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probable that because of the preva iling IO\r prices for 
these commod ities consumption on farms and in the loca l 
urban centers was increased. 

Receipts of eggs from other states during :'.\larch to­
taled 12 carloads, 10 from Kansas and 2 from Illin ois. 
Last year 4 cars were brought in from Kansas and 1 
from Missouri during that month. It is customary to 
import eggs from other states during the spring months 
of March, April , and May for storage in the shell. 

MARCH CARLOAD MOVEMENT OF POULTRY AND EGGS* 

Shipments from Texas Stations 
Cars of Poultry 

Live Dressed 
Chickens Turkeys Chickens Turke y" 

Destination 1932 1931 1932 1931 1932 1931 

New York -·-----····-· 36 29 60 37 
Illinois ------------------ 1 4 19 14 
Massachusetts ----- 1 11 25 

1ew Jerseyt -------- ---- 16 14 
Pennsylvania ------- --- 32 15 
Louisiana -·---------- ---- 3 1 
Connecticut ------------ 2 7 10 
Missouri ----------------- 1 
Georgia ------------------ 2 
Michigan ···--·----- .... 1 1 3 
California --------- 2 9 1 3 
Alabama -------- --
Florida ------------- --
Rhode Island ----- --- 1 
Ohio -------------- ---
Tennessee ---------- ---
Maryland -··--·-- _ 
Mississippi ---------
Oklahoma ------------
North Carolina ------
South Carolina --------
Delaware ---------- --
Indiana ---------------- ----
West Virginia -·---·-
Nebraska ----------
Kansas ---------- --
Interstate _________ 40 48 150 123 
Intrastate -------- 4 
TOTAL ···-··-··----- 44 48 150 123 

Receipts at Texas Stations 
Origin 

Kansas ----------- _ 
Missouri ------- -
Illinois --·------ -
Interstate ---·--- --­
lntra>tate ··------ -
TOT AL ----········-- --·-

1932 1931 

4 

2 

2 4 

2 4 

Cars 
of Eggs 

1932 1931 

10 94 
16 27 
3 9 
2 7 
4 19 
7 47 
1 4 

10 
12 20 
5 7 
5 

10 
9 4 

4 
1 8 

4 
2 
2 
1 

1 3 
4 6 

1 
1 
2 
3 
5 

80 300 
26 105 

106 405 

10 4 
1 

2 
12 5 
30 76 
42 81 

*These data are furnish("d the U. S . Departmen t of Agriculture. DiviAion of 
Crop and Livestock Estimates, by railway officials through agents at all stations 
which originate and receive carload shipmenu of poultry and eggs. The data 
arc compiled by the Bureau of Busines!I Research . 

fTh e 1ew York terminals of the Erie, Pennsylvania, and Lackawanna Rail­
roads are in 'ew Jereey. 

LIVESTOCK CONDITION AND MOVEMENTS 

The outlook for grazing in Texas this year is not as 
brigh t as it was a year ago due to March freezes and 
lack of top soi l moisture, according to the report of the 
United States Bureau of Agricultural Economics as of 
Apri l ] . Subsoi l moisture is plentiful, however, so 
that a few warm showers would produce marked im­
provement in ranges, especially in the :\ orthwest, where 
spring grass had not started before the occurrence of un­
seasonably cold weather in March. Ranges in South 

Texas recciYed a senous setback as a resu lt of the cold 
weather. 

The decline in conditi on of ranges is reflected in the 
condi ti on of cattle. Before March 1 cattle were in bet· 
ter condition than a war ago. The deterioration has 
been g reatest in the Sou thern distri ct, where the damage 
to grass through freezing weather was the most serious. 
As a result the mowment of grass-fat cattle will prob­
abh· be delaYed a few weeks. 

Sheep haYe held up Yerv well during the past 30 dars. 
notwithstanding unfarnrable climatic conditions. 
of sheep and lambs and the peak of the move· 
rnent will be delaved from one to two weeks. 

The following of the United States Department 
of Agriculture for Texas as of Apri l 1 gi\·es the condi­
tion of ranges and livestock with comparisons: 

Condition of Ranges Condition of Livestock 
Per Cent of Normal Per Cent of 

Cattle Sheep & Goats Cattle Sheep Goat1 

April 1, 1932._______ 79 78 80 82 78 
One Month Ago ........ -- 82 85 80 83 81 
One Year Ago .... _____ 88 90 86 89 87 
5-year Average --·····- 84.4 86.8 84.0 87.0 86.2 

Total interstate rai l shipments of Texas liYestock dur-
ing March amounted to 2,467 cars compared with 2,900 
ca rs during the corresponding month a year ago, a de­
cline of 15 per cent. All classes of liYestock shared in 
the decline. The 407 ca rs of sheep moved out of the 
State compares with 501 cars during l\farch, 1931, a 
drag of 19 per cent. Hog shipments declined only 3 
per cen t with 155 cars shipped out of the State, compared 
with 160 cars in March last year, but the 254 cars of 
calves represented a drop of 32 per cent from the 376 
cars shipped out of the State last March. The fa lling 
off in cattle shipments was only 11 per cent with inter· 
state shipments of 1,651 cars in ?11arch against L863 
cars during the corresponding month last year. 

Receipts of hogs fr om other states of 222 cars repre· 
sented a marked increase oYer the 121 cars receiYed from 
other states in March last year amounting to more than 
84 per cent. The bulk of the receipts came from Mis­
sou ri, Oklahoma, Kansas, Iowa, and New Mexico. 

During the first three months of the year total inter· 
state rai l shipments of Texas livestock to 6,195 
cars, a decline of 15 per cent from the 7,313 ca rs shipped 
out of the State during the corresponding period last 
Year. Shipments of sheep in the first quarter totaled 
1,036 cars, a gain of 19 per cent oYer the 867 cars 
shipped during the corresponding period last year; hog 
shipments for the period amounted to 545 cars last year 
against 331 cars, a drop of 40 per cent; calves declined 
from 956 cars last year, to 621 cars for the first quarter 
of the current year. or 35 per cent : while cattle ship· 
ments for the period dropped 15 per cent from 4,945 
cars to 4,207 cars. 

Receipts of hogs aggregating 890 cars f roi:n other states 
during the first quarter showed an increase of 70 per 
cent over the 527 cars during the same three months last 
year. With the exception of cattle and calves brought 
in to Texas from the states adjacent to Tex as, especially 
:\ew Mexico and Oklah oma, receipts of li vestock in Texas 
othe r than hogs were negligib le. 
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TEXAS SHIPME TS OF LIVESTOCK FOR MARCH * 

( umber of Head ) 

Can le 
Desti nation 1932 

Fort Worth _______________ ----------------------------------------------------- 15,093 
Los Angeles -------------------------------------------------------------- 6,360 
Other California Points___________________________________________________________ 4,586 
Denver ------------------------------------------------------- 1,527 
Other Colorado Points--------------------------------------------------------------- 297 
Chicago -------------------------------------------------------------------- 1,022 
East St. Louis --------------------------------------------------------- 189 
Other Illinois Points_____________________________________________ 430 
Wichita -----------------------------·------------------------------------------------------ 1,005 
Oth er Kansas Points--------------------------------------------------------- 5,078 
New Orleans ---------------·-------------------------------------------- 657 
Other Louisiana Points----------------------------------------------------- 36 

1931 
26,494 

1,022 
830 

1,312 
1,161 

86 

50 
1,926 
6,344 

483 

Kansas City --------------------------------------------------------------------------- 7 ,568 10,179 
St. Joseph --------------------------------------------------------------------- 435 183 
Other Missouri Points ------------------------------------------------------- 644 1,193 
Omaha --------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 753 439 
Other Nebraska Points_____________________________________________________ 330 452 
Oklahoma City ------------------------------------------------------------- - 832 604 
Other Oklahoma Points -------------------------------------------- 1,863 1,144 
Arizona ------------------------------------·------------------------------------------ 251 1,055 
Iowa ________ ----------------------------------------------------------------------------- 300 423 
New Mexico -------------------------------------------------------------------- 288 471 
0th er States ----------------------------------------------------------------------- 50 
Total Interstate Plus Fort WorthL--------------------------------------- 49,544 55,901 
Total Intrastate Omitting Fo11 Worth _____________________________________ 12,128 20,216 

TOTAL SHIPMENTS -------------------------------------------------------- 61,672 76,117 

Calves 
1932 1931 

4,875 7,761 
556 346 
177 2 
317 1,523 
524 5 

14 

120 
533 1,710 

2,629 3,617 
1,224 1,505 

22 
1,515 2,575 

44 
230 

259 50 
745 
30 

1,531 648 
65 54 

306 1,060 
351 517 
252 105 

15,256 22,541 
10,057 13,123 
25.313 35,664 

Shipments Converted to a Rail-Car Basist 

Cattle Calvee Swine 
1932 1931 1932 1931 1932 1931 

Total Interstate Plus Fort WorthR._ __________________ 1,651 1.863 254 376 155 160 
Total Intrastate Omitting Fort Worth ____________ 404 674 168 219 36 109 
TOTAL SHIPMENTS ------------------------------- 2,055 2,537 422 595 191 269 

TEXAS RECEIPTS OF LIVESTOCK FOR MARCH* 

(Number of Head) 

Origin 

Fort Worth -·-----··-----------·----------------------------------------------
Other Colorado Points -----------·---------------------------------------------­
Other II Ii no i s Po in ts ---·---------·--·--·---------------------------------·---------
Wichita ___ -·--·---------- --------------------------------·----------------------------
Other Kansas Points --------------------------------------------------------------
Other Louisiana Points ________________________________________ _ 

Kansas City _________ -------- -------------·----------------·---·--------------·-------
Other Missouri Points ------·------------------------·-·---'-·-------------------
Omaha --------·- ----------------------------·------·---------------------------------
Other Nebraska Po in ts _____________________________________________________ _ 

Oklahoma City -----------------------------------------------·------------------------
Other 0 klahom a Points ___________ ·------·-----------·-----·-------·----------------
Iowa -----·--·------------------------··-----------------------·-·------·-----------------------
New Mexico -----------------------------------------------------·---------·-----------­
Other States ------------------------------------------------------------·--------------------

Total Interstate Plus Forth Worth+ -------------------------------------------
Total Intrastate Omitting Fort Worth§ _________________________________ _ 

TOTAL RECEIPTS ----------------------------------------------------------------

Cattle 
1932 1931 

1,586 2,647 
77 96 
16 14 

146 38 
160 265 

17 88 

37 
93 

582 1,267 
128 66 
479 1,770 

40 60 
3,324 6,348 

10,766 19.986 
14,090 26.334 

Calves 
1932 1931 

613 548 

20 40 
15 

89 

749 1,024 

1,471 1,627 
9,517 10,747 

10,988 12,374 

Receipts Converted to a Rail-C3r Basist 

Cattle Calves Swine 
1932 1931 1932 1931 1932 1931 

Total Interstate Plus Fort Worth:j: _____________ 110 212 25 27 222 121 
Total Intrastate Omitting Fort Worth§ _______ 359 666 159 179 38 73 
TOTAL RECEIPTS -·------------------- 469 878 184 206 260 194 

11 

wine Sheep 
1932 1931 1932 1931 

10,000 6.885 67,026 96.201 
2,215 4.096 

524 
1,602 

2,280 819 
2,320 

260 

4,407 4,166 

180 103 40 
163 12,964 19,590 
874 5,707 1,638 

289 

2,109 
5,018 

110 619 

8 

12,395 12,763 101,873 125,182 
2,894 8,689 24,482 7,856 

15,289 21,452 126,355 133,038 

Sheep T otal 
1932 1931 1932 1931 

407 501 2.467 2,900 
98 31 706 1-033 

505 532 3,173 3.933 

Swine Sheep 
1932 1931 1932 1931 

163 2,146 
429 

608 616 
2,109 66 65 

90 
2,375 2,224 
4,455 141 

150 

307 
4,411 2,503 204 so 
1,394 3,620 
1,358 135 416 738 

147 142 120 

17,743 9,700 2.951 788 
3,056 5,817 15.502 4,835 

20,799 15,517 18,453 5,623 

Sheep Total 
1932 1931 1932 1931 

12 3 369 363 
62 19 618 937 
74 22 987 1,300 

*These data are furnished the United States Bureau of Agricultural Economics b y railway officials through more than 1,500 station agents, representing every live· 
stock shipping point in the 5tate; the data are compiled by the Bureau of Business Research. 

tRail-car basis: cattle, 30 head per car; calves, 60; swine, 80; and sheep, 250. 
tlncludes receipts at "other" Texas f!Oints from Fort Worth. 
§Represents all intrastate receipts, except those received at Fort Worth. 
UFort Worth shipments are combined with in terstate forwardings in order that the bulk of market disappearance for the month may be shown. 
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PUBLICATIONS OF THE BUREAU OF BUSINESS 
RESEARCH 

NEW PUBLICATIONS 

Proceedings of the First Texas Business Planning Con­
ference will be issued in mimeographed form shortly. All 
of the papers prepared by the outstanding Texas business 
men who took part in the conference will be included in 
the Prooceedings, copies of which may be reserved by 
writing to the Bureau of Business Research. 

Among the papers contributed by business and re­
search men are those written by W. L. Clayton, of An­
derson, Clay ton and Company, Houston ; John H. Noble, 
of Armour and Company, Chicago, Ill. ; J . Perry Burrus, 
of Dallas; Frank M. Surface, Assistant Director, Bureau 
of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, Washington, D.C.; 
John T. Orr, Dallas ; H. J. Struth, of the Oil Weekly, 
Houston ; Wallace E. Pratt, of the Humble Oil and Re­
fining Company, Houston ; Harry G. Black, of the Texas 

RESEARCH MONOGRAPHS 

l~o. l. "The Possibilities of Cotton Manufacturing in 
Texas. by Rudolph Grossmann. Price, 50c. 

No. 2. "A Jlforket Analysis of the Cattle Industry of 
Texas," by George M. Lewis. Price, $1. 

No. 3. "What Place Has the Advertising Agency in 
Market Research?" by William J. Reilly, Ph.D. Price, $1. 

No. 4. "Methods for the Study of Retail Relmi<>n­
ships," by William J. Reilly, Ph.D. Price, $1. 

No. 5. "A S ystem of Accounting Procedure for Live­
stock Ranches," by Frederick W. Woodbridge. Price, 
$1.50. 

No. 6. "An Analysis of Credit Extensions in Twenty­
three Texas Department Stnres by Occupational Groups," 
by Arthur H. Hert. Pri•,e, $1. 

No. 7. "An Analysis of Shipme .• ts of Texas Sheep and 
Goats," by George M. Lewis. Price, $1. 

No. 8. "The Natural Regions of Texas," by Elmer H. 
Johnson. Price, $1. 

Wire and Nail Manufacturing Company, Galveston ; H. 
G. Safford, Vice President, Missouri Pacific Railroad, 
Houston ; F. A. Buechel, Assistant Di rector, Bureau of 
Business Research, The University of Texas; E. 0 . Siecke, 
State Forester, College Station; Donald C. Barton, Hous­
ton; John A. Norris, State Board of Water Engineers, 
Austin ; E. P. Schoch, Director, Bureau of Industrial 
Chemistry, The University of Texas; A. L. Ward, Texas 
Agricultural Workers Association, Dallas; Paul T. San­
derson, Texas Longleaf Lumber Company, Trinity ; A. L. 
Reed, Dallas ; W. E. Talbot, Managing Director, South­
western Development Company, Dallas; Erle Racey, 
Tracy-Locke-Dawson, Inc. , Dallas; and A. B. Conner, 
Director, Texas Agricultural Experiment Station , College 
Station. 

MIMEOGRAPHED STUDIES 

"Economic Importance of Manufacturing and of Its 
Leading Lines in T exas," by Rudolph Grossmann. 
Price, 50c. 

"Graphic and Stmistical Summary of Hog Movements 
to and from Texas, 1923-1930," by F. A. Buechel and 
John Clack. Price, 50c. 

"Trends of Development of Texas Financial Institu­
tions," by Robert V. Shirley and Bervard Nichols. Price, 
50c. 

"A Balance Sheet Analysis of Texas State Banks," by 
Herschel C. Walling, C.P.A., aud Jim Ed Russell. 
Price, $1. 

"Classified Directory of Manufactures in Eastern. 
Texas (Outside of Dallas and Houston)," by C. J. 
Rudolph Grossmann. Price, 50c. 

"Proceedings of the Texas Cotton Committee :" 
No. VI , February, 1932. Price, 50c. 

"Proceedings of th e First Texas Business Planning 
Conference." Price $1.00. 

BUREAU OF BUSINESS RF.SEARCH 

The University of Texas 
A. B. Cox _____________________ ---· __________ ____ __ __ _______________ . ____ __ ________ Direct or 
F. A. BUECHEL _______ _______________________________________ Assistant Director 
ELMER H. JOHNSON. __ ____ _____ __________________ Jndustrial Geographer 
RUDOLPH GROSSMANN ___ ___ ____ _____ _____ __ ___ ____ _ Jndustrial Engineer 
HERSCHEL w ALLING _______ _______ ____________ __ Research Accountant 
ARTHUR HERT ___ ____ ___ ____ _____________ Assistant in Market Research 
MARTHA ANN ZIVLEY ______ __ ----- ---- ---- -- ---- _____ __________________ Secretary 
MILDRED DISCH ______ _______ ______ _______ ____ __ ____________ _________ _ Stenographer 

FORREST LEDLOW WADE BARTLETT 
STERLING WILLIAMS ROBERT WHITE 
JACK KNIGHT CHARLES ZIVLEY 

BONNIE BELL 
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