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Retu=ns froo Poultry 

On most farms in J,Jinne sota uoultry i s considered. as a minor en'v e r~0 ri s e, 
out nevert~1.el 13s s tl1.e a.ver a,::o flock does m.'lke qu :'.. te a sizabl e ac1.di tio:-1. to t~e far.:I 
i :J. COPJ e . 'i'a'Jl f I s :'!.0'.7S ·~:1D t t:-:e r etur::1s ~1D73 ·.xHm f roo t~e farms on the two sta.­
t i s t i ca l rout 88 in :iin..Ylesota si'1.ce 1921. Duri:1g C:""fi.": yec.r t ::crc h.::ts oeen a net 
r :::: t uxn . 

___ .. __ ______ :roul_try p a ta__Per Flock ____ ___ _ 
_ __ ?teel~_ Co u:..!.t::___ Cottorr:rood-Jack son Co1nti -3 s 
l g21 1 922 ____ 192) _____ __1_.,_£l ___ l 92g__ __ li2J~--

iTur,1'0 er of :"lens 112 105 i42 1.05 127 130 
Tote l f 0ed cos t 24 ~ 00 32.76 94. 33 3 2 .~7 54.85 90. 25 
Total costs J.Ol. 97 135· 45 22 9 .03 135 . 40 132 ~ 47 212.37 
Tote.l credits 21 6 . 40 291.92 352 .71 210. 06 272 . 36 33 9. 64 
~et rQ!_urn ____ _ _ 1:1~·49__ l f.)b .4L_.l2).6_L _ __ .. _ _b~6 ··- · 89 ·.~~-.. --1£Lp_ __ _ 
3 "'of:S ·oeT hen · r.:;) .Jl _]]_ o4 oo oO 
-~ · ~~=--===--==-==-:··· :--=.=..:::=-..:-:~-===--=--=-= -~---:--=-=--- --_ .. ___ --:.=::--==-:-:-:-...:=- · ·- · - ___ :. ____ _ .:;-_::-:-~ 

Tr•.iJl c: I is on t:'l~ :: p,., r fl ock': 'b<' sis, '>.iJ. e ~ e-;))_ e E ·~hic~'l li s~s t h e 
i ncii '.ri 0.UE.l it ecl~ o£ l"cce i "Jt s c.n exuenses for 192-;; is 1~ od1ccd to c:.. " ~~-r 100 h en s 11 

) ,% is so t~D.t t:1e E gurcs ne.~r be compared dir ectl y . Because of t te r el r ti vel~· 
l <" r go income '?l'ri.ch ~')OUl t r;-• 'bring s it deserves :710r e a ttention thEn it u su.Q.J.ly 
r~c eive s . 

In u.s i n;~ t h e se fi gures it must b e remoob ored t~at t :·w n o t !' e t un:. i s 
t '!.c-: exc es s i.~cc eiut s OV'3 1" all costs . Labor , interest , o'Ter~er:· cl , etc ., a re 
incl ndGd as costs. The l a bor is usually do :an by women. or childr en. so tha t the 
ente :"ur is e provi des a :na.r :Cet for t:1.i s l abor l'lhi ch it would no t other 7ise ha ye . 
Chicl:ens sho,.., a hi g:1 L1.come O'.i"i::1g to the fe.ct tna.t they co..n r 2 :lb,e ove• the farl:I!­
s t e:::'. d for c: l a r ge o:Ja rt of the yee r pic~:in -o:; up i ::1sects , ''!eed sePcls < D~- •::.s te g::-a i :1s , 
t her eby C'.lt ti ·l ~ dorn1 t ~1': fee d co s t. 1\. fc.rrr. f l oc1-:: o :_::_· O!'ri n~:,r.r s iz e ·i o es n'J t cop:~ 

] e t e ':'i tl: oe'l.el- e::; t el':?~is es f o r :aoor nor c oc s it ~· c: ~ui r c:: ":!UC''l food.. For t :.:J.u s e 
r e<. s ons t~1e L1eor.1e ::cora paul try is not g::1i ncC.. b~r q co~':r es~ond inc loss i r. sorr.o ot:1er 
en t er;_.Jr:..s e , ·':lu.t it i s income which '7oulC. :aot oti1e :rn i so be .. m G. . 

:'he :::'e,:c:.1S in Steel e Count~r d1..u:-ing t~:.e l <: :> t vep.:r· :re c 35. red 2 !.f- ~ 3 cents 
:;Je:r dozenfor e r,..,~ .. , soJ.C: T··hEe the f a r Ds ou ti1e ot.r.G:·· r outG rece :..ved 23 . 9 cents . 
I f t~:.r not ETJ ~nse o f t h e cnter-ol·is e i s divided. be'~....., e en eg,c;s e.ncl pou.: tr:,r i n t~ 
s2r::e pr o:-Jortion 2.s t .::..e Teceip t s , t l1e cost o f es, s ~~ er .ozen ,ou1.cl "b e 1 ) . 6 cen·cs 
<" :10. 13. 9 cents r es·. :'c t5. -el;r . 
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TABLE II 
Poultry Data Per 100 Hens 1923 

Feed 

Labor ~ 

costs -

Grain - home grown 
Grain - purchased 
Skimmilk 
Man hours 
Horse hours 
Feed 
Labor 
Interest 
Decrease in inventory 
Miscellaneous cash 
Shelter & equipment 
Overhead 

Total Costs 

Receipts -Eggs sold 
Eggs used on far.m 
Poultry sold 
Paul try used on farm 
Increase in inventory 
Manure credi-:; 
Other credits 

Total Receipts 

Net return 
Number of e~~s per hen 

Steele County 
4181 

230 
1498 

26S 
~ . 2 

$66 ~46 
56-36 
7~24 
2~55 

11..28 
1).98 
).41 

161!28 

135~34 
22.57 
64.37 
16~52 

9 .. 58 

87.10 
77 

Cottonwooc-Jackson Colmties 
5327 

52 
1636 

?-27' 
15 

$69,42 
1~9.06 

7!84 
-

10 .• 24 
22~65 
4~11) 

163 .. 3b 

128-01 
22.84 
76~11 
16~03 
10.59 

5:-60 
2.08 

261.26 

97-90 
so 

It should. be possible to receive even m'Jre-· rr:O""F":" .~rom paul try than is 
now the case. Better care and rr.anagement sr .. 8ulc1 ner.r:. g::.·e~ -:;er production. The 
feeding of the flock should be done more caref;-::.J..l~-, 'S::·-·:~ 2-hould be collected 
twice a day and marketed rrhile the:r are fresh. :r &~ -_ "· -·--oers would practice 
using more paul try products the consumption would 'be raised. so that less would 
be marketed. This wou.ld result in higher prices fo:' tne portion sold. no not 
overlook the fact, if using the figlres ir. the ta-oles for reorganization purposes, 
that poultry makes an income beca,~se of the fact that it consumes otheruise -vmste 
products. If the size of_the flock is greatly increased do not expect there­
turns to increase proportionately. Avoid auy incrense wgich would necessitate 
crowding the poultry house. Any inc1"ease , arge onough to require heavy grain 
f d . "11 1 · t" Pir.. nen.. t b · d b · ee ~ng Wl. great y ~ncrease l:.e cos-c w1uclJ. mus e accompan:~.e y an 1ncrease 
in the nu.i-noer of eggs or the increvse in returns will not ·be proportionste to the 
increase in cost. Chid~ens shouJ.d get most of their feed w~1ile ranging. For 
these reasons, any large increase in the size of t!:e f8:C!'ii flock must be made· -with 
some degree of caution and the increase of income can not oe expected to increase 
in the same ratio as size of the flock. 

A.T.H. 
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Poultry as a farm enterprise finds its gresctest development in r·egions 
that have an abun.dD:J.t supnly of che<:cp feed.. T hus in Minnesota ac~orc1~"?€; to tl:e 
u.s. Census o;f 1920 the a'ierage, nu.'71'oer of chickens pe 1~ f~::Lrm in the coum1 es o~ 
southwest Minnesota rD.l1ged from 100 to 130.. At the other extreme v7ere counh:s 
in northeast Minnesota vri th an average of 19 to 50 chickens per fsxm. 'lhe foJ..l0'7-
ing :figu:res.showthe chickens per farm in, representative counties in various 
sections of the state. 

Soutl:wrest Sonthcast 
B,oc.k 

•'.;.I 

123 Fi1lmo:;:e 90 
~1atonwan 112 Go:, d1ro.e 8? 
Rcnvill~ :1,04 LeSueur 84 

No:cthwest northeast 
Clay 66 St .r,ouJ.s 19 
Polk 59 ca:cl ton ~~ l(ittson 51 CT0'7 

:T ~ .,lng 

There b;o.s been a decided increase in poultry in e-1'1 section of the ste>te 
since 1920, but i~ is not likely that the relatit:e ir.1:JOrten¢eof :ooul try in the 
diffArent S:eqtions of the sta'Ge :ws changed., J:'he farn poul tr~r flock furnishes 
almost impossilll~ cornpeh tion for the specialized poultry plant exce}t vrhere tho 
spccializeQ, plant has a com'Qination of a special market and unusual success in 
getting h;l,sh pr9duction per hen. Furthennore, the famer L"1 portion> of no:c~l"Jtjast 
Minnesota where phe price of· feed is determined by t~1e Minneapolis or Duluth TJC:\rket 
plus freight and 'handling charges finds it difficu~ t to compote cTith the corn 9...nd _ 
grain bslt :farne:r except as he has a special 1:1arl:et or ~:,s he k8"1J3 rc_ sno_ll flock 
thco t can be pa:r:J:;l;:r sup:9orted by '.7hat it picks up aoout the f8.rmsteed. -:-rher? a 
fc'-rm h<"-3 qnly ftve to t\Jenty acres of grain tlce feed to "'oe picked up about the 
buildings· ;j,s fl. $mall i tern compared to the fann that· r1'dses 100 to 200 acres of corn 
and small grain~ · 

., •; 

While the farm floc~s hcwe s:hown good profits, pou1try SJJ8Ci2.lists point 
out thE'l~-,_W3;:;-1the average farm there are Op1Jortuni ties for n decid.ed incree.se in 
poultry!th;ru att~ntion to better feeding of hens in both winter and SUI:11'1er, more 
Skill in rearing chicks and in better sanitation and Vent~lation of bOUS8~-SO as to 
decreese losses :from tubercul()sis, roup a!ld other clis.:;ases. .Among the corJDon 
faU)hts in~ :feading are (1) Letting the farm flock depend too exclusi ve1y on picked­
up feedi (~) Fee(l:inb too little meat scrap, ta:nka_;e- or skirnmilk_ to :?rovide ·the 
nscessary·protei:nt (3) Making oats too large a part of t:he retion. . Oai£ are too 
bulky a fe~d to form a lar~E;. part of the ration for laying hens. CrackE;d corn a:1d 
r,vheat are much better. 

' l ·. 

l)}he co~t records on tndividual farus keeping up to JOO hens pv.ve shown 
highly satisfaqto:J;"y results on the F hen basis. Farr-ers who live in ref;iOr>.s 
where gra;n price~ are aetermined by the Chic<'tgO or Minnen"lolis r:r1arket loss frci~;~1t, 
'i7l10 have avai:J.aol~ family labor 17i th which to do the ''!Ork.- ana. ':rho ha,ve a good 
degree qf ,~kill ~D. m1:magement and care may f:\nd a flock tvro o:r three times the sizt~ 
of the 1.+S41 farm' ·flock an exqellent method of increasing ti:le size of. the fc·rm busi­
~ess. H?weyei", present indications are tl1at high feed prices ':ri tho'..lt a corresponC.. ... 
lng advange ~n e~~s prices '\tll decrease poultry profits in the in1.'"'1ed:j.a te fD.ture 
below t~1osa of 19~1, 1922 and 1923. The cornmercial poultr:yrr.an in region~ of high 
priced f$e4 w~~l b~ the first to feel the pinch. 


