TARIFF No. 328-A

(Cancels Freight Tariff No. 328)
L. E. KIPP, Agent

EMERGENCY FREIGHT TARIFF

PROVIDING

REDUCED RATES

DUE TO DROUGHT CONDITIONS

LIVESTOCK, CARLOADS

(Bee_Item 10)
FROM
STATIONS ON LINES NAMED HEREIN IN

COLORADO, EANSAS, NEW MEXICO, OELAHOMA AND TEXAS
TO
STATIONS ON LINES NAMED HEREIN IN

ARIZONA, ARKANSAS, CALIFORNIA, COLORADO, IDAHO, ILLINOIS, IOWA, KANSAS, LOUISIANA,
MICHIGAN (UPPER PENINSULA), MINNESOTA, MISSOURI, MONTANA, NEBRASKA, NEVADA,
NEW MEXICO, NORTH DAKOTA, OKLAHOMA, OR!GON, SOUTH DAKO A
TEXAS, UTAH, WISCONSIN OR wroma

Algo providing
Time limit for return movement of Livestock from stations on Lines named herein to ststiom
in counties named in Item 31.
ISSUED JUNE 4, 1936 EFFECTIVE JUNE 4, 1936

Expires as indicated in Item 45.

Issued under authority of Drought Orders Nos. 20 and 21 of the Interstate Commerce Commission, dated April 20, 1935,
and June 4, 19385, respectively, under Beotion 22, paragraph 1, of the Interstate Commercs Act.

) , Issued by
H. G. TOLL, Agent, J. R. JOHANSON, Agent, L. 3. KIPP, Agenit,
516 West Jackson Blvd.,, 313 North 9th 8St., 516 West Jackson Bivd,,
CHICAGO, ILL. BT. LOUIS, MO. CHICAGO, ILL. .
(18,500) (File 6-328-1)
rrtg—— - By ——— N
Printed in U, 5, A. (GWY —
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. §28-A.

ISSUING AND PARTICIPATING CARRIERS.
This tariff is issued by L. E. Kipp, H. G. Toll and J. E. Johanson, as Agents, on behalf of the following lines, under
authority shown opposite each line:
Powers of | Powers of | Powers of
Attorney | Attorney | Attorney
. L !mKlpp 3¢ Gto'l' 1l Jtoh:ﬂll;
. K. « &, X0 0. n
Abbreviation CARRIER
FX1No. | FXi No. | FX1 No.
(Except as | (Except as | (Except as
noted) noted) noted)
A &S........... Abilene & Southern Railway Company...........c..covvivviiinn.s L N
AltonR. R...... Alton Railroad Company, The. .........ooieiiiiniiniieisneinnnass 18 e,
AV.I.......... The Arkansas Valley Interurban Railway Company (Robert B.
Campbell and Warren E. Brown, Trustees)....................... 63 ..
A.&G.......... Asherton and Gulf Railway Company...........coovenineen..n, See Missoulri Pacific Lijnes
AB............. Asphalt Belt Railway Company...........cooocoieiaiiiiiiie See Missoulri Pacific Lilnes
A.T.&8.F..... Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, The............ See SantaFle System Lilnes
B.E............. Bamberger Electric Railroad Company (Julian M. Bamberger &
Lahman V. Bower, Receivers).........c.cocvevrineieccianesaenes 7 A I I
B.S. L &W..... Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western Railway Company, The (L. W.
Baldwin and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees)...... ettt Bee Miasoujri Pacific Lijnes
B.M.&E....... Beaver, Meade and Englewood Railroad Company.................. 31 o e
B.F.&LPF..... Big Fork and International Falls Railway Company................ a |
B-R.I.......... Burlington-Rock Island Railroad Company.............covvvvniviiihiinieneindoniinnnns, 2 -
B.A. &P........| Butte, Anaconda & Pacific Railway Company...................... 62 |,
Can. Nat........ Canadian National Railways (Lines Port Arthur, Armstrong, Ont.,
and West thereof).................... wat L,
C.R. &1.C..... Cedar Ra)ids and Iowa City Railway.... B8 e
C.C.W......... Charles ? Western Railwa{lCompmé. 8 e
C.&E.I........ Chicago and Eastern Illinois Railway Comp:
80N, TTUBLEB) . s e . ireeescennnniriniinnisssrserannennensss ASs |
C.&LM....... Chicago & Illinois Midland Railway Company............co0........ 9 |
C.&EN.W....... Chicago and North Western Railway Company..................... 107 Lo,
C.A.&E........ Chicago, Aurora and Elgin Railroad Company (A. A. Sprague and
Britton I. Budd, Receivers)..............ooovvirvininiionnenn.., ® e,
C.B.&Q........ Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Company. . ................ 162 e,
C.G.W......... Chicago Great Western Railroad Company......................... 120 oo,
C. M. 8t. P. & P.| Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and Pacific Railroad Company....... 32 15 ...,
C.N.8.&M....| Chicago, North Shore and Milwaukee Railroad Company (A. A.
Sprague and Britton I. Budd, Receivers)......................... ® [|.oonden,
C.R.1.&G..... Chicago, Rock Island and Gulf Railwa Compa.nf;u;l'he (Frank O.
Low! James E. Gorman, Joseph B. Fleming, tees).........
C.R1&P..... Chicago, k Island and Pacific Railway Company, The (Frank O.
Lowden, James E. Gorman, Joseph B. Fleming, ’Izuateea) .........
C. 8t. P. M. & O.| Chicago, Saint Paul, Minneapolis and Omaha Railway Company. ...
Cis. EN.E...... Cisco & Northeastern Railway Company...........covvvenvernan...
C.&8........... Colorado and Southern Railway Company, The....................
C.&W.......... Colorado & Wyoming Railway Company, The... ...
D.&P.8........ Denison and Pacific Suburban Railway Company, The..............
D. & R. G. W....| Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad any, The...........
D.&B.L........ Denver and Salt Lake Railway Company, The.....................
D.M. &C.I....| Des Moines & Central Towa Railroad.............................L
D.M&N....... Duluth, Missabe and Northern Railway Company..................
D.S.8. &A..... Duluth, South Shore and Atlantic Railway Company, The..........
D.W.&P....... Duluth, Winnipeg and Pacifi¢ Railway Company....................
E.J.&E........ Elgin, Joliet and Eastern Railway Company...........cccoovvvnernn
E-N Eureka-Nevada Railway Company.............ce iiinenannnsnoses
Ft. D. .| Fort Dodge, Des Moines & Southern Railroad Company (C. H.
Pe.8 FtCéook;, d%ver)...m.....éa ....... (LBBm§J ............
. 8. . Smith and Western Railwa, mpany (L. B. T.
Ft. W. ...| Fort Worth and Denver Cit ilwa, (%mpa.ny.. T
‘Ft. W. .{ Fort Worth & Rio Grande Railway Company.....
L F. & .| Fredericksburg & Northern Railway Company. ..
G.N. .] Graysonia, Nashville & Ashdown Railroad Company
G.N Great Northern Railway Company.........ccoooooiiianianiiin,
G W Great Western Railway Cox.npmg, The....ccoooiereirvitnnnnennnnn
G.B. & Green Bay and Western Railroad Company.................c......
G.C & Gulf, Colorado and SBanta Fe Railway DAY . . ovvnerrerannnaanns
H.&N.E....... Hillsboro and North Eastern Railway Company....................
H&BV....... Houston and Brazos Valley Railway Company.....................
Il Cent.........| Illinois Central Railroad PAIY . ..\ eeeernearnatersnncennnnerns
Tlinois Terminal Company............coveeieiiiiruneeseiriennans
Leasce of: .
Alton & Eastern Railroad Company.
East 8;. Louis & Buburban Railway Company (O'Fallon Freight| i
Rlinois Traction, Ine. (Main Division).
Bt. Louis & Alton Railway Company. N DT
8t. Louis and Illincis Belt Railway. N d - ‘
Bt. Louis Electric Terminal Railway . } A .
" @Eliminate, do not desire to participate.

era— -
R -

i
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. 328-A.

ISSUING AND PARTICIPATING CARRIERS—Continued. f
This tariff is issued by L. E. Kipp, H. G. Toll and J. E. Johanson, as Agents, on behaif of the following lines, under ‘
authority shown opposite each line: - g
Powers of | Powers of | Powers of
Attorney | Attorney | Attorney
to to toJ. R,
L. E. Kipp | H. G. Toll | Johanson
Abbreviation CARRIER
¥X1i No. FX1 No. ¥X1 No.
(Except as | (Except as | (Except as
noted) noted) noted)
I-G.N.......... International-Great Northern Railroad Company................... See Missoulri Pacific Lijnes
(L. W. Baldwin and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees.)
1. 8. {owa Southern Utilities Company............c.covviiiniiiiiiiean, [ 7 PO anva
K.C. .| Kansas City Southern Railway Company, The..................... -3 T O N
K. O. ..| Kanses, Oklahoma & Gulf Raillway Company....................... 86 feaeiiiiiannn 18
L. N. ..} Laramie, North Park & Western Railroad Company................ bt A [UPURNN PR ve
L. & .| Litchfield and Madison Railway Company..............cc0vvueennn 93 ceeeesnaiies 85
L. A. Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railroad Company.................... ... See Union |Pacific Systiem
L & Louisiana & Arkansas Railway Company........................... 24 [l A-1
L. & The Louisiana and North West Railroad Company................. 62 |
L. A. Louisiana, Arkansas & Texas Railway Company...........ccovviiefiriniieniitivernennnnns A4
L & Louisville and Nashville Rajlroad Company.................... ... 271 S (RN F RN ’
Man. Manchester and Oneids Railway Company......................... 49 [ e
M. Ry. & T.Co...| The Mansfield Railway & Transportation Company................[...ccooiiii i, 28
MT &W....... Marinette, Tomahawk & Western Railroad Company............... 57 oo,
M.EF.&8.E..... Marshall, Elysian Fields and Southeastern Railway Company.......[...........[o¢eeveeinne 9
Mid.C.......... Midland Continental Railroad. .............. ... i, 40 L e,
Mid, Term....... The Midland Terminal Railway Company.......................... 4 |,
M.V............ Midlana Valley Railroad Company........ccvvvviiiniinienenenn.. 67 (Corr.) |..ecvvvnnnn, 52
Min.R.......... Mineral Range Railroad Companﬁ ................................. (R T F .
M. A. &£ C. R....| Minneapolis, Anoka and Cuyuna Range Railroad Comguéy .......... 48 | e,
M &St. L....... Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Company, The (L. C. Sprague and
John Junell, Co-Receivers)................oiiiiiiiiiiiniinnennnn. B79 |,
M. N.&S....... Minneapolis, Northfield and Southern Railway...... ... .. .. . 0 6d L.l v
M.St.P.& S.8.M..| Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railway Company........ (TN PP Cervarenaes
M&IL.......... Minnesota and International Railway Company.................... L O .
Micn. W......... Minnesota Western Railway Company............................. 10 Jooiiiiiiiiiifossannannnns
Mo. & Kan...... Missouri and Kansae Railrcad Company, The...................... ) T SR PO P ..
LEALLLL L Missouri and Arkansas Railway Company.............cccovvenenn., 14 ... AR-13
Mo.-1ll.......... Missouri-Illinois Railroad Company (L. W. Baldwin and Guy A.
Thompson, Trustees)............ccoviiiiiiiiiiriiiiiiiiennennn. 7 TR 40
M.-K.-T......... Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Company...............cocvnnn... ) S A s veen
M.-K.-T. of T....} Missouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Company of Texas................. 1 T RO 22
Mo. Pac......... Migsouri Pacific Railroad Company (L. W. Baldwin and Guy A.
Thompson, YT 7T ) 7 A VU P
Mo. Pac., Neb...| Missouri Pacific Railroad Corporation in Nebraska (L. W. Baldwin|
and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees)...............ccoviviiiirennnn.. L S PR R,
Mo. Pac. Lines...| Missouri Pacific Lines:
Agherton and Gulf Railway Company...........cooooviiinninioinineanniidovniennin, 25
.| Asphalt Belt Railway Company..............covvvievvunenn... 1| DS T,
Beaumont, Sour Lake & Western Railway Company, The (L. W.
Baldwin and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees).............ccno..... 9 ... 78
Houston and Brazos Valley Railway Company.................... £ T PO, 66
International-Great Northern Railroad é())mptmy (L. W. Baldwin
and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees)..............c.oooviiiiiaa... 127 ...l 118
New Iberia & Northern Railroad OIPADY . .o veveeerrannnnnnasn 49 ... 88
New Orleans, Texas & Mexico Railway Company (L. W. Baldwin
and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees)...........covveeneinrinnnann. B iiieiia... 74
Oranée & Northwestern Railroad ompany, The................. £} SR 58
Rio Grande City Railway Company.............cocovvvveene o oo oo, 1
8t. Louis, Brownsville and Mexico Railway Company, The (L. W.
Baldwin and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees)..................... 80 ° ..., 78
San Antonio Southern Railway Company............coovvvoeveienanneiioena ., 26
San Antonio, Uvalde & Gulf Railroad Company (L. W. Baldwin and
Guy A. Thompson, Trustees)...........oc.coviiiiiiirinnan... 0 50
San Benito and Rio Grande Valley Railway Company............ 4 | 28
Sugia.r Land Railway Company.............ccoviviiiinneneanann,. 4 ... 32
M.&O.......... Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company (C. E. Ervinand T. M. Stevens,
ReCeIvers) . ..o\ iiiei ittt it i e e e 19
M&E.......... Modesto and Empire Traction Company............cocovveveenndivenennnin.. .
M.C.&E....... Mound City and Eastern Railway Company........................ 14 ..
M-N............ Murfreesboro-Nashville Railway Company......................... 13 ..
N.C. & St. L....| Nashville, Chattanooga & St. Louis Railway, The.................. 45-A .
g. ;I& W I&Ievaiig I‘l}or&h&rn l}lai w;{y (i)omgaéxy ........................................... ® il
.L&N....... ew Iberia orthern Railroad Company......................... See Missouiri P ilnes 7"
N.O.T.&M.... Ngv Oie%i‘llﬂl, Texas &TMexico ?aﬂway Company (L. W. Baldwin and acific Lilnes
uy A. Thompson, Trustees).........ocovviieniniiinnnnennen... See Missouri P
N.E.O.......... Northeagt Oklahoma Railroad Company................c....o..e.. 80 i . aciﬁcLi nes 18
®Eliminate do not desire to participate.
8 Y178
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. 328-A.

ISSUING AND PARTICIPATING CARRIERS—Continued.
This tariff is issued by L. E. Kipp, H. G. Toll and J. E. Johatson, as Agents, on behalf of the following lines, under
authority shown opposite each line:
Powers of | Powers of | Powers of
Attorney | Attorney | Attorney
to to to
L. B. Kipp | H. G. Toll J. E.
Abbreviation CARRIER Johanson
(Exl No. (ExXI No. (EXI 1:0.
xcept a8 | (Except as xcept as
noted) noted) noted)
Nor. Pas........ Northern Pacific Railway Company.............cocoovviiininanan, 93 ;4 A PR
N.W.Pac....... Northwestern Pacific Railroad Company........................... 41 e
0.C-A-A....... Oklahoma City-Ada-Atoka Railway Company.............covnvevvulivenananaidoaannn 19
Okla............ Oklahoma R&ﬂwny Com%:nlf .............................................................. 41
O.&N.W....... Orange & Northwestern road Company, The.................... See Missoulri Pacific Lilnes .
O.E............ Oregon Electric Railway Compmg ...................................... 25 e
Ore. & N. W..... Oregon & North Western Railroad Co.... e 12 e
0.8 L.......... Oregon Short Line Railroad Company...... .| See Union |Pacific Systlem
O.T............ Oregon Trunk Railway.......................ooa. TR X6 |
0. W. . .| Oregon-Washington Railroad & Navigation Compan, ...| See Union |Pacific Systlem
P. & ..| Panhandle and Santa Fe Railway Company ...| See Santa Fle System
P.V. ..| Pecos Valley Southern Railway Company........c.ccovvieviiininaia]iirarencneai]innenevaones 18
Pitt. .| Pittsburg County Railway Company.................ccoviveinnn.. 4  Joei oo,
Q. A, Quannah, Acme & Pacific Railway Company............coooooiiiiiennenncioiiinnnnns 27
Q.0. & K. C. .. | Quincy, Omaha & Kansas City Railroad Company.................. 58|
R.C.BH&W....| Rapid Cit , Black Hills & Western Railroad Company.............. 52 |
R.G. & E. P....| Rio Grande and Eagle Pass Railway Company..............oooiii]oiiininsinai]oneiinsanns, D-33
R.G.C......... Rio Grande City Railway Company........ N See Missoujri Pacific Lijnes
Roby &N....... Roby & Northern Railroad Company............ccooovivveiiiiii oo oeeea i, 8
R.P.L.&N......| Rock Port, Langdon & Northern Railway Company................ 2 R
R.8. &P........ Roscoe, Snyder and Pacific Railway Company...................... 4 i
St. Francois......] 8t. Francois Railroad Company................................. .. . e
St.J.&G.I..... 8t. Joseph and Grand Island Railway Company, The............... See Union [Pacific Systlem
St.L.&H....... St. Louis and Hannibal Railroad Company.....................0... b4 W PO PN
St. L. B. & M....| 8t. Louis, Brownsville and Mexico Railway Company, The (L. W.
Baldwin and Guy A. Thompson, Trustees)....................... See Missoujri Pacific Lijnes
St.L-S.F....... St. Louis-San Franscisco Railway Company (J. M. Kurn and John G.
Lonsdale, Trustees).........cvuerieeiiinsrensoasenrnoaensrnnens 252 A PR P
St. L. 8. F. & T..| St. Louis, San Francisco and Texas Railway Company.......... .. X2 e
St.L.S.W...... 8t. Louis Southwestern Railway Company.................co0vuee, 79 i
St. L. S. W. of T.| St. Louis Southwestern Railway Company of Texas................. 43 | e e
Sac. Nor......... Sacramento Northern Raflway.......... oo iiiiiiiiiiinniiniiiiiiiinninns 38 e
S.L.&U........ Salt_La.l):e and Utah Railroad Company (D. P. Abercrombie, Re- 5
(751 23 3 S I - T MDD FAPPTRRUI
8.A.8.......... San Antonio Southern Railwa Compan& .......................... See Missou|ri Pacific Lilnes
S.A.U.&G..... San Antonio, Uvalde & Guif Railroad Company (L. W. Baldwin and
Guy A. Thomﬁalon, Trustees).......ocovvnmeennennnns .| See Missoujri Pacific Lijnes
8.B.&R. G. W..| San Benito and Rio Grande Valley Railway Company . See Missoujri Pacific Lijnes
S.D.&A.E..... San Diego & Arizona Eastern Railway Company. ...... N T D
B.8............. Sand Springs Railway Company..................c ... T R S 31
Santa Fe System Lines: .
A T. &8.F..... Atchiso Tﬂ)eka and Santa Fe R.ailwa(}ompmy, The.......... P © - S I PN
G.C.&8.F..... Gulf, Colorado and Santa Fe Railway Company........... R A4 A28 ...l
P.&S8.F........ Panhandle and Santa Fe Railway Company............cocviiviiifiernnnnieiibinenen . 39
S.&E. V........ Saratoga & Encampment Valley Railroad Company................ B PR PPt
8.Co............ Shelby County Raﬁwa. COMPANY . . . itieiiieeaiiarianannananens . O N
S N.W......... Shelby Northwestern Railway Company (Julius C. Houck, Receiver). (A PO ROt
B.L.B. & 8......| The Sibley, Lake Bisteneau & Southern Railway Company.......... 67 e
8.C.D.A. & P...| Spokane, Coeur D’Alene & Palouse Railway Company..............[............ 12 .
B.P.&B........ Spokane, Portland and Seattle Railway Company..................0..cc0euenne. 30
Southern Pacific Lines:
Sou. Pac......... Southern Pacific Company (Pacific Lines—Dawson, N. M. and
West; Ogden, Utah and West; Portland, Ore., and South). .. .... 92 7S IS
T.&N.O....... Texas and New Orleans Railroad Company.....................o oo, 53
S.L............. Sugar Land Railwa, Compa.a ..................................... See Missouri Pacific Lijnes
T.&T.......... Tama and Toledo Rvmlr oad mJ)a.ny .............................. 3 R [
T.&N.O....... Texas and New Orleans Railroad Company..............c..cevnenn.. See Souther|n Pacifi¢c Linles
T.&P.......... Texas and Pacific Railway Company, The..........c.ocvveiinevnii]eneennianidoiiiiniiann, 83
T.E............. Texas Electric Railway . ... i reenenianeni]eaeiiinnnnns 1
(Jas. P. Griffen, Receiver).
Tex. Mex........ Texas Mexican Railway Company, The............................ . O
T-N.M......... Texas-New Mexico Rallway Company..........cccoovvivenniiiivniinfornanancaria]anenns e 3
T.8L.......... Texas Short Lines Railway Company.................ooooooii oo nnoianiannnn 26
T. 8ou........... Tidewater Southern Railway Co N TP 24 ..l
T.P.&W...... .| Toledo, Peoria & Western Railroad.......................... Ceeeee ¥/l 14
. X:~Denotes FX7 Number.
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FREIGHT TARIFF No. 328-A.

ISSUING AND PARTICIPATING CARRIERS—Concluded. L
This tariff is issued by L. E. Kipp, H. G. Toll and J. E. Johanson, ss Agents, on behalf of the following lines, under
authority shown opposite each line:

Powers of | Powers of | Powers of
Attorney | Attorney | Attorney
to to to J. E.
L. E. Kipp | H. G. Toll | Johanson
Abbreviation CARRIER
FX1No. | FX1No. | FXI1 No.
(Except as | (Except as | (Except as
noted) noted) noted)
Union Pacific System:
L.A&S.L..... Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railroad Company...................... 55 . T SO
O.S.L.......... Oregon Short Line Railroad Company............covvvvveeinena.. 87 1 |
O.-W.R.R. & N.| Oregon-Washington Railroad & N&vigation Company............. 34 b S
St.J.&G.I1..... St. Joseph and Grand Island Railway Company, The............. 64 [
Un. Pac......... Union Pacific Railroad Company.............c.coviiiiiinnnn.n, 72 52 e
United.......... United Railways Company. .........cooviiiiiiiiiiarniisneraer]oscanraneans = S S
LG Utah Idaho Central Railroad Company, The....................... . S O
Utah............ Utah Railway Company..........c.veierieeenvnieienensnearsias 32 e
Wabash......... Wabash Railway Company (Norman B. Pitcairn and Frank C. Nico-
demus, Jr., ReCeivers) . ... .. ..o.ovinriivt i eaieninnnnnns 245 L ieeriieenans
W.WwWVv. . ... Walla Walla Valley Railway Company..............coooiiiiiiiiin]iiinienns 4 L.
W.C.F. & N....| Waterloo, Cedar Falls and Northern Railway Company............. 72 |
WMW&ENW.. . W%ghtherford, Mineral Wells and Northwestern Railway Company, 5%
L - T T L L T [T TR
W.S.8. & Y. P..| White Sulphur S%rings & Yellowstone Park Railway Company......[............ 30 foeeieieenn.s
WP........... Western Pacific Railroad Company, The...................cooouee 67 52 ... .
WF&S....... Wichita Falls & Southern Railroad Company...............cconiss - S O
W.N.W......... Wichita Northwestern Railway Company, Tie (T. A. Fry, Receiver). 60 |.ieeeiieen]ieiiiiiinn
W.V.o....oooae Wichita Valley Railway Company, The.............ccovviviiiiian, K T O P veee
Wyo. Ry. .| Wyoming Railway Company.... .........c.cviiieieineiieienennes 24 ieeeieiiiiineann
Y &M V....... Yazoo and Mississippi Valley Railroad Company, The.............. 142 [, .
Item No. 10. APPLICATION OF RATES ON LIVESTOCK.
Reduced emergency rates authorized herein apply on carload shipments of Cattle, Calves, Hogs, Sheep, Goats, Horses
gd Mplea)forwarde on or before July 20, 1935, from stations in Colorado, Kansas, New Mexico, Oklahoma and Texas. (See
ception.

Cattle, Calves, Hogs, Sheep and Goats—=85 per cent of commercial tariff rate (not stocker or feeder rate), will be
charged to the feeding point, with privilege of return from feeding point to original shipping point or an intermediate point
at 15 per cent of commercial tariff rate (not stocker or feeder rate), to the original shipping point.

Horses and Mules—S85per cent of commercial tariff rate (not special rates ap?licable on stock suitable chiefly for
slaughtering purposes), will be charged to the feeding point, with privilege of return from feeding point to original shxglpmg

oint or an intermediate point at 15 per cent of commercial tariff rate (not special rates applicable on stock suitable chiefly
or slaughtering purposes), to the original shipping point.

Excoption.—The provisions of this tariff will not apply on shipments to or from *‘Publie Livestock Markets or Yards”,

as follows: .
Bushnell, Il Minneapolis, Minn. St. Paul, Minn,

Canton, 8. D. Minnesota Transfer, Minn. Salt Lake City, Utah.
Chicago, Ill., and points included in the National Stock Yards, IlL San Antonio, Tex.
Chicago Switching District, as de- New Orleans, La. San Francisco, Calif.
fined in Agent R. A. Sperry’s Tariff Norfolk, Neb. Scottsbluff, Neb.
20-T, 1. C. C. No. 242. North Kansas City, Mo. Sioux City, Iowa. —_—

Council Bluffs, Towa.
Denver, Colo.

East St. Louis, I1l.
El Paso, Tex.
Elwood, Kan.

North Fort Worth, Tex.
North Portland, Ore.
North Salt Lake, Utah.
Oakland, Calif.

Oﬁden, Utah.

Sioux Falls, S. D.
South Chicago, Ill.
South Omaha, Neb.
South 8t. Joseph, Mo.
South St. Paul, Minn.

Ft. Worth, Tex, Oklahoma City, Okla. South San Francisco, Calif.
Grand Island, Neb. Omsaha, Neb. Springfield, Ill.
Houston, Tex. Parsons, Kan. Springfield, Mo.
Joplin, Mo. Peoria, Il Stockton, Calif.

Kansas City, Kan.
Kansas City, Mo.
Los Angeles, Calif.
Milwaukee, Wis.

and other stations or sub-stations ineluded within the switching districts of above named points.

Portland, Ore.
St. Joseph, Mo.
St. Louis, Mo.

Wichita, Kan.
Yankton, S. D.
York, Neb.

Item 15. . EXCEPTION TO APPLICATION OF RATES. L
Reduced rates authorized herein will not apply where lower drought relief rates are authorized in individual lines'
tariffs lawfully on file with the Interstate Commerce Commission or State Commissions.

Item 20. EXPLANATION OF TERM ‘‘TARIFF RATES” OR ‘‘COMMERCIAL TARIFF RATES.”
The terms “‘Tariff Rates” or ‘“Commercial Tariff Rates,”” when used in this tariff, mean the full tariff rates lawfully
on file with the Interstate Commerce Commission or State Commissions. ..
The reduetions authorized in this tariff shall not be made in rates carrying provision that same are published to meet :
motor truck competition or rates published with expiration dates. "

B

Ttem 25. ] MINIMUM CHARGE. t
per e“In no case will the final net charge to the lines participating in the reduced basis authorized herein be less than mg
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Item 30.

to the agent.

rates

' (d) Return movement must begin on or before June 30, 1936.
(e) At the time of return movement, freight bill covering origin. \
from owner that livestock returned is the same livestock as originally shipped.

ISSUANCE OF CERTIFICATE AND WAY-BILLING INSTRUCTIONS.

(a) Reduced emergency rates authorized herein from stations in Colorado, Kansas, New Mexico, Oklahoma and Texas
apply only on shipments covered by certificates in the form shown in Item 60, executed on numbered forms issued and printed
by the U. 8. Department of Agriculture and dated at the time of issuance. The certificates shall be issued solely by the
county agents of the U. S. Department of Agriculture or the duly authorized representatives of said county agents, as the
case may be, of the county in which the origin station is located.

(b) Shipments will be waybilled to destination at commercial tariff rate.

(c) Upon arrival at destination, agent will make delivery on basis of reduced rates authorized herein, provided that
certificates 1ssued as provided for in Igaragraph (a) hereof, covering the full weight of the contents of the car, are delivered

The certificates should be attached to the waybill and forwarded to the Auditor as authority for applying the reduced

al movement must be surrendered together with affidavit

Item No. 81. RETURN PRIVILEGES ON LIVESTOCK PREVIOUSLY, SHIPPED,

Carload shipments of Livestock from points on the lines parties hereto, located in the Counties named herein, which
were waybilled from such points to feeding points on and after the date shown opposite each respective county, to and includ-
ing December 31, 1934, may be returned from feeding point to original shipping point or an intermedaite point at 15 per cent
of the commercial tariff rate on

Cattle, Calves, Hogs, Sheep and Goats (not stocker or feeder rate)

Horses and Mules (not special rates applicable on stock suitable chiefly for slaughtering purposes)
to the original shipping point, such return privilege to be subject to the provisions below and to expire with June 30, 1936.

Note 1.—At the time of return movement, freight bills covering original movement must be surrendered together with
affidavit from owner that livestock returned is the same as originally shipped.

Note 2.—Will not apply on shipments to or from Public Livestock Markets or Yards as defined in Item 10.

County Date County Date County Date County Date
ARIZONA. ARKANSAS—Concl'd. COLORADO. COLORADO—Concl’d
Apache.......... Oct. 8,1934] Logan........... Aug. 7,1934| Adams.......... June 8, 1934} Rio Blanco...... June 4, 1934
Cochise......... June 4, 1934| Lonoke.......... Aug. 31, 1934} Alamosa........ July 12, 1934] Rio Grande..... July 12, 1934
Coconino........ Oct. 8,1934| Madison......... July 24, 1934] Arapahoe........ June 4, 1934 Routt........... July 17, 1934
Gila............. June 4, 1934} Marion.......... July 24, 1934{ Archuleta....... June 21, 1934} Saguache........ July 12, 1934
Graham......... June 4, 1934| Miller........... Aug. 17, 1934| Baca............ June 4,1934] SanJuan........ July 17, 1934
Greenlee........ June 4, 1934} Montgomery.....Aug. 13,1934} Bent.......... .. June 4, 1934] San Miguel...... June 19, 1934
Maricopa........ June 16, 1934{ Nevada......... Aug. 17, 1934{ Boulder......... July 17, 1934| Sedgwick........ June 8§, 1934
Mohave......... June 4, 1934| Newton......... July 24, 1934} Chaffee......... July 17, 1934] Summit......... July 17, 1934
Navajo.......... Oct. 8, 1934} Ouachita........ Aug. 17, 1934| Cheyenne. . ..... June 4, 1934| Teller........... July 17, 1934
Pima............ June 4,1934] Perry........... Aug. 4, 1934| Clear Creek..... July 17, 1934| Washington. . ... June 4, 1934
Pinal............ June 4, 1934| Pike............ Aug. 17, 1934| Conejos......... July 12, 1934 eld............ une §, 1934
Santa Cruz...... June 4, 1934 Poinsett......... Aug. 27, 1934| Costilla. ........ July 12, 1934| Yuma........... June 8, 1934
Yavapai......... une 4,1934] Polk............ Aug. 13, 1934) Crowley......... une 4, 1934
Yuma........... June 16, 1934} Pope............ July 31, 1934} Custer.......... July 14, 1934
Prairie.......... Aug. 31,1934 Delta........... July 12, 1934
Pulaski.......... Aug. 27, 1934} Denver.......... July 20, 1934
ARKANSAS. ga_nd(%‘ph ........ Jouly 2111, }3%: Bolorles ......... ..}ufxe 19, 1934
Baxter.......... July 24, 1934} Saint Francis... .Oct. 1, ouglas......... uly 12, 1934
Benton.......... Ju]§ 24) 1934 Saline........... Aug. 14, 1934| Eagle........... July 17, 1934 ﬁg:ms """""
Boone........... July 24, 1934] Scott............ Aug. 4,1934| Elbert.......... June 4,1934| Boioek T
Bradley......... Oct. 1,1934| Searcy.......... Aug. 9,1934] ElPaso......... Juoe 4, 1934] Bear Take
Calhoun......... Aug. 17, 1934 Sebastian Aug. 4, 1934| Fremont July 14, 1934 Bingham
Carroll.......... July 24, 1934 A July 12, 1934} pjafre 100000
%yk.‘ .......... ﬁug. é;, lggi ‘}‘lﬁg" };» }ggi Boise...........
Y. i ug. 1 : , ' i
C]egume ________ Julg, 31: 19341 Umion........ ... Aug. 17, 1934] Gunnison........ July 17, 1934 gﬁ’;{‘: ville
Cleveland. ... ... Aug. 14, 1934| Van Buren...... July 31, 1934| Hinsdale........ July 17, 1934| Camas. "
Columbia. . ... .. Aug. 17, 1934 | Washington...... July 24, 1934| Huerfano........ June 25, 1934] Canvon. |
Conway......... Aug. 4,1934] White........... Aug. 14, 1934| Jackson......... July 17, 1934 Carl};)ou """""
Craighead. ...... Aug. 27, 1934] Woofruff........ Aug. 27, 19341 Jefferson........ July 17, 1934] Gaagia
Crawford..... ... Aug. 4,1934] Yell.......... . Aug. 4,1934)] Kiowa.......... June 4,1934| Gl 0T
Cross........... Oct. 1,1934 Kit Carson...... June 4,1934] Cygter 111101
Dallas..... ... Aug. 14, 1934 CALIFORNIA. Lake............ July 17,1934} Elmore 0000000
Drew........... Oct. 1, 1934] Fresno.......... June 19, 1934| LaPlata......... June 19, 1934} ¥, nlin
Faulkner........ Aug. 4,1934| Imperial........ July 7, 1934] Larimer......... July 17, 1934| Fremont
Fra ern............ June 19, 1934| Las Animas. . ... June 4,1034| Gem. ... 110
Kings........... June 19, 1934 Ligeoln.......... June 4, 1934 Gooding
Lassen.......... Aug. 21, 1934| Logan........... June 8, 1934 jefferson
Los Angeles. . ... June 19, 1934 Mesa............ July 12, 1934 Jerome..........
Madera......... July 17, 1934 Mineral. ... July 12, 1934} Tempi. '/ . 0.
Modoe.......... Aug. 21, 1934 Moffat....... .. June 4,1934| Yineoln. ... ...,
Monterey........June 19, 1934| Montezuma...... June 19, 1934} Madigon
Orange.. .June 19, 1934} Montrose........ July 12, 1834 Minidoka
Riverside. . .....June 19, 1934} Morgan. ........ June 8, 19341 Opeida. ... ... ..
San Benito. ..... June 19, 1934 Otero........... June 4, 1934 Qyyhee.........
San Bernardino. .June 19, 1934} Ouray........... July 17, 1934 Payette.........
San Diego....... June 19, 1934 Park............ July 17, 1934
San Luis Obispo.June 19, 1934} 11
£ Santa Barbara...June 19, 1934
i . 1, 1034} Tulare.......... June 19, 1034
Little River..... Aug. 17, 1934| Ventura......... June 19, 1934 Pueblo

I
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Item No. 31—Continued.

County Date County Date County Date County Date
ILLINOIS ILLINOIS—Concl'd IOWA-—Concl’d KANSAS—Cont'd

Adams.......... June 13, 1934/ Warren.......... June 6, 1934| Monona......... June 6, 1934 | Haskell......... June 4, 1934
Bond............ June 19, 1934] Washington. ... . June 19, 1934| Monroe. ........ June 13, 1934| Hodgeman. .. ... June 4, 1934
Boone..... ...... June 6, 1934 Wayne.......... June 19, 1934} Montgomery. .. .June 13, 1934 | Jackson......... June 13, 1934
Brown.......... June 13 1934 Whiteside....... June 6, 1934| Muscatine....... June 13, 1934 | Jefferson........ July 10, 1934
Bureau.......... Wwill............. June 6, 9134| Q’Brien......... June 6, 1934 Jewell........... June 4, 1934
Calhoun......... Winnebsago. .. ... June 6, 1934} Osceola......... June 6,1934| Johnson......... July 12, 1934
Carroll.......... Woodford. . .. ... June 13, 1934| Page............ June 13, 1934| Kearny......... June 4, 1934
Cass............ Palo Alto. ...... June 6, 1934| Kingman........ July 18, 1934
Champaign. ... .. Plymouth....... June 6,1934] Kiowa.......... June 4, 1934
Christian........ IOWA Pocohontas...... June 13, 1934| Labette......... July 18, 1934
Clark........... Polk............ June 13,1934 Lane............ June 4, 1934
Clay............ Adair........... June 13, 1934 | Pottawattamie. June 8, 1934{ Leavenworth... July 12, 1934
Clinton......... Adams.......... June 13, 1934 | Poweshiek...... une 13, 1934| Lincoln.......... June 6, 1934
Coles........... Allamakee. ... .. June 13, 1934| Ringgold........ June 13, 1934 | Linn............ July 18, 1934
Cook,........... Appanoose. .. ... June 13, 1934| Sac............. June 6,1934] Logan........... June 4, 1934
Crawford........ Audubon. ....... June 13, 1934] Scott. . ......... June 13, 1934} Lyon............ July 18, 1934
Cumberland. . ... Benton.......... June 13, 1934| Shelby.......... June 13, 1934| McPherson. . .... July 18, 1934
DeKalb......... Black Hawk..... June 13, 1934| Sioux........... une 6, 1934] Marion.......... uly 18, 1934
De Witt......... Boone........... June 13, 1934] Story........... June 13, 1934| Marshall........ June 13, 1934
Douglas......... Bremer....... .. June 13, 1934 Tama....... .... June 13, 19341 Meade. ......... June 4, 1934
DuPage......... Buchanpan....... June 13, 1934} Taylor.......... June 13, 1934 Miami.......... uly 18, 1934
Edgar.......... Buena Vista. .. .. June 6, 19341 Union........... June 13, 1934 Mitchell..... ... June 4, 1934
Effingham....... Butler.......... une 13, 1934| Van Buren. .. ... June 13, 1934 | Montgomery July 18, 1934
Fayette......... Calhoun......... June 13, 1934 | Wapello......... June 13, 1934 | Morris.......... July 18, 1934
Ford............ Carroll.......... June 13, 1934] Warren.......... June 13, 1934} Morton......... June 4, 1934
Fulton.......... Cass............ June 13, 1934 | Washington. . ... June 13, 1934 Nemaha......... June 13, 1934
Greene.......... Cedar........... June 13, 1934| Wayne.......... June 13, 1934| Neosho......... July 18, 1934
Grundy.......... Cerro Gordo. .. .June 13, 1934| Webster...... ... June 13, 1934 Ness............ June 4, 1934
Hancock. ....... Cherokee........June 6, 1934] Winoebago...... June 13, 1934 | Norton.. June 4, 1934
Henderson....... Chickasaw....... June 13, 1934} Winneshiek.... .. June 13, 1934 | Osage........... July 18, 1934
Henry........... Clarke.......... June 13, 1934] Woodbury....... June 6, 1934| Osborne......... June 4, 1934
Iroquois......... Clay............ June 6,1934) Worth.......... June 13, 1934] Ottawa......... July 18, 1934
Jasper........... Clayton......... June 13, 1934| Wright.......... June 13, 1934| Pawnee......... June 4, 1934
Jefferson..... ... Clinton......... June 13, 1934 Phillips. ... .. .- -June 4 1934
Jersey........... Crawford........ June 6, 1934 Pottawatomie. . . July 12 1934
Jo Daviess. ..... Dallas.......... June 13, 1934 KANSAS Pratt........... July 26 1934
Kane.......... .. Davis........... June 13, 1934 Rawlins......... June 4, 1934
Kankakee....... Deecatur......... June 13, 1934] Allen............ July 18,1934} Reno............ July 18, 1934
Kendall......... Delaware. ...... June 13, 1934| Anderson........ July 18, 1934| Republic........ June 13, 1934
Knox............ Des Moines...... June 13, 1934} Atchison........ June 13, 19341 Rice............ July 18, 1934
Lake............ Dickinson. ...... June 6, 1934| Barber.......... July 26, 1934| Riley........... July 12, 1934
La Salle......... Dubuque. ....... June 13, 1934] Barton.......... July 18, 1934| Rooks........... June 4, 1934

8. .. ... unnnn. Emmet.......... June 6, 1934} Bourbon........ July 18, 1934| Rush............ June 4 1934
Livingston. . .... Fayette......... June 13, 1934| Brown.......... June 13, 1934 | Russell.......... June 4 1934
Logan........... Floyd........... June 13, 1934| Butler.......... July 18, 1934] Saline........... July 18 1934
McDonough. . ... Franklin........ June 13, 1934 Chase........... July 18, 1934| Scott. ... ....... June 4 1934
McHenry........ J Fremont........ June 13, 1934] Chautauqua... .. July 18, 1934} Sedgwick........ July 18 1934
McLean......... J Teene.......... June 13, 1934 Cherokee........ July 18, 1934 Seward.......... June 4 1934
Macon. ......... Grundy......... June 13, 1934] Cheyenne. .. .... June 8, 1934| Shawnee........ Jud a4
Macoupin. ...... Guthrie...... ... une 13, 1934 Clark........... June 4, 1934| Sheridan. ....... June 4 1934
Madison......... Hamilton....... June 13, 1934 Clay............ July 18, 1934} Sherman. ....... June 4, 1934]
Marion.......... Hancoek........ June 13, 1934} Cloud........... July 18,1934 Smith........... June 4, 1934
Marshall........ Hardin.......... June 13, 1934} Coffey.......... July 18, 1934] Stafford......... July 18, 1934
Mason.......... Harrison..... ... June 8, 1934 | Comanche....... June 4, 1934} Stanton......... une 4, 1934
Menard. ........ Henry........... June 13, 19341 Cowley......... uly 18, 1934| Stevens......... June 4, 1934
Mercer.......... Howard......... June 13, 1934 | Crawford 18, 1934 | Sumner......... July 18, 1934
Monroe. ........ Humboldt....... June 13, 1934 | Decatur......... 4,1934| Thomas.........
Montgomery Ida............. June 6, 1934 | Dickinson 18, 19341 Trego...........
Morgan......... Towa............ June 13, 1934 | Doniphan.® ... . 13, 1934| Wabaunsee. . . ...
Mo trle ........ Jackson......... June 13, 1934 } Douglas......... 12, 1934} Wallace......... 9
Ogle............ Jasper........... June 13, 1934 | Edwards........ 4, 1934| Washington. . ...June 13, 1934
Peoria.......... Jefferson. ... ... June 13,1934 { Elk............. 18, 1934 | Wichita......... June 4, 1934
Perry........... Johnson. ........ June 13,1934 | Ellis. ......... .. 4, 1934} Wilson.......... July 18, 1934
Piatt............ Jones........... June 13, 1934 | Ellsworth 18, 1934 | Woodson..... ... July 18, 19345
Pike............ Keokuk......... June 13, 1934 | Finney.......... 4, 1934| Wyandotte. ..... July 12, 194
Putnam......... Kossuth....... .. June 13,1934 | Ford.......... .. 4, 1934 ;
Randolph....... Lee............. June 13, 1934 | Fraoklin........ 18, 1934 /
Rock Island. ... Lion. .. ... ... June 13, 1934 | Geary...... . . 18, 1934 LOUISIANA
Saint Clair. ... .. Louisa.......... June 13, 1934| Gove............ 4, 1934 Parigshes f
Sangamon....... Lucas........... June 13, 1934 | Graham......... June 4, 1934
Schuyler........ Lyon............ June 6 1934 | Grant........... June 4, 1934] Bienville........ Aug.
Seott........... Madison. ....... June 13 10341 Gray............ June 4, 1934 Bossier.......... Aug.
Shelby.......... Mahaska........ June 13 1934 | Greeley......... June 4, 1934 Caddo.......... Aug.
Stark........... Marion.......... June 13, 1934 | Greenwood...... July 18, 1934} Caldwell........ Aug.
Stephenson. .. ... Marshall........ June 13, 19341 Hamilton. . ..... June 4, 1934} Claiborne. ...... Aug.
Tazewell........ Ji Mills............ June 8 1934 | Harper.......... July 18 1934] De Soto .Aug.
Vermillion. . ..., Mitehell. . ....... June 13 1934 | Harvey......... July 18, 1934} Jackson......... Aug.

4
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Item No. 31—Continued.
County Date County Date County Date County Date
LOUISII'ﬁgsAh—e—Concl’d MINNESOTA—Concl’d MISSOURI--Concl’d MONTANA—Cont’d
8
Lincoln.......... Aug. 24, 1934] Winona......... June 13, 1934] Nodaway....... June 13, 1934| Valley.......... June 4, 19
Natchltoches JAug. 31,1934 Wright.......... June 4, 1934 July 17, 1934 Wheatland...... June 4 1934
Ouachita. . .Aug. 31, 1934| Yellow Medicine June 4, 1934 ...June 19, 1934} Wibaux......... June
Red River.. Aug. 24, 1934 ..July 6, 1934 Yellowstone..... June 4, 1934
Sabine. ......... Aug. 31, 1934 July 20, 1934
Union........... Aug. 24, 1934 MISSOURI June 19, 1934
Webster......... Aug. 24, 1934 July 20, 1934 NEBRASKA
inn........... Aug. 27,1934 Adair........... June 13, 1934 June 13, 1934
Andrew......... June 13, 1934 July 17, 1934| Adams.......... June 4, 1934
Atchison........ June 13, 1934 July 6, 1934] Antelope........ June 4, 1934
Audrain......... June 13, 1934 July 20, 1934] Arthur.......... June 19 1934
MINNESOTA Barry........... July 6, 1934 June 13, 1934| Banner.......... June 19 1934
Barton.......... July 6, 1934 June 13, 1034| Blaine.......... June 19 1934
Anoka........... June 4, 1934f Bates........... July 6, 1934 June 13, 1934} Boone........... June 4, 1934
Becker.......... June 4, 1934 Benton.......... June 19, 1934 July 17, 1934| Box Butte....... June 6, 1934
Benton.......... June 4, 1934] Bollinger........ July 20, 1934 July 6,1934] Boyd........... une 4, 1934
Big Stone....... June 4 1934{ Boone........... June 19 1934| Ripley July 20, 1934] Brown.......... June 19, 1934
Blue Earth.. ... . June 6, 19341 Buchanan....... June 13 1934 | Saint Charles ..June 19, 1934] Buffalo.......... June 4, 1934
Brown.......... une 6, 1934| Butler.......... Aug. 2 1934 Saint Clair. .. ... July 6,1934] Burt............ June 6, 1934
Carver.......... June 6, 1934 Caldwell........ July 17, 1934 Sainte GenevieveJuly 20, 1934} Butler...... . ...
Chippewa....... June 4, 1934] Callaway........ Jupe 19, 1934 Saint Francois.. .July 20, 1934] Cass............
hisago......... une 4, 1934 Camden......... June 19, 1934| Saint Louis. .. ... June 19, 1934| Cedar...........
Clay............ June 4, 1934| Cape Girardeau . Aug. 2 1934| Saline........... June 19, 1934} Chase...........
Cottonwood. . . .. June 6, 1934| Carroll.......... uly 17 19341 Schuyler........ June 13, 1934| Cherry..........
Dakota......... June 6, 1934} Carter.......... July 17 1934] Scotland........ June 13, 1934] Cheyenne. . .....
Dodge.......... June 13, 1934) Cass............ July 6, 1934 Scott........... Aug. 2,1934] Clay............
Douglas......... June 4,1934[ Cedar........... July 6, 1934] Shannon......... July 6, 1934} Coliak..........
Faribault...... .. June 13, 1934{ Chariton........ June 19, 19341 Shelby.......... June 13, 1934| Cuming.........
Fillmore........ June 13, 1934} Christian........ July 6, 1934] Stoddard........ Aug. 2 1934 Custer..........
Freeborn...... .. June 13, 19341 Clark........... June 13, 1934| Stone........... July 6 1934} Dakota.........
Goodhue. ... . ... June 6,1934| Clay............ July 17, 1934| Sullivan......... June 13, 19341 Dawes..........
Grant........... June 4, 1934] Clinton......... July 17, 1934] Taney...... .....July 6,1934] Dawson.........
Hennepin........ June 4,1934] Cole............ June 19, 1934| Texas........... July 6 1934| Deuel...........
Houston......... June 13, 1934] Cooper.......... June 19, 1934] Vernon.......... July 6,1934} Dixon...........
Isanti........... June 4, 1934§ Crawford........ July 20, 1934| Warren.......... June 13 19341 Dodge. .........
Jackson......... 6, 1934| Washington. . ... July 20 1934| Douglas.........
Kanabee..... ... 6, 1934 Wayne.......... July 20, 1934] Dundy..........
Kandiyohi....... 13, 1934} Webster......... July 6, 1934| Fillmore........
Lac qui Parle... 13, 1934] Worth.......... June 13 1934} Franklin........
Le Sueur 17, 1934| Wright.......... July 6 1934] Frontier
Lincoln. ... 6, 1934 Furnas. ..
On............ 19, 1934 Gage............
cleod......... June 4, 1934{ Gasconade.......June 19, 1934 MONTANA Garden..........
Martin.......... June 6, 1934} Gentry.......... June 13, 1934 Garfield
Meeker......... June 4, 1934} Greene.......... July 6, 1934] Beaverhead..... Aug. 9, 1934] Gosper..........
Mille Lacs.. June 4, 1934| Grundy......... June 13, 1934} Big Horn........ June 4,1934] Grant...........
Morrison. ....... June 4,1934] Harrison........ June 13 1934{ Blaine.......... July 20 1934} Greeley.........
Mower.......... June 13, 1934| Henry........... July 6 1934} Boardwater..... Aug. 9 1934 Hall............
Jaicay. June 4, 1934] Hickory......... June 19 19341 Carbon.......... June 4 1934] Hamilton
1 Nicollet.... ... June 6 1934] Holt............ June 13, 19341 Carter.......... June 4 1934] Harlan..........
Nobles.......... June 6, 1934} Howard......... June 19, 1934] Chouteau....... Oct 1, 1934} Hays............
Norman......... June 4, 19341 Howell.......... July 6 1934| Custer.......... June 4, 1934 Hltchcock
Olmsted......... June 13, 1934} Iron............ July 20 1934} Daniels......... June 4,1934]| Holt............
Otter Tail....... June 4, 1934{ Jackson......... July 6 1934] Dawson......... June 4, 1934| Hooker.........
Pine............ June 4, 1934| Jasper........... July 6 19341 Fallon.......... 4 1934| Howard
Pipestone. . ..... June 4 1934| Jefferson........ July 20 1934] Fergus.......... July 25 1934 | Jefferson
()0 - T June 4, 1934} Johnson......... July 6, 19341 Gallatin......... Qct. 1 1934} Johnson
Ramsey......... June 4, 1934} Knox............ June 13, 1934| Garfield......... June 4 1934} Kearney
Redwood........ June 4, 1934 Laclede......... July 6, 1934 Golden Valley. . .June 4 1934] Keith...........
Renville......... June 4 1934} Lafayette....... July 6,1934] Hill............. Aug. 9 1934| Keyapaha
Rice............ June 6, 1934} Lawrence........ July 6, 1934| Judith Basin....July 20 1934| Kimbal
Rock............ June 4, 1934) Lewis........... June 13, 1934| McCone......... June 4, 1934 Knox............ ,
Scott........... June 6 1934} Lincoln......... June 13, 1934| Madison. ....... Aug. 24, 1934 Lancaster....... June 6, 1934
Sherburne....... June 4 1934§ Linn............ June 13, 1934] Meagher........ ug. 2, 1934} Lincoln.......... June 4, 1934
Sibley........... June 6 1934} Livingston...... June 13, 1934 | Musselshell. . .... June 4, 1934| Logan........... June 19, 1934
Stearns......... June 4 1934] McDonald. ... ... July 6,1934] Park............ June 4, 1934} Loup............ June 19, 193
Steele........... June 13, 1934| Macon. ... ..... June 13, 1934 Petroleum....... June 4, 1934} McPherson. . .... June 19, 1934
Stevens......... June 4, 1934] Madison. ....... July 20, 1934 Phillips......... June 4, 1934] Madison........ June 8, 1934
Swift............ June 4, 1934 Maries.......... July 20, 1934| Powder River...June 4, 1934| Merrick......... June 4, 1934
Todd........... June 4 1934} Marion.......... June 13, 1934 Prairie.......... June 4, 1934| Morrill........ .. June 19, 1934
Twaverse........ June 4 1934] Mercer.......... June 13, 1934} Richland........ June 4, 1934| Nance........... June 6, 193
Wibasha........ June 6 1934) Miller........... June 19, 1934] Roosevelt....... June 4, 1934| Nemaha