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SHEEP INDUSTRY LOSES TO IMPORTS, LOW DEMAND
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SHEEP AND LAMBS ON FARMS AND RANCHES, JANUARY 1
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1960 1963 1966 1969 1972
ATZONA oo 488 533 601 500 503
Louisiana ......ccccceeeeeiiieeciee e 93 67 41 26 22
New MEeXiCO .....cccvvvevcveveeiiecrenn, 1,185 1,145 972 840 742
Oklahoma ...cccocoeevieiiecececce, 274 209 160 136 123
TEXAS  ioveeceecee e 5,938 5,538 4,795 4,029 3,524
Five states .......cccccvvveeieveeinnenne 7,978 7,492 6,569 5,531 4,914

United States .........ccccevvvnnens 33,170 29,176 24,734 21,238 18,482

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Agriculture



AVERAGE COSTS OF PRODUCING A BALE
aln 1air |a OF U.S. UPLAND COTTON

ott eed r%% butth IS rea{ﬂv ar ma

cos qUres re

|nd|catoré Of current cotton production COsts.

FARMERS GET SOME FEDERAL TAX RELIEF Per bale (500 pou Itzmg s weight) e o
_The ev nu Act. of 1?71 mclu?ed several Rro boi’ver s S 20T S e
|3 on | relieve arm% some of their MALErials ..o 25.59 29.38

era ax urde erha ? nn‘lfant SO e 330 a.44
e are On 0 he 9se clation Fertilizer ....ooviiviinnnnnnn 11.74 1‘11.21
Hter%an eremstatemento vestment e s and Tanoisaos ™ e %
Defoliants  ...ooooveoveeeeeeeeeeeee .93 1.24

|is can ow the eRjec|at|0n SC ed Ie Other cﬁemicau ....... e 23 W2

of CapIl Goo sb rcen q ?p Cimory oo e fles e 1038
|ece 0 eP a war en years = 830
[}]be [ C|ae On a. %tra]g S|S OV% Interest on operating capital.... 212 2.87

Total direct coStS....cccvvvuveennn.. 123.17 138.52
L [ IR 22.65 24.40

el Ly ars epreCIa lon“can t e accel- an
er ﬁd _
A f}(%es ?” M ercent tha ”‘ t el costotliniand e s
% E |0n3 rbl l]J(])r 318 Leiieﬁa'ﬁfocéﬁcea e -25.94 -17.08
ves men uﬁ!‘ee eqUIp r|| a]_ve {)ﬁ )é(a‘er COSt OF TNt erreereveerererrerne 132.84 160.24
REa €ﬁno o Aot d ue et ot A %US I - -
(i H N unli ese Orlqun {O%alﬁ Wer% Receiptsl ... .305 .360

00
gléwe\é‘ggg?ow aé%mﬁﬁsct L w%l Rg nt im L Includes support payments in both 1966 and 1969 but excludes diversion

e NO?’?Emeg:;illsn rr:kgeenot add to totals because of rounding.
? ere IS no Inves ent Credr? ﬂl’]owed SOURCE: U.S. De%artment of Agriculture ¢
COSE ciated W nstr UCtIOﬂ started dOﬂ

ter

eelg [ nve en ¥
e '.thVé’d Wit (0 E't?ﬂcuon aFS o Al Efust
are all oweg Prepared by Dale L. Stansbury



	April 1972



