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FOREWORD 

The purpose of this bulletin is to supply information to 

Colorado beef producers. It is not in any way intended to in­

fluence producers to patronize any particular market. 



INFLUENCE OF CALIFORNIA DEMAND 
ON COLORADO BEEF,CATTLE PRICES 

By L. H. ROCHFORD. EXTEN"SION ANIMAL HUSBANDMAN 

POPULATION AND DEMAND FOR BEEF 

Acc.ording to the 1930 federal census, 90.3 percent of the 
people in the United States reside in the area east of the 11 
Western States. Tihe greater part of these people live east of 
the Mississippi River. 

On January 1, 1932, about 22 percent of the total number 
of cattle and calves in the United States were on farms and 
ranges of the 11 Western States. The approximate 78 percent 
represented by the other states of the nation include a large 
number of cattle on feed that originated in the Western States. 

The East, therefore, is known as a deficit beef-producing 
area and the West as a surplus beef-producing area. As a re­
sult, eastern consumer-demand for beef is the predominant in­
fluence on western beef-cattle prices. 

In the last few years, we have seen the growth of an excep­
tion to this general rule for the Western States. California has 
changed from a surplus beef-producing area to a deficit area. Ta­
bles 2 and 3, and Figure 1 show that this Clhange has not beE'l1 due 
to any material decrease in California's cattle numbers but to a 
phenomenal increase in population. Today California consumer 
demand for beef is an influence on western beef-cattle prices. 
The extent of this influence, however, is somewhat seasonal. 
Colorado beef producers, as well as other stockmen of the inter­
mountain region, have watched with interest the growth of this 
West Coast influence. They have sought more information as 
to the type and extent of the California demand. 

For these reasons, the author was delegated to make an in­
tensive study of California markets as to their influence on 
Colorado beef-cattle marketing. The information that follows is 
confined largely to statistics supplied by the individuals or agen­
cies indicated with each table. We wish to express our appreci­
ation to them for the valuable assistance given in assembling 
these data. 

THE POPULATION OF THE WEST 

In Table 1, attention is drawn to five points: 
The relative change in population of the various Western 

States for a period of 20 years, 1910 to 1930. 



4 COLORADO AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE Bu!. 316-A 

The change in population of the Western States from 1920 
to 1930 varied from a decrease of 2 percent in Montana to an 
increase of 65.7 percent in California. 

In 1930, the 11 Western States had but 9.7 percent of the 
total population of the United States. 

In 1930, California's population comprised nearly one-half 
that of the 11 Western States. 

The percentage of California's urban population is rapidly 
increasing. 

THE CATTLE INDUSTRY OF THE WEST 

Since the days of early settlement, the range-cattle industry 
has played an important role in the development of the 11 West­
ern States. These states are often referred to as the range 
country. Because all of the Western States have millions of 
acres of land that can best be utilized by cattle or sheep, they 
are destined to continue as the great breeding grounds of the 
nation's beef and lamb supply. 

In years past, western range cattle, when started for mar­
ket, had two outlets; they were sent direct to slaughter or were 
shipped to the cornbelt feedlots for further finishing. The lat­
ter outlet has been widened by the development of irrigation 
and dryland farming in the Western States. Farming brought 
grain$ for fattening, the sugar-beet industry with its by-pro­
ducts, and alfalfa hay. All of these influences made possible the 
feeding of cattle in the West. Almost simultaneously came the 
growth of the central market and the livestock slaughter indus­
try at Denver. Later, the markets at Ogden, Los Angeles, San 
Francisco and Portland entered the picture. Consequently, the 
feeding of cattle ha:s become an important phase of the industry 
in many parts of the West. 

Table 2 draws attention to two points: 
Colorado ranks first among the 11 Western States in beef 

production; California is a close second, followed by New Mexico 
and Montana. 

The general trend of beef cattle numbers in the West has 
been upward since 1928. 

Table 3 shows that Colorado leads the Western States in 
the finishing of cattle for market. Tlhe number of Colorado 
cattle on feed means the numbers that are grain-fed for a finish­
ed-cattle market. In some of the Western States "cattle on feed" 
includes hay-feds, or any cattle receiving feeds supplemental to 
range, and intended for slaughter. 
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Figure 1 emphasizes the fact that the relationship between 
California's population and cattle numbers has definitely changed 
in the past 20 years. 

Table I.-POPULATION OF 11 WESTERN STATES \VITH COMPARISONS 
~ __ S_o_urce of Data: United States Official Census Records, 1930. 

Percentage 
Increase 

State 1910 1920 1930 1920-1930 
--_. - ~-.-~~------

Arizona 204,35,1 334,162 435,573 30.3 
California 2,337,549 3,426,861 5,677,251 65.7 
Colorado 799,024 939.62~) 1,035,791 10.2 
Idaho 325,594 431,866 445,032 3.0 
Montana 376,053 548,S~)~ 537,606 2.0 
Kevada 81.875 77,407 91,058 17.6 
Ne,v Mexico 327,301 360,350 423.317 17.5 
Oreg:on 67~.7l)5 783.:lSn ~)5:~. 7',G 21.8 
Utah 373,351 4-1H,3% 507.8-17 13.0 
\Vashingtoll 1,141,990 1,35\1,621 1,5\13.396 15.2 
WYoming 145,965 H4.402 225.565 16.0 

'rotal 6,785,821 8,802,98~ 11.896,222 35.14 

PerC€'llt U. S. Total 7.4% 8.3% 9.7% 
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CALIFORNIA'S PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL POPULATION OF WESTERN 
STATES 

1910 1920 1930 

34.45% 38.93 % 47.72% 

ANALYSIS OF CALIFORNIA POPULATION 
Urban and Rural Population of California 

Year 1890 1900 1910 

Urban ( cities 2500 48.6% 52.4% 61.8% 
and over) 

Rural (all other) 51.4% 47.C,% 38.2% 

Population of TWo Leading- Metropolitan Areas 
--------~----------- - ._- -------

Area 

San Francisco Bay Reg-ion 
(Includes Alameda, San 
Francisco, San Mateo 
Counties) 

Principal Cities: 
San Francisco 
Oakland 
Berkeley 

Los Ang-eles County 
Principal Cities: 

Los Ang-eles 
Long- Beach 
Pasadena 

877,634 

506,676 
216,:l61 

56,036 

936,455 

576,673 
55,593 
45,3501 

-~---

1930 

1,186,682 

634,394 
284,063 

82,109 

2,208,492 

1,238,048 
142,032 

76,086 

of 

1920 1930 

68.0% 73.3 % 

32.0% ~6. 70/0 

California 

Percen tag-e 
Increase 

35.21 

25.2 
31.4 
46.5 

135.8 

114.'1 
155.5 

67.8 
- --- -_. --~---------------~------

Table 2.-ESTIMATED NUMBERS OF CATTLE AND CALVES ON WESTERN 
FARMS AND RANGES MINUS COWS AND HEIFERS 2 YEARS AND OVER 

KEPT FOR MILK PURPOSES. 
Source of Data: F. W. Beier, Livestock Statistician, Denver Colorado. 

State 1922 1924 1926 1928 1930 1932 
-----

Ariz. 1,437,000 1.375,000 1,000,000 800,000 712,000 809,000 
Calif. 1,498,000 1,547,000 1,363,000 1,445,000 1.325,000 1,249,000 
Colo. 1,440,000 1,290,000 1,150,000 1,120,000 1,195,000 1,275,01)0 
Idaho 557,000 558,000 461,000 418,000 428.000 ·174,000 
Mont. 1,225.000 1,186,000 1,110,000 961,000 1 11:1:1.000 l.tl!)S,on·\ 

Nev. 494,000 502,000 420,000 355,000 299,000 289,00') 
N. Max. 1,837,000 1,287,000 1,160,000 1,089,000 1,031,000 1,074.000 
Ore. 644,000 596,000 516,000 486,000 528,000 545,000 
Utah 450,000 456,000 399,000 375,000 353,000 371,000 
Wash. 332,000 n1,OOO 288,000 260,000 299,000 315,001l 
Wyo. 837,000 761,000 719,000 701,000 718,000 791,00 11 

11 W. 
SUttes 10,773,000 9,869,000 8,586,000 8,010,000 7,921,000 8,247,000 
U. S. 46,841,000 43,544,000 37,666,000 34,572,000 36,820,000 38,028,000 

NOTE: Yearling- dairy heifers, dairy calves and dairy bulls are Included In 
this table. 
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Table 3.-ESTIMATED NUMBERS CATTLE O~ FEED. 11 'VESTER" STATES 
.January 1 each year, 1928 to 1932. 

Source of Data: U. S. D. A., Bureau Agricultural Economics, 
Report .January 1, 1932. 

---------------- ----~~~~-=~~---
----_. 

Revised Preliminary 
State 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 

Ariz. 30,000 30.000 38,000 40,000 70.000 
Calif. 85,000 60,000 57,000 66,000 60,000 
Colo. 140,000 140,000 125.000 142,000 74.000 
Idaho 30,000 32,000 35,000 ~9,000 20,000 
Mont. 28,000 33,000 25,000 24,000 18,000 
Nev. 20,000 23,000 15.000 21,000 18,000 

N. Mex. 10,000 10,000 

Ore. 19,000 15,OUO 12,000 7,000 8.000 

Utah 27,000 25,000 42.000 21,000 10,000 

,\-Vash. 8,000 10.000 7.000 7,000 8,000 

Wyo. 16,000 14.000 18,000 18,000 16,000 

CALIFORNIA DEMAND FOR MEATS 

It is not the purpose of this bulletin to discuss in detail the 
California consumer demand for beef. However, the subject 
should be presented briefly because consumer demand forms a 
background for the livestock market information given in this 
bulletin. The comments that follow are based on interviews 
with nearly 100 persons who have direct contact with the live­
stock markets and meat trade in Los Angeles and San Francisco. 

W. E. Schneider, marketing specialist of the United States 
Department of Agriculture Market News Service, located at 
San Francisco, has made an extensive study of the California 
consumptive demand for meats. Mr. Schneider estimates the 
following annual per capita consumption of meats: Beef 68.6 
lhs., veal 12.7 lbs., lamb 17.5 libs. pork 54.0 Ibs., and lard 10.0 Ibs. 
These figures indicate that the people of California consume 
more 'beef, veal and lamb than the average in the United St&tes. 
They consume less pork and lard than the average. 

Beef from highly-finished animals is not well received by 
the California meat trade. Quality animals with a finish that 
places them in "good" ,to low "Clhoice" grades (U. S. Standards) 
represent the upper limits of the degree of finish desired. (For 
example, a high-quality Colorado yearling steer coming off the 
range as a fleshy feeder and given about 90 to 100-day feed in 
drylot will usually grade good to choice.) The discrimination 
against a high degree of finish is also strongly evidenced in pork 
and lamb. 

San Francisco is definitely a steer-beef market. At Los 
Angeles the meat trade takes a large percentage of cow and 
heifer beef. The decided preference for steer beef in San Fran-
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cisco may be due to the great volume of business done by job­
bers who supply a large hotel and restaurant trade. These job­
bers prefer heavy stee'r carcasses weighing 650 pounds up. An­
other reason given for preference of steer beef over cow cuts at 
San Francisco is the influence of the shipping trade. 

The consumption of hamburger and cured sausage is rela­
tively high in California. This affords a ready outlet for cheap­
er cuts and plainer carcasses. This demand is reflected in rela­
tively high prices for the lower grades of slaughter cattle. 

Until very recent years there !has been a small demand for 
light cattle of the baby-beef class. One frequent reason given 
for this is that the supply of such beef has not been constant. 
It seems that the system of cattle production used in the terri­
tory regularly supplying California markets has not been conduc­
ive to the production of baby beef. At least three important 
packing firms are now promoting the use of baby beef in this 
area. To insure a steady supply, they are feeding calves in their 
own feedlots. In the opinion of those close to the trade, it will 
be some time before baby beef occupies as important a place in 
California markets as it does in most markets of the country. 

Mr. W. E. Schneider makes the following comments on ship­
ments of dressed meats to and from California: 

"The movement of dressed fresh beef into California is 
spasmodic depending upon the firmness of the local market, the 
attitude of local buyers toward higher beef 'asking prices, and 
upon contracts for fr,esh frozen beef for U. S. Army and Navy 
orders. This supply would hardly amount to 10 percent of the 
total California requirements and usually comles from the par­
ent plants of firms having branch Ihouses in San Francisco and 
Los Angeles. 

"Usually the fresh frozen beef brought in is put on trans­
port boats, navy vesse'ls and does not enter the local fresh-meat 
market. 

"The heaviest U. S. Navy purchases are made during the 
comlbined maneuvers of the Pacific and Atlantic fleets. Approxi­
mately 9 out of 12 monthly loadings are made at San Francisco, 
the balance at San Pedro and San Diego. 

"The movement of dressed meats out of California to pos­
sessions of the United States includes only the Hawaiian Islands 
and the Plhillipine Is~ands. The buying power in those islands 
by the natives is v,ery limited and only a small percentage of the 
civHian population utilizes California-produced beef. 
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"According to the U. S. Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce, the principal countries to which exports are made 
from the Port of San Francisco are as follows: United Kingdom, 
China, Japan, Germany, Phillipine Islands, Australia dnd Cana­
da. Meat purchases by these countries are small, almost negli­
gible, and the United Kingdom, Australia and Canada :lave a 
much more reasonable source of supply. 

"The importation of meats along the Pacific Coast is V'ery 
small, chiefly because of the fact that very few of the countnes 
adjacent to the Pacific Ocean, excepting Australia, have sur­
pluses of meat to export." 

MARKETING CALIFORNIA SLAUGHTER CATTLE 

The heavy movement of California cattle for slaughter 
comes during the months of May, June and July. They are 
chiefly grass-fat cattle. From' some of the higher altitudes of 
the state, cattle are marketed in the fall in much the same man­
ner as Colorado grass cattle. During the season of heavy ship­
ping, some California grass cattle find their way to middle-west­
ern markets. 

In a good grass year local packers declare that the Cali­
fornia grass cattle "kill white" and carcasses from such animals 
sell as well as grain-feds. During the past 2 years, drouth has 
induced more supplemental feeding of local cattle. It is the 
opinion of many California producers and others close to the 
trade that this will result in plans for more extensive feeding in 
the future. Some organized effort is now being made to lengthen 
the season of marketing California cattle. The inclination of 
producers to do supplemental feeding no doubt will be an influ­
ence in this direction. 

The Western Cattle Marketing Association, well known over 
the country as a cooperative association of producers, is an im­
portant influence on the marketing of California cattle. Mem­
bership of this organization extends into several nearby states. 
Thru its general 'sales agency this organization markets mem­
bers' cattle direct to packers. 

THE SLAUGHTER INDUSTRY OF CALIFORNIA 

The business of slaughtering cattle and other livestock to 
supply local demand is an old one in California. In the early days 
distance from packing centers and lack of efficient transporta­
tion for dressed meats were partly responsible for developing 
the industry locally. According to W. E. Schneider of the Unit­
ed States Department of Agriculture Market News Service, San 
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Francisco, there were 25 slaughtering firms in San Francisco 
during the 70's. In this early period cattle were driven in from 
nearby ranges to San Francisco and Los Angeles for slaughter. 
The practice of direct selling to packers has continued to a great 
extent, especially at San Francisco. Attention is drawn here, 
however, to the fact that no public livestock markets existed in 
the state until recent years. Discussion of the growth of these 
markets will be made later. 

In the San Francisco Bay region, several packers maintain 
their own feedyards from which they draw a large percentage 
of their slaug1hter cattle and calves. At Los A;ngeles, there is 
little feeding done by packers, but here we find eight public feed­
yards in Los Angeles County. Range producers may bring their 
cattle to these feedyards for finishing. 

Table 4 shows the extent of the cattle and calf slaughter in 
California. Tables 5, 6 and 7 give the percentage of cattle and 
calf slaughter in the two principal areas. 

SHIPMENTS OF SLAUGHTER CATTLE INTO CALIFORNIA 

The California Cattle Protection Service keeps an accurat~ 
record of cattle shipped into the state for slaughter. Reports 
are made monthly showing the state of origin and the number 
of steers, cows, calves, bulls and stags that are shipped in from 
each state. A yearly summary gives totals by states and by 
classes of cattle. 

In Table 8, we have summarized the Cattle Protection Serv­
ice reports for the 4 years, 1928 to 1931. The source of ship­
ments have been analyzed. The table brings out three points 
for the 4 years, 1928 to 1931: 

Utah shipped the greatest number of cattle into California 
for slaughter. Arizona and Nevada each shipped in nearly as 
many. 

In 1928 and 1929, 13 states shipped cattle into California 
for slaughter; in 1930 and 1931, 17 states shipped in slaughter 
cattle. 

Steers comprise about one-half of the shipments from other 
states; cows approximately one-third; the balance of the ship­
ments being calves, bulls and stags. 

Table 9 and Figure 2 clearly show the seasonal movement 
of cattle from other states into California for slauglhter. It will 
be seen that the low point of shipments in for slaughter comes 
in July; tfue high point in January. The heaviest movement of 
slaughter cattle from California ranges is in June and July. 
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COLORADO CATTLE TO CALIFORNIA FOR SLAUGHTER 

Table 10 shows the shipments of Colorado cattle and calves 
into California for immediate slaughter, by months and classes, 
for the 4-year period 1928 to 1931. The shipments made during 
the late summer, fall and early winter months are chiefly grass 
cattle. The shipments made during the late winter, spring and 
early summer months are principally feedlot cattle. 

The bulk 'of the Colorado cattle to California move thru the 
Denver market. The shipments to California direct by produc­
ers have been chiefly from the Western Slope area tributary to 
Rifle, De Beque, Grand Junction and Delta. Table 11 gives the 
shipments of cattle from the Denver market to California for the 
years 1930 and 1931. This number includes some cattle that 
originated in neal'by states and moved thru the Denver market. 
No record is available to show the exact number of cattle ship-


































	1001
	1002
	1003
	1004
	1005
	1006
	1007
	1008
	1009
	1010
	1011
	1012
	1013
	1014
	1015
	1016
	1017
	1018
	1019
	1020
	1021
	1022
	1023
	1024
	1025
	1026
	1027

