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PREFACE 

The Commission !/ instituted the present investigation on June 25, 1964, 
following the receipt of a letter of request therefor on May 21, 1904, from 
Senator Robert J. Dole, Chairman, U.S. Senate Committee on Finance. The 
investigation was conducted under section 332(g) of the Tariff Act of 1930 
(19 U.S.C. 1332(g)) for the purpose of gathering and presenting information on 
the competitive and economic factors affecting the U.S. and Canadian live 
swine and pork industries in U.S. markets and to analyze these industries' 
competitive position in these markets. 11 Specifically, the Commission was 
asked to develop the following information, with an emphasis on, but not 
limited to, the Canadian and U.S. industries: (1) Profile the U.S. and 
Canadian industries, describing factors such as number of producers, industry 
concentration, and geographic d_istribution; (2) describe the U.S. and Canadian 
markets in terms of consumption levels and trends, production, and both import 
and export levels and trends; and (3) describe the volume of trade in swine 
and pork, including a description of the variations in the levels of those 
exports on a yearly and monthly basis. The Commission was also asked, to the 
extent possible, to (1) determine geographic concentration of imports; 
(2) describe the effect of tariffs and health and sanitary regulations on 
trade in swine and pork between the two nations, and also of trade regulations 
in other markets, such as Japan, which may affect the U.S. and Canada's 
export-marketing strategies; (3) identify Federal, State, and Provincial 
government assistance programs which are available to the swine-<Jrowing ~nd 
processing industries; and (4) discuss competitive conditions with respect to 
factors such as product price, transportation advantages, and so forth. 

Public notice of the investigation and hearing was given by posting 
copies of the notice at the Office of the Secretary, U.S. International Trade 
Commission, Washington, O.C., and by publishing the notice in the Eederal 
Register of July 5, 1984 (49 F.R. 27640). 11 A public hearing in connection 
with this investigation was held on September 21, 1984, in Cedar Rapids, 
IA. 1/ Public notice of the location of the hearing was published in the 
[~der~l Register of August 29, 1964 (49 F.R. 34316). ~/ 

The information presented in this report was obtained from fieldwork, the 
public hearing, private individuals and organizations, and Federal, State, and 
Provincial government sources in the United States and Canada. 

1/ Commissioner Lodwick recused himself. 
~/The request from the U.S. Senate Committee. on Finance is reproduced in 

app. A. 
~/A copy of the notice of the Commission's investigation and hearing is 

reproduced in app. B. 
~/ A list of witnesses appearing at the hearings is presented in app. C. 
~/ A copy of the supplementary notice of the Commission's hearing is 

reproduced in app. 0. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The health of the U.S. live swine and pork industries is tied to the 
general economic conditions of the domestic economy, the supply of other_ meats 
and poultry, and the conditions of world grain markets which affect the price 
of grains, the largest cost item in swine production. The much smaller 
Canadian live swine and pork industries are subject to similar forces, and 
because of the unrestricted flow of Canadian swine and pork into the U'.S. 
ma~k~t and the unrestricted flow of U.S. pork, but not U.S. live swine,:into 
the Canadian market, events in one country may affect the pork and.swine 
indust~ies of the other. U.S. ~roduction of swine and pork declined during 
1979~82 but increased in 1983. Canadian pork production, which is only about 
12 percent as large as U.S. production, increased irregularly during 1979-83. 

Swine farmers in the United States and· members of Congress have expressed 
their concern about U.S. imports of live swine and, to a lesser extent, pork 
from Canada and Europe. 

The principal allegations made by the U. s·. industry. are as follows: 

(1) Swine farme~s in the United States are being injured' as a result of 
imports of swine and pork from Canada; 

· (2) Canadian live swine and pork exports are aided by Federal 
Go~ernment and Provincial stabilization payments, loans; 
grants, and other government benefits that U:S. interests 
allege constitute subs~dies; and 

(3) U.S. producers voluntarily cut back swine numbers in 1982 
and 1983 to prevent excess production of pork, but Canada 
increased exports to the United States, which offset 
the U.S. reductions. 

Canadian interests contend that U.S. imports reflect a number of factors 
including: 

(1) A decline in U.S. swine production; 
(2) Rationalization of the U.S. packing industry; 
(3) Proximity of Canada to IJ.S. markets; 
(4) Leaner, more desirable, Canadian products; 
(5) Temporary Canadian labor problems; ·and 
(6) Increasingly favorable exch~nge rates. 

1. Structure of the U.S. and Canadian live swine and pork industries. 

o The U.S. liv~ swine industr~ is m~pe up of a large number qf._fami_b'.:: 
owned farms ·with modest leve 1 s of ..2!:.Q_fi tabi li.~ . 

. The U.S. live swine industry generally consists of independent, family­
owned farms. Du~ing 1983, there were about 466,400 enterprises with swine in 
the United Stat~s. About 46 percent of swine ~nterprises and 76 percent of 
the swine population was located in the Corn Belt States, and 34 percent of 
the enterprises and 14 percent of the swine population was located in the 
Southeastern States. Most of the live swine enterprises in the·Unit~d States 
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are so·-called farrow-··to-··finish businesses that raise animals from birth to a 
slaughter 1>Jeight of about 220 pounds. Gross income to farmers from live swine 
was $9.8 billion i~ ·1983, down 9 percent from a record high of $10.8 billion 
in 1982, a year of high U.S. swine prices. · · 

The only sustained periods of profitabili~y for swine farmers during 
1979-83 were the first quarter of 1979, most of the last half of 1980, and the 
first three quarters of 1982, periods of relatively low corn prices. Profit 
margins were negative during most of the rest of 1979-83 and in at least the 
first half of 1984. In the United 'states, almost al 1 live swine marketing is 
the individual decision of the farmer to sell his animals through the outlet 
he chooses. Abou~ three-fourths of U.S. sales of swine for slaughter are 
direct or through country dealers. 

o The U.S. pork-processing industry is made up mostly of large companies. 

In 1983. the 104 largest plants (those that slaughtered 100,"ooo or more 
swine per year) togeth~r accounted for 92 percent of total swine slaughter. 
Integration in the industry is limited. Only one major p~ocessor is owned by 
swine producers, and it is operated as a cooperative. Processor raising of 
swine is minimal in the United States. Although the lJ.S. pork~processing 

industry is reported to be profitable overall, a number of firms (including 
the firm that was reportedly the largest pork processor in the United States) 
have filed for bankruptcy in recent years. Pork processors generally sell 
their product to brokers and retail grocery stores for distribution to the 
ultimate consumer. 

o The Canadian live swine and por~ industries ge~erally arg_ 
structured like the U.S. industi:ies, except for .. swine-marketing 
technJ .. q~~.Y!. 

The Canadian live swine industry consists primarily of ind~pendent, 
family-owned farms, although in some Provinces, a few of the largest 
farms reportedly account for a large share of total production. The live 
swine industry in Canada is concentrated in the Ontario and Quebec 
Provinces, with each Province accounting for about one-third of 
production in 1979-83. The Prairie Provinces of Manitoba, Saskatchewan, 
and Alberta account for most of the remainder. 

Live swine in Canada are marketed through Provincial marketing 
boards, except in Quebec, where they are marketed by individual farmers 
or through integrators. The boar·ds have sole legal authority to market 
swine for slaughter. The boards sell to both U.S. and Canadian 
meatpackers through auction systems, and they contend that thi~ sy•tem 
provides competition between meatpackers in both countries. 
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o ·The pork-pac~.!.!!9.J:.ndustry in Canada is made up m9stly of lar_:g_g 
companies. 

The 23 largest companies account for the bulk of pork packing and 
processing. Canadian meatpackers have experienced labor problems in 
recent years, including strikes. During the summer of 1984, two of 
Canada's major meatpacking companies experienced strikes, in September 
1984, one strike was settled. Some industry sources contend that strikes 
and higher wage rates have made Canadian packing companies less 
competitive; and, hence, Canadian swine have been exported to IJ.S. 
meatpacking plants for processing. 

o Canadian swine are somewhat leaner anQ __ less heavily muscled than 
U.S. swine. 

Canadian swine are generally slaughtered when they weigh about 
200 pounds, about 20 pounds less than the slaughter weight of U.S. 
swine. Canadian swine are usually leaner than U.S. swine; and, hence, 
yield somewhat leaner carcasses and smaller cuts. Canadian swine· 
carcasses, like those in the United States, are cut up to produce hams 
and shotilders, loins, bacon, and/or sausages after processing. 

2. The U.S. market. 

o U.S. production declines .. 

Both U.S. swine production (pig births) and pork production declined 
irregularly during 1979-83. Swine production decreased from 103 million 
head in 1979 to· 92 million head in 1903; pork production decreased from 
16.6 billion pounds in 1980 to 14.2 billion pounds in 1982. Contributing 
to this decline in swine and pork production was a delay, in 1983, of the 
upturn phase of the hog cycle, resulting in part from drought and farmers 
apparently anticipating higher corn prices as a r~sult of the Payment-in­
Kind (PIK) program. 

o .U.S. exports decltr::i~· 

The United States exported about 2 percent, by quantity, of domestic 
pork production during 1979-33. The value of U.S. exports of swine and 
pork declined irregularly from $243 million in 1979 to $203 million in 
1983. During January-August 1904, U.S. exports of pork and swin~ 

amounted to $95 million compared with $138 million during January-
August 1983. The quantity of U.S. exports of pork declined from 
291 million pounds (carcass equivalent) in 1979 to 219 million pounds in 
1903. U.S. exports of live swine increased from 13,000 head in 1979 to 
37,000 in 1982 before declining to 23,000.in 1983. Fresh, chilled, or 
frozen pork accounted for about 74 percent of the U.S. exports. Japan 
and Canada together accounted for 68 and 13 percent, respectively, of the 
U.S. exports of fresh, chilled, or frozen pork. U.S. exports of prepared 
or preserved pork and pork sausages accounted for 22 percent of the pork 
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and swine exports. During 1979-83, Canada and Japan were the largest 
export markets for prepared or preserved pork, with Canada accounting for 
20 percent, and Japan, 11 percent of the exports. 

U.S. exports of live swine accounted for only about 4 percent of 
pork and swine exports. Most U.S. swine exports are purebred, 
high-valued, breeding animals, and no particular country dominates the 
export market. 

o U.S. imports increa.~~. 

From 1979 to 1983, the value of U.S. imports of swine and pork 
increased by 35 percent, from $494 millio~·to $667 million. Imports also 
increased 28 percent, in value terms, when the January-August 1984 period 
is compared to January--August 1903. As a percent of U.S. consumption, 
imports of pork rose 3.3 percent in 1979 to 4.6 percent in 1983, and to 
6.1 percent in the January-August 1984 period compared to 4.6 percent in 
1983. This represents an increase in quantity from 499 million pounds in 
1979 to 702 million pounds in 1983, and an increase from 442 million 
pounds in January-August 1983 to 563 million pounds during the same 
period in 1984. 

Imports of pork from Canada rose from 0.7 percent of U.S. 
consumption in 1979 to 1.8 percent in 1983. In 1984, Canadian pork 
imports rose to 2.4 percent of the U.S. consumption in the January-August 
period, compared to 1.9 percent in January-August 1983. 

U.S. imp9rts of live swine represented about 6 percent of the value 
of pork and swine imports during 1979-83. Live swine imports during 
January-August 1984 amounted to 861,000 animals compared to 316,000 
animals during January-August 1983. U.S. imports of live swine similarly 
increased from 137,00 animals in 1979 to 447,000 in 1983. Although U.S. 
imports of live swine have increased in absolute numbers and as a share 
of U.S. consumption, the highest level of import penetration was 1.5 
percent of p~oduction in January-June 1984. 

Virtually all swine imported into the United States are from 
Canada. The Canadian live swine industry is much smaller than that of 
the United States, with swine production being equal to only about 15 
percent of the U.S. level. Liv~ swine imports from Canada increased 
considerably, but irregularly, from $19 million in 1981 to $42 million in 
1982. This represents an increas~ from 0.2 percent to 0.4 percent of 
u.s: consumption. In 1983 these imports were valued at $57 million, or 
0.5 percent of U.S. consumption. Although Canadian exports of live swine 
to the United States rose, both absolutely and as a share of Canadian 
production during 1979-83, the highest level· of exports was 3 .1 perc\:rnt 
of' production in 1983, and exports were equal to at least 1 percent of 
production every year during 1979-83. 

The largest category of U.S. imports of pork was canned hams, 
representing 62 percent of.the total of pork and swine imports.during 
1979-83. Imports of canned hams ranged from a high of $380 million in 
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1979 (236 million pounds) and 1983 (259 million pounds) ·to a low of 
$315 million in 1981 (198 million pounds). Denmark and Poland accounted 
for 38 and 30 percent, respectively, of the quantity of the imports. 
U.S. imports of canned hams from Canada represented less than 1 percent 
of such imports during 1979-83. 

U.S. · impo.rts of fresh, chilled, or frozen pork represented 28 perc.en·t' 
of pork and swine imports. Canada accounted for 96 perc~nt· of these ' 
imports. Fresh, chi lied, or frozen pork imports from Canada incre'ased ·; · 
from $70 million in 1979 (102 million·pounds) to $231 million in 1902'· 
(269 miilion pounds) and then dropped to $194 million (266 millio'n 
pounds) in 1983. In January-August 1904, U.S. imports of fresh, chilled, 
or frozen pork reached $221 million (302 million pounds) compared with 
$138 million (183 million pounds) during January-August' 1903. Two U.S. 
Customs Districts in upstate New York accounted ~for three:...fourths of all 
U.S. imports of fresh, chilled, and frozen pork from Canada. 

U.S. imports of prepared or preserved pork and pork sausages ·· 
accounted for· about 4 percent of pork and swine imports during 1979-83. 
These.~mports increased irregularly from $26 million in 1979 (23 million 
pounds) to $33 million in 1983 (20 million pounds). Althou~h many · 
countries exported prepared or preserved pork to the United Stat~s. · 
Canada and Denmark supplied 24 and 23 percent, respectively, by quantity, 
of those imports during 1979--83. 

3. Factors of competition b~tween the U.S. and.Canadian live swine· 
and pork industries. 

o Prices for live swine are closely competitive in and 
between U.S. and Canadian markets. 

Inasmuch as live swine in Canada are sold in auction markets to U.S. 
and Canadian meatpackers prices are closely competitive Alsb, th~ flow 
of pork between the two countries tends to level out any.price 
di fferintial. 

o Canadian live swine producers and meatpackers appear to have· an",· 
overall compe~itive advantage with respect to'transportation"iri 
some U.S. markets. 

The Ontario Pork Producer's Marketing Board contends that swine 
grown in Southern Ontario are loca.ted closer to major meatpackers in the '· 
Detroit, MI,. area than most U.S. grown swine, and, therefore,. that 
Canadian producers-.have a competitive advantage because of lower 
transportation costs. Officials of marketing boards in the Prairie 
Provinces contend that, .in many instances; the nearest ·mark.ets for 1 their 
sw(ne are in the·United States and that they are located closer to these 
markets than some U.S. suppliers. Officials of the.Canadian Meat Council 
and meatpackers i.n Quebec and Ontario contend 'that beca·use meatpackers in 
those Prov inc es are closer to major· C!ast coas·t pork niarket's; s"uch as 
Boston and New York, than meatpackers in the U.S. Corn Belt, 'they have a 
transportation advantage. 



xiv 

o ~ .. s. meatpack~~obably have an overall compet!tive advantage 
over Canadian meatpackers because they pay lower wages. 

In recent years, most U.S. meatpackers have reduced the wage rates 
paid their workers, but Canadian meatpackers have not reduced wage 
rates. During much of 1984, Canadian meatpackers have experienced labor 
problems, including strikes, as they attempted to reduce labor costs. 
Many sources contend that labor problems and higher wage rates have made 
Canadian packers less competitive, and, as a .r~sult, many Canadian swine 
werP. purchased by U.S. meatpackers for slaughter in the United States. 

o U.S. and Canadian swine farmers appear_!Q_~hare the same levels 
~f_t~chnolo9y and have similar feed costs. 

The relatively free flow of information between U.S. and Canadian 
farmers and researchers and the free flow of swine production supplies 
and equipment tend to result in rapid dispersal of technological 
innovations. U.S. and Canadian swine farmers experience similiar cost of 
production trends, because prices in both markets react to the world 
grain trade. Many Canadian swine farmers purchase U.S. grain for feed, 
and U.S. soybean.meal accounts for a large share of Canadian protein 
supplement for swine. Feed is the largest cost item for growing ·swine in 
both Canada and the United States, accounting for more than three-fourths 
of total costs in Canada and mor~ than one-half of total costs in the 
United States for farrow-to-finish operations. 

o Exchange rates have had little effect on trade over the entire 
period 1979-34, but have had some effect in 1983 and 1984. 

The U.S.-Canadian currency exchange rates from 1979 to 1984 appear 
to have had only a minimal effect on pork and swine trade. The value of 
the Canadian dollar, when compared with that of the U.S. dollar dropped 
by 5 percent (nominal exchange rate) from 1979 to 1933. HowevP.r, if the 
nominal exchange rate i~ adjusted by the relative inflation rates for 
each country, the Canadian dollar actually appreciated by 1.3 percent 
(real exchange rate) from 1979 to 1983. During January-June 1904, the 
nominal rate dropped by about 3 percent from the yearly average 1983 
nominal exchange rate, and the real exchange rate dropped by about 2 
percent from real exchange rate reached in 1983. Favorable exchange 
rates in 1984 may have given Canadian pork and swine producers a 
competitive advantage during the first half of 1994. 

o Government assfstance programs appear to favor Canadian swine 
producers, particularly in Que~.~.£.:.. 

Government assistance to the Canadian live swine industry and also 
to the pork-processing industry is much more comprehensive than that 
available to the U.S. swine and pork-processing industries. The great 

.bulk of programs in the United States, such as food stamp pur~hases, tax 
advantages, and PIK disbursements, are not limited to the swine and pork 
industries. 
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Federal Government assistance to Canadian swine farmer~ includes a 
National Stabilization Program for agricultural products, including live 
swine, that, under certain circumstances, provides financial payments to 
swine farmers. For the fiscal year ended March 31, 1904, the Canadian 
Agricultural Minister announced that the payment will amount to Can$6.54 
(Canadian) per animal marketed. Also, Provinces in Canada operate price 
stabilization programs that provide financial payments to swine farmers. 
In addition to a per animal stabilization payment of Can$24 in 1904, the 
Province of Quebec has also supplied funds for improvements in meatpacking 
and processing plants. Quebec also provide grants to individuals 
initiatiMg certain farming enterprises, including swine-producing 
enterprises. 





DESCRIPTION AND USES 

This investigation covers all domesticated live swine including purebred 
swine for breeding. Also included is all meat.of swine fit for- human 
consumption whether fresh, chilled, frozen, prepared~ or preserved; 

Live Swine 
In general usage, swine are refer-red to as hogs ar,id pigs. The term -"hogs" 

generally refers to mature animals_, and· "pigs,"· to· young animals. The 
provision for live swine in the Tariff Schedules of the United States (TSUS) 
under item 100.85 applies to all domesticated swine regardless. of age; sex, 
size, or breed. 11 

Swine are monogastric, litter-bearing animals that may weigh from.400 to 
600 pounds at maturity depending on breed and sex. In the United States, most 
swine are slaughtered for meat when they weigh about 220 pounds and are about 
6 months old. Such animals are referred to_.as slaughter hogs. A few of the 
more desirable animals are retained for breeding purposes ai,thqugh they are 
slaughtered for meat when they are no longer used for breeding. ~arcasses of 
boars (male swine) sometimes acquire boar odor, an unacceptable .odor, that: 
renders the meat unfit for human consumption. When such odor is detected by 
U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) inspectors, the carcass ·is condemned. 

Swine are omnivorous and adapt to various types of-feed (diets). They 
are highly efficient .in converting grain and protein supplement to ·meat. 21 
In the United States, the typical swine feed consists of corn and soybean-meal 
with mineral and vitamin supplements. In Western Canada, the typical f.eed is 
barley and soybean meal with mineral and -vitamin supplements, and in Eastern 
Canada, the typical feed is corn and soybean meal with supplements-. Swine 
feed typically consists of barley and dairy byproducts in Northern Europe. In 
parts of Germany and Poland, potatoes constitute the bulk of swine feed. 
Swine can also be raised on diets consisting of a high portion of forages and 
are frequently"so fed in areas where concentrates are in short supply, such as 
parts of Asia. 

1/ Certain purebred swine are-classifiable under Tsu~·item 100.01 {pt,) and, 
theoretically, under TSUS items 100.03 and 100.04, but such imports are 
negligible. Aiso, wild swine and meat of wild swine are considered game 
animals and mEfat of game animals under the TSUS··and, therefore, are not 
included in this investigation. 

'?:._/In the United States, swine gain about 1 pound of weight-from 4 to 
5 pounds of feed concentrates such as corn and soybean meal. compared· with 
1 pound of weight from about 2 to 3 pounds of feed for poultry. 

1 
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Worldwide, li11e swine are divided into three types based on usage-····-meat 
type, lard type, and bacon. type, although all three types yield at least some 
of the other products. Lard--type swine became obsolete in the United States 
with the general acceptance of vegetable oils, although they are still kept in 
some parts of the world. Bacon-type swine are more common in Europe, although 
most of the swine there are of the meat type. For many years, almost all 
swine raised in the United States h~ve b6en of the meat type, and meat 
production is virtually the only purpose for which they are kept. All types 
of swine also yield valuable byproducts f6r medical !/and other purposes. As 
the result of the development of more efficient skinning machines, increasing 
quantities of pigskin have been recovered in recent years for the production 
of leather. 

Swine may be white, dark red, brown, black, or any combination, depending 
on breed .. The most common breeds of swine in the United States are the Duroc, 
Yorkshire, Hampshire, Spotted Swine (commonly called "Spots"), Landrace, 
Chester White, Berkshire, and Poland China. Most swine in the United States 
are not purebreed, but instead have bloodlines of two or more breeds. 

Transportation costs and health and sanitary regulations limit worldwide 
trade in live swine. Virtually all U.S. imports of live swine are from Canada, 
and the bulk are reported to be animals weighing about·200 pounds destined for 
immedi~te slaughter. Some U.S. and Canadi~n meatpackers ~ontend that Canadian 
swine are somewhat leaner and less heavily muscled than typical U.S. swine. 
During 1984, a limited number of feeder pigs were also reported to have been 
imported. The leading Canadian breeds are the Yorkshire, Landrace, Hampshire, 
Duroc, and Lacombe. 

Meat of Swine 

In common·usage, meat of swine is referred to as pork. Pork is light red 
in color. White fat covers much of the swine carcass, and some fat is 
dispersed throughout the meat. Most slaughtered U.S. swine yield a carcass 
that weighs about 156 pounds, or about 71 percent of the live weight. 
Carcasses (and live swine) are graded by the USDA on the basis of yield, that 
is the percentage of primal cuts (hams, loins, and picnic shoulders) obtained 
from the major parts of the carcass. There are five yield grades: one, two, 
three, four, and utility. Grade one has the highest percentage of retail 
cuts, and grade utility has the lowest, In place of the USDA system, many 
meatpacking companies administer their own grading·systems. Figur~s 1 and 2 
show the location of the various cuts of the swine carcass. · 

Pork that is ready for cooking and consumption without further processing 
is often referred to as fresh pork (TSUS item 106.40), and a significant 
portion of some pork cuts, such as loins, are so consumed. Overall, fresh 
pork accounts for about one-third of total U.S. pork consumption. ·The fresh 
pork that is consumed in the United States is primarily from U.S.-raised 

11 Medical uses include the collection of pancreases for the production of 
insulin, replacement heart valves for humans, and pigskin for human skin 
grafts. 
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Figure 1 

PRIMAL (WHOLESALE) CUTS AND BONE STRUCTURE OF PORK . 

JOWL 

CLEAR PLATE 
FAT BACK 

LOIN Ll;G (FRESH OR SMOKEQ HAM) 

PICNIC SHOULDER SPARERIBS 

FRESH PORK RETAIL NAMES 

While there are many ways to cut beef .• the 
method of cutting pork carcasses is much the 
same in all sections of the United States (Fig. 
1 ). Pork is fabricated and processed before it 
leaves the packing plant. About 35% is sold 
fresh, and the remaining 65% is cured by 
various methods or used in manufactured 
meat products. 

Pork Shoulder 

The pork shoulder may be sold to the retail­
er by the packer as a whole New York Style 
Shoulder (untrimmed with the neck bones in 
and fat on) or as a trimmed N.Y. Style Shoul­
der with the neck bones removed and part of 
the clear plate (fat cover) removed. The most 
common practice, however, is for the packer 
to cut the N.Y. Style Shoulder, trimmed, into 
pieces: 1. Arm Picnic Shoulder and 2. Blade 
Boston Shoulder . 

BACON (SIDE PORK) 

. Source: Reproduced with approval of National Live Stock 
and Meat Board. 

. : 
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Source: Reproduced with approval of National Live Stock and Meat Board. 
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slaughter hogs (swine slaughtere~ at about 220 pounds and about 6 months of 
~ge). Fresh pork sausages and other pork sau$ages (TSUS items 107.10 and 
107.15, respectively) are ground pork to which spices have been added. 
Sausages are frequently put into casings. In addition to the .tr.immings from 
slaughter hogs, much, or all, of the ca~ca~s from older, heavyweight swine is 
used to make sausage. . .· 

In the. United States some cuts of pork .~re usually prepared or pr-eserved 
so as to alter the tas·te, consistency, or appearance, of .. the meat· and extend 
the shelf life. · Smoking, drying·, or ,i.f'.ljecti,on o.f curing iilgents are, common. 
methods used to prepare or preserve pork. Legs are .usually cured to make 
hams, and shoulders are frequently cured to make picnic shoulders; {Tariff 
Schedules of the United States Annotated (TSUSA) item 107.3020) and bellies 
are cured to make baco.n (TSUSA item 107. 3040). .Thes.e produ.cts may: ·be canned 
(canned hams and shoulders are classified under TSUSA,i.tems 107;3515 and 
107. 3525, and canned bacon, under TSUSA. i tern .107. 3540).. !.J ... In re~e·nt yeasrs 
there has been a trend toward t~e produ~tion of sb-cal1ed ~ectioned~and formed 
hams and shoulders. Such hams and shoulders have.a uniformrcoosistency ~nd 
can be easily cut into thin slic~s .. Virtually all·domes~ic and~imported 
canned hams and shoul~ers are of this ,type. . 

Other prepared or 
such as luncheon meats 
{TSUSA item 107.3560). 

preserved p~rk (T~USA ite~ )0!.3060) includes products 
and cured loin~. '?:_/ . These products. 111f:lY also be ·canned 

. : • . 1:: 

·; ,_ 

1/ TSUSA items 107.3020 and 107.3515 and .107.~5 refer.to·hams and shoulders 
"in air tight .containers." However, virt!Jaiiy. all such .air.tight.contain~rs 
ar:e' believed to be metal cans., and hams ac;count ,for. 90 percent. of : imports, 
with shoulders accounting for the remaining 10. p,ercent. 
· 21 Canadian bacon is pork loin which has b~en cured py pic.k.li_ng :and smoking; 
the· term "Canadian" refers to the curing proce.ss. ,and .not to the country of·· 
origin. In Canada, -"Canadian bacon" is referred .to a~ "back bacon~" 
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CUSTOMS TREATMENT 

U.S. Customs Treatment 

Tar:,iff treatment 

Live swine and pork are provided for in parts 1 and 2 of schedule 1 6f 
the TSUSA which became effective on August 31, 1963. From June 18, 1930, to 
August 30, 1963, inclusive, these articles· were classified under paragraphs 
703 and 1606 of the Tariff Act of 1930. Ap~endix E contains a copy of 
pertinent portions of the TSUSA intluding the rates of duty applicable to U.S. 
imports of live swine and pork, .relevant headnotes! and an explanation o( the· 
rates of duty. 

. Table L-1 shows the Tari ff Act 'of 1930 statutory rates 1/ or duty, 
pre-multi lateral trade negotiations (MTN) column 1 rates of duty:, the staged 
rates of duty (reductions) resulting from the Tokyo round of the'.MTN, the 
column 2 rates of duty, and the average ad valorem equivalents of the 1983 
column 1 rates of duty applicable to·u.s. imports of live swine and pork. The 
rates of duty in column 1 are most-favored·.:..nation (MfN) rates.· The rates of 
duty in column 2 apply to imported products from thos~ tom~unist countries and 
areas enumerated in general headnote 3(f) of the TSUSA. 2/ However, such 
rates do not apply to products of develop.ing c'oun.tries. which are granted 
preferential tad ff treatment under the Generalized Sys~e~ of Preferences 
(GSP) and/or the Caribbean Basin Initiative (CBI). 

The GSP is a program of nonreciprocal tariff preferences granted by the 
United States to developing countries to aid their economic development by 
encouraging greater diversification and expansion of their production and 
exports. The GSP, implemented by Executive Order No. 11888 of November 24, 
1975, and extended ·by the Trade and Tariff Act of 1984, applies to merchandise 
imported.on or· after January 1; 1976; and is scheduled to' remain in effect 
until July 4, 1993. ft provides for duty-free treatm~nt'of eligi~le ·articles 
imported directly from designated beneficiary developing countries. However, 
of the items' covered by this inv~stigation, only pork· sausages (items 107.10 
and 107.15) are eligible for GSP treatment, and U.S. imports of such sausages 
from countries eligible for GSP treatment are negligible . 

.!/ The term "statutory rates" refers to the rates of duty set by Congress in 
the Tariff Act of 1930, the so-called Smoot-Hawley tariff, Since that time, 
m~st rates have been negotiated downward, and sometimes eliminated, as a 
result of various bilateral and multilateral trade agreements, including the 
Tokyo round of the Multilateral Trade Negotiations. 

~/ The only Communist countries currently eligible for MFN treatment are the 
People's Republic of China, Hungary, Romania, and Yugoslavia. 
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The CBI is a program of nonreciprocal tariff preferences 3ranted by the 
United States to developing countries in the Caribbean Basin to aid their. 
economic development by encouraging greater diversification and expansion of 
their production and exports. The CBI, implemented. by· Presidential 
Proclamation No. 5133 of November 30, 1983, applies to merchandise entered, or 
withdrawn from warehouse, for consumption on or after January 1, 1984, and is 
scheduled to remain in effect until September 30, 1995. It provides for 
duty-free entry of eligible articles imported directly from designated 
developing countries in the Caribbean Basin area. All of the articles subject 
to this investigation could be eligible for such duty-free entry; however, 
U.S. imports of live swine and pork from the Caribbean Basin a~e negligible. 

Virtually all imports of live swine enter the United States under item 
100.05 and come from countries receiving the column 1 rate ·of duty, which for 
this item is free. A few minor breeds of swine are eligible for entry under 
the provision for purebred animals (TSUS item 100.01 (pt;)) and theoretically, 
swine can enter under certain provisions for animals ternpo.rarily exported 
(TSUS items 100.03 and 100.04). However, these provisions are seldom used; 
inasmuch as item 100.85 provides a duty rate of free.· Thus; there is no 
incentive to use other provisions of the TSUS. The rate of duty for imports 
bf fr~sh, chilled, or frozen pork from Canada (as well as from all other: -
countries receiving the col. 1 rate of duty) is free. 1/ The rates of duty. 
for prepared or preserved pork, pork sausages, and canned hams range from 
0.6¢ per pound to 3.25¢ per pound. 

Heal th and sanitary regu latiq_rs 

Certain health. and sanitary regulations with respect to U.S. imports.of 
live swine and pork are administered by the USDA to protect the U.S .. livestock 
industry and to ensure an adequate supply of safe meat for-the consumer.: 

Rinderpest and foot-and-mouth diseases.···-U.S. imports of certain live 
animals, including swine, and certain fresh, chilled, or frozen meats~ . 
"including pork, are 1 imi ted to countries that have been declare.d free of . 
rinderpest and foot-and--mouth diseases?:./ by the u.s.· Secretary of 
Agriculture. 11 Canada has been declared free of such diseases, but because 

: I 

1/ Most U.S. imports of pork from Canada are fresh, chilled, or frozen. 
~/ Rinderpest and foot-··and-mouth diseases are highly contagious, infectious 

diseases which can afflict cloven-footed animals (such as cattle, she~p, ' 
swine, and deer). Because the diseases are easily transmitted and are · 
debilitating, they are an ever-present threat to the U.S. livastock industry. 
These diseases do not pose a direct threat to human health. 

11 Pursuant to sec. 306 of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1306). 
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of the existence of these diseases in many of the important pork-producing 
countries of Europe, pork imports from those countries have.generally been in 
the form of cooked, canned, or cured pork. U.S. imports of live swine from 
countries not declared free of the diseases are permitted only through a USDA-

. administered quarantine program. 

The Federal Meat. Inspection Act.~The USDA administers section 20 of the 
Federal Meat Inspection Act (21 U.S.C. 661 and 21 U.S.C. 620), which provides, 
among other things, that meat and meat products prepared or produced in 
foreign countries may·not be imported into the United States "unless they 
comply with all the inspection, building construction standards, and all other 
provision of this chapter [ch. 12, Meat Inspection] and regulations issued 
thereunder applicable to such articles in commerce in the United States." 
Section 20 further provides that "All such ,imported articles shall, upon entry 
into the United States, be deemed a~d ~reated as domestic articles subject to 
the provisions of this chapter [ch. 12, Meat Inspection] and the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act [21 U.S.C. 301] ..... ~ Thus, section 20 requires 
that the foreign meat~exporting country enforce inspection an~ other 
requirements with respect to the preparation of the products c.overed that are 
at least equal to those applicable to preparation of like products at 
Federally inspected establishments in the United States, and that the imported 
products be subject to inspection and other requirements upon .arrival in the 
United States to identify ~hem and furthe~ ensu~e their freedom from 
adulteration and misbranding at the time of entry. !/ However, section 20 
does not provide that the imported products be inspected by U.S. inspectors 
during their preparation in the fpreign country. ~/ 

The U.S. Secretary of Agriculture has assigned responsiblility for the 
administration of the.Department's section 20 functions to the Foreign 
Programs DiviS'ion, Meat and Poultry ·Inspection Program, Food Safety and 
Inspection Service (FSIS). · By 1903, the FSIS had certified 45 countries as 
having meat inspection systems with standards equal to those of the U.S. 
program. At the end of 1903, there were 1,174 approved foreign plants of 
which 546 were in Canada. 1/ In 1983, FSIS had 20 veterinarians assigned to 
review foreign meat plant operations. Nine ·of these 20 were stationed outside 
the United States (including one in Canada), and the others visited foreign 
operations as' necessary. These FSIS officials made 2, 130 reviews of certified 
plants in 1983. i/ Plants exporting large volumes and other plants of special 
concern are visited at least four times annually; all other certified plants 
are visited at least once a year. 

!/See U.S .. Senate, Agriculture and Forestry Committee, Report on S. 2147, 
S. Rept. No. 799 (90th Cong. 2d se·ss.) 1967, as p·ublished in 2 U.S. Cong. & 
Adm. News 19'67, p. 2,200. S. 2147, as modified, ultimately be-came Public Law 
90-201 (the Wholesome Meat Act), approved 'Dec. 15, 1967. 

21 Ibid. 
ll The numbers. of certifications refer to all meat, including pork. See 

U.S. Department of Agriculture Meat and Poultry Inspection, 1983 Report of 
the Secretary of Agriculture to the U.S. Congress, March 1984, p. 25 
(hereinafter cited as Meat and Poultry Inspection 1983. 
~/ Ibid. I p. 6. 
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Since the passag,e of the 1981 Farm.bill, !f the FSIS has placed 
increasing emphasis on review of a country's regulatory system as a whole 
rather than review of individual plants so as to be in compliance with that 
legislation. FSIS now evaluates country. controls in, seven basic risk areas; 
resid1.1es, disease, misuse of food additives, gross contamination, microscopic 
contamination,.economic fraud, and product integrity; g/ As required-by the 
1981 Farm Bill, FSIS also vigorously carries on a species identification 
program. 

Under the Federal Meat Inspection Act, all imported meat being offered 
for entry into the United States must be ~ceompanied by a·meat inspection 
certificate issued by a responsible officia1 of the exporti·ng 'country. The 
certificate must identify the product by or~ginr destination, shi~ping'marks, 
and amounts. It must certify that the meat comes-from animals that ;received 
veterinary ante mortem and postmortem inspections;. that it is wholesome, not 
adulterated or misbranded; and that it is otherwise -in·;compliance with U.S. 
requirementJ. 11 ,, .. 

Under the Federal Meat Inspection Act, U.S. inspector~ at the port of 
entry inspect part .of each shipment of meat. Representative sampling plans 
similar to those used in inspecting.domestic meat.are applied to:eac~·import 
shipment. Samples of frozen products ,are defrosted, canned meat containers 
are opened, and labels are verified for prior U.S. approval and stated weight 
accuracy. Specimens are routinely submitted to meat inspettion laboratories 
to check compliance with composit~onal standards. Sample .cans are 1 also 
subjected to periods of incubation for signs ·of spoilage. .Meat imports are 
also monitored for residues, such as pesticides, hormones, heav~ metal•, and 
antibiotics, by selecting representative samples for. laboratory analysis. 
Special cont~oi measures are .in effect for .handling meat from countries when 
excessive amounts of residues are detected. These measures consist of 
refus,ing or withholding. entry of the product unti 1 results of laboratory 
analysis are received. ~/ 

During 1983, approximately 5.7 million pounds of pork-·-about 1 percent of 
U.S. imports .. ·-were refused entry for the following reasons:. unsound cans; 
adulteration ~i th extraneous material; short weight; failure to meet '; 
composition standards; undercooked; and, biological r.esidues. Approximatly 
1.9 million pounds of that total was from Canada (0.6 percent of· total pork 
imports from that country). · · 

Currently there is a controversy between the ·United States and Canada 
involving chloramphenicol, a therapeutic drug authorized 'for use' in Canada but 
banned in the United States by the·U.S. Food and Drug Administration.· Some 
U.S. swine farmers contend ·that unless the drug is found- to be saff!, U;S" 
i~ports of live swine and pork from Canada should be prohibited, betause 
residues. of the _drug in pork colJ ld. present a hazard -to human· he.al th and 
detract from the image of the pork industry. Canadian Government officials 
indicate that authority for use of the drug in Canada is under review. 

11 Sec. 1122 of Public Law 97-98, dated Dec. 22, 1981. 
?./Meat and PoultIT..1.!!spection, 1983, p. 47. 
}/Ibid., p. 28. 
ii Ibid., p. 28; and 327.2 of the Meat and Poultry Regulations (9 CFR 327.2). 
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Canadian Customs Treatment and Health and Sanitary Regulations 

Canadian rates of duty for live swine and pork are shown in appendix F. 
The rates of duty applicable to imports from the United States are those in 
the 11 Most Favored-Nation Tariff" column. As shown, live swine imported from 
the United States enter duty free. Also; fresh, chilled, or frozen pork, 
which accounts for the bulk of U.S. exports of pork to Canada, enters duty 
free. The rates of duty applicable to other types of pork are closely 
comparable with U.S. tariff rates. 

Following a complaint by Canadian pork processors, the Canadian 
Government on April 12, 1984, imposed provisional couritervailing duties on 
imports of certain canned hams and canned shoulders from Denmark and the 
Netherlands. The amounts of the countervailing duties were Can¢33 per pound 
(about 17 percent ad val.) for canned hams and Can¢41 per pound for canned 
shoulders from Denmark and Can¢27 per pound (about 22 percent ad val.) for 
canned ham and Can¢3A per pound for canned shoulders from the Netherlands. On 
August 7, 1904, the Canadian Government determined that imports of certain 
canned hams from Denmark and the Netherland were injurying a domestic industry 
and countervailing duties that had been provisional would continue to be 
imposed. However, canned shoulders were not found to be causing injury or 
threat of injury, and, thus, the provisional countervailing duties were 
dropped., 

Following another complaint by Canadian pork processors, the Canadian 
Government in May 1984 imposed provisional countervailing duties on i~ports 
of certain pork-based canned luncheon meats from Denmark and the Netherlands. 
The amount of the countervailing duties are approximately Can¢15 per pound 
(about 12 percent a~ val.) for imports from Denmark and Can¢21 per pound 
(about 22 percent ad val.) for imports from the Netherlands. On August 7, 
19a4, the Canadian Government determined that the subject imports were 
injuring a domestic industry and the countervailing duties that had been 
provisional would continue to be imposed. 

Canadian imports of live swine and pork from the United States are not 
subject to quantitative limitations, but imports of live swine from the United 
States are subject to regulations regarding Pseudorabies (Aujesky's disease), 
a contagious disease of swine and cattle found in the United States. Cattle 
afflicted with the disease sometimes exhibit symptoms resembling the furious 
stage of rabies. Swine imports are permitted only from herds that are 
certified as having been free of Pseudorabies for 1 ye~r. and imported animals 
even then must be quar:antined for 30 days.· The general effect of the 
regulations has been to limit U.S. exports of live swine to Canada to.a small 
number of high-value, breeding animals. Veterinary officials of Agriculture 
Canada contend that- Canada is free of Pseudorabies, but ~ome U.$. interests 
contend it would be found if enough Canadian animals were tested for it. 
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Japanese Customs Treatment and Health and Sanitary Regulations 

Japanese imports of live swine are duty free, but imports of pork are 
subject to the higher of a variable levy or ad valorem duties. Japanese rates 
of duty are shown in appendix d. The rates for pork range up to as much as 
25 percent ad valorem for certain prepared or preserved items. Fresh, 
chilled, or frozen pork is dutiable at 6.9 percent ad valorem, and this rate 
is scheduled to be reduced to 5 percent by Japanese fiscal year 1987. The 
higher of the ad valorem duty or the variable levy is imposed on imported pork 
to raise the price to the so-called midpoint price, which is the average of 
the Government-determined and enforced floor and cei 1 ing price for pork· in 
Japan. The midpoint price has been considerally higher than the world price 
in recent years. 

Japan permits imports of live swine and fresh, chilled, or frozen meats, 
including pork, only from those countries found to be free of foot-and-mouth 
disease and rinderpest. !/ Because of an outbreak of foot-and-mouth disease, 
Denmark was not authorized to ship live swine, or fresh, chilled, or frozen 
pork to Japan between March 1982 and September 1983. 

European Community Customs Treatment and l~ealth and Sanitary Regulations 

U.S. exports of pork to the European Community (EC) are subject t6 
variable levies as a result of the EC's Common Agriculture Policy (CAP). The 
CAP insulates the EC from world markets through a combination o~ minimum 
import prices, or threshold p~ices, variable import levies, and export 
incentives which apply to various agricultural products, including pork. When 
world prices are less than EC minimum import prices, the EC imposes variablQ· 
import levies that may change daily. When EC products are exported, 
restitutions or direct export incentive payments to exporters are granted ·to 
make the EC products competitive in world markets. According to officials of 
the USDA, effective May 21, 1984, the EC Cornmision lowered its export 
restitution payments for canned hams from $493 to $446 per ton. The export 
restitution payments for canned shoulders was lowered from $411 to· $365 per 
ton. The EC said payments were being lowered in anticipation of rising pbrk 
prices in the United States. USDA officials reported that in late August 1984, 
the EC Commission again lowered the export restitution payment to $390 ~~r 
ton for canned hams and $328 for canned shoulders. 

The minimum import price is the threshold price which is derived from the 
target price (the price the EC wants the market price to approximate). The 
difference between target prices and threshold prices reflects transportation 
and marketing costs. The target price is fixed for the most deficit area in 
the EC, and the threshold price applies at all border points. The variable 
import levy is the difference (calculat~d daily) between the lowest offer 
price and the threshold price. U.S. exports of pork to the EC are also 
subject to health and sanitary regulations that limit the number of U.S. 
plants that are authorized to export to the EC. 

·-------·-----------_ .. _______ ... ____ .. ______ . __ . ____ ... ..,_ .. __ _ 
!f The United States and Canada are free of these diseases. 
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THE U.S. AND CANADIAN INDUSTRIES 

U.S. Industry Profile 

The live swine industry in the United States may be divided into three 
types of businesses: feeder pig produ~ers; feeders or finishers; and, 
farrow-to-finish enterprises, the most common type. Gross income to farmers 
from live swine was $9.8 billi~n in. 1983, down 9 percent from $10.8 billion in 
1982, a record high. 

Live swine are slaughtered and processed by meatpacking businesses. Most 
of these are companies whose stock trades on exchanges, but a few of the 
companies are owned and operated by live swine growers. Most of these are 
cooperatives. Consumer expenditures for pork amounted to about $24.5 billion 
in 1983, up 3 percent from $23.8 billion in 1982. 

Live swine growe.r.:1 

Pigs are born (farrowed) after a gestation period which is normally 
114 days. A few days after birth, most male pigs are castrated and are 
thereafter referred to as barrows, The barrows and gilts (female swine that 
have not farrowed) are raised to a weight of about 40 pounds in about 
2 months. These animals are referred to as feeder pigs, and the businesses 
that raise them ar·e refe·rred to as feeder pig producers. The feeder pigs may 
be sold to s.o-called feeders or finishers, who raise them to a slaughter . 
weight of about 220 pounds in about 4 months. At that point these animals are 
referred to as slaughter hogs. However, most U.S. swine today are produced by 
so-called farrow--to-finish enterprises, which combine the feeder pig 
production and"finishing busi~esses into one operation. A few enterprises 
specialize in raising purebred ani'mals for breeding. In 1983, there were 
466,410 enterprises !/ with swine in the United States, down 30 percent from a 
high of 670,350 in. 1980 (table L-2). 

Swine are grown throughout the United States, but product~on is 
concentrated in the Corn Belt States. ~/ During 1983, 214,200 of the swine 
enterprises (46 percent of the U.S. total) were located in the Corn Belt 
States, and these States accounted for 42,350,000 animals, or 76 percent of 
the December 1, 1983, swine inventory of 55,819,000 animals (table L-3). The 
Corn Belt States have large supplies of competitively priced swine feed, a 
large share of the most modern and efficient swine production facilities, and 
a large pool ·of skilled managers. In testimony presented at the public hearing 
Thatcher Johnson, Deputy Secretary, Iowa Department of Agriculture, stated 
that -Iowa traditionally produced over 25 percent of the pork in the United 
States. 11 

1/ An enterprise is any place having one or more swine on hand during the· 
year. 
~/The followi11g States make up the Corn Belt States: Illinois, Indiana, 

Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, and Wisconsin. 
11 Transcript of hearing, pp. 28 and 29. 
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Puring 1983, the Southeastern States !/ accounted. f"~r. ~?~,600 s'wine. 
enterprises (34 percent of the U.S. total) but only·B,055,000 animals, or 
14 percent of the inventory as of Decefuber 1, 1983. Aithough the S~utheastern 
States are less competitive in the production of grain, their. p~g mo.rt~lity· is 
lower I and feed conversion ratios (the amount of \~eight gained from feed . 
consumed) are ~i~her th~n in the Corn Beli State~ because of.the less ~evere 
climate in the Southeastern States. · · , · 

In recent years there has been a trend toward concentration in the live 
swine industry. However, even the largest swine-raising operations are 
beli~ved to account for only a small share of total. U.S. production. _The 
share of live swine businesses with 500 animals or more increased from. 

· 4.2 percent 2/ in 1979 to 6.0 percent in 1983 'ctable L-4).·· ·The share-~f the 
U.S. swine p~puiation kept on these l~rge units' increased from.40. pe~cent in 
1979 to 51 percent in 1983. Most iive swine businesses are family owned,· 
although a_ few large companies also are producers. 

Swine are hardy, adaptable animals that can be raised under minimal 
shelter, although the death rate for baby pigs can be quite high under those 
conditions .. In the United States, live swine shelter systems range fr()m 
small, A-frame buildings for individual ,sows (female swine that have. ·farro1~ed) 
and their litters to large-·volume, total confinement systems in which, swine 
are maintained in total environmentally c.ontrolled buildings throughout their 
lives. In recent years the trend has been toward more confinement in ()rder to 
reduce swine labor requirements and to meet environmental protection 
regulations. 

U.S. swine farmers are represented at the n~fional level by ~he.National 
Pork Producers .. Council (NPPC), a voluntary a.ssociat.ion of 110,000 "sw.ine 
farmers accounting for a large share of the U. $.·. fndustr:y. The officers o.f ,the 
NPPC are swine farmers elected by the membership .. _The NPPC is entirely fun~ed 
by a voluntary check-off on iales o~ market ~wine and feeder pigs .. The NPPC 
is inade up of State associations. that r,epresent; farmers at the S.tate level°, 
and the State associations, in turn, are made up of local associations. U.S. 
swine farmers are also represented by general farm organiza'tions such as the 
Farm Bureau, t,he National Grange, and others. 

Meatpackers 

I~ the slaughte~ing operation, live Jwine are ~tu~~ed (us~ally by~~ 
electric. charge), bled, scalded, dehaired, decapitated, and.eviscerated. The 
animal's carcass is then generally .split along the spinal column .and chilled. 
The carcass may be ·partially or fully pro.cessed at the meatpacking pl~~t ~r 
shipped to retail outlets for processing. The carcass is. cut up _to yield 
hams, l_oins, chops, and other parts.. Trimmings are used. in preparing products 
such as ground pork and sausages . 

. !/ The Sou_theastern States include Alabama, ~r.kansas, rlorida, Georgia, 
Kentu~ky, Louisia~a, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolin~. Tenness~e,, 
and Virglnia. · ·· · 
~/The percentage reflects average distributions based.~rimari1y on midyear 

surveys. 
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Domestic slaughterers, meat processers, and distributors who deal in the 
interstate commerce of meat, including pork, are subject to th.e rederal 
inspection regulations administered by the FSIS. Other meat plants are 
subject to State inspection regulation~ that have been certified by the FSIS. 
The primary objective of FSIS inspection of livestock and meat processing is 
to assure that the meat is wholesome, not adulterated, and properly marked, 
labeled, and packaged. In 1983, there were about 1,400 Federally inspected 
swine-slaughtering plants in the United States. In recent years, rederally 
inspected plants have accounted for more than 90 percent of the U.S. swine 
slaughter. 

Concentration in the meatpacking industry is much greater than in the 
live swine industry. The numbe~ of plants slaughtering 100,000 or more swine 
per year and the share of total U.S. swine slaughter accounted for by these 
plants are shown in the following tabulation: · 

19 79 ........ -.... , .... ,, ............ _ 
1980-...... _ .......... _ .. _ .. 
· 1 9 8 1.-................... --... -
1982- ................. - ... -. 
1 9 8 3 ............. _,, ........ _,,,,,,,_ 

~um~er _of .E?JantL~S laughtering 
100 I 000 head or_..!!J.2.r.!Lann~~J.bt. 

114. 
115 
110 
101 
104 

Percent of total 
feder~l ly inspef .. ted 

slaughter 

92.4 
91. 5 
90.7 
90.7 
91. 8 

Although plants that slaughter 100,000 swine or more annually account for 
a large share of total Federally inspected swine slaughter, they account for 
less than 10 percent of all Federally inspected slaughtering plants; two-·-thirds 
of the Federally inspected plants each slaughter less than 1,000 swine per 
year. Dufihg 1980, the latest year for which data are a~ailable, swine­
feeding activities, by or contracted by meatpacking companies, totaled about 
58,400 animals, less that 1·percent of U.S. marketings. Plants that slaughter 
swine are generally not equipped .to slaughter other species of animals. 

Tr:_~nsportation. 

U.S. feeders of liv' swine ship virtually all their animals to market in 
trucks they own or in trucks that are owned and operated by contract haulers. 
Feeders try to ship anima1s to the most profitable markets, bearing in mind 
tha:t animals typically lose weight in transit, and longer transit times 
increase the risk of injury and death to animals. Density of load is critical 
in shipping animals. Too few animals in the load increases t~e risk of injury 
from falls and trampling, and' too many animals in the load increases the risk 
of crowding and suffocation. Also, delays during shipment pose a threat of 
weight loss or death from excessive heat buildup, especially in hot weather. 
Most farmers are able to avoid long shipping distances--live swine shipments 
from farm to market average about 100 mil~s. ·Trucks used to transport swine 
are specialized, and although many times they may be used to transport other 
species of livestock, other transportation uses are more limited. Also, 
because most shipments.are of animals to meatpacking plants, backhaul 
possibilities are generaily limited.. Transportation costs of live animals 
average less than 1 percent of the cost of production. 
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Pork is generally shipped in refrigerated trucks owned by n,~l:ail 

~istributers to the retailer's distribution warehouses. 

A variety of advanced technological innovations are available to U.S. 
live swine producers and are utilized to varying degrees. As previously 
described, there has been a trend toward the use of tot.al confinement 
housing. Along with this type of housing have come changes in wast.e 
disposal: Aerobic waste disposal systems located under the confinment hou_sing 
now provide an environmentally and economically acceptable way to dispose of 
swine manure. Cooperative Federal, State, and producer programs have been 
developed and are being effectively enforced to control swine diseases such as 
cholera. Private feed companies, university research facilities, and USDA 
~xperimental farms continually strive to improve swine nutrition programs. 
Also, some farmers are now using small computers to as~ist in formulating the 
~ost economical feed programs and some have computerized their record keeping 
systems. 

Improved knowledge of genetics has helped farmers improve breeding stock, 
and the improved breeding ~tock has contributed to improved industry 
efficiency. For example, there has been an approximate 50·-percent reduction 
in backfat levels since the mid-1950's. 

A nu~ber of biotechnological developments are also occurring in the live 
swine industry. For instance, some growers are using premium semen for 
artifical insemination, which allows for the introduction of new genetic 
~aterial while limiting the threat of disease introduction. Research is also 
going on in the use of embryo transplants. One procedure exists whereby 
unborn pigs are surgically extracted from their mothers in a germ-·free 
envirorirnent. This procedure is designed to produce disease-free or so-called 
SPF (specific pathogen free) pigs. 

There have also been technological developments in pork processing. · As 
previously mentioned, more swine skins, so called pigskins, are being. 
processed into leather. The development of more efficient skinning machines, 
the increased demand and price of cattle hides, and the increased promotion 
and acceptance of swine leather have all contributed to this deve)opment. 
Also, further processing of pork, especially hams, at meatpacking plants has, 
to an extent, made obsolete the former practice of shipping hams wi tn the :skin 
still attached. Recently, irradiation of raw pork has been ~pproved for some 
uses, thus increasing future pork-·-handling and marketing possibilities. 

The importance of various elements of costs differ between feeder pig 
producers and feeders or finishers, altho~gh feed is often the major cost 
factor for both types of business. Fe0d, primarily corn and prot~in . 
supplement (most often soybean meal), accounted for nearly one-half of all 
~~~- - . 

!/ Based on material published by the USDA. 
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costs incurred by feeder pig producers in recent years. Fuel and electric 
costs--··reflected by the need to provide heat and cooling for baby pig-.. as well 
as illumination accounted for about 10 percent of all costs incurred by feeder 
pig producers. Interest accounted for about another 10 percent of costs 
incurred by these producers. The remaining expenses (about 30 percent) were 
accounted for by machinery and building repairs, labor, and veterinary and 
medical expens~s. 

Feed accounted for 30 to 50 percent ~f all costs incurred by feeders or 
finishers during recent years. Feeder pigs are the other major cost factor 
for feeders or finishers; th~y accounted for 30 to 40 percent of total costs 
during recent years .. reeder pig prices are discussed in the "U.S. market" 
section. Interest accounted for another 7 percent of all costs, with the 
remaining ''expenses being mainly for machinery and building repairs, fuel, and 
electricity. 

ror farrow-to-finish operations, feed accounted for 50 to .60 percent of 
costs, and interest, for another 12 percent. The remaining expenses include 
fuel, electricity, and machinery and building repairs. 

As shown in table L-5, corn prices remained stable during much of 1979 
and 1980. Higher p~ices in late 1900 and January-June 1981 reflected reduced 
production from a severe heat wave in the summer of 1980. In July-December 
1991, however, corn prices fell as production increased, and they remained 
relatively low throughout January-·March 1983. After January-March 1983, corn 
prices rose, and for January-October averaged $3. 43 per bushel, up one-third 
from $2. 56 per bushel during all of 1982. The higher prices during 
April-De~ember: 1993 and January-June 1984 reflect, in part, the U.S. 
Government's payment-in-kind (PIK) program which contributed to sharply lower 
production during 1~93. Severe and extensive drought and heat were also 
contributing factors to the lowered production in 1983. Soybean meal prices 
experienced a pattern similar to that of corn(table L-6). 

The hog-corn price ratio is a measure of profitability of the swine­
producing industry. The ratio is the number of bushels of corn equal in value 
to 100 pounds of hog, live w,eight. The ratio was more commonly used years ago 
when corn was .,almost the only thing fed to swine and accounted for the bulk of 
the cost of swine production. Although there are now more cost factors, corn 
is stiil significant, and the hog-corn price ratio is still cited. A ratio of 
15 to 1 is generally considered the approximate breakeven point, and 20 to 1 
is considered favorable. When the ratio declines to less than 15 to 1, very 
few producers are able to make a profit. At the public hearing, Dr. Glenn 
Grimes, .a witness for ~he NPPC, stated that when the ratio is below 15 or 
16 to 1, producers will opt to reduce production. 1/ As shown in table L-7, 
the ratio was highly favorable throughout 1902 and-January-March 1983 as corn 
prices were relatively favorable, but it has averaged slightly below the 
breakeven point s.ince then, although showing improvement in January-March 
1984, as corn prices have been above the 1982 levels. 

!/ Transcript of hearing, p. 101. 
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Anoth~r measu~e of profitability, calculated and published by the USDA, 
shows net margins to live swine producers. The net margin is the difference 
between the average market price for barrows and gilts·in·seven markets and 
the cost of feeding a 40- to 50--pound feeder pig t<> a 2'20-pound slaughter 
weight in.the Corn Belt. Table L-0 shows that the only .sustained periods of 
profitability during 1979-83 were January-March 1979, most of July-December 
1900, and January--October 1982. Net margins were negative· through January...:. 
June 1984. At the public hearing, in testimony prepared by Mr. Wayne Walter, 
NPPC president, the NPPC indicated that swine farmers had on.ly had 1 good year 
of profit out of the last 5 years. l/ Also at the public hearing, several 
witnesses, who were U.S. swine farmers, stated that their current c~st· of 
production was about $52 per hundredweight and the price· they were currently 
receiving was about $48 per hundredweight. The witnesses also stated that 
studies done at Iowa State University showed that the current cost of 
production was.about $52 per hundredweight for-average prod~cers; 

Gross income (receipts from marketings and the·value of home consumption) 
for U.S. live swine growers is shown in the following tabulation: 

19 79-· ................ _,, _________ , _____ .. _ 
19 OQ-............. -.--.... _,,_, __ ,, ___ ,, ____ , ____ ......... -
19B1---................. -...... -.. ----------.. ---· 
1902-.. - .. ,_,,_. ____ '..._ .. ___ ,,,, ...... -
19 B 3-..... ,_ ......... _ ......... ____ .. _____ ,, ___ . -

Gross· income 
( 1 , ooo do l lar.tl 

9,281,863 
9,136,021 
9,991,532 

10,764,344 
9,830,792 

Most live swine businesses are privately owned, family ·Operatiori~ and 
must raise capital from loans through financial institutions on the basis of 
the credit record of the business or family owning it. Most meatpacking is 
done by large companies whose stock trades on exchanges'. or subsidiaries of 
such companies. They may raise capital from stock offerings, bonds, loans, or 
from parent corporations. 

Farm-retail price spread 

As reported by the USDA, the total annual farm-retai 1 price spread for 
pork _rose from 77.5 cents per pound in 1979 to 93;3 cents per pound in 1983. 
From 1979 to 1983, the farmers' share of the retail price fluctuated from a 
low of 45 percent (1980 and 1983) to-a high of 50 percent (1982). During 
January-March 1984, the farmers' share was 47 percent. 

11 Transcript of the hearing, p. 36. 
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Data concerning the profitability of pork packers, beef packers, and all 
manufacturers are shown in table L~9. Pork packers' earnin~s as a share of 
net worth declined from 6.1 percent in 1981 to 3.9 percent in 1983; as a share 
of assets., they declined from 3.0 to 1.9 percent; and as a share of earnings 
sales, they declined from 0.7 to 0.4 percent. Profitability of pork packers 
was generally less than that of beef packers during 1981-33, except for 
earnings as a share of sales. Profitability of pork packers was considerably 
less than that of all manufacturers during 1981 and 1983, but slightly bett~r 
than all manufacturers during 1982 (except for earnings as a share of sales). 
The backrup~cy of one company, reportedly the largest pork packer in the 
United States, and severe financial problems at another large pork packer, 
accounted for much of the overall decline in profitabililty in 1903 according 
to officials of the American Me~t Institute. 

In recent yea~s live ~nimals have accounted for slightly mor~ than 
two-thirds of meatpackers' expenses; ·employee compensation, for another 
15 percent; and ~upplies &nd containers, depreciation, interest, and so forth 
accounted for the!remainder. 

Although pork packers generally have been profitable in recent years, 
there have been exceptions such as the previously mentioned company, which 
filed for bankruptcy in. Apri 1 1983; several other companies have filed for 
bankruptcy, changed their corporate structure, or renegotiated wage rates. 

U.S. Government Programs 

Although there are no U.S. Government price-support ~rograms for live 
swine or pork and these products are not the subject of marketing orders, 
there are a number of other Government programs which are discussed in this 
section that affect the U.S. live swine and pork industries lo some degree. 
Certain other programs associated with health and sanitary regulations were 
discussed earlier. 

The payment-in-kind program 

In 1983, the USDA implemented a payment-in-kind (PIK) program to reduce 
certain crop surpluses, including surpluses of corn. !/ The USDA required 
that growers of corn who participated in the program id le a portion of th~ir 
cropland, which then had to be put into soil conservation uses. Farmers 
p~rticipating in the program for corn received an amount of corn for their own 
use, or for sale, as payment .for reducing their planted acreage. The PIK 

!I The PIK program al.so covered wheat, grain sorghum, rice, and upland 
cotton. 
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signup for corn was 21.4 million acres. The program was not continued for 
corn in 1934. Although some live swine producers participated in the PIK 
program, data concerning their participation are not available. Farmers 
received 1,955 million bushels of corn, 593 million bushPls of wheat, and 
205 million bushels of grain sorghum through the PIK. The total value of 
commodities received by farmers under the programs, for all commodities 
including cotton and rice, amounted to about $5.0 billion in fiscal year 19B3 
and $15.0 billion in fiscal year 1994. The value of the farmers receipts for 
corn, wheat, and grain sorghum is shown in the following tabulation (in 
billions of dollars): 

Fiscal Year Commodity 

Corn Wheat Grain sorghum Total 

1983-·-····"'" $2.6 $1. 9 $0.5 $5.0 
1994 ........... -- 8 .0 3.3 .9 12.2 

The NPPC supplied information in a posthearing brief about the effects of the 
PIK on feed costs for swine farmers. !/ The NPPC contends that the PIK and 
drought that reduced crop production in 1983, contributed to higher cost of 
production for swine farmers in 1983-84. The NPPC also contends that higher 
costs are of special concern to swine farmers who purchase a large share of 
swine feed. As shown in the following tabulations, developed from data 
supplied by the NPPC and derived from data collected by the University of 
Missouri Agricultural Experimental Station, the relative amount of feed 
purchased by U.S. swine farmers increases with the volume of output of the 
business: 

~~ine marketings ,J?~year 

Share of feed used 
grown by farmer 

(percen.!J 

0 to 2 J 499·--· .. "-""""""-"""""""-····•··-"'""""""""'"'"--

2 / 500 to 4 J 999-····""""''""""'"""""""""""""""'-'-""-'"""'"""'""'"""" 
5 J 000 to 6 J 999 .......................................................................................... .,.,.,_ 

7 J 000 to 15 J 000-....... _ ...... , ................ - ............ .,_ .. ,., .... ,--.-...... ,.,.,,_, .. , 
15, 000 and mo re ................................................................ _, ........... --...... --

B6 
Bl 
71 
63 
35 

Share of farmers ·----
.r.~} s !ng no f..~ed 

<e~~!> 

13 
15 
24 
46 
54 

Federal income tax laws and regulations provide that single-purpose 
agricultural structures, including unitary swine confinement facilities, and 
certain swine for breeding ~urposes are e~igible for investment tax credit. 

·------------------!/ Posthearing brief of NPPC, pp. 5-7. 
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Such laws and regulations first became effective in 1971, but their 
administration was clarified in 1978. The Economic Recovery Tax Act of 1981, 
which was first effective for the 1981 tax year, provided that unitary swine 
confinement facilities are eligible for accelerated cost recovery systems 
(ACRS) (5-·year depreciation). The investment tax credit and ACRS are 
scheduled to b~ in effect at least through the 1984 tax year. 

Research and development 

The USDA and many States support research and development activities on 
swine and pork through agricultural educational institutions and research 
facilities. Such research and development aids p~oducers and p~ocessors and, 
according to many industry sources, ultimately contributes to lower pork 
prices for consumers. Companies, including feed companies, drug companies, 
equipment companies, and cooperatives, also spend large sums of money on 
research and development. 

The NPPC also contributes to research and development. 
during the year ended Decemb~r 31, 1983, the NPPC funded 25 
of $185,000. In addition, in February 1983, it contributed 
the USDA to initiate a Pseudorabies control program. 

Animal waste disposal systems 

For example, 
projP-cts at a cost 
$100,000 to 

With respect to animal waste disposal systems, two USDA agencies, the. 
Soil Conservaiion Service (SCS) and the Agricultural Stabilization and 
Conservation S.erv ice (ASCS), provide assistance to livestock farmers, 
including swine farmers. The SCS provides technical advice on the 
construction of animal waste disposal systems, and the ASCS provides limited 
construction cost sharing for such systems. These programs are applicable to 
waste from various species of livestock, and separate data on cost sharing for 
swine facilities are not available. For facilities for all species of 
animals, ASCS -cost-sharing payments through its Agricultural Conservation 
Program (ACP), amounted to $7.6 million during 1981, $5.5 million during 1982, 
and $4.9 million during 1983. In addition, under other programs, the ASCS 
made cost-·sharing payments totaling $3.3 million from January i9BO to 
mid-1984, for construction of waste disposal systems. Many of these systems 
are installed in order to comply with environmental protection requirements. 

National School Lunch .~.ct 

The Food and Nutrition Service of USDA is responsible for distributing 
pork, as well as other food items, under authority of the National School 
Lunch Act. In recent years, the agency has purchased and distributed pork and 
distributed funds which were used to purchase pork by local school districts. 
The program has no statutory limit on the amount of pork that can be 
purchased. However, the prices at which the USDA offers to purchase pork are 
often below market prices, and purchases under this program have been limited. 
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Other U.S. Government programs through which pork may be purchas.~d 

U.S. Department of Defense officials·report that there is na statutory 
limitation on the amount of pork which they may purchase but that. as a 
practical matter, the number of military personnel limit- such· purchases. U.S. 
military consumption of pork amounted to about B9 million pounds in 1983, less 
than 1 percent.of U.S. consumption. The Veterans Administration (VA) states 
that the purchases of pork for use in its hospitals are made by the.·individual 
hospitals. The total purchases are limited by the number of eligible 
participants in VA programs. 

Other Federal purchases of pork, both direct and indirect; occur under 
section 4{a) of the Agriculture and Consumer Protection Act of 1973. {Public 
Law 93-86). These purchases have been small, but according. to an official of 

·the U.S. Department of Agriculture, they could become larger if funded. 
Programs operating under this authority include "Aid to Needy Families" and 
the "Supplemental Food·Program" (for certain infants, young people,.and 
pregnant women).' Limited quantities of pork also are purchased under · 
authority of the Older American's Act of 1965 (Public taw 95..:..65.). 

Indirect Federal purchases of pork occurs through the food stamp ·program 
{Public Law 95-113). The U.S. Department of Agriculture;· which administers 
the program, estimates that approximately 30 percent of ·the total value of 
purchases with food stamps is for red· meat. ·on the basis of total. purchases 
underthe food stamp program of $11.2 billion in fiscal-year 1983, .. purchases 

. of red meat by program recipients are estimated at $3. 3 billion~ ·rndividual 
food ·stamp recipients determine the share of their food stamps that .they use 
for pork. 

The Meat Export Federation 
·, ',· ' 

The Meat Export Federation is a private, nonprofit trade group·which 
cooperates with the U.S. Government for the purpose of promoting exports of 
U.S. beef, veal, pork, lamb, mutton, and variety meats.· U.S. Gov~rnment funds 
equal to ·funds provided by the Meat Export Federation are· commingled, and 
generic exports of the subject meats are promoted through trade·shows, in 
store-promotions, distribution of cooking recipes,·and ~o forth~ IM recent 
years, U.S. Government contributions to the program have amounted to about 
$1.3 million annually. 

Canadian Industry ·Profile 

The live swine industry in Canada, as in the-united States, may be 
divided into three ·types of busin-esses: feeder pig J/ ·operations, feeders or 
finishers, and farro~·to- .. finish enterprises (the most common type of swine 
operation in Canada as well as in the United States). Cash receipts to 

=farmers from sales of live·iwine amounted to about Can$1.75 billion in 1983 
down from Can$1.9 billion in 1982, which was a_ year of unusually high Canadian 
swine prices. 
-~~~~~~--~~~~~~~~~~~~-

!/ Feeder pigs are commonly referred. to as weaners in Canada. 
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Almost all swine in Canada are slaughtered and processed by private 
meatpacking companies or meatpacking companies whose stock trades on Canadian 
exchanges. However, oMe plant, which slaughters swine from.the prairie 
Provinces, is owned by a farmer's cooperative. Less than 5 percent of the 
Canadian meatpacking industry is owned by non--Canadian interests. 

Live swine growers 

Live swine are r~ised in Canada in much the same way as in the United 
States. The most common breeds of swine in Canada are the Yorkshire, which 
account for nearly one-half.of the total, and Landrace, which account for 
about one-third; other breeds include the Hampshire, Ouroc, and Lacombe. In 
Canada the Yorkshire, Landrace, and Lacombe are referred to as white breeds, 
and the Hampshire (which is black w.ith a white band around the shoulder) and 
Duroc (which is bri.ck red) are referred to as colored breeds. Many farmers 
breed so-called colored boars with white sows. These farmers contend that the 
resulting litters are more hardy and profitable than purebred animals of any 
single breed. Canadian animals tend to be slaughtered at slightly lighter 
weights than the U.S. swine (200 and 220 pounds, respectively). Canadian 
researchers contend that Canadian swine average somewhat leaner than U.S. 
swine but agree that they are somewhat less heavily muscled. The leanness and 
lighter muscling reflects, in part, the greater influence of bacon-type swine 
on Canadian breeds. At the public hearing several witnesses presented 
testimony that Canadian swine~ and consequently, pork cuts are somewhat leaner 
than U.S. swine and pork cuts. Mr. John Morris, Canadian Pork Producers 
Council, Saskatchewan Province contended that the somewhat leaner Canadian 
pork was preferred by processors supplying leaner, higher priced, pork cuts. !/ 

During World War II and in the years immediately thereafter, the British 
Isles were·a major outlet for Canadian pork exports .. In-subsequent years, 
however, that market was supplied by other European producers, especially 
Denmark. 

Swine farmers in Canada are r~presented by the Canadian Pork Council 
(CPC). The CPC is the vehicle through which Canadian swine farmers develop 
national programs and policies to enhanc~ the industry. These programs and 
policies are made operative either by the Council itself, or through its 
members, or by the Council working with governments and/or nongovernment 
organizations. In recent years, the CPC has represented member interests in 
issues such as administration of the existing national hog stabilization 
program and the development of a proposed replacment program, the so-·cal led 
tripartite program described in· the section entitled "Canadian Government 
Programs." The CPC has worked with the Canadian and foreign governments to 
promote actions and policies with respect to health and sanitary measures 
affecting the Canadian live swine and· pork industries. The CPC also promotes 
pork marketing both in Canada and in expor·t markets. '!J 

In addition to the CPC, swine farmers· in every Province of Canada are 
represented by Provincial.boards. The boards are funded primarily by 
mandatory marketing charges for all swine sold for slaughter and are 

1/ Transcript of the hearing, pp. 157 and 158. 
°j/ See testimony of Mr. Howard Malcolm, president, CPC, transcript of the. 

hearing, p. 124. 
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controlled by the farmer members through elections. In addition, in all 
Provinces except Newfoundland and Quebec, where farmers market their own swine 
or they are marketed by companies that have contracted to supply.services, the 
Provincial boards are responsible for the marketing of all swine for. 
slaughter. 11 These marketing boards have sole legal .authority to market 
swine for slaughter. These boards market the swine to meatpackers, including 
U.S. meatpackers, through auction systems. 

The beginning ~nventory ~f live swin~ in Canada rose from B.O million 
animals in 1979 to 9.7 million in 1900 before declining to 9.6. miU·ion in 1901 
(table L~lO). High interest rates in Canada during i9BO restrained expansion 
and contributed to the decision of some farmers to de~art from the industry. 
Also, relatively high pork production put downward pressure on 
swine prices. Reduced pig births and slaughter in 19R2 contributed to reduced 
pork production (table L-11). Consequently, pork prices rose. Also, grain 
prices were lower than in the previous year. Hence, higher levels -0f 
profitabity were realized by Canadian farmers during 1982. These highe~ 
levels of profitablity contributed to expansion of the industry; thereafter, 
the bPginning inventory rose to 10.4 million animals in i984, ~P 29 percent 
from the level of 1979. Canadian farmers contend, however, that 1982 was the 
last year of acceptable levels of profitability, and they predict that prices 
during the late summer of 1984 were hardly high enough to. sustain production 
at existing levels. At the public hearing, Mr. Howard Malcolm, president, 
CPC, contended that many Canadian swine farmers are experiencing severe 
financial problems. ~/ 

According to the most recent Agricultural Census (1981), there were about 
55,000 farms in Canada which kept swine. Slightly more than 40 percent had 
fewer than 20 pe~ farm~ accouMting for less than 2 percent of the. total swine 
inventory. About BO percent were held on the 10,009 largest farms. ~/ . 
Although sales of live swine accounted for 10 percent of.all Canadian cash 
receipts from farming operations in 1982, the relative share of such sales 
varies from Province ·to Pr6vince, a~ shown in the followin~ tabulation: 

~-h~.r~ _ _gf__f..~rm ca_~eceiets . 
deri_ved from swi_.".l_g . 

. Province 2.E.~rations during 1982 
(E._~£_~.!'.:'J:) 

Ontario-······ .. ·-··········-··············: ........... -...... --... -.:··-·······-· ··--···· .. ····- ······-·.. 13 
Quebec--·-·····-···-··-······--·--·---····-·-·-·········--·-······-·--··················-:- 2 4 
A 1 be rta-··················· .... ·········-··········-.. ········· .. ··-·····-··-.. ···········-············-··-····-··· 6 
Manitoba·····-··········---···--··-·······-···--··········-········-···-·-····················- 10 
Sas k at ch ewan--······-·--··········-·----··-···-·-·-········-··--····---···--·· 2 
British Columbia·····························-·· .. ·········.- 6 
Nov a Scot i a-·-·················· -··-··-·····--··-··-·:·····-············-· ·····-·-··· .. ······ . 14 
Prince Edward Island···· .. ·--·-·----·-···················- 15 
New Brun s w i c k-············ · ·· ········-·····-···-··-·-··············-··--···--·-········· l l 
Newfound land····-····--·····-···-·······················--·-·---······· ··- 15 

!/ Officials of the Provincial boards acknowledge, however, that some 
individual Canadian farmers could independently market their live swine in the 
United States and avoid marketing board charges. 

21 Transcript of the hearing, pp. 169 and 1.70. 
fl Prehearing brief of CPC. p. 2. 
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Although every Province in Canada has a live swine industry, about 
two-··thirds of production is concentrated abotJt equally in the Eastern 
Provinces of Quebec and Ontario (table L-12). The Prairie Provinces (Alberta, 
Manitoba, and Saskatchewan, with about 12, 9, and 5 percent of production, 

·respectively) together account for most of the remaining one-third of 
production. As shown in the following tabulation, Quebec and the Prairie 
Provinces produce more pork than they are estimated to consume: 

Approx imate_JTov tnc i~!. 
production _9(~ a.L.~ 
shar:,e of estj_mated. 
Provincial ·consu~p~ion 

·Pr9vince 

Quebec-·--···-.. ·····-·---·---·--··-······················-··-........... :. __ 
Ontario-·······--····--·-·-.. ·--····· ... -: _____ · .. ·-·· .. -·--·---:. 
Atlantic Provinces !/········-···-.. --......... : .. _ 
A 1 be rta-·-·····-·······-···--·········-····· .. ·····-·············-···· .. --.. ·--·-····-· 
Manitoba .. ·---········· .. --.. ··-.. ---·-··········-···-·_:-·-········.:... 
Sask a tchewan--······"··· .. ·-····--·· .. :- .:. ...... _._ ..... :.--"--· -· 
British Columbia·-.. ··-·············'·· .......... :-····---.. ··········-

(percent) 

134 
92 
45 

124 
2.23 
117 
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!/ Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Island, Newfoundland, and New 
Brunswick. 

A number of factors converged in the mid-·1970' s. to contribute to the 
rather rapid growth experienced by the Quebec and Ontario swine i.ndustries 
during those y~ars, as eviden~ed by increased swine marketings (fig. 3). 

In the early 1970's, companies, including feed companies, pecame 
interested in fostering expansion of the Quebec livestock indus.try. These 
companies wanted to promote contractual-type programs to supply farmers with 
feeder pigs, feed, vet.erinary services, technical advice, and, in some cases, 
marketing services. !/ In Canada these companies are referred to as 
integrators .. At that time Federal and Provincial supply (production) controls 
were in effeci, and still are in effect, for eggs, poultry meat, and dairy 
products. In view of these supply controls the swine industry .was a logical 
area for expansion. The feed company programs have apparently P,roven 
successful and .in the posthearing brief of the CPC it was report_ed. that 

1/.At the public hearing Mr. Jean-Marc Belanger of the Canadian Pork 
Council, Province of Quebec, stated that swine produced under contract there 
are sold and processed in the Province. Transcript of the hearing, p. 181. 



Figure 3.--CANADA'S HOG MARKETINGS:. GRADINGS. AND LIVE EXPORTS. ]j. 
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55 percent of swine ra1 sing in Quebec· i.s und~r contractua'.l arrangements . .!/ 
The progra~s havri apparently helped to move Quebec from being a net importer 
of pork: in the earl~ 1970's to a net exporter of pork cur~ently. As shown in 
the tab~lation on page 24, Quebec currently produces a qu~~tity ~f pork equal 
to 134 ~ercent of it's consumption. · 

Because the feed companies purchase feeder pigs .. Quebec tends to have a 
higher share of fee~er pig operations and feeders or finishers, as opposed to 
farrow-·-·t:o-···finish enterprises, than the other Provinces of Cariada. Swine 
operations tend to be locatad on small farms in Quebec. Because of 
geographical factors; primarily lower soil fertility that makes Quebec less 
competitive in the production of feed than the Prairie Provi~ces and parts of 
the United States, Quebec ships .in a significant share of its swine feed. In 
Canada such livestock production is referred to as not being "land based." 
Officials of the Quebec Pork Producers Board repor~ that U.S. corn accounts 
for a significant share of the grain and U.S. soybean meal accounts for the 
bulk of the protein meal fed to swine in the Provi~ce. 

Another factor contributing to the expansion of the swine industry in 
Quebec, and also in Ontario, was the decline in pork production in the Prairie 
Provinces. With the sharp increase in grain prices in the 1970's, following 
wordwide disruptions in grain production and trade, many farmers in the 
Prairie Provinces went to full·-time grain production and left the swine 
industry. Quebe{ Provincial Governm~nt programs may also have contributed to 
expansion·of ~he swine industry. The Quebec Provincial Government has given 
serious con~ideration to political independence. and some observers contend 
that food production self-sufficiency, including pork self-sufficiency, is a 
political stategic decision. 

The growth in swine produ~tion in Ontario reflects the aforementioned 
supply controls and decline in pork production in the Prairie Provinces. In 
addition, officials of the Ontario Pork Producers' Marketing Ooard contend 
that they were able to improve marketing conditions for swine farmers, thus 
encouraging expansion of the industry in the Pro11ince. 

Because .of the severe wint~rs in Canada, the great bulk of swine 
production is .conducted in total-confinement-type facilities. In recent 
years. there has been a trend toward concentration in the live swine industry 
in Canada (table L-13) compa~able with that occurring in the United States. 
The share of live swine farms with 528 or more animals increased from 2 
percent of the iotal swine farms in 1976 to 3 percent in 1981, the latest year 
for which data are avail,ble. The share of the Canadian swine population kept 
on these units increased from 42 percent in 1976 to 61 percent in 1981. In 
_some Provinces, especially Quebec and British Columbia, the largest operations 
ar~ believed to account for a significant share of total production. Most of 

---------·--------------·----.!/ Posthearing brief of CPC, p. 15 . 

. · 
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the live swine businesses are family owned, although a few large companies are 
also producers. In its posthearing brief, 1/ the CPC reported that Cargill, a 
U.S.-based, multinational company, raises s~ine on its own farm in British 
Columbia and also contracts for some production there. The total of 
production on its own farm and under contratt is abou~ 30,000 animals per 
year, or 10 percent of total Oritish Columbia production. The posthearing 
brief also reported that in Manitoba, Cargill contracts to provide feeder 
pigs, credit, feed, or management expertise to producers, which pro11ide 
housing and labor for the enterprise while Cargill usually retains. ownership 
of the animals. Other companies have contracts of one kind or another with 
producers in Saskatchewan and New Brunswick accounting fo~ less than·5 percent 
and between 20 and 25 percent of swine production, respectively. 

The Prairie Provinces of Canada experienced a severe drought during the 
summer of 1984 which caused severe damage to pasture and sharply· reduced grain 
production. In mid-·August 1984, a joint Federal and Provincial government 
emergency aid program was announced. The program is restricted to cattle, 
horse, sheep, and goat farmers. The drought· has contributed to some· increase 
in grain prices in Canada. 

Meatpackers 

Swine-slaughtering and processing procedures in Canada are basically the 
same as those in the United States. 

Canadian slaughters, meat processors, and distributors who deal in the 
interprovince commerce and export of meat are subject to Federal inspection 
regulations administered by Agriculture Canada. Other meat plants are subject 
to Provincial regulations. In 1984, there were about 520 meat (ihcluding 
pou 1 try) establishments operating under Canadian rederal inspection. ' In 
recent years, Federal inspection has accounted for B5 to 90 percen~ of the 
Canadian meat industry. Canadian officials report that 23 proces~ing plants 
account for a large share of Canadian swine slaughter. 

Officials of the Canadian Meat Council, the meatpackers' trade 
association, contend that declining worker wage rates in the United States 
have placed the Canadian industry at a competitive disadvantage compared with 
the U.S. industry. 

Live swine in Canada (except Quebec) are generally shipped by truck to 
marketing-board···-designated collection points. After the animals are sold, the 
marketing boards arrange for trucking to the slaughtering plants, whether in 

·----·------
11 Posthearing brief of CPC, pp. 14 and 15. 

/ 
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the United States or in Canada. Live swine in Quebec are trucked to market by 
individual farmers or by companies that have contracted with the farmers to 
provide services including transportation. Individual meatpacking companies 
in Canada arrange for transportation of the pork they produce. In general, 
many of the aspects of transportation are·the same in Canada and the United 
States. 

Trends in major-cost elements of product.ton 

Agriculture Canada- publishes information on the importance of various cash 
costs of swine production for farrow-to-finish enterprises. Feed (corn, 
barley, and protein supplements) is by far the largest cost item, accounting 
for more than three-fourths of total costs.· Other leading cost items include 
interest (about 5 percent) and utilities {about 5 percent). Other minor costs 
include repairs and maintenanc& of buildings and equipment, veterinary and 
health expenses, and hired labor. Costs not included are those for labor or 
management supplied by the farmer,. and there is no provision for return on 
investment, and so forth. 

The average cost of growing live swine in Canada, as determined by 
Agriculture Canada, is shown in the following tabulation: 

Hog year 1/ 

19 7 a I 7 9-·-·---·--.. -·-····--·-................... - ........................ _ ... __ 
1979 I ao-.... ," ........... ____ ....... ·-·····--·--, .. --..... · 
19 80 I 81--·--.. ,.-.. -·--·-.. --·---······-···..., ...... -. --·-

. 1981/8 2-·:--.. ·-.. ·--.. --·---···-.. ·--·..:-
19 8 2 I 8 3-····--·-··"".'"--. ···-···---·-·'·-----···· .. -

. 19 8 3 I 8 4-............... --·-.,--··········--·--···-··-·-··-

Average cash cost of growing live 
swine per 100 pounds 

$Can35.83 
41.75 
46.83 
53.01 
48.22 
50.48 

11 Hog year is from Apr. 1 through Mar. 31. 

Cash costs of production vary considerably from Province to Province. 
Costs tend to be higher in Quebec, because feed production in the Province is 
limited and the bulk of the feed must be shipped in, incurring shipping 
expenses. Costs of production in Ontario tend to be near the average for all 
Canadian production. Costs in the Prairie Provinces tend to be below the 
Canadian average, but the Prairie Provinces probably ha11e higher marketing 
costs for live swine. 

Capital 

Most live swine businesses in Canada, as in the United States, are 
privately owned, family operations that usually raise capital from loans 
through financial institutions on the basis of the credit record of the 
business or the family owning it. Most meatpacking in Canada is done by large 
companies that raise capital from stock offerings, bonds, and loans. 
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Canadian Government Programs 

Federal Government programs 

The Canadian Hog Carcass Grading/Settlement System.-The current Canadian 
Hog Carcass Grading/Settlement System, .which became effective on March 29, 
1902, is a program administered by the rederal Governm~nt that is used to 
evaluate carcasses of an estimated 99 percent of all Canadian swine sold for 
slaughter and is the basis on which farmers are paid for swine. Under the 
system, swine carcass~s receive a numerical rating, the so-called index, on 
the basis of carcass weight and the depth of backfat of the carcass measured 
by an employee of the Canadian Federal Government. Index points are deducted 
for undesirable factors such as abnormal fat color or texture and other 
factors. Meatpackers pay farmers an additional 1 percent for each ·index point 
above index 100 and 1 percent less for each index point less than 100 forthe 
carcasses derived from the swine they sell. Appendix H shows how.the index is 
determined. 

The Federal Hog Stabilization Program.~The Federal Hog Stabilization 
Program of the Agricultural Stabilization Act, which became effective: in 1975, 
provides for I among other things I mandatory price supports for swine in order 
to ~rotect' swine farmers from sharp price declines and serious firiancial· · 
loss. The program, which provides ·financial ~ayments to swine farmers; ls 
administered and funded by the Federal Government. In the hog years !/ that 
the program has been· in effect, stabilization payments have been made twice 
and are scheduled to be made for the 1983 hog year. 

•• t 

For the 1979 hog year,· farmers received :payments.totaling Can$46 million, 
and for the 1900 hog year, farmers received payments totaling Can$106. mi 1l ion. 
For the 1981 ~nd 1982 hog years, the average price re~eived by.farmers 
exceeded the support price, thus there was no eligibility for rederal 
payments. For the 1983 hog year, the Canadian Agricultural Minister .es.timates 
that farmers will receive payments totaling Can$59.1 million: l/ · · 

11 A hog year runs from Apr. 1 through Mar. 31; thus, the 1984 hog year 
began Apr. l, 1984. 

2/ Payment amounts are calculated by Agriculture Canada following the ·end of 
th~ hog year and subsequently announced by the Agricultural Minister. · · 
Individual participants must then apply to receive tlie payments. .Applications 
must then be processed and payments disbursed; thus, farmers may· not receive 
the payments ~ntil several months ~fter the end of the hog year. For example, 
the announcement of payments for the 1983 hog year was made qn July 18, 1984; 
application forms were generally not available to farmers until August and · 
September 1984, and many farmers anticipate that they will not receive 
payments until early 1985. Agriculture Canada officials estimate that for 
various reasons,· approxi~ately 3 percent of eligible farmers never ~~ply for 
payments. 
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Federal Government payments per hog and total payments, as obtained from 
Agriculture Canada, are shown in the following tabulation: 

19 79 .............. __ 
19 SQ-... --........ .. 
1981 ............... _ 
19 8 2-...... - ... -. 
1933 .. _ .... ,, ... _ 

.ll $Can4. 92 
8.96 

6.54 

To~al Pay~en~~ 
(millions of:__Canadian dollars) 

46.0 
106.0 

?J 59 .1 

.!/Estimated on basis of 200--pound average hog. For the 1979 hog year, the 
actual payment was $2.46 per hundredweight. 

~/ Estimated by Agriculture Canada. 

Payments are intended to be limited to sales of slaughter hogs; thus, 
only those hogs of specified weights and grades are.eli~ible for payments. 
For the 1983 hog year, net Provincial payments are scheduled to be dnducted 
from Federal payments. If the Provincial payment exceeds the· calculated 
(ederal payment, there is to be no eligibility for Federal payment. .!/ 

The 1983 hog year payments are scheduled to be made only for that portion 
of Canada's production used domestically (i.e., those swine and meat from 
those swine not exported). Agriculture Canada has determined Canada's 
domestic use accounted for 79.8 percent of production during the 1983 hog 
year, and accordingly, the calculated payment was reduced by 20.2 percent, or 
from Can$8.19 to Can$6.54 per hog. 

The Federal Hog Stabilization Program requires a support level of at 
least 90 percent of the 5-year average market price for hogs indexed for 
changes in the cash costs of production. There is discretionary authority for 
higher levels; in the 1983 hog year ended March 31, 1904, for example, the 
support level was 95 percent. A detailed description of the procedure for 
calculating the support level is shown in appendix J. 

Tripartite .. - .. on April 9, 1984, the Agricultural Minister announced a 
proposed stabilization program for specified.agricultural products, including 
swine, that would replace the existing Agricultural Stabilization Act. 
Although the program was not enacted by the recently concluded session of the 
Canadian legislature, officials of the Canadian Pork Council anticipate that 
thi program will again be proposed at the next session of the legislature. 
The proposed program is referred to as the tripartite. Key features of the 
proposed program include the following: 

.!/ Page 6 of appendix I, which is a copy of an application form for payment 
for the 1983 hog year, shows the deemed net Provincial contribution, which 
varies among Provinces, and the corresponding Federal payment. 
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Coverage would be restricted to Canadian consumption; 

Provinces and producers may join the program on a voluntary basis; 

The Federal Government, participating producers, and Provinces will 
contribute equal amounts of money to an actuarially-sound 
stabilization fund; 

Payments will be made from the stabilization fund when market prices 
fall below the national support levels. 

Under the proposed tripartite program, Provinces would be authorized to 
maintain the support price they selected. however. the combined c'ontributions 
of the Federal Government and provincial governments would not be allowed to 
exceed 6 percent of gross receipts of participating producers. Also, 
participants would be limited to a maximum of 12,000 animals per year, and no 
more than 3,000 animals per quarter. 

Agriculture Canada estimated amounts of stabilization payments that would 
have been made had the tripartite program been in effect during 1979·-··83 are 
shown in the following tabulation: 

Year 

1 9 7 9 ................................................................... _ 
l 90Q .............................................................. _ 
1 9 B 1--· ................................................. _ ............... .. 
1982 ........................................................... -........... _ 
1 9 8 3 .......................................................................... .. 

Pay~~nt~ 

(.!!)illions of Can~~i.an dol.~.r.::.l!) 

Can$BO.O 
213 .0 
139.2 

6.7 
92.4 

Q.!~r. .... £~.~~ i.~D.J~de,r,2.J_GO..~.ern~.,g.r.i_L.E.!.'.:Q.9!'a.!!!.~ .... -The Canadian Fedf~ral 
Government, through Agricultural Canada and Cooperative Provincial 
Governments, operate eight boar-testing stations throughout Canada as part of 
the so-called Record of Performance Program (ROP). The stations are jointly 
funded by the Federal Government, and the Provinces, with some cost sharing by 
farmers. Boars evaluated at the test stations may be sold at public auctions 
held at the test stations. In recent years, such sales have amounted to about 
1,200 boars annually. In addition to the test stations, Agriculture Canada 
conducts on-the-farm boar testing for Canadian swine farmers as part of the 
ROP program. The great bulk of swine sold for breeding purposes in Canada are 
either tested at these stations or have been evaluated under the on the farm 
program. Agriculture Canada also operates three artificial insemination 
stations·· .. -one in QtH.•bec, one in Ontario, and one in Alberta. Canadian farmers 
can obtain semen from the centers or have their sows impregnated there. 
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Provincial Government progra~s 

Every Province in Canada except Newfoundland, which accounts for less 
than 1 percent of Canadian swine production, operates a price stabilization 
program for live swine. Canadian officials describe the programs as being 
designed to insulate swine farmers from sharp fluctuations in live swine 
prices. . Gener'al ly, tf:le programs are producer contributory, with the producer 
providing from one·-third to two-thirds of the funds and the Province providing 
the remainder. However, in Alberta the program is completely funded by 
producers, although the Provincial Government provided a start-up grant of 
Can$10 million (Canadian) when the program was initiated in July 1981. 
Manitoba's program also received a Provincial startup grant of C~n$5 million 
in early 1981. A brief summation Of the Provincial price-support programs, 
(except the Ontario program, which is for feeder pigs only) is included in 
appendix K. The operation and scope of the programs vary from Province to 
Province. 

Q!!~bec.-"-During the late 1960's and early 1970's, it became generally 
recognized that the meatpacking industry in Quebec was in need of quality 
improvements. The meat--processing industry was characterized as ha11ing a 
large number of small-volume plants and widely divergent quality controls. A 
Provincial grant program was instituted to assist and encourage meatpar.kers to 
install quality improvement projects in their plants. Approve~ projects are 
eligible for grants of up to Can$200,000 each, and an individuai plant or 
company may receive one or more grants for projects. The grants are not 
intended to increase capacity, prbjects that would result in increasing 
capacity by more than 15 percent are ineligible for approval. Although the 
program is still in effect, most of the improvements were made in the late 
1970's and earJy 1900's. Through mid-1994, a total of 148 enterprises had 
received grants on 182 projects; total Provincial grants under the program 
amounted to Can$16.3 million. There has been a sharp decline in the number of 
small-volume plants and an increase in the share of meat packed by large-volume 
packers associated with quality improvements. 

Also,. Quebec Provincial grants of approximately Can$4,000 are made to 
certain indiv~duah who establish enterprises growing specified agricultural 
products including live swine. Although statistics are not available, Quebec 
officials contend that there have been few grants to individuals to establish 
live swine enterprises. 

Quebec has operated a stabilization program for producers of feeder pigs 
since June 1978. Under the voluntary program, producers contribute one-third 
of the funds for operation and the. Province contributes two-thirds. Producers 
are guaranteed a return equal to the calculated cost of produ~tion plus 
70 percent of a ski.lled worker's annual wage .. Although there was no payment 
to producers during tt~ first year of the program, annual payments have since 
averaged about Can$7.5 million. 

Also, Quebec has operated a voluntary stabilization program for slaughter 
swine producers since April 1981. Producers' tontributions to the program are 
based on the number of swine they enroll. Producer contributions increased 
from Can$1.00 per swine during the first year of the program to.Can$4.00 per 
swine during the current year. Payments under the slaughter swine program are 
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calculated much the same as under the feed~r pig progra~. Pa~ment~ to 
producers during the first year of the program amounted to Can$11.9 million; 
there were no payments during the second year. Payments for the fiscal year 
ended March 1984 amounted to Can$52.B million, or more than Can$24 per swine. 
The intent of the program is to not benefit the companies referred to as 
integrators, and consequently, certain integrator associated swine are 
ineligible fo~ participation in the stabilization programs. 

O~.!:..~io .-...... Qntario Province has operated a stabi 1 izat.ior1 program for 
feeder pigs, referred to in Ontario as a sow·-weaner program, since April 1980 
under authority of the Provincial Farm Income Stabilization Act. It is a 
5-year voluntary program open to producers with four so~s ·or more. Under the 
program an annual enrollment fee is determined where the producer pays 
one·-third and the Ontario Provincial government pays two--thirds. A support 
price per sow is calculated on the basis of the difference between market 
returns for slaughter hogs and 95 ~ercent of the 5-year"av~rage ~djusted for 
changes in the cash costs of producti6n over·that period. Parti~i~ation in 
the program has ranged from 75 percent of Provincial production in early years 
to about 50 percent in recent years. Total payments under the· p·rogram, as 
reported by officials of the Ontario Hog Producers' Associ~tio~, are ~hown in 
the following tabulation: · . 

1 9 0 Q ..................... - ................................................. ______ .......... - ... - .... -
. 1 9 8 1--............................................. _ ...... - .. --................................................ .. 
19 0 2 ................................................................................ - ............................ _ 
1 9 8 3-...................................................... -.......................... _______ .. ,_ ... .. 

Total paym~nts 
(~~Ilion Canadian dollars) 

10 .1 
10.5 

8.4 
3. 9. 

!/The first year of the program was from April 1980 t~ Sep~~~b~r i9Bp~~the 
.sec~nd year was from October 1980 to April 1981; there~fter·, the fii~a~ year 
was from Apr. 1 to Mar. 31. 

MalJ_i tob~.---.. Beginning in early 1981 Manitoba. Prov i".lce provid~d ·a 
Can$5 million grant for a 2·-year st:ahili.zation program. The program was, also 
funded by producer contributions ranging from 1.5.to '3 ·percent'·Qt produier. 
gross sales. In May 1983 a 4·-year stabilization program was instituted. 
Under the current program, the Provincial contribution is fixed at an amount 
equal to 2 percent of market returns of swine farmers participating in the 
program. The Provincial contribution through the end of the first year was 
slightly less than Can$1 million. 

Saskatchewan_.--.... The Saskatchewan Hog Assured Returns Program (SHARP). a 
stabilization program, has been in effect since July 1976. The pr~gram is. 
producer contributory (currently 50 percent producer and 50 percent Provincial 
government). The program sets a quarterly support price on. the basis' ofc?sh 
costs plus BS percent of other costs includin~ interest on capital, 
depreciation, and return to labor: Payments are made equal to the d'i fference 
between the calculated support price and the average realized market returns. 
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Total payments under the program are shown in the following tabulation: 

1 9 7 6 I 7 7-· ..................................... -................................................. _ 
1 9 7 7 I 7 a-.. ----··-·-.. ····-·····---...................... ___ ................................. _ 
1 9 7 BI 7 9-.. · ... · ........... - ............................................................. .. 
1979/80---.......... ·--·-----·-·-···-.................................. - ................. _ 
1980/81-.... : .......... -....................... _, ..... - ....... _ ............ - ............. . 
1 9 8 1 I 8 2 ...................................................... - .................................... -
1 9 8 2 I 8 3 _ ......................... _ ...... _ ........ ~.--............................................ .. 
19 8 3 I a 4 ......... ~ ................... -............................................................ _ 

0.2 
3.46 
1.67 

.76 
2.37 

Alberta.--Between April l, 1980, and March 31, 1981, Alberta Province 
operated a so-called temporary Stop-Loss Program designed to provide producers 
a specified return ($35.00) per animal over feed costs. Total expenditures 
under the program werP. Can$16.6 million. In July 1981, a so-called Market 
Assurance Plan which offers producers a guaranteed margin over feed costs 
which is regularly adjusted for inflation was initiated. The program is 
~ntirely producer funded, with producer premiums ranging from 1 to 4 percent 
pf producer gross receipts from swine marketings. The ,program did, however, 
receive a Can$10 million startup grant from the Province. 

British Columbia.--British Columbia has operated a stabilization program 
for swine since 1975 under authority of the Province's Farm Income Assurance 
Act. The producers contribute 50 percent to the cost of the program, and the 
Province contributes the other 50 percent. The support price is calculated 
monthly on the basis of 100 percent of the cost of production (excluding 
returns to management and land), and payments are made when the average 
monthly market price falls below the support price. Payments to producers are 
made quarterly. Data are not available on total payments under the program, 
but through 1982 such payments are estimated to have been about Can$9.4 
million. 

New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, Prince Edward Is land, and Newfoundland. --All 
of these Provinces exce~t Newfoundland operate stabilization programs; 
how~ver, data concerning expenditures are not available. All four Provinces 
combined account for less than 5 p~rcent of Canadian swine production. 

U.S. MARI< ET 

Description of Market 

The U.S. live swine market is supplied ~lmost entirely by domestic 
producers. Although U.S. imports have increased in absolute numbers and as a 
share of U.S. consumption, the highest level of import penetration was 1.5 
percent of production during January-June 1984 (table L-14). Exports were 
equal to less than 1 percent of U.S. production annually during 1979-03. 
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U.S. international trade in pork is relatively larger than in live swine. 
U.S. imports, on a carcass equivalent basis, increased from 499 million pounds 
(3.3 percent of U.S. consumption) in 1979 to 702 million pounds (4.6 percent) 
in 1983 (table L-15). U.S. exports declined irregularly from 291 million 
pounds (1.9 percent of U.S. production) in 1979 to 219 million pounds (1.4 
percent) in 1903. 

Imports have accounted for a significant share of U.S. canned ham and 
shoulder consumption. Imports accounted for about 42 percent of U.G. 
consumption of canned hams and shoulders during 1979-.. 81, 48 percent in 1902, 
and 57 p~rcent in 1903 (table L-16). The share of consumption accounted for 
by imports from the EC increased. irregularly from 14 percent in 1979 and 1900 
to 32 percent in 1903. The sha~e of consumption accounted for by the nonmarket 
economy countries (NME's) of Eastern Europe de~lined from 27 percent in 1979 
to 19 percent in 1902 before increasing to 24 percent in 1903. Poland 11Jas the 
largest supplier from the NME's and its share of U.S. consumption declined 
from 16 percent in 1979 to 0 percent in 1902 before increasing to 13 percent 
in 1983. Officials of the NPPC indicate their organization is considering 
filing a c6untervailing duty complaint against canned hams and shoulders from 
the EC and the NME's. 

Tabie L-17 shows that per capita consumption of pork in the United States 
during 1979-83 fluctuated from a high of 68.3 pounds in 1980 to a low of 
59 pounds in 1982. Pork accounted for 35 to 38 percent of U.S. red meat 
consumption annually during .1979-83. Per capita consumption of poultry ~eat 
increased steadily from 61.1 pounds in 1979 to 65.7 pounds in 1983. Beef and 
veal per capita consumption increased irregularly from 107.5 pounds in 1979 ~o 
108.5 pounds in 1983. 

Consumption 

U.S. consumption (commercial slaughter) of swine ~eclined steadily from 
96.1 million animals in 1980 to 82.2 million animals in 1982 (table L-18). 
The reduced slaughter in 1982 reflected, in part, reduced swine numbers. The 
beginning inventory was reduced at the start of 1902 following more than 2 
years of economically difficult times for swine farmers. Lower fe~d costs and 
higher prices for live swine during 1982 encouraged swine farmers to build up 
their herds, also contributing to red1Jcf.!d slaughtl~r. Higher inventories and 
production in 1983, plus higher feed prices, contributed to increased 
slaughter, 11Jhich amounted to 07.2 million animals in 1933 .. 

Pork consumption in the United States closely paralleled swine slaughter, 
declining from 16.6 billion pounds in 1980 to a low of 14.4 billion pounds in 
J.982. Consumption then rose to 15. 4 billion pounds in l.903 (t01ble L-·19). 
Data on cold·-storage stocks of pork are shown in table L·-20. Table L···-20 sho11Js 
that inventories were unusually high during January-June 1984, and.some 
observers contend the unusually high stocks exerted downward pressure on pork 
prices. 
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Producti.on 

Swine production (pig births) declined from 103 million head in 1979 to 
· 84 million head in 1982 and then increased to 92 million head in 1983 
(table L-18). Commercial pork production (in pounds) followed a somewhat 
similar, but slightly less sharp, trend as pig births. Pork production 
declined from 16.6 billion pounds in 1980 to 14.2 billion pounds in 1982 and 
then increased to 15.2 billion pounds in 1~83 (table L-19). 

During the past 30 years, overall pork production generally increased 
within a somewhat cyclical pattern commonly referred to as the hog cycle. 
There appears to have been a peak and. a trough in pork production ~bout every 
4 years from the 1950's into the 1~70's (fi9. 4). Since the mid-197d's, 
however, this cycle has been less pronounced,pr.obably because of more volatile 
prices for corn and soybeans than in earlier years. Such prices have resulted 
from climatic conditions, as well as changing _levels of U.S. grain exports, 
crop surpluses, and Government crop programs. Increased swine production 
under confinment has smoothed out seasonal fluctuations and resulted in more 
nearly uniform production throughout the year. At the public hearing, Dr. 
Glenn Grimes stated that because of the higher fixed-cost investment in modern 
swine production units, farmers had less flexibility in entering and exiting 
from the industry than in e_arlier years. !/ 

. . 
In the· posthearing brie~ of the. NPPC 2:_/ Dr. Grimes contended that the 

long~run limited opportunity cost, for capital (i.e., pork productio~ 
facilities, primarily the confinement facilities) and short-run limited 
opportunity cost for labor contributed to sustained production by swine 
farmers in the face of substantially depr~ssed profits. 

The hog cycle enters its expansion phase when producers decide that it is 
profitable to increase swine numbers. ~roducers then hold back gilts for 
breeding that would normally go to feedlots and in addition retain sows that 
would otherwise be sent to, slaughter. The retention of sows and gilts reduces 
the supply of swine available for. slaughter and generally results in· higher 
swine prices. Grower~ typically then respond to the higher prices by saving 
additional breeding stock. Eventually, the liquidation phase of the cycle 
begins when either ~eed condition~ become expensive in relation to prices 
received by producers for their live swine (causing producers to sell· their 
swine) and/or the ·supplies of pork become too large to be sold at the 
prevailing prices. In either event, the production of pork ultimately outruns 
demand at the prevailing prices, and prices begin to decline. Falling prices 
result in reduced profits, and growers begin to cull breeding stock. The 
culled breeding stock add to the already-substant~al quantity of pork being 
marketed, further depressing prices and reducing profits. Young animals that 
would normally be retained for breeding are also sold for slaughter, resulting 
in additional supplies of meat (however, animals are frequently sold at 
lighter weights): The liquidation phase of the cycle continues until 
conditions (principally a combination of swine prices and cost of feed 
supplies) are such that producers once again decide to expand their breeding 
herds because of anticipated profits, and a new cycle begins. 

!/ Transcript of the hearing, pp. 101 and 102. 
2:_/ Posthearing brief of NPPC, pp. 0 and 10. 



Figure 4. ~u.s. cOU1Dercial pork production and cODDDercial hog slaughter, 1950-83. 
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The following tabulation, which shows the September 1 inventory of swine 
for breeding, indicates that the expansion phase of the most recent cycle may 
have been aborted as a result of the unusual circumstan~es of 1983 (e.g., high 
feed costs, PIK program, drought, increased imports): 

Sept. 1--

19 80-••••••-•o•m•••••-••••-•'-"'-''""''''-''-''-'"'"----·-••••-•••-"•' 

19 81 ·-.. ···-··---··-'"'""''_ ........ , ............. - ...... ____ .. ,,,,,,,,, .. ,,,,,, __ 
1 9 8 2--····-.. ,,,,,,,,,, .. ,,_,,,, ____ .. __ ,,,~--···--·--···-·-·-···-···-·-·· 
19 0 3 .... -., ... _,,,., ... , ..... ,,,,,_,,_.,;, _____ , ...... ,,,,_,,,,, ___ , ___ ,,,,,,,,.,,,,,,,,,,_ 

19 8 4-•n••-•••·•nn•••--·--••••-'""-"""'"'""""'"""'""'•"""""'"""."'""'-"'"' 

In~~ntory. of swine for breeding 
(Thousa~!~!» 

6,546 
6,357 
5,553 
5,0i9 
5,515 

At the public hearing, officials of the NPPC stated tha~ iA June 1983 the NPPC 
encouraged its membership to make a 10 percent reduction in.swine inventories 
a~d a 10-percent reduction in market weight to prevent excess pork 
production. !I 

Exports 

During 1979-83, U.S. exports of fresh, chilled~ or frozen pork, prepared 
~or pr~served pork, pork saus,ges, and live swine decreased irregularly, from 

$243 million in 1979 to $203 million in 1983 (table L-21). During January­
August 1984, U.S. exports of pork and swine amounted to $95 million, compared 
with $138 million during January-August 1983. Monthly and annual variations 
in exports during 1979-83 and January...;.August 1984 are shown in tables L-22, 
L-23, and L-24. U.S. exports of fresh, chille~. or frozen pork represented 
the largest portion of exports, accounting for 74 percent, by value, of all 
exports during 1979-83. U.S. exports of prepared or preserved pork and pork 
sausages accounted for 22 percent of all exports; live swine accounted for 

· 4 percent of all pork and swine exports. U.S. exports of canned hams and 
shoulders are believed to be negligible or nil. 

: {re~h. chilled, or frozen pork 

U.S. exports of fresh, chilled, or frozen pork were erratic during 
1979-03. Such exports were near 170 million pounds annually in 1979.and 1981; 
.however, in 1902 and 1983, annual exports dropp~d to about 120 million ·pounds 
(table L-25). During January-Aug~st 1984, exports of fresh, ~hilledr or 
frozen pork amounted to 67.million pounds compared with 82 million poun.ds 
during January-~ugust 1903. The value of U.S. exports of fresh, chilled, or. 
frozen pork exceeded the value of imports.during 1979-81; however, the value 
of U.S. exports fell well below the. level posted by imports during 1982 and 
1983. 

!/ Tran~cript of the hearing, pp. 44 and 45. 
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Japan, Canada, and Mexico accounted for 49, 16, and 15 percent, 
respectively, of the quantity of such exports during 1979-83. Over the 5-year 
period, fresh, chilled, or frozen pork exports to Canada declined 
at a faster rate than those to other countries, from 11 million pounds in 1979 
to 15 million pounds in 1983. Monthly variations in exports of fresh, chilled, 
and frozen pork are presented in table L-2.2. 

Prepared or preserved pork and pork sausages 
. . 

U.S. exports of prepared or preserved pork and pork sausages w~~re 
consistently greater than U.S. imports of such products during 1979-83. U.S. 
exports during 1979-83 rose from 54 million pounds, valued at $51 million, in 
1979 to 58 million pounds, valued at $60 million, in 1981 but then fell to 
18 million pounds, valued at $46 million, in 1983 (table L-26). During 
January-August 1984, exports of prepared or preserved pork amounted to 
19 million pounds compared with 24 million pounds during January-August 1983. 
During 1979-83, Canada, Venezuela, the Bahamas, and Japan accounted for ~o. 9, 
9, and 8 percent, respectively, of the quantity of exports. Over this period, 
exports to Japan steadily increased, but exports to Canada steadily decreased. 
U.S. e~ports to Canada of these pork products decreased from 17 million 
pounds, valued at $16 million, in 1979 to 7 million pounds, valued at 
$8 million, in 1983. Monthly variations in exports of prepared, preserved, 
and other pork are presented in table L-23 . 

.!-i ve swirie 

During 1979-83, the quantity of U.S. exports of live'swine was slightly 
less than one-tenth the level of U.S. imports. Most U.S. exports of live· 
swine are believed to be used for breeding purposes rather than for pork 
production. 

U.S. exports of live swine increased steadily from 13,449 head in 1979 to 
36,830 head in 1982 before declining to 23,326 head in 1983 (table L-27). 
During January-August 1984, exports of live swine amounted to 7,889 head 
compared with 17,802 head during January-August 1983. During 1979-83, the 
Dominican Republic, Japan, Taiwan, and Canada accounted for 16, 8, 8, and 2 
percent, respectively, of such exports. In general, the level of annual U.S. 
exports of live swine to individual markets varied widely dlJring the period. 
u:s. exports of live swine to Canada increased from 305 head in 1979 to 1,044 
head in 1982 before sharply declining to 203 head in 1983. Monthly variations 
in exports of live swine are presented in table L-24. 

Imports 

From 1979 to 1983, U.S. imports of pork and swine (i.e., canned hams and 
shoulders; fresh, chilled, or frozen pork; live swine; prepared or preserved 
pork; and pork sausages) increased in value by 35 percent, from $494 million 
to $667 million (table L-28). During January-August i984, U.S. imports of 
pork and swine amounted to $596 million, compared with $464 million during 
January-August 1983. Mo~thly and annual variations in imports during 1979-83 
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and January-August 1984 are shown in tables L-29 to L-32. The greatest annual 
increase occurred between 1981 and 1982, when pork and swine imports increased 
by 26 percent from $513 million to $644 million and U.S. pork production was 
down. U.S. imports of canned hams and shoulders represent the largest portion 
of pork and swine imports, having accounted for 62 percent, by value, of all 
such imports during 1979-·-03. Of the remaining pork and swine imports, fresh, 
chilled, or frozen pork actounted for 18 ·percent, live swine, for 6 percent, 
and other prepared or preserved pork, sausages, bacon, and other pork products, 
for 4 percent. 

The NPPC contends that in assessing the affect of imports from Canada on 
the U.S. industry, the import penetration ratio for pork from Canada should 
include imports of pork plus meat derived from imported live swine. The 
following tabulation shciws, in mi Ilion pounds,· the estimated carcass weight 
equivalent of meat.obtained from' imported live swine (derivec;I by multiplying 
the pounds of imported live. swine by the estimated dressed weight yield of 71 
percent), the carcass weight ~quivalent of U.S. imports of pork from Canada, 
U.S. production of pork-from U.S. swine and U.G. imports from Canada as a 
percent of U.S. production. 

: 
U.G. pork 

U.S. imports 
Pork from from Canada 

Period live Pork from Total production a percent Canada from U.S. as 
swine !I : .. 

swine of U.S. 
production 

19 7 9 ___ ,,,_,, __ : 29.7 108 138 15,420 0.9 
1980--·-: 51. 6 203 255 : 16,564 1. 5 
1981---: 33.3 201 234 15,839 1. 5 
1982---: 58.4 208 338 14,171 2.4 
1983--·---: 85.8 275 361 15,113 2.4 
Jan. -Aug . : 

1983-·--·-: 58.7 187 246 9,658 2.5 
1984-: 150.9 240 391 9,520 4.1 

.!/Carcass weight equivalent of U.S. pork derived from U.S. imports of live 
swine. 

· Canned hams and shoulders 

·U.S. imports of canned hams and shoulders, mostly from the EC and NME's 
of Eastern turope, are generally considered of high quality.· A significant 
portion of such im.ports are us.ed for slicing and repacking into retail-sized 
plastic containers. U.S. annual imports of canned hams and shoulders, 
fluctuated duril',lg 1979-·83. Such imports decreased from 236 mil lion pounds, 
valued at $330 million, ih 1979 to 193 million ~ounds, valued at $315 million, 
in 1981 (table L-33). Annual imports then increased reaching 259 million 
pounds, valued at $301 million, in_1901. During January-August 1934, U.S. 
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imports of canned hams and shoulders amounted· to· 199 millfon pounds compared 
with 171 million pounds during January-Au~usf .1~sj. ~Du~in~~1979-B3, Denmark 
was the largest supplier of U.S. imports. oJ canaedbams and shoulders, 
accounting for 38 percent, by quantity, of imports. Imports of canned hams 
and shoulders from Canada during 1979-03 represented less than 1 percent of 
all U.S. imports of canned ham and shoulders. Imports of canned hams and 
shoulders from Canada increased from 2~4,623 pounds, valued at $551,000, in 
1979 to 2.6 mi'llion pounds, valued at $5.1 million, in 1982 and then dropped 
to 1.9 million pounds, valued at $3.1 million, in 1983. Monthly variations in 
imports of canned hams and shoulders are presented in table L-29. 

Fresh, chilled, or frozen pork 

U.S. imports of fresh, chilled, or frozen pork increased from 102 ~illion 
pounds, valued at $70 million, in 1979 to 276 million pounds, valued at 
$239 million, in 1982 and then d~opped slightly to 268 million pounds, ~alued 
at $197 million, in 1983 (tabie L-34)~ During January-August 1984, U.S:. 
imports of fresh, chilled, or frozen pork reached $221 million (302 million 
pounds) compared with $138 million {183 million pounds) during January·-August 
1983. During 1979-83, annual U.S. imports of fresh, chilled, or frozen pork 
from Canada ranged between 89 p~rcent, by quantity (1981), to nearly 100 
percent {1979 and 1983) of all fresh, chilled, or frozen pork imports. U.S. 
imports of fresh, chilled, or froien pork from Canada rose sharply from J979 
to 1980, when imports increased by 93 million pounds, and again from 1981 to 
1982, when imports increased by 77 million pounds, (figs. 5 and 6). In recent 
yea~s. fresh hams accounted for about 40 percent of the fresh, chilled, or 
frozeri pork imported from Canada. Shoulders accounted for 19 percent; bellies 
accounted for _16 percent; ribs accounted for 4 percent; and carcasses arid 
other cuts accounted for the remainder of the imports from Canada of fre·sh, 
chilled, or frozen pork. 

During 1981, Denmark accounted for 11 percent of the U.S. import ma~ket 
for fresh, chilled, or frozen pork. However, because of an.outbreak of~ 
foot-and-mouth disease in Denmark during March 1902, Denmark lost __ 
authorization to ship fresh, chilled, or frozen meat to the·: United States and 
accounted for only 2 percent of such imports du~in.g. 1982. Denmark was ngt 
again authori"zed- to .ship fr_esb, chilled, or frozen meat to the United St~tes 
until January 1984, when it was declared free of foot-and-mouth disease.·· 
During January-April 1984, Canada accounted for 8~ percent and Denmark 
accounted for 14 percent of U.S. imports of fr.esh; chilled,. and frozen pork. · 
During 1979-83, the U.S. Customs Districts of Ogdensburg·, NY-, and Buffalo, NY, 
combined accounted for about three-fourths of U.S. ~mports of fresh, chil)ed, 
or frozen pork from Canada (table L-35). Monthl~.variations i~ imports of 
fresh I chilled I and frozen pork are presented in table L..:.30.. Canadian 
officials report t~at most of the pork exported from Canada to the United .. 
States is from Quebec. Ontario officials report that some· pork from Queb~c is 
shipped into Ontario, thus displacing some Ontario live swine· 1ritp the U.S. 
market. 
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Figure 6.--U.S. imports fr.O!ll Canada of pork and swine, by product types, 1979-84 (million dollars) 
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Live swine 

During 1979-03, U.S. imports of live swine were almost all from Canada 
(table 36). Officials of the Ontario Pork Producers' Marketing Board report 
that in 1983, 73 percent of sales of live swine to the United States consisted 
of slaughter hogs, and 27 percent were ·cull sows and boars. The ~fficials 
report that the market for the cull sows and boars consists of a limited number 
of firms that specialize in sausage production. Because of this specializa-­
tion, demand is strong, and the Board reports receiving good prices for sows 
and boars. 

Live swine imports from Canada increased considerably but irregularly 
during 1979-83. From 1979 to 1980, su~h imports increased from 136,516 to 
247,247 head; in 1981, imports dropped to 145,652 head. In 1992, however, 
imports from Canada increased to 294,933 head, and in 1983, they rose to 
447,391 head. During January---August 1984, U.S. imports· of live swine from 
Canada amounted to 961,462 head compared with 315,912 head-during January­
August 1983. Data for imports of live swine from Canada, by half years, on a 
carcass weight basis and a value basis, is presented in figures 5 and 6. 
Officials of the Canadian Meat Council report that strikes of packing plant 
workers, particularly those in Manitoba, affected capacity and are a 
short-term factor in the increased live hog movement .. !/ The president of the 
National Pork Producers Council stated that Canadian pork producers appear to 
be targeting much of their production for U.S. markets. 

During 1979--83, the U.S. Customs Districts of Pembina, ND and Detroit, 
MI, together accounted for about three-fourths of the·u.s. imports of live 
swine from Canada (table L-37); most imports are from Ontario and the Prairie 
Provinces. Monthly variations in U.S. imports of live swine are shown in 
table L-31. 

The CPC supplied information in its posthearing brief about the number of 
Canadian exports of live swine to the United States that consisted of feeder 
animals. ll Data on such exports, developed from data supplied by the CPC and 
derived from Agriculture Ca~ada, are shown in Table 1. 

!/ Prehearing brief of Canadian Meat Council, p. 7. 
ll Posthearing brief of CPC, pp. 11 and 12. 
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Table 1.--·-·Number of feeder pigs exported to the United States, 
by Provinces and by months, January-August, 1984 

Province : Jan- reb- : March: A r1'l: . . . . p May· .. · June.:. July .:A
1
uJqt:. Total : _ uary .. urary: : : s _ 

On tar i 0 .. - ............................................. _: 42 . 215 :2,502 :5,069 :2,716 :2,530 :2,722:765 :16,061 
Manitoba--····· ....................... _, __ .. _: 0 0 0 383 706 0 619: 0 1,708 
British Columbia--·-·-: 0 16 26 42 0 184 276:115 659 
Mari times-..... -.......... _. _____ ,_: 41 42 48 251 2 : 0 192: 0 576 
Saskatchewan ....... _ ........ --: 0 0 0 0 0 105 0: 0 105 

Tota 1---........... ---·--: 83 273 :2,576 : 5,.745 :3,424 :2,819 :3,309:880 :19,109 

Inasmuch as total U.S. imports of live swine amounted to ~bout 061,000 animals 
during January-August 1984, 2 percent of imports apparently consisted of 
feeder animals. 

Prepared or preserved pork, pork sausages, bacon, and other. po·rk products 

U.S. imports of prepared or preserved pork, pork sausages, bacon, and 
other pork products declined from 23 million pounds in 1979 to 16 million 
pounds in 1982 before increasing to 28 million pounds in 1983 (table L-38). 
Canada and Denmark supplied 24 and 23 percent,· by quantity, of such imports 
during 1979 .... 93. During January-August 1983 and January-August 1984, imports 
of such pork amounted to 19 mil 1 ion pound_s. u' s. imports of these products 
from Canada increased from 4.4 million pounds in 1979 to 5.5 million pound in 
1982 before declining slightly to 5.4 million pounds in 1983. Monthly 
.variations in imports of prepared, preserved, and other pork are presented in 
table L-32. 

CANADIAN MARKET 

Description of Market 

As shown in table L-.. 39, the Canadian market for live swine is largely 
supplied by Canadian producers. Although exports rose, both in absolute 
number~ and as a share of Canadian production during 1979-83, the highest 
level of exports was 3.1 percent of production in 1933. Imports were equal to 
less than 1 percent of Canadian pr,oduction every year during 1979-·83. 

Like the U.S .. industry, the Canadian industry is subject to sharp 
fluctuations in production and consumption levels. However, the Canadian 
industry, is much smaller, with swine production being equal to only about 
15 percent of the U.S. level. 
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International trade accounts for a larger share of the Canadian pork 
market than of the swine market. As shown in table L.--40, exports of pork as a 
share of C~nadian production increased from 11 percent in 1979 to 20 percent 
in 1982 before declining to 18 percent in 1983. Imports of pork as a share of 
consumption declined irregularly from 5 percent in 1979 to 3 percent in 1903. 
Total Canadian pork consumption is only about 10 percent as large as U.S. 
consumption. Canadian pork consumption is relatively smaller compared with 
U.S. consumption than the Canadian live swine industry is compared with the 
U.S. industry, reflecting the higher level of Canadian exports and the fact 
tha~ Can~dian swine are slaughtered at somewhat lighter weights, thus, less 
meat is produced. 

Per capita consumption of pork in Canada during 1979-83 fluctuated from a 
high of 69.0 pound~ in 1900 t~ a low of 61.5 pounds in 1982 (table L-41). Per 
~apita consumption in Canada was slightly higher than in the United States 
during 1979-82 but slightli lower in 19~3. Pork accounted for about . 
40 percent of red meat consumption annually during 1979-83. Per capita 
consumptioM of poultry meat in Canada was about 50 pounds annually during 
1979-83. Beef and veal consumption incre~sed regularly from 90.8 pounds in 
1979 to 93.3 pounds in 1983. 

Consumption 

Apparent consumption (slaughter) of swine in Canada increased from 
12.2 million animals in 1979 to a peak of 14.3 million in 1980 and remained at 
about that level in J.981, as many farmers experienced financial d~fficulties, 
in part because of high interest rates, and sold off their animals (table 
l·-10). As swine prices improved during 1902, .farmers rf.}tained animals. to build 
up herds, and slaughter declined to 13. 4 mil lion. With larger inventories in 
1983, slaughter amounted to 13.7 million. In 1983, slaughter was also 
affected by labor problems as described in the section entitled "Conditions of 
Competition." Also, increased exports of live swine to the United States 
reduced Canadian slaughter. 

Pork consumption closely reflects the pattern of slaughter. During 
1979~83, Canadian pork consumption incre~sed, from 1.6. bjllion pounds in 1979 
to 1.7 billion ~ounds in 1980 and 1981, before decl~n~ng, tq 1.5 billion pounds 
in 1982, the year of reduced swine slaughter. Consu_mption rose to L.6 bi I lion 
pounds in 1903.(table L-11). 

Production 

Swine production (pig births) in Canada was about one-seventh t~e size of 
U.S. swine production during 1979-83. Swine production in Ca~ada ~ncreased 
from 14.1 million animals in 1979 to 14.5 million animals in 1900; it then 
declined to 14.0 million a~imals in 1902 before rising to 14.6 million animals 
in 1903 (table L-39). The share of Canad.ian swine productio.n that went to 
export markets increased from 1.0 percent of production in 1901 to 3.1 percent 
of production in 1903. Quebec and Ontario accounted for about ~6 and 32 
percent, respectively, of Rll Canadian swine production during 1979-83 (table 
L-12). In 1981, about ~hree-quarters of all Canadian swine enterprises had 
inventories of less than 123 animals; however, about three-~ifths of the 
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Canadian swine inventory was held by enterprises having more tha·n 527 animals 
(table L-13). 

Pork production in Canada was about one-eighth the size of U.S. pork 
production during 1979-83. Pork production followed the same pattern as swine 
production, rising from 1.7 billion pounds in 1979 to 1.9 billion pounds in 
1980 and 1981 before declining to 1.8 billion pounds in 1982 (table l.-·11). 
Production then recovered to 1.9 billion pounds in 1903. The share of 
Canadian pork production that went to export markets increased from about 11 
percent in 1979 to about 20 perGent in 1902 and then decreased to 13 percent 
in 1903 (table L-40). The portion of Canadian pork production that was 
exported to the United States increased from 6 p~rcent in 1979 to about 
15 percent in 1982 and 1903. 

Exports 

The text and tables (table~ L-42 thru L-51) that concern Canadian exports 
and imports are derived from data of Statistics Canada. Value figures are in 
Canadi~n dollars. Quantity data are slightly different than comparable U.S. 
data (e.g., Canadian exports to the United States, as reported by Statistics 
Canada versus U.S. imports from Canada reported by the U.S. Department of 
Commerce). In the majority of cases, Canadian quantity data (for both imports 
and exports) are slightly greater when compared to the U.S. equivalents. 

Canadian exports of live swine and pork (i.e., live swine; fresh or 
frozen, and prepared, or preserved pork; and canned hams) increased 
significantly from Can $277 million (Canadian dollars) in 1979 to 
Can$590 million in 1902 (table L--42). In 1983, total Canadian exports dropped 
to Can$548 million. Of Canadi~n exports of live swine and pork during 
1979-03, 87 percent consisted of fresh or frozen pork; 8 percent, of live 
swine; 4 percent, of prepared or preserved pork; and less than 1 percent, of 
canned hams. 

Live swine --------H••M-

Virtually all Canadian exports of live swine were shipped to the United 
States during 1979-83. During 1979-81, exports to the IJnited States 
fluctuated from 128,600 head (1979) to 235,700 head (1980) (table L-43). 
After 1931, Canadian exports of live swine to the United States increased 
dramatically, and by 1983, amounted to 453,900 head, valued at Can$69 million. 
As of April 1984, live swine exports from Canada to the United States amounted 
to 400,700 head. Most-of the Canadian exports were swine for slaughter. 

Canadian exports of fresh or frozen pork increased steadily from 
243 million pounds, valued at Can$245 million, in 1979 to 467 million pounds, 

·valued at Can$522 million, in 1982 (table L-44). In 1983, exports dropped 
slightly to 447 million pounds, valued at Can$457 million. By quantity, the 
United States and Japan accounted for 66 and 22 percent, respectively, of 
Canadian fresh or frozen pork exports during 1979-83. However, by value, the 

. United States and Japan accounted for 50 and 43 percent, respectively, of 
those Canadian exports. 
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This difference in quantity and value for Canadian exports between the 
U.S. and Japanese markets is attributable to more further processed (deboned) 
products being shipped to Japan. Canadian exports of fresh and frozen pork to 
the United States increased from 132 million pounds, valued at Can$88 million, 
in 1979 t6 300 million pounds, valued at Can$291 million in 1982. In 1983, 
Canadian exports to the United States dropped slightly to 296 million pounds, 
valued at Can$250 million. 'Canadian exports of fresh and frozen pork to Japan 
increased from 70 million po·unds, valued at Can$135 million, in 1979 to 
97 million pounds, valued at Can$202 million, in 1982. In 1983, such Canadian 
exports to Japan declined slightly to 93 million pounds, valued at 
Can$184 million. Although detailed statistics are not available, it appears 
that through May 1984, Japan's imports of pork from Canada had declined by 
about 20 percent from the level in the corr'esponding period of 1.993. 
Officials of the Canadian Meat Council contend that developments with respect 
to foot-and-mouth disease in Japan account for much of the change. Because of 
an outbreak of foot-and-mouth disease in Denmark in March 1982, Denmark was 
prohibited from shipping fresh, chilled, or frozen meat, including pork, to 
Japan; the prohibition lasted until September 1983. The absence of Denmark 
from the Japanese market provided an opportunity for Canada to increase 
exports; however, Canada still had to compete with other suppliers including 
the United States and Taiwan. With the reentry.of Denmark into the Japanese 
market in September 1983, Canadian exports to that· market declined; some 
observers contend that these exports were diverted to the U.S. market. 

Prepared or preserved pork and canned hams 

Canadian .exports of prepared or preserved pork fell from 10.5 million 
pounds in 1979 to 8.6 million pounds in 1980 but then rose steadily to 
10. 8 mil lion pounds in 1983· (table L-45). The va1ue of such exports increased 
irregularly f~om Can$13 million in ·1979 to Can$19 million in 1983.. The United 
States accounted for about 65 percent of Canadian prepared or preserved pork 
exports during 1979-83. Most of the remainder was shipped to the Caribbean 
Basin and Bermuda. Canadian exports of prepared or preserved pork to the 
United State~ decreased from 6.4 million pounds, valued at Can$~.1 million, in 
1979 to 5.6 m~llion pounds, valued at Can$8.9 million, in 1980 before 
increasing to 7.6 million pounds, valued at Can$15.6 million in, 1983. The 
rate of such exports to the United States, thus far in 1984, seems to be 
paralleling the 1983 rate of exports. Canadian exports to the B~hamas 
detr~~s~d from 1.3 million pounds in 1979 to 0.5 million pounds in 1983; 
annual exports to·Bermuda ranged between 0.5 million and 0.6 million pounds 
during that same period. Canadian exports of canned hams increased 
irregularly .from Can$467,000 in 1979 to Can$2.2 million in 1~83 (table L-46). 

Imports 

During 1979-83, Canadian imports of live swine and pork (i.e., live 
swine; fresh, frozen, prepared or preserved pork; and canned hams) ranged from 
Can$73 million in 1979 to Can$41 million in 1980 (table L-47). During 1979-83, 
import of fresh or frozen pork, the largest Canadian import category~· 
accounting for about 80 percent of all pork and swine imports--decreased 
irregularly from Can$63 million in 1979 to Can$36 million in 1983. Canadian 
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imports of prepared or preserved pork fluctuated between Cari$6 million and 
Can$9 million per year during the period and imports of canned hams fluctuated 
from about Can$500,000 per year to around Can$3 million per year, and imports 
of live swine accounted for less than Can$500,000 per year. 

Live swine 

Canadian import data for live swine are reported in pounds, whereas U.S. 
live swine exports to Canada as well as other markets are reported by the 
head. Canadian imports of live swine decreased irregularly from 252,296 pounds 
in 1979 to 99,738 pounds in 1902 but then increased to 109,262 pounds in 1983 
(table L-48). The United States is by far ~he largest supplier of such 
Canadian imports, but Sweden and the United Kingdom were also suppliers of 
note in certain years. The value of live swine imports during 1979-83 
fluctuated from Can$265,000 in 1982 to Can$432!000 in 1931, In 1933, Canadian 
swine imports were valued at Can$327,000. During 1979-83, the United States 
annually supplied from 75 percent to 100 percent of the quantity of Canadian 
imports. Canadian imports of live swine from the United States decreased 
steadily from 21~,176 pounds, valued at Can$319,000, in 1979 to 92,606 pounds, 
valued at Can$260,000, in 1983. Swine imports from the United States are 
adversely affected by the 30-day Cancidian quarantine, which has been in effect 
since 1977, to prevent the spread of Pseudorabies through imported swine. It 
is also believed that Canadian swine imports from the United States are not 
slaughter hogs, but rather purebr~d swine for breeding. 

Fresh or frozen pork 

Canadian imports of fresh or frozen pork decreased irregularly from 
62 million pounds in 1979 to 28 million pounds in 1983 (table L-49). During 
1979-83, about 98 percent of Canadian pork imports were supplied by the United 
States. The greatest decrease occurred between 1979 and 1980, when imports 
dropped in half to 29 million pounds. The value of imports -dropped from 
Can$63 million in 1979 to Can$31 million in 1980. The value of Canadian 
imports of fresh or frozen pork supplied by the United States amounted to 
Can$36 million in 1933. 

Pr~.pared or preserved...E.Q.!:.!:5_ 

Canadian imports of prepared or preserved pork are also almost all 
exclusively supplied by the United·States. Durin~ 1979-83, imports fluctuated 
from 3.6 million pounds (1982) to 7.5 million pounds (1980) (table L-50). 

Canned hams 

Canadian annual imports of canned hams fluctuated between 225,000 pounds 
and 2.3 million pounds during 1979-83 (table L-51). Canadian imports of 
canned hams are almost all exclusiv~ly supplied by Europe (both the EC and 
Communidt countries); such Canadian imports from the United States are 
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negligible.· Canned ham imports w~re at a level. of 2.2 milli.on pounds in 1979 
and less than B00,000 pounds per year during 1900--02. In 1903, such imports 
rose to 2.3 million pounds, valued at Can$3.3 million. 

COMPETITIVE CONDITIONS 

U.S.-Canadian Trade Balance 

The U.S.-Canadian trade balance for live swine and pork shifted several 
times between 1960 and 1979. 1/ Since 1979, this trade balance has favored 
Canada (fig. 7). The balance~ in favor of Canada, increased steadily from 
$16 million in the second half of 1979 to $183 million in the first half of 
1984. 

U.S. exports to Canada of live swine and pork decreased from $56 million 
in 1979 to $26 million in 1982 and 1983 and were at a· level of $9 million in 
the fi.rst half of 1984. Thl.s data i.s shown. by half-year increments in 
figure 7. Fresh, chilled, or frozen pork accounts for two-·thirds, by value, 
of U.S. live swine and pork exports to Canada. Prepared or preserved pork 
accounts for about one-third of such exports to Canada, and live swine 
accounts for less than 1 percent. U.S. exports of pork to Canada (excluding 
live swine) dropped from 56 million pounds in 1979 to 22 million pounds in 
1903. Figure 8 depicts this data by half-year increments. 

Canadian exports of live swine and pork to the United States increased 
from $94 million in 1979 to $287 million in 1902. In 1983, Canadian exports 
to the United States dropped slightly to $264 million; however, as of June 
1984, these ex~orts already totaled $192 million (fig. 7). On a quantity 
basis, Canadian exports of pork (excluding live swine) to the United States 
increased from 106 mil lion pounds in 1979 to 277 .million pounds in 1982 and 
then dropped slightly to 273 million pounds in 1983. In June 1984, such 
exports already totaled 175 million pounds for the year (fig. B). 

Product price 

Table L-52 shows that average prices paid for barrows and gilts during 
1979-·83 ranged from a low of $40.04 during 1980, a year of high pork 
production, to a.high of $55.44 during 1982, a year of low pork production. 
The price pattern for s~ws closely fo~lowed that for barrows and gilts 
(table L--53). Although prices for feeder pigs generally followed the prices 
for barrows and gilts, the declines in feeder pig prices during the 
July-September and October-December were more pronounced than was that for 
barro\AJS and gilts (table L-: .. 54). This decline may have reflec.ted concern on 
the part of feeders and finishers that feed prices would be prohibitively high 
following the drought and the PIK program which was in effect that year. 
Retail pork prices were also highest in 1982 and lowest in 1980 (table L-55). 

!/ At the public hearing, Mr. Martin Rice of the CPC presented testimony 
contending that Canada had a positive trade balance for live swine and. pork in 
the early 1970's and from 1980 through 1984 but that the United States had a 
positive balance from 1975 through 1979. Transcript of the hearing, p. 126. 



:1: 

Million 
dollars 

20 

160 

12 

8 

4 

\ · .. 
0 

Figure 7.-~Pork.and swine: U.S.-Canadian trade balance, by half years, 1979-84 
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Figure 8.--Pork !I U.S.-Canadiari trade balance~ by half.years, 1979-84 
(million pounds). 
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Table L-56 shows the average.of prices received by the Ontario pork 
Producers' Marketing.Board for live swine sold to U.S. and Canadian 
meatpackers. Thes& prices ar~ adjusted by the carcass weight index (as 
described in the section entitled "The ·canadian Hog Carcass Grading. Settlement 
System") and the U.S. exchange rate to determine the U.S. dollar equivalent of 
prices received by Canadian farmers (table L-57). Table L-57 shows that · 
prices received during October-December 1983 and January-March 1984 were 
sharply below the levels of the corresponding periods of 1982. and· 1983, 
respectively. 

Figure 9 shows that during 1983, except late in the year, prices in the 
United States and Canada were very close. Figure 9 also shows that when the 
U.S. market price was high compared· with th~ Ontario prices,· sales to the 
United States rose, and when the U.~. market pric~ was low ·compared with the 
Ontario price, sales to the United States declined. Figure 10 indicates that 
during most of 1979-04, U.S .. and Canadian.swine prices were close. A number 
of factoi:-s discussed in this report, including labor difficulties in Canada, 
declines 'in Canadian exports of pork to Japan, and increased Canadian swine 
productio.n, rnay have contributed to the lower Canadian prices in 1903 and 
1904. Also, the closing of a major pork-packing plant in Toronto, Ontario, in 
December 1983 ·may· have reduced demand and prices for live swine. In early 
1984, remodeled plants in Kitr.:hener, Ontario, and Burlington, Ontario were 
opened to replace the Toronto plant. 

Inasmuch as '.Canadian and U". S ! packers bid. for swine· in an open market, 
the prices ·for S.wine in .Canada are· closely competitive· wi'th U. S; priCes. ·· 

Tables L-58, L-59, and L-60 show U.S. wholesale prices for,Rork cuts 
(hams, loins, and bellies)': . The tables show that during January ·1981-June 
1984, prices were highest during April-December 1982, the period of reduced 
pork production. Prices were generally slightly higher in April-June 1984 
than in January-March. 

Tables L-61, L-62, and L-63 show wholesale prices for hams, loins, and 
bellies in Southern Ontario markets. The trend in these prices is the same as 
U.S. prices, with all three cuts being higher during April-December 1982, when· 
pork production in Canada, as in the United States, was lower, and prices 
being slightly higher in April-June 1984 than in January-March. 

Officials of the Canadian Meat Council contend that pork prices in the 
United States and Canada are interrelated stating--

'. 

!'It is a dictum in the Canadian livestock and meat business that' the U.S. 
puts both a floor and a ceiling on Canadian prices. It has been~ fact 
of Ii fe that Canadian prices can rise only to the point where (exchange, 
duty and transportation considered) U.S. product rolls in, in sufficient 
quantity· to stop theprir.:e rise orev.en reduce it slightly. Similarly',.• 
if ca·nadian ·prices decline, they will only drop to the point where · 
(exchange, duty and transportation considered) movement wi 11 commence ·to 
the U , S. II !/ · . . ' 

----------,.---------....;.... _____ _..:.. _______ . __ _;_ ___ ,,.,, __ 
!/ Prehearing 9rief of Canadian Meat Council, p. 2. 
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Figure 9.--Live SwiBe: Average prices in Omaha and pool prices in Ontario 
·IN C$/CWT DRESSED WEIGHT, 1983 
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Figure 10.--MARKET HOG PRICES, . 
CRNAUA - UNITED STATES, 1979 TO 1984. 
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Transportation 

Officials .of the 9ntario Pork Producer's Ma,rketing ~oard contend that in 
some cases, they have~ competitive-advantage in transporting live swine to 
U.S. meatpacking plants. 1/ Specifically, they contend that meatpacking 
plants located in and near Detroit, MI, are geographically closer to the major 
swine-growing area of Southern Ontario ·than they.are to the major swine-growing 
areas of the United States. Officials of some of the Prairie Provinces' 
meatpacking boards also contend that the distance they ship live swine to U.S. 
packing plants in the Northwest UnLte~ States may be less than the distance 
for some U.S. farmers: Canadian officials contend that through their 
marketing boards they are ·able to schedule marketings more precisely than U.S. 
farmers and thus are able to negotj,ate favorable shipping rates with truckers. 

Officials of the Canadian Meat Council.; the trade association of Canadian 
meatpackers, contend that meatpack.ers in Ontario and Quebec ha¥e a competitive 
advantage over the major meatpacke.rs in the Corn Belt States; because they are 
closer to major East Coast pork markets such as Boston, MA, and New York, 
NY. They contend that because Canada imports significant qu~ntities of food 
from the United States, backhaul arrangements can.frequently be arranged that 
lower unit costs of transportation. 

Marketing 

In the United States almost all live swine marketing reflects the 
individual decision of the farmer, to sell his animals through an outlet he 
chooses. Most swine are purchased from the farmer on a per-100-pound-live­
weight basis. · Most live swine are sold directly or indirectly to meatpackers 
whose stock trades on major stock exchanges. Among major packers only one is 
a cooperative,' and cooperatives are reported by officials of the US[)fl to 
account for only a small share of live swine purchases. Officials of the NPPC 
estimate that at most 5 to 10 percent of live swine sales are hedged through 
commodities futures exchanges. 

In the United States live. swine are marketed through three major types of 
outlets: (1) country dealers, or directly to packers; (2) terminal markets; or 
(3) auction markets. In recent years marketings through country dealers or 
directly to packers have accounted for about three-fourths of sales, terminal 
markets, for about 15 percent, and auction markets, for about 10 percent, as 
shown in the following tabulation. 

!/· Transcr:ipt of the hearing, p.' 166. 
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Type of market 1978 1979 1980 

Quantity (1,000 head) 

Direct, country dealers, etc.--.. ·----: 54,444 61,607 71,256 
Te rm i na 1 markets ........... __ ." ......... ,, ..... -... ·-·------·-.. --·· .. --.. --- : 11, 744 12,178 12,541 
Aue ti on. markets-........... ·-··------·--------------: _____ .o....;...;;.__-'-----'-"---"-------'-'-'-'-"'" 7,588 8,845 9,192 

Total·-·-.. ·--·-..... _ ......... _ .. ____ ,,,,_ ......... --....... _ .. ______ ... ,, ... __ : ___ .__ _____ __._ ______ _._._ 73 I 776 82,630 .. 92,989 

(Percent of total) 

Direct, country dealers, etc . ..:..-----.----: 73.8 74.6 .. 76.6 
Te rm i ria 1 markets·--...... _,, ______ .. __ ............ -·-··-------.. -· .. ·--.. ------.: 15.9 14.7 13.5 

10.3 10.7 9.9 Au ct ion markets-................... -------··--------:----------~-------'-~ 
Tota 1-·· ................ --·------........................ --.-· .. -· ....... - ... -........ ---·- : 100.0 100.0 ·: 100.0 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 

With increased concentration in the live swine industry over the years, direct 
sales and sales through country dealers have grown. Terminal markets are 
located near large population centers and were more important many years ago 
prior to practical shipments of refrigerated meat. Auction markets are more 
common outlets for small lots of livestock. 

Packer purchases of swine on the basis of grade or weight of the carcass 
derived from the live animal has accounted for slightly more than 10 percent 
of total sales annually in recent years (table L-64). Pork is sold by 
meatpackers to processors, wholesalers, and retailers through brokers and 
branch houses of the meatpackers. 

In contrast to the methods by which swine are marketed by farmers in the 
United States, Canadian swine for slaughter are sold by the Provincial 
Marketing Boards through auction systems (except in Quebec, where they are 
sold by individual farmers or through integrators). The auctions are 
conducted by the Provincia.l Marketing Board officers. Farmers are paid for 

'their swine sold by the marketing boards on the basis of the carcass derived 
from the animal. Because of transportation costs, meatpackers in Eastern 
Canaqa normally buy from sellers in Quebec or from the Ontario Pork Producer's 
Marketing Board. Meatpackers in Western Canada generally buy· from one or more 
of the Provincial marketing boards. Because of the relatively smaller size of 
the Canadian swine industry, there are far fewer meatpackers in Canada than in 
the United States; however, the United States is an alternative market for 
Canadian swine sales. 

Canadian swine marketers contend that their marketing system is highly 
efficient in that all purchasers have access to current market prices and 
swine availabilities . .!/ They also contend that by paying on the basis of 
thecarcass derived from the swine, producers are efficiently rewarded for 
producing the desired product. 

!/ Prehearing brief of CPC, pp. 8 and 9. 
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Labor 

In the late 1970's and during 1980, companies in the U.S. beef-packing 
industry negotiated contracts with labor that provided for some restraint in 
wage rate increases; also, companies expanded the use of nonunion labor. 
Subsequently, there was pressure for pork packers to restrain wage rates. In 
late 1980, a major U.S. pork packing company was sold to its workers, and wage 
rates were reduced. !/ Throughout 1981 and 1902, smaller volume pork 
processors reduced wage rates, thus exerting pressure on larger volume 
operations, according to officials of the United rood and Commercial Workers 
Union (UFCW), the largest labor union in the meatpacking industry. ?/ Average 
hourly earnings increased by 9.d perc~nt from 1979 to 1980 ($7.73 to $0.49) 
and by 5.6 percent from 1980 to 1981 ($8.49 to $8.97). However, they 
increased by less than 1 percent from 1981 to 1982 {$0.97 to $9.00) and 
declined by 4.7 percent from 1982 to i983 ($9.00 to $8.57) (table L-65). 
Officials of the UFCW estimate that wages will average $8.25 to $8.50 in 1984, 
1 percent to 4 percent less than in 1983. These wage rates have prevailed 
notwithstanding the current labor union master contract, 11 which prescribes a 
base wage rate of $10.69 per hour. The average hourly earnings are less than 
the rate prescribed by the master contract for a number of reasons, including 
the fact that some employees are not subject to the master contract, and some 
who are subject to it are covered by agreements that provide for lower wage 
rates. 

In April 1983, one company, reportedly the largest pork processor in the 
United States, filed for bankruptcy. ·The company had long indi.cated that it 
was experiencing deteriorating financial co~~itions; citing sever~l factors, 
but primarily the large and growing di spa;ri ty between the company's wage and 
benefit costs and those of competitors in the pork industry. The company has 
also complained of injury from imports, especially imported canned hams from 
Europe. 

The company contended that the filing for bankruptcy automatically 
nullified its union contract and announced that worker wages at some plants 
were being reduced by 40 percent-.. ··from_,$10. 69 per hour to $6. 50 per hour. 
Subsequently, following a bri~f ~tri~~. wage rates were ren~gotiated; wage 
rates currently average about $8.00 to $8.25 per hour and are scheduled to be 
raised by $0.50 per hour in Jun~ 1905. 

Another company, formerly a subsidiary, became independent in April 1981 
and lowered wage rates from $10.69 per hour to abo~t $3.23 at some of its 
plants in 1983. 

Still another meatpacking company was sold by its parent in December 1983 
to a private company and wage rates were lowered from about $10.69 per hour to 
about $6 .00 per hour, according to officials of the UFCW. 

!/ The company filed for bankruptcy in July 1984. 
g/ Union workers account for 90 percent.or more of swine slaughter in both 

the United States and Canada according to the UFCW. 
11 The union master contract is the suggested _contract devised by officers 

of the International Office. 
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By mid-1984, wage rates at most U.S. pork-packing plants had been 
renegotiated and only two companies among the major pork-packing companies, 
were operating at rates prescribed by the labor union master contract. 
Further, ~hese plants were undergoing negotiations. Wage rates were 
renegotiated to about $8.25 per hour at a plant at Ottumwa, IA in ini.d-1904. 
Labor union contracts.at.most major U.S. pork-packing companies are scheduled 
to expire on September l, 1905. 

Many sources contend that labor problems and wag~ rates have made·the 
pork-packing industry in Canada less competitive ~nd, thus, ~any animals have 
been shipped to the United States for slaught~r. In contrast to the United 
States, major meatpackers in Canada have generally been operating at the rate 
prescribed by the union master contract, Can$11.99 per.hour. However, 
officials of the USDA report that by early 1904, Ontario's pork-packing 
industry was experiencing economic and labor contract problems and that two 
plants had closed, reducing killing capacity by 15,000 head weekly. Officials 
of the Ontario Pork Producers' Marketing Board report that on June 3, ·1983, 
three pork packing plants in Quebec representing 25 percent of Quebec's swine­
slaughtering capacity, were closed by a workers' strike. One of the plants 
reopened on December ~. 1983, another reopened on February 13, 1904, and 
another reopened on May 9, 1984. Officiais of the Canadian Government report 
that traditionally the larger meatpackers reached agreements 1.ii th their labor 
unions and that these agreements established the pattern for agreements 
throughout the country. However, in recent years, and especially in 1901, the 
smaller plants reached agreements at reduced wage rRtes Rnd thu~ pressured the 
larger companies to seek wage concessions. In June 1984·, a number of plants 
operated by a company that was n~portedly one of the largest Canadian pork and 
beef packers were struck by the labor unions when the company sought to 
negotiate lower wage rates. As a result, so~e plants were closed in the 
Prairie Provinces and Ontario. According to 6ne Canadian Government official, 
one of these plants, in Calgary, Alberta, accounted for 35 percent of the· 
Provinces' swine slaughter. On August 6, 1904, another large beef and pork 
packer was struck closing plants in the Prairie Provinces and Ontario. On 
September 5, 1984, Canadian officials reported that the strike at that company 
had been settled, with workers agreeing to freeze wage~ at current levels• 
(Can$11.99) for 2 years. · · 

Level of Technology and Costs of Production 

Becau~e of the free flow of information between the United States and~ 
Canada, technological innovations in the live swine and meat industries in one 
country are usually readily available in the other country .. rhformation is 
exhanged informally between U.S. and Canadian farmers through trade 
publications, scholarly publications and scientific research reports, and 
conferences. Also, commer.cial companies generally are eager to sell materials 
to swine farmers and meatpackers in both countries. At the public he~ring 
testimony was presented indicating that companies sell the same equipment in 
both the U.S. and Canadian markets 11. Also, animals for breeding purposas 
are exchanged between the United States and Canada, making available a common 
genetic pool. 

-------·--------ll Transcript of hearing, p. 110. 
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Exchange Rates 

Between 1976 and l.979, the Canadian dollar depreciated relative to the 
U.S. dollar by about 16 percent. From 1979 to 1983, the currency exchange 
rates between the United States and Canada changed slightly and appear to have 
been only a minor factor acting upon pork ·and swine trade during that 5-year 
period. In 1984, the exchange rate could have encouraged Canadian exports of 
pork and swine into the United States. Table 2 presents nominal and real 
(adjusted by the ratio of the U.S. Wholesale p'rice Index to the Canadian 
Producer Price Index) exchange· rate indexes between the Canadian dollar, and 
the U.S. dollar as well as the approximate average value of the Canadian 
dollar relative to the U.S. dollar. 

Table 2. -·-Indexes of nomin.al ar_ld real exchange rates between U. G. and Canadian 
dollars and average value of.'the .Canadian dollar, 1979-83 ar:id Jan.-June 1984 

Type 1979- :1900 :1981' :1902 :~903 
:Jan.-June 

1984 

Nominal Canadian· 
dollar 1979=10Q ..................... ....:..: 100.0 100.2 97.i 95.0 95.0 91.9 

Real Canadian 
dollar 1979=100-·-· .. ····""''-: 100.0 99.7 98.2 99.1 101. 3 98.9 

Average value of the 
Canadian dollar 
U.S. cents-................. __ .................. : .85 .86 .83 .81 .81 .78 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the International Monetary 
Fund. 

From 1979 to 19.83, the Canadian doflar dr0pped ·by 5 percent in nominal 
terms. Because of a higher inflation rate in Canada than in the United 
States, the real exchange rate between the U.S. dollar and the Canadian dollar, 
during 1979-83, changed little. The Canadian dollar appreciated by 1.3 
percent in real terms from 1979 to 1983. During January-June 1984, the 
nominal exchange rate dropped by about 3 percent from the average nominal 
exchange rate posted during 1983, and the real exchange rate dropped by about 
2 .. percent from 'the 1.903 average real exchange rate. · 

A more indepth quarterly exchange~rate analysis between the U.S. dollar 
and the.Canadian dollar from January:--March 1979 to ·April-June 1904 follows. 
From. 1979 to 1984, quarterly exchange rates between the two .co.untries followed 
the same trend as the full year.averages, although actual values differ 
slightly (because of different bases for the index, e.g. the first quarter 
1979 versus the entire year 1979): Table 3 presents these data. 
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Table 3 .-··Indexes of nominal and real exchange rates between U.S. and Canadian 
dollars, by quarters, January 1, 1979-June 1904 

(January-March 1979=100) 

P~riod 
U:S. dollars per 
Canadian dollars 

:(nominal rate indexed): 

1979: 
January-Ma re h-............................ -... ·-·· .. --.. ·---· .. -·-·- .. -: 
Apr i I-June-·---·-... - .... - .. - .... - ... - .. --.. ·-·--: 
Ju ly-·Septembe r-................. - ... --.. - ... ---.... -: 
October-December-.. - .. --.. -· ..... _ .. _____ : 

1980: 
January-Ma re h ·--·-.... ___ ................. -.... --·-----: 
Apri 1-·June-... - ........... _._. __ ............ _ .......... -·--·--·-·--·: 
Ju I y·-Se ptembe r ..... -..... -.............................. - .. -·--· .. -- : 
October-December-................... -.... ·-·--.... -·-·--: 

1981: 
January-·March-.................... ----·--.... - .... -..... -.... ---·-: 
Apr i 1-June-....... _._ .......... - ... - .... - ............................. _. ____ : 
Ju ly-·September-............ ·-·--·-·-·-.. ·-.. ·--·---: 
October-December--.. -·-·--.................. ___ ,_: 

1982: 
January-March-.... _ ... ___ ........... - ... --.. ·-·---.. - : 
Apri 1-June--·--.......... _. ___ .. - .. ---... -.. - ... ---·-.. ·- :' 
July-September-·-.. -·--.. ·-.. ·-·--·--.. ·--·--·--: 
Oc to be r-De c ember-............... ___ ....... -.... - ......... _ ... _ : 

1983: 
January-March-........................ - .... - ..... _ .. _ ................ ---·· : 
Apr i I-June-·-.... - .... ---·---.. --.--.. -----: 
July-September-..................... --.. ------.. --·-·-.. ·-·-: 
October-December ....... - ..... -.. - .......................... - .... --: 

1984: 
January-March·-.. -·-·--.......... - ....... _ .. _ ........... _ ... ____ : 
Apri 1-June-.. -!" .............. ____ .-............. _____ .. __ : 

100.0 
102.4 
101.7 
101.0 

101.9 
101.4 
102.4 
100.2 

99.4 
99.0 
97.9 
99.5 

90.i 
95.3 
94.9 
96.3 

96.7 
96.4 
96.2 
95.0 

94.5 
91. 8 

U.S. dollars per 
Canadian dollars 

(real rate) 

100.0 
102.1 
101.7 
100.5 

101.6 
100.1 
100.6 
99.6 

98.6 
98.0 
98.2 

101. 2 

100.4 
99.2 
99.0 

100.8 

101.7 
102.5 
102.3 
101. 8 

100. 8 
98.4 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the International Monetary 
Fund. 

On a quarterly basis, from January-March 1979 to October-·December 1983, 
the nominal value of the Canadian dollar in terms of the U.S. dollar declined 
by 4.2 percent. However, when these figures are adjusted by the relative 
rates of inflation, the real exchange rate actually increased by 1.0 percent. 
However, when comparing data from October-December 1983 to·-Apri-1-·June 1984, 
the nominal exchange rate dropped by another 4.2 percent and the real exchange 
rate dropped by l.3 percent. From this quarterly analysis, we also draw the 
conclusion that real exchange rates had little .effect on overall trade between 
the United States and Canada during the period ranging from January-·March 1979 
to October-December 1983. But duririg the first half of 1984, the real 
exchange rate fell from its high in 1983. Thus during the first half of 1984, 
Canadian pork producers and swine growers may have become more competitive in 
U.S. markets due to a slightly more favorable real exchange rate. 
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APPENDIX A 

COPY OF LETTER TO CHAIRMAN ECKES FROM SLNATOR ROBElff J. DOI. [, 
CHAIRMAN, U.S. SENATE COMMITTEE ON FINANCE 
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The United States Senate Committee on Finance requ~sts that 
the United States International Trade Commission conduct an 
investigation under section·332 of the Tariff Act of 1930 on the 
competitive position of Canadian live swine and pork in the 
United States market. 

The Commission's study should analyze all relevant conditions 
relating to the importation of Canadian live swine and pork into 
the United States as well as examine competitive conditions in 
the swine and pork industries of the United States anq Canada 
over the last five years. The study should concentrate on the 
competitive position of swine and pork from Canada in U.S. 
industries and markets, but the Commission's assessment also 
should include a review of the competitive position of pork from 
other ~ajor sources, such as Poland and Denmark. 

The products to be investigated should include live swine 3nd 
pork, especially fresh pork which reportedly accounts for the 
bulk of U.S. imports of pork from Canada. The Commission should 
define the individual swine ~nd pork imports on a market-by­
market basjs by distinguishing between U.S. growers, p~ocessors, 
exporters, and importers. 

In examining the competitive factors in the Canadian and U.S. 
industries, the Commission should, to the extent the information 
can be ·obtained: 

A. Profile the U.S.· and Canadian industries, describing 
factors such as number of producers, industry 
concentration, and geographic distribution. 
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The Honorable Alfred Eckes--Page 2 

a. Describe the U.S. and Canadian markets in terms of 
consumption levels and trends, production, and both 
import and export levels and trends. 

c. ·Describe the volume of trade in swine and pork, 
including a description of the variations in the levels 
of those exports on a yearly an1 monthly basis. To the 
extent possible, the Commission should determine 
geographic concentration of imports. 

o. Describe the effect of tariffs and health and 
sanitary regulations on trade in swine and pork between 
the two nations, and also of trade regulations in other 
~arkets, such as Japan, which may affect the U.S. and 
Canada's export marketing strategies. 

E. Identify Federal, State, and Provincial government 
assistance programs which are available to the swine 
growing and processing industries. Such government 
assistance programs may include assistance which reduces 
fixed costs (such as direct grants, loan guarantees, 
forgiveable loans, discounted interest rates and 
insurance rates, or start-up assistance)~ assistance 
which reduces variable costs and assistance which 
enhances revenues (such as retroactive bonuses or other 
payments to processors, price support payments to 
growers or processors based on units sold, tax credits 
or exemptions, ~arketing or advertising assistance). 

F. Discuss competitive conditions with respect to 
factors such as product price, transportation 
ajvantages, and so forth. 

The Committee requests that during the course of the 
investigation, the Commission hold a hearing in Iowa at a place 
3nd ti~e convenient for industry representatives and other 
interested individuals to present their views. 

The final report should be transmitted to the Committee on 
Finance not later than six months after receipt of this request. 

Sincer~ 

·~ 
Chairman 

BD:tkk 
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NOTICE OF INSTITUTION OF INVESTIGATION NO. 332-·186 AND PRELIMINARY 
NOTICE OF HEARING 
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Federal Re~ister / Vol. ~9. No. 130 I Thursday. }uiy 5. 1984 I Noti::es 

c:pp:oximat£:iy 4 weeY.s after the 
r:leeting. 

Da:ec!: June 21. 1984. 
Robert M. Bal.er. 
R .. ~ional Direc:o:. So;;theast Region. 
jFR Doc. ~17779 Filed 7~: 1:45 am) 

BIUJHG CODE '31~1'11-M 

Death Valley Natlt'nal Monument, 
Death Valley California and Nevada; 
Intent To Prepare a General 
Management ?Ian 

SUMMARY: In accordance with National 
Park. Service policy, a general 
management plan for Death Valley 
National Monument will be prepared to 
guide the management of the .monument 
for the next 10-15 years. A Natural and 
Cultural Resources Management Plan 
for the monument was previously · 
completed and approved and v.ill be 
i;::corporated in the general management 
plan by reference. This plannin~ effort 
wi!l ·primarily address issues re1ated to 
\·isitor sen-ices and facilities. 
man~ement facilities. and land 
protection strategies. A wilderness 
proposal is ~urrently before Congress. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
S:.::>erintendent. Death Valley National 
Monument. Death Valley. California 
9~328. telephone (619) 786-233.1... 

SUP~MENTARY INFORMATION: The 
scoping process for this planning ef~ort 
was initiated in January 1984 and will 
continue through October 1984. The 
scoping process will consist of: 

(1) l\feetings with agencies and 
organizations _who have expressed an 
interest in the project. 

(2) Mailings announcing the initiation 
of the project to persons and 
Of1?an!zations who ha\•e indicated by 
past m'·olvement. an interest in the 
futurt'l:nanagement of the Monument · 

(3) Contact with visitors to the 
Monument through brochures and 
programs. . 

. (4) Solicitation of the above agencies. 
organizations. and individuals to · 
express their comments on concerns. • 
issues. and opportunities and their 
desire to participate in interdisciplinary 
team meetings. · 

All interested partfes are invited to 
participate in L'i.e scoping process. The 
scoping process will: . . . . 

(1) Identify those issues. concerns and 
opportunities.to be addressed in depth 
in both th.e plan and environmental 
analysis. '~ . 

(2) Eliminate insignificant issues. 
conc£:ms, and opportunities or those . 
that have been covered by a pre,'ious 
en,·ircnmental analysis. 

Tne planning process is expected to. 
take aoout 30 months. Major steps in tr.e 
planning process include: scoping: 
analvsis of available data: development 
of aliernative management strategies: 
assessment of the potential 
en\'ironmental consequences of 
proposals and alternatives; publli:-and 
agency review; analysis of comments: 
and a determination on the need .to 
prepare an environmental impact 
statement. Should analysis and re\iew 
indicate the potential for significant 
environmental consequences of any of 
the proposed actions. a Notice of Intent 
to Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement ~ill be published. · · 

Written i:ocments and suggestions. 
md/ or requests to receive any · 
published documents and notices of . 
meetings should be sent to the 
Superintendent. Death Valley National 
Monument at the above address. 

Dated: June 26. 1984. 
W. Lowell Whihi, 
Acti!Ti Regional Director. Western Region, 
National Park Ser•ics. 
[Fit Doc. at-1:":'11:11 FUed 7~ 11:46 am) 

llWNG CODE a1~7IMI 

ltITERNA TIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 
[Investigation No. 701-TA-209 (Final)) 

carbon Steerwrre Ffod From Sp:tfn 

repair and whether the material injury 
was b\' reason of such massive imports. 
Pursu~nt to section 705(b)(4)(A), the 
Commission determines3 that there is no 
material injury by reason of such 
massiv.e imports of the subsidized 
merchandise over a short·period of time. 
which will be difficult to repair. 
Accordw.gly. critical circumstances do 
not exist 

Background ·· 

. The Commission instituted this final . 
investigation following a preliminary · · · :: 
determination by the Department of : · · ·.­
Commerce that subsidies were being · · :. - · 
prol-'ided to the manufacturers. · - · · · · · 
producen, or exporten of carbon steel 
win rod in Spain: Commerce's · " · ·· · . ,· 
preliminary subsi,dy determination was · · 
published in the Federal Regir.er on 
February 24.1984 (49 FR 6962). · . 

Notice of the institution of the 
Commission's final investigation and 
scheduling of the public hearing to be 
held in connection therewith was given 
by posting copies of the notice in the 
Office of the secretary, and by 
publishL'lg the notice in the Federal 
Register on March 21. 1984 (49 FR 
10586). On May 8. 1984, Commerce 
published in the Federal Register (49 FR 
1S551) its affirmative final 
cou."ltervailing duty determination with 
respectto-carbon-wteel wire rod &om 
Spain. The Commission's hearing was 

Determination .. held in Washington. D.C. on May 1; ·. .-.. 
On the basis of the record 1 developed . 1984. and all penom who requested the 

in investigation No. 701-TA-209 (Fmal), . opportunity were permitted to appear in 
the Commission determines, 1 pursuant · person or through counsel . · · . · ·· 
to section 70S(b) of the Tariff Act of 1930- The Commission transmitted its report 

~ (19 U.S.C. 1671d(b)), that an industry in on this investigation to the Secretary of 
the United States is materially injured Commerce on June'.22, 1984. A public 
b)' reason of imports of carbon steel version of the Commissio:n's report. 
wire rod from Spain. provided for in ._Carbon Steel Wire Rod from Spain· · 
item eoi.17 of the Teriff Schedules of the (investigation No. 701-TA-209 (Final), 
United States (TSUS). which have been · · USITC Publication 1544. 1984) contains 
found by the Department of Commerce the views of the Commission and· · 
(Commeree) to be subsidized by the information developed during the 
Government of Spain. . . investigation. · 
· Counael for petitioners alleged that Issued: June 2Z. 19M. · .. : . . · 
imports of carbon steel wire rod from By order of lhe Commlasicm. . 
Spain present "aritical circumstances." · Kenneth R. M--. . 
Commerce examined such imports and · 

· · determined under section 705(a)(2) of · Secretpry. 
the Act that there were massive imports (PRDoc.M-178DDFllad,,__a:caam) 

of the merchandise subject to the BIWNG CODE 7t!2IMIMI 
in\'estigation over a relatively short . 
period benefitting from a subsidy . · 
inconsistent with the subsidies code. 
Because Commerce has made this 
affirmative critical circumstances 

·determination. the Commission is 
required to determine whether .there is 
material injury which will be difficult to 

I The "record" ii deFw-ied in I 'lJJ'! .2(i) or the 
Comm!Hion'a R:i/es of P:-actia ant! P~t!:ue (111 
u.s.c. 20:" .2{i}). 

• Coc:niissior:er Ha!:SL-1 not participatir.s-

:...:.::..r: 
{332-18&) ~~i~·'l.. 

·conditions of Competition Between 
the U.S. and canadlan Uve Swine and 
Pork Industries· 

AGENCY: United States International 
Trade Commission. · 

• Oialrman Eckes diasenlinS. 
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ACTION; lns:i:ution of an investlf:olion 
i::-.cie~ section a:;::(g) o: tn(: Tariff Act oi 
193G \19 U.S.C. t33Zlgll for the pu!'pose 
of assessms the competitive positi.on of 
Canadian live swine and pork in lne 
L'.S. maricet. 

EFFl:CTtVE DATE: June z.s. 1984. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONT ACT: 
Mr. David E.. Ludwick. Agriculture .. 
Fisheries. and Forest Produc:tS Division. 
U.S. lntemational Trade Commission, -
Washington. D.C. 2D438. telephone 202-
724-1763. 

Background and Scope of Investigation 

At the requellt of the United States ' 
Senate Committee on Finance. the 
Commission has instituted investigation 
No. 332-186 under section 332(g) of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1332(g)}. for 
the purpose of gathering and presenting 
infonnation on the competitive and 
economic factors affecting the U.S. and 
Canadian live swine and pork industries 
in U.S. markets and will analyze these 
industries' competiti"e position in these 
markets. Specifically. the Commission 
has been asked to: 

(A) Profile the U.S. and Canadian 
industries; 

(B) Describe the U.S. and Canadian 
markets in terms of consumption. 
production. and trade; 

(C) Describe the monthly and annual 
variations intra~ 

(DJ Describe the effect of tariffs and 
health and sanitary regulation& on trade 
between the U.S. and Canada. and the 
effect of trade regulations in other 
markets.. such as Japan. which may 
affect U.S. and Canadian export 
strategies. 

(E) Identify Federal. State. and 
Prt"vincial government assistance 
pr~bl'ams for the swine growing and 

· processing industries; and 
(F) Discuss competitive conditions u 

they relate to factors such u product 
price and transportation advantages. . 

The Commission expects to complete 
· its study by November 2l,. 1984. 

Public Hearing 

A public hearing in connection with 
the investigation will be held beginning 

· September Zl, 1984, in Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa at a time and place to be 
announced. All persons shall have the 
right to appear by cou.'1Sel or in person. 
to present information and to be beard. 
Requests1o appear at the p~blic hearing 
should be filed with the Secretary, U.S. 
International Trade Commission. 701 E 

~ Street 'NW .. Washington. D.C. 20436, not 
later than noon. September.11. 1984. 

W rill en Submissions 

In lieu of or in addition to 
appearances at tile public heerins. 
interested persons er<: invited to si;bmit 
written statements concerning the 
investigation. Commercial or financial 
infonnation which a submitter desires 
the Commission to treat as confidential 
must be submitted on separate sheets of 
paper. each clearly marked 
"Confidential Business Information" at 
the top. All submissions requesting 
confidential treatment must conform 
with the requirements of § 201.6 of the·· 
Commission' a Rules of Practice and · 
Procsdure (19 CFR 201.8). All written · 
submissions. except for confidential · 
business infonnation. will be made · 
available for inspection by interested 
persons. To f>e ensured of consideration 
by the Commission. written statemenlB 
should be received by the Commission· 
at the earliest practicable date. but not 
later than September 14. 1984. All 
submissions should be addressed to the 
Secretary at the Commission's office in . 
Washington. D.C. 

wued: JWJe 28. 19M. 
By order of the Commission. 

Keaueth R. Mason. 
Secretary. 
IFll Doc. M-111115 Flied 7+.4: 1:46 amJ 

Ill.UNG COOE ~ . 

(ln'IHtl91tion No. 337-TA-196) 

Certain Apparatus for Installing 
Electrical Unes and Cornponents 
Therefor; Order 

Pursuant to my authority aa Chief 
Administrative Law Judge of this 
Commission. I hereby designate 
Administrative Law Judge Janet D. 
Saxon u Presiding Officer in this 
investigation. , · 

' . 

• The Secretary shall serve a copy of · 
this order upon all parties of record and 
shall publish it in the Federal Register. 

1s,ued: J~e 2Z. 1984. . · · · . · 
Doaald K. nuvan. 
Chief Administrative Law /odge. 

. (FR Doc. M-1781M Plied 1-a..t: "'5 am) 

llWHCI COOE 7020-C ... 

[lnvest1;1tlon No. 337-TA-162] 

Certain Cardiac Pacemakers and 
Components Thereof; Commission 
Determination not to Review an lnltlal 
Determination Terminating Certain 
Patent Claims as to Certain 
Respondents 

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade 
Commission. 

ACTION: Tne Commission has 
aeterr.iined not to review an initial 
determination (ID) to terminate thiy-­
above-ca;>tioned in\'estigation reg' 
U.S. Let1ers Patent 3.595.~2 as to ti. 
Telectronics respondents. --

Authority: 19 U.S.C. 1337; 19 CFR Z10.53(c) 
and fh}. - . 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Qn 
February 1. 1984. the Telectronics 
respondents moved (Motion No. 162-30} 
for summary determiriation, under 19 
CFR ZlO.Sl, that thP.y were not infringing 
U.S. Letters Patent 3.59S.Z4.2, on the · 

· grounds that they had acquired a license 
under the patent from parties whose 
righu·were superior to those of 
complainant Medtronic: 

On May 23, 1984, the presiding officer 
issued an ID (Order No. 52) granting the 
motion. The ID traced the ownership of 
the patent rights and concluded that the 
Teletronics respondents had acquired. 
from parties with rights superior to 
Medtronic. the rights to make use and 
sell articles covered by the patent 

A petition for review was filed by 
complainant and opposed by the 
Telectronics respondents and the 
Commission investigative attorney. No 
comments were received from other 
Government agencies. . 

This determination does not ter:' 
the investigation regarding U.S. ~ 
Patent 3,595.242. as to the other · - · 

.. respon~enta ~ the investigation .. · 
FOlt RIRTMER'INFOAMATION CONTACT: 
Jack Simmons, Esq .. Office of the . 
General Counsel, telephone 202-'523-
0493. . . . 

lsaued: June 26. '19&L 

By order of the Commission.. · 
Kenneth R. Mucm. 
Secretl1ry. · 
!FR Doc. -'11,IOI flied 7+.l: 1:45 amj 

llWMG COOE 1'll20-02-ll 

,. 

-. 

[Investigation No. 731-TA-163.(Final}] 

· Cell-Site Transceivers and 
SubassembHes Thereof From Japan 

AGENCY: United St-ates International 
Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Institution of a final 
antidumpmg investigation and 
scheduling of a hearing to be held in 
connection with the investigation. 

EFFECTIVi DATE: June 12. 1984. . 
SUMMARY: As a result of an affirmativE 
preliminary determination by the It i: 
Department of Commerce that tl{ 
reasonable basis lo believe or sil 
that imports from Japan of cell-site··· 



., 
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WITNESSES AT TI~E HEARING 
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TENTATIVE CALENDAR OF PUBLIC HEARING 

Those listed below appeared as witnesses at the United States 
International Trade Conunission's hearing: 

Subject Conditions of Competition betwee_n the 
U.S. and Canadian Live Swine 
and Pork 

Inv. No. 332-186 

Date and time: September 21~ 1984 - 10:00 a.m. 

Sessions were hel~ in connection with the investig~tion in 
the Sheraton Inn, 525 33rd Avenue, SW, in Cedar Rapids, Iowa 

Congressional and State appearances: 

Honorable Roger W. Jepsen, United States Senator, State 9f Iowa 

Honorabl~ Berkley Bedell, United States Representative, 
State of Iowa · 

George Palmer, on behalf of: Honorable Tom Harkin, Unit~d States 
Representative, State of Iowa 

Honorable Joe Bertram, State Senator, State of Minnesota 

Honorable Thatcher Johnson, Deputy Secretary, Iowa Department 
of Agriculture 

- more -
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WITNESS AND ORGANIZATI~ 

D001estic: 

Thompson, Hine & Flory-~Counsel 
Washington, D.C. 

on behalf of 

·The National Pork Producers Council 

William (Bill) F. A. Goette, Vice Pr~siden~ 

Russell Rowe, Michigan Pork Producers 

Ms. Donna Keppy; Iowa Pork Producers 

Glenn Grimes, Agriculture Economist, University 
of Missouri. 

Mark Roy Sandstran--OF COUNSEL 

Robert Joslin, Vice President, Iowa Farm Bureau Federation, 
West Des Moines, Iowa 

Iowa Pork Producers Association, West Des Moines, Iowa 

Don Gingerich, Chainnan of the Legislative Conmittee 

Dave Hinman, Associate member 

Importers: 

Cameron, Hornbostel, Adelman & Buttennan--Counsel 
Washington, D.C. 

on be ha 1 f. of 

Canadian Pork Council 

Howard Malcolm, President, Canadian Pork Council 

Bill Vaags, Vice President, Canadian Pork Council 
and Chairman, Manitoba Hog Producers' Marketing Board 

- more -
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Cameron, Hornbostel, Adelman & But.tennan {Continued)· 
, I' .• ,.·.;' ,• , 

William Hamilton, Executive Secretary, 
Canadian Pork Council 

Martin T. Rice, Assistant Secretary, .... 
Canadian Pork Council 

Jean-Marc B,~langer, Secretary, Quebec Federation 
of Pork Producers 

• • ~J <_. ~ ¢' • ' • I • ; • ; ' 

·.-·Helmut ·t. toewen, ·Genera 1 Manager, Ontario. Pork 
Produ~ers.'. Mar.keti ng .. Board. · 

~ - -~· . . 

Jim Morr.is, Genera 1 Manager, Saskatchewan 'Pork 
Producers' Marketing Board . 

' . : . 
William K. Ince)· · · 
William Monroe )--OF COUNSEL 
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Federal Register / VoL 49. No. 169 I \·Vednesday. August 28. 1984 I No~i:es 

~ene:-a] Ccunse'.. telephone 202-523- Datec: August 20. 1984. 
0~92. Fran.;is M. Mullen, J: .. 

Aa!.hori!y: 19 U.S.S. 1337; 19 CFR 210.00(a}. Administrator. 
By o~der c-: :he Cor.unission. (FR Doc. 84-ZZll74 Filed &-- 8:'6 amj 

Issued; August 21. 1984. BIWNG CODE 441o-o&-rol 

Kenneth R. Mason, 
Secretary. 
fFR 0oc. 64-U94s Fiiec! 8-28-84; a:•s amJ NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
BIWNG CODE 1020-02-ll ON OCEANS ANO ATMOSPHERE 

(332-186] 

Conditions of Competition Between · 
the U.S. and Canadian Uve Swine and 
Pork 

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade 
CoI!".mission. 
ACTION: Time a:i.d place of public 
hearing. 

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that 
the public hearing in this matter will be 
held beginning on Friday, September Zl, 
1984, in Cedar Rapids, Iowa, at the 
Sheraton Inn. 525 33rd Avenue SW., at 
10:00 a.m. 

Notice of the investigation and 
hearing was published in the Federal 

· Register of July 5, 1984 (49 FR 27640). 

By order of the Commission. 
Issued: August 23, 1984. 

Kenneth R. Mason, 
Secretary. 
(FR Doc:. 84-:2951 Fiied 8-28-114; 8:4& am) 

BIUJHG CODE ~ 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Drug Enforcement Administration 

Meeting 
-

August 24. 1984. 
Pursu~t tO section 10(a)[2) of the 

Federal Advisory Committee Act, 5 
U.S.C. App. 1 (1982), as amended, notice 
is hereby given that the National 
Advisory Committee on Oceans and 
Atmosphere [NACOA) will hold a 
meeting on Wednesday, Thursday, and 
Friday, September 12-14, 1984. The 
meeting will be held in Page Building #1, 
Rooms 416 and B-100, 2001 Wisconsin 
Avenue, NW .• Washington. DC. The 
meeting will commence at 9:00 a.m. and 
end at 5:00 p.m. September 12 and 
September 13. On September 14 the 
meeting will commence at 8:30 a.m. and 
end at 3:30 p.m. The Committee, 
consisting of 18 non-Federal menibers 
appointed by the President from 
academia, business and industry, public 
interest organizations, and State and 
local government. was established by 
Congr~s by Pub. L. 95-63, on July 5, 
1977. Its duties are to (1) undertake a 
continuing review, on a selective basis, 
of national ocean policy, coastal zone 
management, and the status of the 
marine and atmospheric science and 
service programs of the United States: 
(2) advise the Secretary of Commerce 

Eradication of Cannabis on Federal with respect to carrying out of the 
Lands in the Continental United States; programs administered by the National 
Extension of Comment Period of Draft Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Environmental Impact Statement Administration; and (3) submit an 

Pursuant to section 102{2)(c) of the annual report to the President and to the 
National-Environmental Policy Act of Congress setting forth an assessment, Ori ' 
1969, the U.S. Deparbnent of Justice, a selective basis, of the status of the · 
Drug Enforcement AdministraUon · ·- Nation's marine and atmospheric 
(DEA}.-has prepared a draft . activities. and submit other reports as 
programmatic environmental impact may from time to time be requested by 
statement (DEIS) on the possible ' " ~ the President or Congress. 
environmental and health implications · · The tentative agenda is as follows: 
in the United States associated with the 
eradication of cannabis on Federal : · Wednesday, September 12. 198' 
lands and intermingled forests and-'·· · · 2001. Wisconsin Avenue. NW~ Page Building 
rangelands in the Iower-48 States. · #1, Room B-100. Washington. DC 

The period for receiving written 
comments concerning the DEIS has been 
extended until Monday._September 10, 
1954. Written comments should be 
addressed to Mr. Thomas G. Byrne, 
Chief. Cannabis Investigations Section, 
Room 629, 1405 I Street. NW .. 
Washington. D.C. 20537. 

Panel Meeting - . . 

9:00 a.m.-12:00 p.m. · 

• North Pacific Fur Seal Treaty, 
Chairman: Charles Black 
RoomB-100 
Topic: Panel Werk Session 
Speakers: TBA 

Lanen 

12:00 Noo.-1-1:00 p.m. 

1:00 p.m.-5:00 p.m. 

• North Pacific Fur Seal Treaty 
Chairman: Charles Black 
Room B-100 
Topic: Panel Work Session 

· Speakers: TB.4• 

Recess 

5:00p.m. 

Thursday, September 1.S, .19114 
2001 Wiaconsin Aventui.-NW~ Page Building 

#1, Room 416, Washiiigton, DC 

Plenary 

9:00 a.m.-12:00 Noon 

9:00 a.m.-9:30 a.Di. 

• Introductory Remarks 
• Swearing-In Ceremony for Mary Ellen 

Mccaffree 

9:30 a.m.-12:00 Noon 

• To Be Announced 

Lunch 

12:00 Nooii-1:00 p.iti. 
Panel Meetings 

i:OO p.m.-5:00p.m. 

• OCS and Coastal Zone Issues 
Chairman: Jolin Norton Moore 
Room416 
Topic: Panel Work Session 
Speakers: TBA 

3:00 p.m.-5:00 p.m. 

• Underwater Vehicles 
Chairman: Don Walsh 
RoomB-100 
Topic: Panel Work Session 
Speakers: None 

Recess 

5:00p.m. 

Friday, September 14; 1984 · 

2001 Wisconsin Avenue. NW., Page Buildiris 
#1, Room 416. Washington, DC 

Panel Moetlng 

8:30 a.m.-10:30 a.m. 
• Shipbuilding : · ,_-, .. 

Chairman: Don Walsh> .. 
Room416 . . . 
Topic: Panei Wolk Session 
Speakers: TBA · · 

Plenary 

10:30 a.m.-12:00 Noon 

• North Pacific Fur Seal Treaty 
Discussion of Panel Activities by Panel 
· Chairman .. · 

Speakers: None 

Lunch 

12:00 Noon- 1:00 p.m • . -
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APPENDIX E 

EXPLANATION OF THE RAfES OF DUTY APPLICABLE TO SWINE AND PORK AND SELECTED 
PORTIONS OF THE TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED 
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·rhe rates of duty in column 1 are most-favored-nation (MFN) rates and are 
applicable to imported products from all countries except those Communist 
countries and areas enumerated in general headnote 3(f) of the TSUSA. 11 
However, such rates would not apply to products of developing countries which 
are granted preferential tariff treatment under the Generalized System of 
Preferences (GSP) or under the "L.OOC" column. 

The rates of duty in the "LOOC" column are preferential rates (reflecting 
the full U.S. MTN concession rate for a particular item without staging of 
duty reductions) and are applicable to products of the least developed 
developing countries designated in general headnote 3(d) of the TSUSA which 
are not granted duty-free treatment under the GSP. If no rate of" duty is 
provided in the "LODC" column for a particular item, the column 1 rate applies. 

The rates of duty in_column 2 apply to imported products from those 
Communist countries ~nd areas enumerated in general headnote 3(f) of the TSUSA. 

The GSP is a program of nonreciprocal tariff preferences granted by the 
United States to developing countries to aid their economic development by 
encouraging greater diversification and expansion of their production and 
exports. The GSP, implemented by Executive Order No. llBBB of November 24, 
1975, applies to merchandise imported on or after January l, 1976, and is 
scheduled to remain in effect until January 4, 1985. It provides for 
duty-free treatment of eligible articles imported directly from designated 
beneficiary developing countries. Eligibl~ articles are identified in the 
column entitled "GSP" with an "A" or "A*." The designation "A" means that all 
beneficiary developing cou~tries are eligible for the GSP, and'·"A°*" indicates 
that certain developing countries, specified in general headnote· 3(c) of the 
I?USA, are not eligible. 

l/ The only Communist-countries currently eligible for MFN treatment are the 
People's Republic of China, Hungar~. Romania, and Yugoslavia. 
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TARIFF SCDDULU OP TD UH1TZD STATU AHJIO'l'ATBD (1984) 

SCHEDULE 1. - ANIMAL AND VEGETABLE PRIODtJCTS 
Part 1. - L199 An1mai. 

11111t• 
ArticlM of 

ciu-ucy 1 

PART l. - LIVE ANIMALS 

Part l haad92t911 

lo Thie part coven all live &11i .. l•, verte-
brat• allAI invertebrate, eiiu:ept f i•h &11d •bellfi•h 
(• .. paru l •llAI 15 of thb •cbedul•) allAI aicrobial 
culturH (H• part l of •chedul• 4), but ioclud1Da 
wtial•• aod other ... ......ie. 

z. Uolua th• contest requiru otberviae, .. ch 
proviaiOG for ......S or deacribed &lliaala appll.ea 
to •uch &111.ala r•a•rdlHa of their ai&• or &1•• 
··•·· "•h••P" iacludu l...,•• 

), Certain apecial proviaiODa appl7ina to live 
&11111&1• •r• 1D •chadul• a. 

ADi..l• (eacept black, •ilv•r, or pl•tiaua foa .. , 
&11d any foa vbich U a 1111tat1on, or type developed, 
tber•froa), c•rtified to the collector of cueto .. 
by the Dapar~t of Aaricultura u baina pure brad 
of a recoalliaad breed &11d duly ra11atared 1A a book 
of record recoallia•d b7 the Sacratary of Aaricl&ltura 
for th•t breed, imported by a citiama or •1mac7 of 
tb• Uoit•d Stat•• •paciall7 for br .. dina purpo ... , 
whether intended to b• ua&d by th• illllorter hiMalf 
or for ••1• for aucb purpo••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ........ me 

Horse•: 
Kal•········································· loo 
Peul••••• •••• • •••• ••• •••••••••••• ••••• • ••• •• loo 

Catt.I.•= 
Mal•·· ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •o· 
F•.al•• 

Dairy ••• • •••••••• , •• ,, ••• ,.• •••••••• •.•• loo 
Oth•r••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 10. 

ADi11&b, not •p•ciallJ pro•idad for••••••••••••••• lo. 

Allimala, do ... uicatad, etr•Jina acrou the boullAlary 
lioe ioto ao7 f oreiga country, or drivma aero•• 
such boundary lio• by the .....,.r for t..,orer, 
pa•turaa• purpo•H only, tos•thar with their 
offaprioa: 

If brouaht back to the United Stat•• within 
8 month••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 10 ...... Free 

Other •••••••• • •••••••••• • •• ••••••••••••••••••••••• HO•••••• Subject to 
Ht fortb 
tllie part 

Alliaab, ·-· 
imp or tad to be liberated lo th• 

Uoited Stat•• for atockiAI purpo••••••••••••••••••••••• 110 ...... Free 

' 

laeq of Dacy 

l.llDC 

-

ratH 
iD 

Pap 1-3 

,._ 1 --
100 01 - 100 05 

2 

rr .. 
.. 

Free 

Subject to r&tH 
••t forth iD 
thi• part 

' 
rrea 

-
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TAIUJ'I' ICDDVLD 01' TD UNnBD STATBI A!OIOTA.Tm (ttM) 

Pap 1-4 

1 - 1 -- ·. .. 
100. O'r • 100. 'l'9 

0 

• , 

100.07 

100.09 
100.15 
100.20 

A 100.25 

100.30 
A 100.31 

00 ! 

00 
00 
00. 

20 
40 

00 
00' 

., 

SCHEDULE 1.· -ANIMAL .AND wGETABt.B PRODUCTS'· 
Part 1. - Li .. AatmU. 

Un blrde: 
Oliclrau, ducu, 1••H, pineu, ... turuya: 

Ill the 4.,..y at .. e with quill• DOC die• 

OU ta 
of 

Quatlt7 

ceraible ••••••••••••• • • •••••• • • •• • • • • • • •• • • • • • .... • .. • 2C eecb 

1 

Other .......................................... Lii...... 2c per lb. 
Pi1eoaa, faacy or .reciq ... ~ •••••••• •,•.............. ... • • • ... rr .. 
qu.il, b.,.,_.ite ............ , ......... • .............. llD •• .' .. -. Uc each 
Other li•• bird•: . . . 

Valued aot OYer U eech ................ ; •• ; .. • .. • •.. .. le eecb 
Ceaal'i••· ........ '; ................... ; ; · ••• ·• llD. 
Other ............ :· ........ ,·,............. llD. 

Vel...0. OYer U eech: 
Ceuriee .................. .-......... '.".' ... ·. !lo •• ·: ••• 51 ' .. •al. 
Other ...................... _: .............. -. .. ;_..... 41 .. •al. 

Li•• aimale other tba bine: 
100.35 00 AeH• ... burro• .................... ,',............. !lo .... •.• UI .. Yal. 

cattle: 
Weipiq uader 200 pouada each: 

100.40 00 · For aot OYer 200,000 he .. eater .. ia 
the u-th period ll•1i1111iq April 1, 

100.43 00 

100.45 

100.50 

100.5'.J 

100.55 

100.60 
100.63 
100.65 

100. 70 

100.73 
l.00. 75 

loO.h 
100.79 

00 

00' 

00 

00' 

oo· 
00 
00 

oo.' 

·00 
00 

00 
00 

·:la ay yeer ............... ;.. .. • •• • • .. .. • .... .. •• le per lb. 
Lii. 

. Other ..................... ; ............ , ..•. lo ....... le per lb. 
1.11-. •· 

Weiplq 200 pouada or. •r• INC "8der 7o0 
poWMl• eech ..... ._ ............... ; ......... ; ... .. 

Weiabiaa 700 pouad• or •r• each: 

llD ..... 9 le pir lb •. 
Lii; 

Con iaport .. apecially for dairy 
;purpoau .................................... ;-••• ;. rrM 

Lii. 

Fozea: 

Other: 
For DOC OYer 400;000 .h ... eater .. 
in the 12-th period llesi1111iq 
April 1, in ay yeer, of wicb 
not 09er 120,000 ahell lie ea-
ter .. ia lllJ quarter llesi1111iq 
April 1, July 1, Octokr 1; or 
Jaauary 1 ............ ; •• • .......... . 

Other ••••••• · ....................... . 

Silver or black .............................. . 
Other ..................................... ; •• : 

Coate ............................................. . 
lloraaa aad aulea: 

·i:.ported for t-diata alauabter •••••••••••••• 
Other: 

lloraH: 
Valued not over SlSO per heed ••••••• 
Valued ~er ·suo per head .......... . 

'.llalei: · · · 
Valued aot over $1SO per head ••••••• 
Valued OYer Sl50 per head ••••••••••• 

llo_te: For· nplan&tion of the •J9bol "A" or "A*" in 
the col.- entitled "CSP", He 1eneral headnote l(c). 

llo.... •• le per lb. 
Lit. 
llo ..... v le per· 1b. 
Lii. 

tio ...... 7.5% ad val. 
llo ... : .. 7.5% ad val. 
!lo...... Sl.50 per head 

llo ...... Pr•• 

!lo ...... FrH 
!lo...... Pree 

!lo...... SU per head 
!lo...... 101 ed val. 

1ac.. of Dat7 

2 

le per lb. 
rr .. 
soc ••h 
SOc eech 

201 ed val. 
201 ad val. 

151 ed val. 

2.Sc per lb. 

2. Sc per lb • 

2. 5c per lb. 

le per lb. 

le per lb. 

le per lb. 

151 ad val. 
lSI ad val. 
Sl per head 

Pree 

SlO per head 
201 ed val. 

SlO·per head 
201 ad val. 
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TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED (1984) 

SCHEDULE 1. - ANIMAL AND VEGETABLE PRoDUCTS 
Part 1. - Live Anima18 

l!Dit• latH of Duty 
Artie la of 

Quuatity 1 LDDC 

Live ..U-u otb•r tba 'bircl8 (COii•) I 

SbHP•••••• ••• ••••••••• •••••••••••• ••••• • •••••••• • ·10 •••••• Pree 
. SviD••• •• • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • ••• •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • •• • lo ••••• ,, FrH 

Lb. 
Turt1 .... • •• •• • • ••• •• • • • •• • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • Lb •••••• rm 
Otber. • • • • • •• • •• • • • • •• • • •• •• • • • • • •• •• • ••• • • • • • • •• • ........ Fre• 

Moota:r• aa.d other pri.Mtu ••• • ••••••••• ·• ••••• loo 
Wo~~. • ••• •• • •••• •••• •••••••••••• •••••• ••••• 1 
AaiMla of a kind cbieCl7 uaed for 
hUMA food••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• loo 

Otb•r • • • • • • • • • ••• • • • •• • • • • • • •. • •. • • • • • •• • • • • • lt 

Page 1-5 

1 - 1 --
100. 81 - 100. 95 

2 

SJ per bea=d-.-ii. 
Ze per lb. J 
rr .. 
15% ad val. 
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lOS.60 00 
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TARIFF SCDDULBI or TD UM1TBD STA.TU AMMOTATED (ttM) 

SCHEDULE 1. -· ANDuL AND VEGETABLE PRODUCTS 
j, · · Pl.rt 2. - Meata 

l1111ta 
of 

Quactc,. 

latH of· Dac7 

PART 2. - ME~TS 

Par5 2 h!fdposya 

l· Thia part c""era oaly ... ta, locludilla ... c 
offal, fit for huaao colla~tioa. The ... ta of •11 
uiMla, iocludiD& vhal•• and othar eea .a-1a but 
not fiab and ahellfiah (aea part• l and 15 of thi• 
achedule), ara covered, eod unlu•, th• coatut 
raquir•• otherwi.ae, rafernc• to eo eDim&l. iDcludea 
aucb eo18el r•aardl .. • of •i•• or •1•• 

2. Io •••ae•illa th• duty oa ... ca, no &11-ce 
ahall be ude for no~ co91Pone11ta thareof aucb 
.. boua, fat, and hid• or air.in. The dutiable 
-ipt of ... ta io airtipt co11ta1ura aubject to 
.apecific rat•• ioclud .. th• entire coatnt• of th• 
cODtalaar•• ( 

Subpart A. - Bird Meat 

lirda (dead), freab, chilled, or froama, if whole, or 
if pluclr.ed, beheaded, aviacareted, or cut 1oto piacea 
(1oclud1"1 edible offal), but not oth•rwia• prepared 
or preaerved1 : 

Urda, vllole, or vlllch he'l'a I!- pluclr.ed oal71 
Chick.ad, ducka, , .... , aad paS.0- •• • •••• • • • 
Turk•J•• ~ •••• ." ••••••••• ••• •• , • , •••••••••••••• 
Otber • • • • • • • • ,., • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ,·, • 

Btrda vllich have ba•o pluclr.ed, beheaded, eod 
evlacarated (locludilla bird• with eoy edible 
offal rataload lo or returolld to the abd091oal 
c~vity), vllatbar or not th• fut h..,• ban 
ra.oved, but oot cut ioto pi•c••• 

Chick.au ••••••••• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Turlr.e7a1 

Valued ~adar 40 cent• per powut ••••••••• 
Valued 40 or .ore ceota per pouod ••••••• 

Other •••••••••••••• •.••••• •••• ••••••••••••••• 
Other •• •••••••.•••••••••••••~.•••••••••••••••••••• 

ltrda othervi•• prepared or praaarved1 
Cooee-11ver product• •••••••••••••••••••••• •.••.••• 
Other •• • •• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Hotez For expl&11&~ion 11of the aymbol "A" or "A*" la 
the COlWllD entitled GSP , aea seneral haadoote l(c). 

1 

Lii•••••• le per lb· 1.11.... .. a.5e per lb· 
Lb······ 2.5e per lb· 

Lb•••••• Sc par lb· 

Lb •••••• Sc par lb. 
Lb•••••• u.5Z ad val. 
Lb•••••• 5c par lb. 
Lb•••••• lOc par lb. 

Lb ...... J.Sc par lb. 
Lb•••••• Sc par lb. 

U)DC 

1 • 2- A 
105.10 - 105.M 

2 

lOt per lb. 
lOe 'par lb. 
lOe par lb. 

lOe par lb. 

lOc per lb. 
2SZ ad val. 
lOc par lb. 
lOc par lb· 

lOc par lb. 
lOc,par lb. 

' 
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TARIFF SCHEDULES or THE UNITED STATU ANHOTATZD (llN) 

SCHBDULE 1. - ANIMAL AND V'!GBTABLB PIODUCTS 
Part t. - Meat. . 

uuce law ol DlatJ'. 
Arciclee ol 

Quutity l LDllC 

Subpart B. - Meats Other TbaD Blrd Meat 

Subeerc a headnote: 

l. For th• purpoeu of thh eubpert --
(a) The te .. "fruh 1 chilled 1 or froa9a" cOYera 

meat• even thouah coapletely detendonia9d end 
deboned, but doe• aot cover •••t• which h&Ye b••• 
prepared or pr•••n•d; and 

(b) the t•ni "er•e•red or pre1enn" covet'• 
meat I &Yen if in a fruh, chilled, or froaea etete 
if auch meat• have been around or c....,inuted, 
diced or cut into 1i&11 for •t•• -•t or eiailer 
uaea, rolled end •It-red, or apecially procened 
into fancy cut•, apeciel 1hape1, or otherwiae •ad• 
ready for particular ueu by the retail COD8'8er'i 

... d elao coven aeeu which h&Ye been •ubjected to 
proceeeee euch •• dryiftll, curiftll, .,..kiDC, cookinc, 
11uoning, ft&Yorina, or to ... y coabinecion of 
eucb proceuu. 

lleeU (ncept meet offal), freeh, chilled, or froaea, 
of ell ani.aela (except birde): 

Cattle ............................................ ........ zc per ... 
Beef, vith bone: 

rreoh or chilled •••••••••••••••••••••••• I.II. 
Froaen •••••••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••••••••• I.II. 

Beef, without bone ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• I.II. 
Other (veal) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• t.11. 

Sheep (except label .............................. t.11 ...... l.lc per 111. l.Sc _per 111. 
Coate •.••.•••.••.••••..••••••••••••••••••••••••••• I.II •••••• o.tc per 111. "'" 

' 

l/ P.L. 88-482, .. mended, provides that meat• 
coVered by the tariff deecription• in item• 106.10, 
106.22, 106.25, 107.55, 107.61, and 107.62 may be 
made subject co an abaoluce quota by Pree idenc iel 
p roe lamat ion. 

z 

•c ,.r lit. 

Sc per 111. 
.. 

Sc per 111. 
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TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNJTED STATES ANNOTATED (1984) 

SCHEDULE L ~ ANIMAL AND VEGETABLE PRoDUCTS 
Part 2 - Meata. 

G Stat. 
I' It•· Suf• 
P fia 

Unit• latH of Duty 

A 
A 

A .. 
A 
A 

106.30 
l01io40 

106.50 
106.55 

106.60 
106.65 

106.70 
106.75 

106.80 
106.85 

107.10 
•n~ u 

107.20 
107.25 

107.30 

107 .• 35 

···uucw· 

1 Maata .(eacept seat offal), frHb, chillad,.or froaen, 
of all ant.ala (eacept birda) (con.): 

OC> i.-.ba •••••••••• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • .. • • • • • • 
S'liina •• • • • • • • •• • • • ••• • • • • • • • • • ••• • • • • •• • •• • •• • •• • • 

20 Freab or chilled ••••• •.~ ••••••••••• •••••• •• •. 
40 Frosall•••••••••••••••••~•••••••··~·••••••••••' 

Gaae anilllalal , ' 
00 Dear (except reindeer)•• •••••••• •••••••••;·••• 

Other ••• · ••••• •••• ••••• •••• •••••••••••••• ••••• 
20 Rabbit •••••••••••••••••••••• ' ••••••••••• 
40 Other ••••••••••••• ~ ••••••••• ; ••••••••••• 
00 Proa•· •• ·••••••••···••••••·••••••••••••••••••••••• 
oo BoraH (eacept aeat packad 1* 1-cliate · . 

containara "9igbing vitb their content• 

00 

20 
40 

00 
00 

00 
00 
00 

2Q. 
40 

. ... 20 . 
.40' 
60 

15 

25 

40 
60 

lea• than 1? pound.a each) ••• ~ ••••••••• ~ ••••••• ··.~ •• 

Other: 
Valued not over 30 centio per poundo••• • ••.••• • 
Valued over 30 cente per pound ••• ;••••••••••• 

R&bbit •••••••••••• ! ..........•.•......... 
Other ••••••••••••••••••••••• ~ ••• ••.••.••• . 
' 

Edible meat offal, freah, chilledi or froaen, of 
all aniaale (ex~pt bird•)• ' · 

Valued not over 20 c1111t• per· pound ••••••••••• •.• ••• , 
Valued O'ler 20 cent• per po• ................... • 

Saueagea, llhetber or not in airti&ht container•: 
Porlt1 

Freeh.'• •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Other •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• •• •• 

Beef, in airtight container•• ••••••••••••••••••• •.• 
Other •• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Beef •• ~•••••••••••••••••••<!•••••••••••••••••• 
Other ••••••••••• •.•••••••••••••• ••1 • •• • • • • • • • • 

Pork, prepared or preeerved (except eeueegaa)t 
Kot boned and cookad and packad in air~ight 
containers •. • ••••• • ••••• • •••••••••••••••• • •. • •. • •. • 

Rama and ahould•r• • ••••••••••••••••••••• • •• • • 
Bacon •••••• ~ •••••• • •••••••••••• , ••••••••••• •• 
Other •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Bonad and cookad and packad in airtight 
contain•r•· ••••••••••• • • •••••••••••••••• • •. • •• • • • • 

Ilea• and ehouldera1 
In container• holding le•• than 
3 pounda ....... ••• ••• •••. ••• •• • •• • ••. •• • 

In container• holding 3 poun~• and 
aver ••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Bacon ••••••• ••••• ••• •••••• ••••••••••••••••••• 
Other.• ••• ••• •••••••••••• •••• •••••••••••••••• 

Note: For nplanation of the symbol "A" or "A*" in 
·,the col\111111 entitl.ed "CSP", see general headnote 3(c). 

of 
Quantity 1 LDDC 

Lb •••••• o.5e per lb· 
rree 

Lb. 
Lb. 

Lb··· ••• rr .. 
2.5e per lb· 

Lb. 
Lb. 
1.b •••••• ·FrH 

1.b· ••••••. Free 

Lb •••••• 3C ;.Ir ib> 
10% ad val• 

Lb. 
Lb. 

Lb •••••• rr .. , 
Lb ••••••.. rr .. 

Lb- •••••• 0.6~ ·per lb· 
Lb •••••• o.6c per lb· 
Lb •••••• 705% ad Val• 

5% ad val. 
Lb. 
Lb. 

le per lb. 
Lb. 
Lbo 
Lb. 

le per lb. 

Lb. 

Lb. 
Lb. 
Lb. 

.. 

Page 1-9 

1 - 2 - B 
1 M . 30 • 107. 3! 

2 

7e per l.h---+-
2.sc per lb· 

6c per lb. 
6e per lb. 

10% ad val. 

6e per lb. 
20% ad val. 

6e per lb. 
30% ad Val• 

3.25e per lb. 
3. 25e perwl:ll.!h"~-lo-' 
30% ad val. 
20% ad val• 

3.25e per lb • 

le per lb. 
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APPENDIX F 

RATES OF DUTY APPLICABLE TO SWINE AND PORK AND SELECTED PORTIONS OF THE 
CANADIAN TARIFF SCHEDULES 



Tariff 11ems 
Date and 

No. of Memo 

100·1 
30/li/06 

200·1 
216/31, 
424-8 

205·1 

300·1 
30/11/06 

400·1 

01-1 5 
p .c. 1980-3442 
18/12/80 

5 02·1 

5 03·1 

5 04·1 

5 05·1 
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SCHEDULE "A" 

Goods Subject to Duty and Free Goods 

GROUP I 

ANIMALS, AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS, 
FISH AND PROVISIONS 

Horses, cattle, sheep, goats, asses, swine and dogs, for 
the improvement of stock, under regulations prescribed 
by the Governor in Council ...................... 

Domestic fowls, pure-bred, for the improvement of stock, 
homing or messenger pigeons, and pheasants ...... 

Rabbits, pure-bre,d, for the improvement of stock, under 
regulations pre~cribed by the Minister ............. 

Bees ............................................. 

Horses, n.o.p. ............................... each 

,. 

--------------
Animals, living, n.o.p.: 

Cattle ............................... per pound 
on and after January I, 1982 

Sheep, lambs and goats ................. per head 

Silver or black foxes ............................ 

Cows imported specially for dairy purposes ........ 
per pound 

N.o.p. ........................................ 

--------------

British Most· 
Prefer· Favoured· General 
ential Nation Tariff 
Tariff Tariff 

Free Free Free 

Free Free Free 

Free Free Free 

Free Free Free 

Free Free $25.00 

Free 1.5 cts. 3 cts. 
I ct. 

Free $1.00 $3.00 

Free Free 25 p.c. 
, 

Free Free 3 cts. 

Free Free 25 p.c. 

General 
Prefer· 
en II al 
Tariff 

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

Cir<•up I 
Page I 

U.K. and 
Ireland 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

.5 Ct. 

I ct. 

St.00 

Free 

Free 

Free 

-

January I. 198.i 



,.Group I 

Page 2 

Tariff Items 
Date and 

No. of Mamo 

600·1 

701-1 

703·1 

703·2 

703·3 

704·1 

705·1 

707·1 

800·1 
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SCHEDULE "A" 

Goods Subject to Duty and Free Goods 

Live hogs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . per pound 

--------------
Meats, fresh, n.o.p.: 

Beef and veal .................. · ... · · per pound 

MFN scheduled rate changes: Table 1, Line 2. 

Lamb and mutton ......... ~ .......... per pound 
MFN scheduled rate changes: .Table I, Line 3. 

Australian Trade Agreement ..................... 
per pound J 12 ct. 

Lamb, when the growth, produce or manufacture ·of 

New Zealand ............................ Free 

. Note: In accordance with Article I of the Australian 
Trade Agreement, lamb from that·country is admissible. 
free of duty, on account of the treatment extended to 
importations of lamb from New Zealand. 

New. Zealand 
Mutton ........................ per pound 0.S ct. 

Pork ................................ per pound 

N.o.p . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . per pound 

Edible meat offal of all animals ........ per pound 

--------------

Canned beef ..................................... 

Australian Trade Agreement ................... Free 

New Zealand ................................ Free 

January I, 1984 

British Most· General . 
Prefer- Favoured· General Prefer· U.K. and 
ential Nation Tariff entlal · ·Ireland 
Tariff Tariff Tariff 

Free 
.. 

Free 3 Cts. Free -.. .. 

.-. ' 

2 Cts. 2 cts. 8 cts. - 2 cts. 

4 cts. 4.1 cts. 8 cts. - 4 cts. 

.• 

.. .• . 

Free Free S cts. - Free 

.. 
' 

Free Free S cts. - Free 

Free Free S cts. - Free 

IS p.c. IS p.c. 3S p.c. - IS p.c. 

'. ·, 



Tariff Items 
Date and 

No. of Memo 

800·2 

.,,,aos.1 

,,. 810-1 

815·1 

82().1 

825·1 

830·1 

88 
SCHEDULE "A" 

Good• Subject to Duty and Free Goods 

Australian Trade Agreement 
Canned corned beef ........................ Free 

Brit isl\ 
Prefer­
ential 
Tariff 

Canned pork . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 p.c. 

New Zealand ................................ Free 

Canned hams . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 p.c. 

New Zealand ................. '. ... · ........... Free 

Pites de foie gras, foies gras~ preserved, in tins or 
otherwise; lark pites ........... : ........ ; . , . . . . . Free 

Animal liver paste . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Free 

Canned meats, n.o.p. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 p.c. 

Most· 
Favoured· General 

Nation Tariff 
Tariff 

IS p.c. 35 p.c. 

IS p.c. 35 p.c. 

Free 35 p.c. 

Free 35 p.c. 

15 p.c. 35 p.c. 

Canned snails of the genus Helix . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7 .5 p.c. 7 .5 p.c. 

New Zealand· ................................ Free 

Canned poultry or game, n.o.p. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 p.c. 15 p.c. 35 p.c. 

New Zealand ................................ Free 

General 
Prefer· 
ential 
Tariff 

10 p.c . 

c.r .. ur I 

Page 3 

U.K. and 
Ireland 

15 p.c. 

15 p.c. 

• Free 

Free 

12.5 p.c. 15 p.c. 

7.5 p.c. 

15 p.c. 

January I, 1984 



• Ci1 <)Up I 
Page 4 

Tariff Items 
Dale and 

No. of Memo 

835·1 

905·1 

910·1 

915·1 

9 20·1 

9 25·1 

9 30~1 

9 35·1 

9 35·2 
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SCHEDULE "A" 

Goods Subject lo Duly and Free Goods 

' -
Extracts of meat and fluid beef, not medicated ...... 

Live poultry, n.o.p. ..................... per pound 

Quails, partridges, and squabs, live or dead, n.o.p. ... 

Turkey poults, baby ducklings and baby goslings ..... 

. 

Baby chicks, n.o.p. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . each 

.. 

Dead poultry, n.o.p . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Eviscerated poultry, whether or not divided into portions 
and whether or not cooked ...................... 

but not less than, per pound 
or more than, per pound 

Game, n.o.p. .................................... 

Australian Trade Agreement 
Rabbits, fro;;en ............................ Free 

January I. 1984 

British 
Prefer· 
en ti al 
Tariff 

Free 

2 cts. 

Free 

12.S p.c. 

Free 

12,s p.c. 

12.5 p.c. 
5 CtS. 
10 cts. 

Free 

Most· General 
Favoured• General Prefer· U.K. and 

Nation Tariff enlial Ireland 
Tariff- Tarifl -

10 p.c. · 35 p.c. - JO p.c. 

--

2 cts. S cts. - 2 cts. 

Free 30 p.c. - Free 

.. : 

12.5 p.c. 20 p.c. Free 12.S p.c . 

'. 
'· 

2 cts. S cts. - 2 cts . 
.. 

-

12.S p.c. 20 p.c. 1i.s 'p.c. 

12.5 p.c. 35 p.c. 12.5 p.c. 

5 CtS. 5 CtS. 
10 CtS. - JO CtS. 

. 

Free 20 p.c. - Free 

.-
., 
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SCHEDULE "A" 
Gr0i;r I 

Pa~c S 

Tariff Items 
Brit isl! Most· General 
Prefer· Favoured· General Prefer- U.K. and 

Date and Goods Subject to Duty and Free Goods ential Nation Tariff en ti al Ireland 
No. of Memo Tariff Tariff Tariff 

940·1 Horse meat, tripe and other animal offal, ground or 
unground, unfit for human consumption; whale meat; 
feeds consisting wholly or in part of cereals but not 
including baked biscuits; all the foregoing when for 
use exclusively in the feeding of fur-bearing animals 
or in the manufacture of feeds for such purposes Free Free Free - Free 

942·1 Animal offal for use in the manufacture of prepared 
012-2-1 foods for cats and dogs ... · ...................... Free Free Free - Free 

(Temporary tariff item: see Appendix /) 

945-1 Feeds for use exclusively in the feeding of trout and salmon S p.c. S p.c. 2S p.c. - S p.c. 
MFN scheduled rate changes: Table 2, Linc 166. 

--------------
Meats, prepared or preserved, other than canned: 

1001-1 Bacon, hams, shoulders and other pork ........... ..,,. 
per pound Free I ct. S cts. - I ct. 

•· 

, 1001·2 Salt pork in barrels ........................... Free Free - Free 

,- 1001·3 Dry salt pork fatback for processing into salt pork in 
012-2-1 brine .............................. per pound Free Free S cts. - Free 

(Temporary tariff item: see Appendix I) 

_. 1001·4 Pork sausages ........................ per pound Free .6 ct. S cts. - .6 Ct. 

1002·1 N.o.p. ............................... per pound Free I ct. 6 Cts. Free I ct. 

1'002·2 Salt beef in barrels ........................... Free Free - Free 

--------------

1100·1 Raw Rennet ..................................... Free Free Free - Free 
, 

1200·1 Sausage skins or casings, not cleaned ............... Free Free Free - Free -
30111106 

January I, 198-' 



/;ro,ur I 

Page 6 

Tanll llems 
Date and 

No. ot Memo 

1205·1 

1210·1 

1300·1 

1305·1 

1400·1 

1505·1 

1510·1 

1515·1 

1520·1 
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SCHFDULE "A" 

Goods Subject 10 Duty and Free Goods 

Sausage skins or casings, cleaned .................. 
MFN scheduled rate changes: Table 2, Line 76. 

· Sausage casings, synthetic, of paper ................ 
MFN scheduled rate changes: Table 2, Line I SS. 

Lard and animal stearine of all kinds, n.o.p ......... 
per pound 

New Zealand . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Free 

Lard compound and similar substances, n.o.p ..... : . 
per pound 

New Zealand . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Free 

Tallow .......................................... 
MFN scheduled rate changes: Table 2, Line 167. 

Beeswax, unrefined .............................. 

Beeswax, refined but not bleached ................. 
MFN scheduled rate changes: Table 2, Line SS. 

Beeswax, n.o.p .................................. 

MFN scheduled rate changes: Table 2, Line SS. 

Honey-comb foundations, of wax .................. 
MFN scheduled rate changes:. Table 2, Line SS. 
GPT scheduled rate changes: Table 3, Line BS. 

January I, 1984 

Bnt1s11 
Prefer· 
enlial 
Tariff 

Free 

10 p.c. 

I Ct. 

I ct. 

Free 

Free 

Free 

4.7 p.c. 

4.7 p.c. 

Most· General 
Favoured· General Prefer· U.K. anl1 

N111on Tariff enlial lrelanl1 
Tariff Tarr ff 

3.8 p.c. 17.S p.c~ - Free 

IS p.c. JS p.c. 10 p.c. 13.2 p.c. 

I ct. 2 cu. Free I ct. 

I ct. 2 cts. .S ct. I Ct. 

.. 

4 p.c. 20 p.c. Free 4 p.c. 

Free Free - free 

4.7 p.c. 20 p.c. Free 3 p.c. 

4.7 p.c. 20 p.c. Free 4.7 p.c. 

4.7 p.c. 20 p.c. 3 p.c. 4.7 p.c. 
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APPENDIX G 

RATES OF DUTY APPLICABLE TO SWINE AND PORK AND CUSTOMS TARIFF SCHEDULES 
OF JAPAN 
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CUSTOMS TARIFF SCHEDULES 

OF JAPAN 
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PUBLISHED BY 

JAPAN TARIFF ASSOCIATION 
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. 

1Ut N fil. '*' Rate al Duty 

·~- •il' A 
Jf f,): .. 

Sa-. C ,r., ~ "' 1- . r.t. 1i GATT " ~ ~ ·.t DH<iiptiun 

No. Code~ General Prefer- Tempo- .Unit 
No. Ill - 3 '31 84 

ential rary 
12 ·31 83 

< 

01.0Z • <~tn·~ \o:>t:.Jl-!I.>-·· (r,?!) Live animall of the bovine species 

-ot-(>!tlf'Ht<.) Bo•ine other than bufl'· 
1loct: 

100 5 - · 1!!1:AllllMK9'-t Cenified .. be in' 
·~ 4,Cl)~b6·~ .. those uaed for ame· 
··~-1'>6l:O: 

I (I'!> I (I'~ 
lionti•e multiplication 

~KJ: IJIUl~tl. rr!'! 
by the mean111ipulated 

f:. t Cl) .............. - NO by a Cabinet Order 

- - -{-~-Cl) 4. Cl) Other: 

•cl) lMl!lf:IJCI). I •(1) Wei1hing not more .j: 300 +.,;,. I ',· than 300 k1 per 
~ A J:J. t Cl) t Cl) ··•. head: 

I 
.. 

.911 • •c i J !*Im.!:. t..-ce I • ( i') Intended to be 
1'~n~'f'~ - brou1ht up to beef 
-:>~·"(, .... : c1ule : for the 
*•~Arlt6 I quantity (quote) 
lll"IW•l.~I : 1tipul11ed by a 
a•~· i:>11il't '· Cabinet Order, on 
~• '-'illat I 

I I 
the ba1i1 of the 

t- '"* L. r. a I quantity of pro-
a t- A.Ill !: 

I 
spective dome11ic 

L... 118'11Jii ' dem1nd in the 
-t'Cl)M~•* I I _coming fiacal year t-•• L. "(. I I (April· M1rch)wi1h 
·~~ltJ61t I deduction of the 
·i;l.~CI) 4,11) l I ,,~ NO quantity of pro· 

I 

I 
1pective domestic 

I production, ind 
I alto in conaider-

I 
1tion of inter· 

I national market 
1ituation and other 

I relevant conditions 

912 s •c ii J -t- Cl) flt.•'.> 4. Cl) .S,000 NO 0 (ii) Other 
fil(~en~ II( H) 

919 s •c2J -t q;jflCI) 4. Cl) •.• 75,000 NO. •c2J Other 
fII <rea>1 •< eed) : 

920 • - *If' ......... : ... ;; ...... ,,~ (r!) ('1~) NO Buffaloes 

01.03 • (~t-C:~·~ (,c7)t:.J1~.)··· (,~) Liff 1wine 

- at1\llll.ltl1::9'"f"6 '" Certified as. bein1 those 010 5_ 
4, Cl)~ b 6 fi~lll it uaed for ameliorative 

.~~ltJ6!:.:.:-..KJ: ·' 'muhipllc1tion by the 
' ' l)lfl!Jlct'tl.t: 4,CI)··· ,,~ NO me1ns . 11ipulated by a 

Cabinet Order 
' 

;~: " Other: - -t Cl)ft,CI) 4. Cl) 

091 l •(l) llll!lf:IJCI) •• : •(l) W~ighing not more 
~150,.. .. ~7 4J;,l ;. ' than 50 k1 per head 
rCI) 41q;, .•••••••••• 10$¥ NO 

.. ' · 'C2) 
. . 

-·· . •(2) . -t' Cl'JjlCI) 4. Cl) . .. ·Other: 

(Note) 01 02 01. 03 {Domellic Anim1l Infectious Disease Control 
· ' L1w . 
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$"·I ~-t N .. l4l + Rate nl Duty . ., . A. 
''IH'•! 
!Stat. c " r. i .... i:'. GATT n ·t. c nu 

"' ~ 
Code s c_,.a1 Prefer-

:"<lo. So. 

"' 
ential 

12 31 83 3 31 84 

(01. 03) 099 t ·c i J 1911f':IJ"'. 
1t•1u1a•'t" 
'l!!t.>?illll"'• 
Jo'li;:•:n·"t'•• 
~'1l1111Wi!• 
1: Ill -t 6 NI It 
(i1Ua36•1A• 

:W \83 •> 113 

.. 
•• 1 JllO) •• 
1: .t .; s It; t, ,,. 
"t'l .. 61+11~ 
, .... f':'J0)1l 
·~all•llA" 
lt~.J: lltllltO> 
a-It•"' 2 ~O) 
l !::'911"6• 
c L."t'*•*ll 
~:'l£it;6. (J:.l 
F fA!l•1'11 
ltJ !: ~·; ·'°' ·jt,,1-S(.L.f': 
triiis~•6 f)O) 
i:54t:•t:. ti.* 1. 1 't". I.. 
"t' .. f':.l;.l"f"O) 
4. "' ...... ; ••••••• 

I 
I 

.. I 

" 
099 J ·cul -f'O)•I) 4.ll··· 

01.CM ;.aur~t' C~t-C\•6 V.>i:::. 
6.) 

100 J 1 . ··-····-········· .. ·····" fl! (r!) (P!) 
200 s 2 ., .......................... ,~ (r!) (r!) 

<rl> 01. oe awa••'f'D• 

ojif,; 

f't '.j! 

T•mpo· Unit rary 

I 

1911:."'.l NO 
~. ~~~ 1"· flt::. 
~•t:-c 
~t.:•c 
~,; c,,• 

ior eac 

~-· tht ff er· 
tnce 
btt-n 
henlue 

'or 
~:"to':! 11ty. 
the•1lu1 
obtained 
by 
multi· 
11lyin1 icl 
the ui 
lstendard 
import 
price by 
54 

10• NO 

NO 

NO 

11 

OescripCiClll 

•c i l Not more thaD 
the v1lue ~ hemd 
obtained mul· 
tiplyin1 the 1ttncl· 
arcl import price 
for skinned Pis 
ClrCaQ by 491/11 
in value for cua'. 
tom• duty 

No.f': The 
stendarcl impo n 

be price shill 
provided by the 
Miniater of 
Finance, for 
certain lfadea 
of pi1 meat 
stitTilatilcl by a 
Ca inet Order, 
beins taken the 
arithmetic Her· 
ap of the ba1ic 
ancl muimwa 
stebiliatioa 
pricn per k1 
referred to in 
Par•lfe.Ph 1 ol 
Article 3 of the 
Price StebiliA· 
tioa Law for 
Live Stock Pro-
ducll (Law No. 
183, 1911). 

•(ii) Ott. 

Li ...... UMlpw 

1 ... 
2 GoeW 
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02.0H c1li t,'*Ql~Jlt'..!< 1'~ <J'.I 
aJltF'!"!'lit.< ,) IQ 
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General 

25% 

oo•> 

10% 
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13 

kl .. ; Rate ol Duty 
'tif,; 

.. 
t.;i, -.i,: GAIT a .'!'. f'j ',i_: Description 

Prefer· Tempo· Unit 
ential rary • 

12 31 83 3 31 ·84 . ' 

..... aM ..... ..... the 
ani-la J.W.. witlaia Madiq 
Noa. 01. 01, 01. OZ. 01. 03 or 

· Ol.CM, frnla. clWW or frQlea: 

Meat and meat olJals, of 
bo•ine animals 

; . 

Meat, frnh or. chilled: 

KG With bone in 

KG Other 

Meat, fr-a: 

KG With boae in 

KG Other 

Meat oftall: 

i 20''1} 18.8"0 KG Internal or.am and 
·18.8" toap• 

KG Other 
. 

2 Meet ... ... c6ll. of 
pip 

KG Internal orsam 

•(1.l C.rcau: 

Skinned 

(Notu) 02.01 Law · { 
Domutic A.ai-1 Iafectioua Di1eaae Control 

Food Sanitatioa Law 
n02. 01 ·I Meat ud off ala, of boYiH aai .. la, freall, 

chilled or froiea, eacludiq toapa and 
internal or1aaa : IQ 



.... 

210 2 

I'S <Et.."C~·~·'I. 
V)··············· .. ···· 

. ·,,,·";_·· 

98 

.J * t&i:'. CATT M .t Pi ~ 
c;..r.i Prtler- Tempo- Unit 

1-----.,....---4 ential rary 
11/Sl/13 Si31/8' 

l+ra#'KG 
'"'~'? . ~· S•..A. 

t&c• 
ilt&c •• or each 

ilo­
sram. 

he dilfe· 

n 

KG 

Deecriptian 

•c i l Not mon .... •• 
..... perqolltaiD· 
.. b, diYil)jq the 

. 1taaclard . price 
for lkiD~ car· 
- b, 1.1. iD .... 
for cut- dutJ 

Other 

Nc.t lkinned 
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-2) 
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" uu r. 

·c ii J ••1111i&: 1 
+11~,,AK 
-? ~. I'S< Sf 
l.'tl':H!llll 
Kilfo~All'• 
J..flfU: 1. 1 
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•r.lro:i~"' 
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Ill ·•' Rate of Duty 
~--..-------..----...-....,-._,,.j lj• f.;: 

JI. ~ 1.;i,·.t; GATT t~ ;!.' f'r -.~ 
General ,__ ____ __. Prefer· Te;,.po. Unit 

ential rary 
12 31 83 3, 31 84 

-t 0) ,. 0) 4i 0) 10• KG 

•(2) -to:>f'lo:>t.o:>·· ....... 

,. 

., 
.\ 

15 

,.. .: 

Descnpticm 

•c ii) Not inore than tbe 
Hlue per Q oblaiD· 
eel bJ din!inc the 
standard import price 
for pi1 carca9, not 
skinned by 1. 1, in 
Hlue for c111toma 
duty 

Other 

•czJ Other 
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-~ c Stat. 

No. Code s 
No. 

-· -1) 
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291 

293 

291 

293 

~10 

320 0 

330 J 

MO 

390 D 

I 

. ~.· 

3 

" "" . f, 

····-1 +" "' .t.ic ., •• ts<• 
L. t:9t111t• .... ).. •t: o.as~ •vc,.t:• 
~"'FC>U>lt .......... ; .. _ 

- 9111············ 

- < 1'911······ 

-t-"'•"'~I) 

- 9111············ 

- < 1'9111······ 

~,,.,,~IT.>···; ........... 
-.,, ..................... 
_..,,,,,.. ............... 
- ~·"' L. I;. "->9111····:···· 

-•. ~•. ~·ll.lt 
k ... -'.>--; ...••••••.• 

- < i"9111·················· 

.100 

trt ,.; R.e" a1 Duty 
i-----..----------...-----..----1•~ 

¥; +; -~~ .CATT "l ~-. ti ~ 
C-rll Preer· :.Tempo- Unit 

....-2,-,-.,.-u ....... 3,-,3-11-....... entill : rVy. 

·-

KG 

KG 

10• 

KG 

KG 

oo•> r! 
(·3.8'.'o.l (2.8~o) KG 

er. 5•> (1.5.) KG 

er.a•> <7.5•> KG 

KG 
f 3.8"~) 12 .. 8°0 r 

(1.5~ (7. 515) KG 

3 

Description 

Other 

Not lllllDft din .. 
•alaeperqoluia. 
... by ctmdias . die 
............. price 
, ........ cu • 
-i.,o.125.iD 
,,.1 .. for~ 
aty 

Meat of pip 

Meat ollala 

Other 

Meat of pip 

Meat ollala 

Meat of- aheep or lambs 

Meat of 1oat1 

Meat of wild boan 

· Meat of: h-., ..... 
mulea and hinaies 

Meat 01111• 
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' - .. - ., - Seetloa rv· 
PREPARED FOODSTUFFS; BEVERA.GES. 

SPIRITS AND VINEGAR; '~. 
:·. TOBACCO . 

• i& • .-.. a. •u:su~•••«>••a · Chapter 16 : Piepantlom of ••t, of &all; of 
craatac:eau or mollua. 

":."t'\N ifr \; 
~!i"r 2 .. 

" J', ~1a1. lc 1111 J,•~ 1-
\o. 

<..ode ._. General 
:\o. iii: 

I 

18.01 000 z Y -:~ - ..:lJlV' .:.tu:.•-t~• 
"' (l*l. < -rl*! -x11tJJ•"* "t' aa 
C;l.Lt:. \"'t:.J.1-!I.)············ 25. 

18.02 ~X.11 < -r~"'-t"'fli"••.r.. 

,, . 
'100 J . ' 1 ""'"'II· It~.:~ X.11 ' Ill ,, ~ ~,, 4> ,, Jl V'lli r.-

<•t:.*~ Lt.:~ o:>t:.S. 
•8t •' . -~.>··························· j Free 

2 k "'ftio:> 4, "' I ·! 
: :. 

(I) •t:.11t• Lt.:fott:.112:• 
Lt:.\."'················· is• .. 

,. 

210 t, -•lft..<tt•l}fllJl 
tt•li t.. < tt•l1) < 
1'1111* ...... 6 41,, 

210 'z --t-11)•11) 4111)········· 
' 

(21 -t "',.,, 4, "' •••••••••••• 25. 

. - 't-fi l. < lt·l1)~j( ,, 

•i It .if li l. ( It.,, ( 
1'1111i'~W1"6. 41,, 

- - lfl1)11!1Jtlt41T.> < 

' 
1'111111)4,17) I 

---•e••J..!117) 
4. 11) . 

221 5 ----2-~1:!'-7 

"~ . - - - - -t' ,,.,, \ f). 

" 

(i.t) 16.0t, 16.02 ttAfl'tPll 

16. 01, 16. 02 ··~·ll~D-
16. 02-2 6, ~ t,41111. •!Ill.it IH. ti. & IT.> ( "f'lilll1) 

-t-IT.>•IT.>••AA~~n.&i'Ea~~t.. 
t:-t-IT.>fll7)••& <•m1'•J..,, ,,,.,,. 
Xtt~-2~~6?~•Wt..f:4ll7)t• 
<~} IQ - . 

l'l 

t,;l,:i.:: 

r 

Thia Chapter .. doet not cover meat, meat offal, 6ah, 
cr111t~cean1 or molluaca, · prepered or prnerved by_ the pro· 
ceua 1peci6ed io Chapten 2 and 3. 

Rate of Duty 
1t•.f 1:': 

GATT n .•J,1 ft: '.i:'. OPScri ptian 
Prefer- Tempo-. V,ni.t " 

12 31 83 3 31 84 
ential rary 

•• < .. 

Se ....... ~ ... like, of meat, 
. meat offal or animitl tilood 

(25•> (25~0 KG 

01IMr prepiiref or prete~ meat 
.,, .-t .... ,. 

·' 
,, 

l Getl, bladden and 1tomach1 
ol aoim1l1, whole end 

(r!) (r!) 
.. r. ' i::,ec:n thereof~ aimpl7 

KG iled in water 

·2· Odms 
..... 
.. 

{II Dried after aimpl7 boiled 
" in w1ter 

. . . . 

!KG 

Cont1inin1 mnt or mea 
.. olat of ..,_ 1aimal1 o 

pip 
, 11 'Jo l IO"o KG Other .. 
·10'-, ... 

(2) 0.... 
. ,: 

Contailli'To:t or -•t 
olfal of · aaimale 
or pip: 

. Of meet or, m11t 01111 
of bo•ine' il!llimab: 

In 1irti1~t contain· 
,. .. era: 

.KG . ~ .... Corned beef 
j , 

;": Other: 

; .. 

(Notet) 16. 01. 16. 02 Food Sanitation Lew 

16. Ol, l6. 02 {f::"tic ~imapntectioua DiMa11 Contral ; 

eal6. OZ-2 Prepared or p~ producta, coMiatiq wholly 
or chie81 of meet 01" ·o&ai. OI boritt 1Diinala or 
pip, ucludiq ham ud: bacoa,' 1terili* ..t' 
pecked in •irtiaht contailien: IQ 

r 



102 

,, 
aut N fll '*'. Rate al Duly 

•-tt .#~ - •l .. i 

Stat.~ . .fa g • .... 104".i.: GAIT n .it. f'j ~i l>eseriptim 

No. Code s Gmeral Prefer- Tempo- Unit 
No. Im ential rary 

12:31'83 3/31/U 

(11.ot 
-2-CID 222 • -----··"~°' Containing ngi-

\() ......... (25.) (25,tS) KG tables 

222 • - - - - --t"Cta'> \ KG 
Other 

47.>············ 
----t-o.>•c\o.> Other: 

223 ' - - - -•~*•t-t: KG 
Simply boiled in 

\ 47.) •••••••••••• water 

224 I -----t-O>flo.>\O> KG Other 

-'--t"o.>flO>\O> Other: 

225 z . - - - ttl!W9-" ~ o.> In aini1ht con· 
c, O)········· KG tainen 

226 3 - - --t-o.>flC'>~O>··· KG Other 

· 17 .5 "·' JS .6 ·c 
)5.6 qG 

Other - -t'C'>ftlo.>C.o.>·····"· ·15 .6,, ··fjt 
Free 

m • - - ttl:WBJ,. ~ o.> \ In airti1ht containen 

0) •••••••••••••••••••· I KG 

229 • ---t-o.>flo.>\O>••"· ! KC Other I 

! 

(20.) I 
I 16.03 ~.z.+;11., i-~:l .. -;11.}ltJ'! 8,tS Meat n:tracta and meat jvica; 

A.z.+;11. .................... :, ....... ;· I "l!ftfjt &ah utracta I 
I i 

I 
Free I 010 J •c1J ....... "'Jltt ! - ~ ! •c1J Meat atracu and meat 

I ~--"' ....... ; ...... , c20•> c20•> 16. KG juicea 

I om • •c2J ..... "' .............. 
I 

(15 .. ) (15,tS) 12.tS KC 1 
•(2) Fish eatracll 

I : 

16.041 A'J•llo't. C+-. l:!7Jlt1-t'~ I I Prepared or presened fish, includ· 
ftn!lll'f;tr.) iq ca•iu and caviu aubatitutea: 

(20,tS) (10,tS) (IO.IS) &• 8.tS Ca•iar and caviar 1ubatitutn 1 + .. l:!7'Jlt1-t'~ftlt!ll • ,,fjt I 
ree 

110 • --r~"················· KG lkur1 

190 • --t-o.>flo.> \0) ........ I KG Other 

2 -t-~-~~~ ............. (20,tS) 2 Other: 

•(1) an •(I) Hard· roes: 

·c i J 1:: l-A. (~ "'..:.7 ·c i J Of Nish in (eenu 
•o.>A) o.> "o.>···· I J8''o' 'J 7. s~G) 16.tS Clu/'ra): 

211 8 

-····"' ~,,, I 12.tS In airti1h1 concai 
\47.) ... •••••••• .. •• ·•fll· KG ners 

Free 

219 I - -t" o.>lat!> \ 47.) ... KG Other 

Ol> 16. 03, 16. 04 tA•u1; (Note) 16~ 03, 16. 04 Food Sanitation Law 
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APPENDIX ll 

THE CANADIAN HOG CARCASS GRADING/CARCASS 
SETTLEMLNT ~;vs I EM 
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CANADIAN PORK COUNCIL 
111 SPARKS STREET, OTTAWA, KlP 585 

Effective March 29, 1982 

THE 
CANADIAN. 

HOG 
CARCASS 

GRADING/ 
SETTLEMENT 
SYSTEM 

SYSTEME · 
CANAD I EN 

DE CLASSEMENT 
IND EXE 

DES CARCASSES 
DE PORC 

En vigueur le 29 mars 1982 

CONSEIL CANADIEN DU PORC 
111; RUE SPARKS, OTTAWA K1P 585 



*kg. 

Weight Class/ 
Cat6gorie de poids 

lbs. 

Fat Clase/ Loin Fat In 
Cat.degraa Tenths of 

Inches/ 
Math~re 

graasaAla 
longeen 

dlxlllmee de 
~ouce 

1. <0.8 

2. 0.8 

3. 0.9 

4. 1.0 . 

5. ·u 
'' 6. 1.2 

7. 1.3 

8. 1.4 

9. 1.5 

10. . '1.6 

11. 1.7 

12. 1.8 
'' 

13. 1.9 

14. 2.0 

15. 2.1 

16. 2.2 

17. 2.3+ 

DEMERITS Type 

Quality 

Trimmable 

Rldglings 

TABLE OF INDICIES/TABLEAU D'INDICES 

40.8-56.5 56.6-58.7 -58.8-63.3 63.4-67.8 67.9-72.3 72.4-76.9 77.0-81.4 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

90-124 125-129 130-139 140-149 150-159 160-169 170-179 

.. Grade lndex/lndice de classement 

87 105 107 108 

87 103 105 107 

87 102 103 105 

87 100 102 103 

87 98 100 102 

87 97 98 100 

87 95 97 98 

87 93 95 97 

87 92 93 95 

87 90 92 93 

87 88 90 92 

87 87 88 90 

85 85 87 88 

83 83 85 87 

82 82 83 85 

El> 80 82 83 

80 80 80 80 

- Subnormal belly, and roughness - Less 3 index 
points 
- Abnormal fat, colour or texture- Less 10 index 
points 
- The actual weight ·reduction from the hot carcass 
weight if the demerit is of farm origin 
- lndex67 

110 

108 

107 

105 

103 

102 

100 

98 

97 

95 

93 

92 

90 

88 

87 

85 

80 

TARES 

113 

112 

110 

108 

107 

105 

103 

102 

100 

. 98 

97 

95 

93 

90 

88 

87 

80 

Type 

Qualit6 

114 

113 

112 

110 

108 

107 

105 

103 

102 

100 

98 

97 

95 

90 

88 

87 

80 

Parage insuffisant 

Cryptorchides 

•where hogs are purchased on metric weights, lhe hogs will be weighed in kilogra""' and converted to pound• by multiplying the kilograms by 2.2048. 
•oans let en oU le ayst~ m6trique eat utffi96 pour lea ventes, le poidt 1era exorim6 en kilogrammes et converti en IMea en mu,tipliant la nombre de kilogrammes par 2.2046. 

81.5-86.0· 86.1-90.5 90.6-95.0 95.1 + 

8 9 10 11 

180-189 190-199 200-209 210+ 

113 112 90 80 

112 110 90 80 

110 108 90 80 

108 107 90 80 

107 105 90 80 

105 103 90 80 

103 102 90 80 

102. 100 90 80 

100 98 90 80 

98 97 90 80 

97 95 90 80 

95 93 80 80 

93 92 80 80 

90 90 80 Bo 

88 88 80 80 
' 

87 87 80 80 

80 80 80 80 

- Ventre en d~o!I de la normale. et rugosit~s: 3 
points de moins lt l'indice 
- Gras, couleur ou texture anormaux: 10 points de 
moins :i l'indice 
- Le poids retranch~ par rapport au poids de la 
carcasse fraiche si la tare provient de la ferme 
- lndice de 67 

2/82 
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A. compter du 29 mars 1982, les carcasses de pore -
seront · classees par les · inspecteurs du gouvernenient 
federal en tenant compte des indices de classement 
indiques au tableau (versol. 

UNE SEULE MESURE DE L'EPAISSEUR DE 
MATIERE. GRASSE 

Ce tableau a ete conc;:u par suite de la decision de 
mesurer la matiere grasse uniquement ii la longe plutOt 
qu'il l'epaule et ii la longe comme c'etait le cas aupara-
vant. · 

I 

Seule la colonne indiquarit l'epaisseur de matiere grasse 
correspondant ii chaque categorie a ete modifiee. Les 
indices sont les m&mes que ceux indiques dans le 
tableau anterieur. ... 

EXAMEN CONTINU 

Ce tableau sera utilise jusqu'tl avis contraire ti moins 
d'une entente mutuelle entre le CCV et le CCP pour 
recommander des modifications. Les . deux conseils 
sui'Veilleront les effets du nouveau tableau et en feront 
une revue continuelle, et si son utilisation entraine des 
changements marques ou non souhaitables pour l'in­
dustrie, des entretiens seront immediatement amorces 
pour studier les c.o.rrectifs ti apporter. 

_UTILISATION DU TABLEAU 

Voici un example de !'utilisation du tableau. Supposons 
qu'une carcasse pese 170 lb, que la matiere grasse 
mesuree au point maximal de matiere grasse est de 1,3 
pouce et. que le prix est de 75¢ la livre. 

L'indice de classement serait de 105. Le prix serait 
determine de la fac;:on suivante: 

170 x L,75 x 105/100) = $133.88 
I;: 

THE CANADIAN HOG CARCASS 
GRADING/SETTLEMENT SYSTEM 

Starting March 29, 1982 hog carcasses graded b~ 
federal government graders. will be settled for on the 
grade indices shown on the table (over). 

SINGLE FAT MEASUREMENT 

This table has been developed to accomodate the 
change to the use of a single loin fat measurement 
rather than the shoulder and loin measurement as 
before. 

Only the column showing the fat measurements per 
class has been changed. The indices remain as they 
were in the previously used table. 

CONTINUOUS REVIEW 

This table will apply until further notice unless there is a 
mutual agreement by the CMC and CPC to recommend 
change of it. The two Councils will monitor and review 
the effects of the new table continually and if its use 
results in marked and undesirable changes to the 
industry immediate discussion will be undertaken to 
consider appropriate remedial action. 

USE OF TABLE 

The following is an example of the use of the table. 
Assume a carcass weighed 170 lbs. and the fat as 
measured at the maximum loin fat was 1.3 inches and 
that the bid price was 75¢ per pound. 

The index grade would be 105. Settlement would be as 
follows: 

170 x (. 75 x 105) = $133.88 
100 

., 
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APPENDIX I 

APPLICATION FOR CANADIAN HOG STABILIZATION PROGRAM 



•• ,. ::;:.c.:.;:;uro: 
Stab,iiza11on Board 

UTilC€ CC: Siab;IJ~ 
des pnx agricolb 10~ 

Canada 
Office Use 

A l'usage du bureau 

1983-1984 
FEDERAL HOG STABILIZATION 
PROGRAM 

1983-1984 
PROGRAMME FEDERAL DE 
STABILISATION DU PRIX DU PORC 

Producer - Producteurltricel 

Claim - Reclamation 

IMPORTANT - PLEASE READ GUIOE ON THE REVERSE SIDE 
BEFORE COMPLETING CLAIM 

IMPORTANT - VEUILLEZ LIRE LE GUIDE AU VERSO 
AVANT DE COMPLETER LA RECLAMATION 

PLEASE COMPLETE THIS SECTION -VEUILLEZ COMPLl:TER CETTE SECTION 
Producer's Surname Nom de tamllle du producteur 

I Vi I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 1\11 I I I I 
Full Given Names - Prenoms Area Code Reg.-Tel. No. Te1Gphone 

I 1 I I 1 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 
Mailing Address Adresse postale 

1--~1~1~1~1~1-~1~1~1~1~1~1~1~1-~1~1~1~1-~1~1~1~1~1~1_j_J_~l~1~1~1~1~l-~1..,_1~l~~'~~l-~I-; 

'

Postal Code - Code postal 

I 1l 1 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I l_J I I I I I I I I I I ;;.,. I I 
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY A L'USAGE DU BUREAU SEULEMENT 

I I I I I I I I I I I I I 1 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 1
9 

I I l I I I I I 
4 10 

I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 
11 

I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 1 I I I I 1 I 
6 7 

I I I I I I I I 1

8 

I I I I I I I I I I I I 11 - I I 
Ontario and Quebec - Ontario et Quebec Manitoba and West - Manitoba et a l'ouest 

Pian NO Location of I County or District I I I 
Farm Enterprise Comte ou district Lot Concession Quarter - Quart 

!e~~~~:~";~;~~ I I I I 

Section !Township - Canton I Range- Rang'ef 

I I I 
aaricole I ! ___ ~1-----~------~'---~l~------~1 _____ ~1---<~ 

r Does any other person or firm have a financial or other Yes D I If yes, identify person(s) or firm by name '-
interest in any of the hogs claimed for payment? Qui : Si oui, fournir le{s) nom(sl 

Est-ce qu'une autre personne ou firme a un interl§t finan- No D ~1, ------------------------------1 
cier ou autre dans les pores Qui font l'objet d'une Non 
demande de paiement? 

PAYMENT RATE 

The SUPJ>?rt le~el has be~n set at .95% of the preceding f.ive-year average
1 

market pnce ad1usted for increases in cash costs of production. 

Payment will be made on only that portion of Canada's hog production 
used for domestic requirements. This amounted to 79.8% during the 
1983-84 marketing period. Accordingly, the deficiency payment of $8.19 
per hog has been reduced to $6.54 per; hog ($8.19 x 79.8%) and will be 
paid on all hogs index 80 or better sold for slaughter between April 1, 
1983 and March 31, 1984, and not covered under a provincial program. 

The maximum number of hogs eligible is 12 000 per producer/enterprise. 

See "Payment By Province" for details on partial eligibility. 

Please indicate if you are a participant in any provincial stabilization scheme for 
hogs marketed between April 1, 1983 and March 31, 1984. 
Veuillez indiquer si vous participez a un plan provincial de stabilisation 
pour les pores. vendus entre le ler avril 1983 et le 31mars1984. 

TAUX DE PAIEMENT 
Le niveau de sautien. a ete fixe a 95% du pr ix maven du marchd des cinq 
dernit!res annees. indexe en fanction de !'augmentation des coUts de 
production en espt!ces. 

Le paiement ne sera verse que sur la proportion de la production porcine 
au Canada vendue pour la consommation domestique, pour Un total de 
79.8% pendant la campagne de 1983-1984. En const?quence, le 
paiement d'appoint calcule a 8,19$ le pore a. the reduit a 6,54$ lsoit 
8,19$ x 79,8%) le pore d'indice 80 ou plus, vendu pour l'abattage entre 
le ler avril 1983 et le 31 mars 1984, et non assujetti a un rt!gime 
provincial de stabilisation. 

Le nombre maximum de pores admissibles est de 12 000 par producteur/ 
entreprise. 

Vair le detail des critt!res d'admissibilite partielle en "Paie'ments Par 
Province". 

Yes D 
Oui 

No D 
Non 

Indicate the number of hogs cOvered provincially ~ 
\._ lndiquer le nombre de pores impliques au plan provincial , I Complete the Declaration on the rl!Verre of this page. 

Comp/tJter la DtJclaration au verso. 

\. 

PRODUCER CERTIFICATION: I hereby certify that I was the pro· 
ducer and the eligible claimant for the production claimed and that the 
supporting documents are true and correct. I further acknowledge that 
any misrepresentation will warrant exclusion from any benefits under 
this program, and recovery plus interest on all monies received by me. 
I hereby consent to a detailed audit verification, if required, including 
on-farm inspection. I agree to the terms and conditions of this payment 
and I further agree to any adjustment or refund to the Government of 
Canada that may f?e required. 

Signature of Producer - Signature.du producteur 

TOTAL SOLD (As per record ofsales) 
TOTAL DES VENTES (Tel qu'au sommaire des ventes) 

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY - A L "USAGE DU BUREAU 

ATTESTATION DU PRODUCTEUR: Je certifie par la prlsente ltre le 
producteur et etre admissible pour la production demandl!e et que les 
pieces justificatives sent exactes et authentiques. Je reconnais· aussi que 
toute fausse dl!claration m'exclura de tout tM!nMice et sera l'objet d'un 
recouvrement de taus les versements, capital et inWrfts touchl!s dans le 
cadre de ce programme. Je consens a une vl!rification ddtaill4e .. si ndces· 
saire, y compris une inspection sur les lieux de l'entreprise. Je consens 
aux conditions de ce paiement, et j'admets et consens 8 tout ajustement 
ou remboursement au Gouvernement du Canada, si demand!!. 

Date 

I 
' : Official language wishing 

1 to use. 
1 Langue officielle que je 
; dl!sire utiliser. 

12 No. of Head/ 
NO d'animal.Jx • English o 

Angla is 

French D 
Fran~is 

Office Use -
A !'usage du bureau 

13 Stamped -Tlmbr' 14 Data entry 15 Batd'I no.-No <1e lot 16 Oat• returned 17 Date re•Ubmltted 
Date de retow Date ( R<.celved - Re .. u) Entrff des <1onnMs Date Oe renvol 

18 QUilntltyellglbl•·Prov. 19 QUi1ntltyellglble·Fecl. 20 Payment-Palement 
Quant1t• admtsslble· prov. Quantlt•a<lmlulble-f'<L 

22 Operator - Oplrateur 

26 PF ·3 Verified/ 
V~rlfl4 

23 Pre .. udlt 
~lflcatlon 

REMARKS - REMARQUES 

2• Authorized by 
AutorlM par 

21 Procossor -PRl)Od 

Requl1Ulon no. 
NO de ""'ul51tlon 

AGR 2552 (84/07) PLEASE SUBMIT ALL SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS - VEUILLEZ JOINDRE TOUTES LES PIECES JUSTIFICATIVES 
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ONLY FOR PRODUCERS.NOT PARTICIPATING 
IN A PROVINCIAL HOG STABILIZATION 
PROGRAM ' • . . . . . ~· 
~ • • • • • ' ' .J 

POUR LES SEUl!.S·PRODUCTEtlRS NE PARTICIPANT 
PAS A UN PRQGRAl\4ME PROVINCIAL DE 

.':sTA~1'C1~ATi'oN POUR (EJ>cj~c 
. l •• ·' )~·. 

'·.r ' 

For the purposes of the l
0

98:i.S4 Hog Stabilization Program, the .. 

Agricultural Stabilization Board will be ass~ming that the producer 
is participating in his province's hog stabilization plan unless he 

completes and signs the following declaration. 

DECLARATION 

Canada 

PROVINCE of/de --------~~~----

l,/Je, 

Aux fin~? d~ P~ogr~mme' de st~bilis~tion pour le pore de 1983· 

1984, l'Office de stabilisation des prix agricoles considerera tout 
producteur comme participant -au plan de stabilisation du pore 
dans sa• province a moins ciu'il ne complete et signe la declaration 
suivante. 

DECLARATION 

In the matter of a Federal stabilization payment for hogs, 1983-84 
iiroduction year, 

En ce qui a trait au paiement de stabilisation du prix du pore pour 
·l'annee-recolte 1983 -1984, ·· · 

in the province of do solemnly declare that: 

dans la province de --------------------· declare solennellement: 

1 ! I am a hog producer in the Province of --------

2) I have made an application for Federal stabilization for hogs 
marketed between Apri I 1. 1983 and March 31, 1984; 

3) have not participated in any provincial stabilization scheme 
for hogs marketed in the same period, nor will I· be partici· 
pating in any such scheme for that period; 

4) the statements made in my application ·form for Federal 
stabilization for hogs for the 1983-84 production year are 
true. 

make this solemn declaration conscientiously believing it to be 
true and knowing that it is of the same force and effect as if made 

·under· oath and by virtue of the Canada Evidence Act. 

1) etre un producteur de pore dans la province de ------

2) avoir fait une demande de paiement en vertu du Programme 
federal de stabilisation pour les pores mis en. marche entre le 
1er avril 1983 et le 31 mars 1984; 

3) ne pas avoir particip( ni participer eventuellement a aucun 
programme provincial de ·stabilisation pour les pores mis en 

marche au cours de la dite periode; 

4) que les faits rapportes dans· ma demande·de paiement en vertu 
du Programme federal de stabilisation du prix du pore pour 
l'annee-recolte 1983· 1984 sont veridiques. 

Je fais cette declaration solennelle en toute bonne foi, la sachant de 
meme force et effet que si proferee sous serment en vertu de la 
Loi sur la preuve·au Canada. 

Sig:iature of applicant/Signature du demandeur 

DECLARED BEFORE ME IN 
DECLARE DEV ANT MOI A 

this 

ce 
lmunicipality/mun1cipalite) 

day of 
jourde __________ 198_. 

"Commissioner for Taking Oaths in and for the Province of 
Commissaire a l'assermentation en la province 9e_ 

My commission expires 

Ma commission expire le·-----

•For your information, commissioners for raking oaths include 
lawyers, notaries. 31de_rmen, ree::~s and court officials. 

AGR 2552 {84/07) 

. ~; . , 

•A titre de renseignement, ies commissaires a l'assermentation 
peuvent etre avocat, notaire, maire, greffier OU secretaire·trfsorier 
d'une municipalite, juge de paix, protonotaire ou greffier d;une 
court de justice ou son adjoint. 

: : ~· ... -



STABILIZATION PROGRAM 
RECORD OF SALES . 

THIS SECTION MUST BE COMPLETED FOR SALES 
OTHER THAN THOSE REPORTED IN THE 
MARKETING BOARD STATEMENT. INFORMATION 
MUST MATCH THAT ON SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS. 

PROGRAMME DE STABILISATION 
SOMl".f1AIR.E DES VEfllT.ES 

"CETTE SECTION OOIT ETRE COMPLhEE DANS LE CAS DES 
VENTES NON RAPPORTEES DANS LES RESUMEES DES 
OFFICES OE COMMERCIALISATION. LES OONNEES DOIVENT 

· CORRESPONDRE A CELLES DES PIECES JUSTIFICATIVES. 
.. 

For Office 
Date of Sale - ·' Name of.Purchaser - · Grade - ·Total Price Received - No. of Head Sold - Use-
Date de vente ... Nom de l'acheteur Classement Prix total te~~ NO d'anir,naux vendus A l'usage 

du bureau 

I 
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I 
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I I I 
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I 
I 
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i i i 
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I 

I [ I ; 
I 
! I I ' 
i i i 
i i 

I I I 
I i 

i I I I 

I ! I 
-- ------·------

SUB· TOTAL/SOUS· TOTAL i 
TOTAL NUMBER OF RECEIPTS •D PAGE 1 ! .. 

i 

NOMBRETOTALDEFACTURES 
SUB·TDTAL/SOUS·TOTAL ! 

PAGE 2 ! 
' 

TOTAL SOLO (Please enter in box 12 on the front page) l .. 

TOTAL DES VENTES (Veuillez reporter a la case 12 de la premiere page) 

F1>r Office L'se - A i':..s3ge du bureau 
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STABILIZATION PROGRAM 
RECORD OF SALES 
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THIS SECTION MUST BE.COMPLETED F.OR SALES. 
OTHER THAN THOSE REPORTED IN THE 
MARKETING BOARD STATEMENT. INFORMATION 
MUST MATCH THAT ON SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS. 

Date of Sale - Name of Purchaser - Grade -

PROGRAMME DE STABILISATION 
SOMMAIRE DES VENTES 

CETTE SECTION DOIT ETRE COMPLETEE DANS LE CAS DES 
VENTES NON RAPPORTEES DANS LES RESUMEES DES 
OFFICES DE COMMERCIALISATION; LES DONNEES DOIVENT 
CORRESPONDRE A CELLES DES PIECES JUSTIFICATIVES. 

For Office 
Total Price Received - No. of Head Sold - Use -

Date de vente Nom de l'acheteur Classement Prix total re~u NO d'animaux vendus A !'usage 
du bureau 

I I I 

I 

I 
I 

I 

~UB· TOTAL/SOUS-TOT AL 
PAGE 2 

Please transfer this amount in appropriate box on the preceding page. 
Veuillez reporter ce montant a la case appropriee de la page precedente. 

If recording space is insufficient, enclose a supplementary 
list. Please ensure to identify additional lists with your 
name (or business name) and address. 

Si l'espace est insuffisant, utiliser une feuille supplementaire. 
Veuillez y inscrire votre nom (ou celui de l'entreprise) et 
votre adresse. 

' 

~ 
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GUIDE FOR COMPLETION OF CLAIM 

A GENERAL INFORMATION 

1. Pie .. print or type ·and return one copy of the claim form. 

2. Retain "your copy .. for r~ference and audit purposn. 

3. IMPORTANT: This claim and all documents, records and accounts in 
support of paymenu to be made are subject to audit by officials of 
Agriculture Canada, tha Agricultural Stabilization Board or their 
representatives and any over1]ayment resulting from this claim will 
be subject to recovery. 

4. A selected number of producer claims may be chosen for detailed 
audit verification including on-farm inspection. The producer will be 
required to assist in this audit process. 

5. Supporting receipts will be returned to the claimant only after the 
audit is completed. The documents can~ot be returned with the sub­
sidy payment. Please allow a minimum of 8 weeks for processing. 

6. For stabilization purposes, a producer/enterprise is defined as an indi· 
vidual (or group of individuals such as a family farm operation, partner­
ship, cooperative or corporation) ~ho operates in Canada and raises 
hogs for marketing and slaughter, on his own behalf or under contract. 

7. Sign certification in ink. }his application will be returned if the 
signature is written in pencil or printed. Mail to: 

Agricultural Stabilization Board 
930 Carling Avenue 
Ottawa, Ontario 
K1AOC5 

Tetephone Inquiries: 1613) 994-1610 

B REQUIREMENTS FOR CHEQUE ISSUE 

In accordance with cheque issue regulations and to·prevent incorrect 
mailing or endorsement, you must provide the followir\g: 

1. If your farm is not legally incorparated, give complete surname(s), 
full given names and addresses of all individuals involved. 

2. If your. farm is legally incorparated, give full corporate business name 
and attach sr.eet giving names and addresses of principals. 

3. Telephone number including area code must be provided. 

4. The Social Insurance Number assists in identifying producen and 
speeds processing. 

5. Give a complete description of the land location of the enterprise. 
If you· do not own the land locat!on described, give detailed infor­
mation on a separate sheet: name of owner, rental agreement or other 
arr-Mgements. 

6. Payment n\ay be delayed if information is not complete. 

C REQUIREMENTS FOR SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS 

1. Please submit the marketing board summary statement (except in 
Qut\bec where there is no marketing board), as well as the grading 
statement/proof of slaughter for sales not reparted in the summary 
statement. The latter two types of supporting documents must provide 
the following information: 

a) "ame of seller (your name} 
bl name and address of purchaser 
cl tvP8. of anim81 
dl date sold 

e} price received 
fl index. 

Do not submit grading statement/proof of slaughter for sales reponed 
in the marketing board summary. 

2 •. The Record of Sales must be completed, otherwise the application 
form mav be returned or the payment delayed. 

3. Please note that the present stabilization program covers only those 
hogs sold for slaughter which graded index 80 or better pursuant 
to the Hog Carcass Grading Regulations. The price for these must have 
bean determined for settlement between April 1, 1983 and March 31, 
1984. Animals for which insurance settlements were recO¥ered are 
not to be included since these were not marketed for slaughter nor 
graded with Sn appropriate i(ldex. Sows. ridglings, stags and boan 
are also to be excluded. 

AGR 2552 (84/07) 

GUIDE POUR REMPLIR LA DEMANDE 

A RENSEIGNEMENTS GENERAUX 

1. Veuillez remplir la demand•. en lettres moulm ou a la dactvlo et re· 
tourner une copie de la rklamation dQment compldt6e. 

2. Veuillez conserver "votre copie" paur fins de rdfdrence et de vdrifi­
cation. 

3. IMPORTANT: La pr6sente demanda et tous les documents, dossiers 
et compte1 a l'appui des paiemenu a versar 1ont sujet1 a vlirification 
par des agents d' Agriculture Canada, de l'Office da stabilisation des 
prix agricoles ou de leurs reprtisentants. Les paiements en trap, faits 
ii l'dgard de cette demande, feront l'objet d'un recouvremant par le 
ministBre. 

4. Un certain nombra de rdclamations seront s61ectionndes pour une 
vdrification ddtaill6e comprenant une visite des lieux de l'entreprise. 
Le producteur devra fournir l'aide nl!cesSaira pour cette vdrification. 

5. Les factures seront retourn4es au rdclamant seulement lorsque la 
vdrification sere compldllle. Ces documents ne peuvent pas dtre re­
tournlh ·avec le paiement de subvention. P""'°oir un ddlai minimum 
de 8 semaines pour la traitement de la d8"'ande. 

6. Dans le cadre des programmes de stabilisation, un producteur/une 
entreprise est un individu (ou un grOupe d'individu1 tel une ferme 
familiale, une association, une coopdrativa ou une corporation) qui 
fonctionne au Canada at dldve des P<>rcs pour la commercialisation 
et l'abattege, i son propre compte OU a contrat. 

7. Veuillez signer !'attestation 6 l'encre. Cette rfclamation sera retournde 
si la signature est au crayon ou en lettres mOulffl. Poster i: 

L'Office de stabilisation des prix agricoles 
930, avenue Carling 
Ottawa (Ontario) 
K1AOC5 

Renseignements: tdldphone 16131994-1610 

B EXIGENCES POUR L'EMISSION DE C~EQUE 

Conformdment au rjglement sur l'dmission de ch6que, veuillez fournir 
lft renseignements: 

1. Si votre entreprise n'est pas incorpordi, veulllez inscrire le nom et In 
prdnoms complets de chaque lndividu impliqud dans l'entreprise. 

2. Si votre entreprise est incorponle, veUillez indiquer son nom ldgal 
complet et fournir les noms et &dresses des actionnaires. 

3. Le num6ro de tdlfphone et l'indicatif rdtiional sont obtigatoires. 

4. Le numt\ro d'assurance socials aide i identifier les producteurs et i 
acafldrer le traitament. 

5. Veuillez fournir la description comp18te du site de l'dtablissement. 
Si vous n'dtes pas propridtaire de l'e~pacement ddcrit, fournir sur 
une autre feuille las renseignements dthaillds: le nom du propridtaire, 
I 'entente de location ou autre. 

6. Le paiement pourrait dtre retardl si las reriseignemenb sont incomplets. 

C EXIGENCES POUR LES PIECES JUSTIFICATIVES 

1. Veuillez soumettre le nlsumd dmis par l'o'tfice de commercialisation 
de votre province (sauf au Qudbec oU ii n'existe pas d'officeJ, de mdme 
que le certificat de classement/preuve d'!batt&ge dans le cas des ventes 
non rapporttes dans ce n!sumd. Ces deux derniers types de pikes 
justificatives doivent fournir las donndes suivantn: 

a) nom du vendeur (votre nomJ 
bl nom et adresse de l'acheteur 
c} genre d'animal 
di date de vente 

el prix rer;u 
f} indice. 

Ne pas soumettre de certificat de classement/preuve d'abanage dans le 
cas de ventes rapportdes dans le rl!sumd de votre Office de commerci• 
lisation. 

2. Le sOmmaire des ventes doit Gtre compldtd, sans quoi la rklamation 
pourrait Atre retournff ou la paiement retardd. 

3. Pri8re de noter qua le prdsent programme de stabilisation ne s'applique 
qu·aux pares vendus paur l'abanage et ayant obtenu un indice de 80 
ou plus salon Jes rBglements sur la classification du pore. Le prix doit 
en avoir 4t6 fix6 ddfinitivement entre le 1er avri.1 1983 et le 31 mars 

'1984. Les animaux avant fait l'objet de remboursement d'assurance 
sont exclus. n'ayant dttf ni vendu pour l'abattage ni classd salon l'indice 
requis. Les truies, verrau. verrau castrfs et cryptochides sont dgale~ent 
exclus. 
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1983-1984 FEDERAL HOG STABILIZATION PROGRAM 

PROGRAMME Fl:Dl:RAL DE STABILISATION DU PRIX DU PORC 1983-1984 

PAYMENTS BY PROVINCE PAIEMENTS PAR PROVINCE 

DEEMED CONTRIBUTION 
NET PROVINCIAL CORRESPONDING PROVINCE PROVINCIALE NETTE PROGRAMME 
CONTRIBUTION FEDERAL PAYMENT ESTIMEE FEDERAL 

S0.85 per hog, 100% $5.69 per hog sold up to NEWFOUNDLAND 0.85$ le pore, 100% 5,69$ le pore vendu 
of hogs covered. a maximum of 12 000. TERRE-NEUVE des pores assurds. jusqu'i un maximum 

de 12 000. 

$9.33 per hog on a No federal payment ·on P.E.I. 9,33$ le pore, Aucun paiement pour 
maximum of the first 3400 hogs sold iLE-OU-l'RINCE·EDOUARD maximum de 3400 les premiers 3400 pores 
3400 hogs. and $6.54 per hog for pores. vendus et 6,54$ pour 

the remainder up to a les autres jusqu'A un 
maximum of 12 000. maximum de 12 000. 

$8.37 per hog, 100% No federal payment. NOVA SCOTIA 8,37$ le pore, 100% Aucun paiement. 
of hogs covered. NOUVELLE·ECOSSE des pores anurft. 

$9.12 per hog, 100% · No federal payment. NEW BRUNSWICK 9,12$ le pore, 100% Aucun paiement. 
of hogs covered. NOUVEAU-BRUNSWICK des pores assurds. 

$10.50 per hog on No federal payment on QUEBEC 10,50$ le pore, Aucun paiement pour 
a maximum of the first 5000 hogs maximum de las premiers 5000 pares 
5000hogs. sold and $6.54 per 5000 pores. vendus et 6,54$ pour 

hog for the remainder les autres jusqu'll un 
up to a maximum maximum de 12 000. 
of 12 000. 

None. $6.54 per hog sold ONTARIO Aucun. 6,54$ le pore vendu 
up to a maximum jusqu'a un maximum 
of 12 000. de 12 000. 

$5.71 per hog on $6.54 per hog sold MANITOBA 5,77$ le pore, 6,54$ le pore vendu en 
a maximum of during April 1983. maximum de avril 1983. 0,77$ le pore 
6000 hogs. $0.77 per hog on the 6000 pores. pour les premiers 6000 

first 6000 hogs sold pores vendus entre le 1er 
between May 1, 1983 mai 1983 et le 31 mars 
and March 31, 1984 1984, puis 6,54$ pour les 
with $6.54 per hog autres. Maximum de 
for the remainder. 12 000 pores. 
Maximum eligibility 
12 000 hogs. 

$8.09 per hog on No federal payment SASKATCHEWAN 8,09$ le pore, Aucun paiement pour les 
a maximum of on the first 4875 hogs maximum de premiers 4875 pores vendus 
4875 hogs. sold and $6 .54 per 4875 pores. et 6,54$ pour les autres 

hog for the remainder jusqu'S un maximum de 
up to a maximum of 12000. 
12 000. 

$3.12 per hog $3.42 per hog ALBERTA 3,12$ le pore 3,42$ le pore pour ceux 
registered. registered under the inscrit. inscrits au plan provincial 

provincial program et 6,54$ pour les autres 
and $6.54 for the jusqu'a un maximum de 
remainder up to a. 12 000. 
maximum of 12 000. 

$11.55 per hog on No federal payment on BRITISH COLUMBIA 11,55$ le pore, Aucun paiement pour les 
a maximum of the first 1800 hogs sold COLOMBIE·BR !TANN IQUE maximum de 1800 premiers 1800 pores 
1800 hogs. and $6.54 per hog for pores. vendus at 6,54$ pour les 

the remainder up to a autres jusqu'B un maximum 
maximum of 12 000. de 12 000. 

AGR 2552 (84/07) 
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HOG CASH PRODUCTION COSTS.MODEL FOR USE 
IN A.S.A. CALCULATIONS 

February 1983 

Appendices A: ''Major Assµmption of the A.S.A. Hog Model 
B: Details" of the A.S.A. llog Model 
C: Example Output Used in the 1981 Support Level Calculations 
D: Modifications and Extensions of the t1odel 
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A. Asselstine 
February 23, 1983 

Hog Cash Production Costs Model for 
Use in A.S.A. Calculations 

.... 

· Ttie mod~l is desig~ed. to calculate the cash production costs of 

·' hogs· as -'required by 'the Agricultural 'Stab.ilization Act fA.S.A. rand its 

r~.gula,tions ... The calculation_ of. the A.S.A. support level take's~ irito account 
. . 

increasing production costs by adjusti_rtg 9Q% of_,the previous 5 year average 
mark~'t pri·~~ fo.r ho.gs. by the chang~ in .the cash production c.c:>sts of hogs. 

·The basic formula is:.· 

Support· · 
Price = 0.9 X 

·Previo~·5 · 
Five Year 
Average 

Index 100 
Price 

Current 
Year 
Cash 
Cost 

Previous 
Five Year . 
Average 

Cash Costs 

The requirements of this formula are a national average cash 
production costs of a hog for the current year and the five previous years. 

To arrive at the national figures the model .makes some· simplyfing. assumptions. 

(Details are attached). Base period budgets are estimated for the Atlantic 

region and each of the other prcvinces. Hhenever possible physical coefficients 
are estimated, then price series are used to estimate the cost components 
for the different periods. In other cases the toal cost of the components is 

estimated then indexed to tne different periods using ~he most appropriate 
index. The na~ional average cash costs of producing a hog is a weighted 
average of the provincial ~stimates. The weights are the number of hogs 

marketed in each province. Comparing the current cash cost to the average 
of the previous five. years provides a fair measure of the effects of inflation 
on pork produ.ct ion. 

It is important to remember that this modei is estimating the average 

cas.h costs of producing a hog in Canada, r.".>t the costs of the average producer. 

This average hog will be produced in speciaiized hog production facilities on 

• . • • 2 



118 

-2-

an above average size farm. The budgets will represen~ technologically viable 

hog enterprises but because of the large vari~ty of equip!llent.and_management 

used in the industry, actual farms·may differ greatly from the budgets. We 

are modeling an efficient producer with good equipment and management and 

committed to pork production in a meaningful way. Just as there are bound to 

be farmers with hig~er feed costs, so there ¥ill be f~rmers who get the grain 

at lower prices or µtilize high moisture grain or by~9roduct feed at lower 

costs. 
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1. Farrow to Finish 

2. 65 ·Sows and 1 ,000 
· Market Hogs · 

3. 16 Piglets Per Sow 
Per Year 

4. Feed Conversion Rate of 
3.23 to 1 in 1901 

5. Feed Based on Grains 
and Supplements Not 
Commercial. Feeds 

6. Feed Prices 

7 .. Feed Transportation 

Th~ .majorfty of hog~ in C;~~ada" ~re°-~ai~ed in 
farr.ow to finish operations because of the 
costs of moving piglets from one farm to 
~ncither. In Qu~bec the separation of 
farrowing and finishing operations is the most 
conunon, but because of the problems of pricing 
weaners, estimating transfer costs and 
a~ju~ting for shifts in the enterprise · 

~structure, it was decided to ~ave a fairow 
'to' finish operation across the country. 

50% 6f Canadian hogs 
l_,090 or more hogs. 
techrtical advantages 
.over 35 sows. 

come from farms producing 
There are very few 
of scale for operations 

- This is above the Canadian average of around 15 
piglets per year and represents an efficient 
producer with above average facilities and 
management practices. 

- This is 1.3 times the R.O.P. boar test 
results. Ten percent of the 30% increase 
is to allow for the difference between boars 
and barrows and gilts and 20% is to allow 
for conunercial versus test station conditions. 

- The rations are based on barley, corn, 
feed wheat and hog concentrate with a feed 
processing charge. 

- In Ontario and the Prairies most hogs are 
raised in areas where feed grains are 
produced so they are valued at local prices. 
In Quebec, B.C. and the Maritimes where 
most feed grains must be imported, grain 
is .priced at the wholesale level in the nearest 
major market. 

- In Quebec, B.C. and the Maritimes, where grain 
is imported feed transportation costs were 
examined. In these areas there are several 
factors to consider, amount of local grain, 
plan C - shipments from the Prairies~ direct 
Ontario corn shipments to the mills and feed 
freight assistance.~ In B.C. and the Maritimes 
with considerable local grain (P.E.I. even 
exports some), the farmers' price is assumed 
equal to the terminal price. In Quebec, where 
pork oroduction is almost entirely dependent on 
imported feed the price is the terminal price 
and transooration costs (rom the terminal market 
to the farm are added as an expense. 

? 
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8. Manure Costs and Value 

, . 
9. Pr;ce of Hog Supplement 

120 
- 2 -

Manure is a by-product of hog production that 
has value as fertilizer on crops on the hog 
farm or neighbour's •farms:. The model 
incorporates the spreading costs less a value 
of ·the manure based on its nutrient content 
adjusted for losses and unusable ingredients. 

Supplement is used in the ration as it includes 
the required vitamins and minerals plus 
protein. The only source of price data is 
the Livestock Feed Board survey of mills. 
These data varies in quality f.r'cim month to 

. month. 



'· 121 . 
APPENDIX B: Details of the A.S.A. Hog Model 

·. ~ . 
Model Assumptions 

. ~ ~:·. ' : . ~ ·.. ; 

Assumptions used in constructing the hog.model are outlined in the 
following subsections. The global assumptions are that cash costs will be 
calculated for each of the Maritimes, Qu~bec~ Ontario, Manitob~~ Saskatchewan, 
Alberta and British· Columbia. All base costs are for the period of July­
S~pt~~b~~. · 1980-(3~d Q~arter, 1980). These regional costs of production are 
subsequently weighted by regional slaughterings to arrive at a national cash 

,, .cc>st.of·production.· .· · · · . · 

1 • Over a 11 Description of the Enterprise . 

a) Size of Enterprise · 

- Farrow to:finish 
- 65 $O~s and 4 boari; Ratio 16 i:l 
- 2.0 litters per sow per year 
- :g~o ~iglets born per farrowing 
- 8.0 pJglets weaned per farrowing (piglet rate of death loss 11.1%} 

104~ piglets weaned per year 
- 1009 hogs sold per year (includes both market hogs and culled sows) 
- 3% death loss of grower/finisher hog~ 

b) Breeding Stock 

Sows 
culled ~fter an average of 5 litters }·:,. t . . 

- value 6f the culled ~ow equals the cost of home grown replacement gilts. 
- 2% .sow death loss replaced with quality purchased gilts 

,. ·. Boars 

- culled after 2 years i~ the enterprise · 
- all replacement' purchased 

c) Market Hogs 

Weaners 

- 0 to 20 kg live weight 
.. 

Growers. 

- 20 to 55 kg live weig~t; 35 kg. gain 

Finisher~ 

- 55 to"lOO kg li~e ~eight; 45 kg. gain 

Slaughter Hogs 

~- .77 k'g.,(169.7 .lbs.) dress weight 
· - dtessed.~eight = 77% of live wei~ht 

• • • • 2 
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d) Buildings and Equipment 

- one five-year old barn, large enough for the farrowing and finishing 
operations. 

- 700 m2 manure pit (covered, outside} sufficient for 7 months manure 
storage. · 
55 .tonnes o.f f~ed storage capacity. 

, feed processing equipment on the farm. 
equipme.nt includes rrianure wagon, pump, i ton truck. 
capital c;ost of Ontario, Quebec and the Maritimes is $2,700/sow of 
which $1, 181 is for buildings and $1,519 for equipment. 
capit~l cost in Prairies and British Columbia is $2,300/sow of which 
$1,006 is for buildings and $1,294 for equipment. 

Capital Cost Per Hog Marketed·· 

East 

West 

2. Feed 

Building 

76.08 

·64.81 

a} Ration Composition 

Protein 

Quebec 

Corn 
Barley 
38% Supplement* 
40% Supplement* 

Ontario 

Corn 
38% Supplement* 
40l Supplement* 

Egui pment. 

Starter 

97.85 

83.36 

Total 

173.93 

148.17 

Percentages 

18 

60 
10 

30 

70 

30 ,-

16 

57 
20 
23 

76·.-75 
2l;25 

" 

Maritimes, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Alberta and B.C. 

Barley 
Wheat 
38~ Supplement* 
40'!'. Supp 1 emen~ * 

29 
·so 

21 

48 
37 
15 

Finisher 

14 

43 
42 
15 

82.5 
17.5 

70 
20 
10 

* The supplements include protei 1: concentra.te·; limes tone. calcium, phophate 
cobalt iodized salt (macro-premix}; vitamin-mineral premix (micro-premix) 
and sources of additional energy. 

. .• 3 
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b) Quantity Fed 

Breeding Stock 

- Breeding Stock are fed the 14% Finisher ration 
- Sows consume 5.5 kg/day for 84 days (2 li"tters) and 2.3 kg/day 

for 281 days for a total feed consumption of. 1,108 kg~per· year 
or 69.25 kg per pig weaned; 71.39 kg per hog marketed.* 

- Boars consume 1000 kg of feed per year·or 3.85· kg per pig weaned;. 
2.97 kg per hog marketed.* 

Weaners 

- Weaners consume 30 kg of starter (18X); 30.93 kg per hog marketed.* 

*kg per hog_marketed =kg per pig/.97 to.allow. for a 3% death loss of 
growers. 

Starter, Sow and Boar .. feed in terms of kg of grains and supplements. 

Qu~bec 
Ration Total --- Corn Barlel 40% Suppl~ 

-kg-
Starter (18%) 30.93 18.56 3.09 9.28 
Sow (14%) 71.39 30.70 29.98 
Boar (14%) 3.97 1. 71 1.67 
TOTAL 106.29 50.97 34.74 9.28 

Ontario 
Ration Total Corn 40% Suppl. 

-kg-
Starter (18%) ~.93 21. 65 9.28 
Sow (14%) 71.39 58.90 
Boar (14%) 3.97 3.28 
TOTAL 106.£9 83.83 9.28 

Maritimes, Manitoba, Saskatchewan; Alberta and B.C. 
Ration Total Barlel Wheat 40% Suppl. 

-kg-
Starter ( 18%) 
Sow (14%) 
Boar (14%) 
TOTAL 

30.93 
71. 39 
3.97 

106.29 

Grower/Fini sher 

8.97 
49.97 

2.78 
61. 72 

15.46 
14.28 

.79 
30.53 

fl.SO 

6.50 

38% Suppl. 

10. 71 
.59 

11.30 

38% Suppl. 

12.49 
.69 

13. 18 

38% Suppl. 

7 .14 
.40 

1.54 

- Grower/Finishers consume a total quantity of feed equal to the live 
weight gained (20-100 kg) times the feed conversion rate{FCR). This 
rate is 1.3 times the average of the R.O.P. boar test feed conversion 
rates of the most recent three years. The feed conversion rate for 
1981 was 3.23 to l. 

• • • • 4 
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Growers (20 to 55 kg) 

Gain 35 kg and have superior feed conversion· rate that is 84% of 
the over all rate. Grower Feed (GF) per hog is 
GF c 35 kg x. ~84 x FCR . • . 

_,Thereto.re (GF)/ .97 per hog marketed to allow for a 3% death loss. 

Finisher~ {55 to 100 kg)· . 
. ' . ' ·. -

- Gain 55 kg and is calculated as a residual. Finisher Feed (FF) 
per hog is 

• 
FF = 80 kg x FCR ~ GF 

.. 

(No death loss adjustment as deaths are assumed to occur before 
the fi ni s~er stage)~ 

Grower/Finisher Grain 
. ' 

" ' 

- The ainounts of the ~rains and .supplements· in the grower and finisher 
rations must be calculated after the total ration is determined and 
is proporti.onal to their percent of the ration. For example corn is 
43% of the Quebec Finisher ratiOn and so the amount of corn is .43 x FF. 

3 •. Feed Transportation (Quebec· only) . 
. . . 

. - Since· the Quebec hog industry is. almost compleJely d~pendent on. imported 
grain (more so than in the Maritimes and B.C.), an additional Feed 
Transporation cost component was added to the Quebec budget. The base 

_ value was s~t at $10.00 per T based on an average of 45 miles from 
terminal '!larket to the producer's farm. 

4. Feed Processing· 

Feed is mixed on the farm using grain (either from another farm 
enterprise or from of.f the farm) and a supplement. 

- This cost covers the operating (hydro) cost of the feed mixing equipment 
(18 K.W.ti./tonne). . , · 

- The quantity.of grain processed ·is .37T and the base price is $.72 per 
T. for·afl regions. . 

5. Repairs and Mai.ntenance 

- Repairs and maintenance of the butldings and equioment, are taken as 2% 
.of half of .the replacement. cost of the buildings and 4% of half th~ 
replacement cost of the equipment. 

6. Utilities 

· :-.-Cov~rs heat~. light,._ventilation~· telephone, ·etc. 

7. · Property Tax 

- Base year va1ue is 0.75% of half of the replacement value of the buildings. 



- 5 -
125 

8. Veterinary and Health Expenses 

9. 

- Covers routine veterinary and health costs, including supplies for tail 
docking, castra~ion, iron injections, ~itamins. bran for the sow etc • 

• 
Insurance 

a) Building and Equipment insurance is $.80 per $100 on l the replacement 
costs. . 

b) Breeding Stock are insured at $0.45 per $100 for the total replacement 
value of the bre.eding stock. 

10. Breeding Herd Replacement 

a) Boars · 

- Replacement boars are purchased at a cost of five times the average 
market price of slaughter hogs. The .market returns for cull boars 
are one-half the average index 100 price per 100 lbs. (45.37 kg) 
of live weight. Cull boars weight 450 lbs~ (204.17 kg) • 

. . 
b) Gilts 

- Gilts are purchased to replace only sows lost through death •. Cost of 
these gilts is three times the index 100 market price of slaughter 
hogs. 

11. Manure 

Each finfshed hog produces 250 gallons of diluted manure. An opportunity 
value can be· placed on it, based on its fertilizer ·nutrient constituents 
adjusted for quality •. On the other side are the costs of removfog and 
spreading the manure. Base values are given in the table below. 

(a) (b) (c) (d) 
Gross Value of Value adjusted Less Cost Net Value 
Manure/hog as · for 3 of ·. 4 of 
Fertilizerl Qu<tlit~ ·s~reacJing Manure/hog 

Atlantic $5.92 $4.44 $2.50 $1.92 
Qu~bec 5.92 4.44 3.75 0.69 •. 
Ontario 5.92., 4.44 2.50 1.94 
Manitoba 5.232 3.92 2.50 1.42 
Saskatchewan 5.232 3.92 2.50 1.42 
Alberta 5.23 3.92 2.50 1.42 
B:C. · 5.92' 4.44 2.50 1.94 
1 Based on 250 gallons of manure containing 9.5 lbs. of nitrogen (31 cents/lb.), 

e lbs. of. phospho~ous (28.5 cents/lb.) and 5 lbs. of potash (14 cents/lb.}. 
2 Excludes value of potash for Prairie Provinces 
3 25% of gross value·deducted to take into account variability in quality and 

non-homogeneity • 

. 
4 

Cost of spreading equals 1 cent per ~allon, except in Qu~bec where high 
concentration of production in certain locations requires greater transportation. 
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Operator 
Hired 

TOTAL 
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Enterprise 

1362 hr. 
454 hr. 

1816 hr. 

Per Sow Per Pig 

2, .0 hr. 1. 35 hr. 
7.0 hr. .45_1ir. 

·27.9 hr. 1.80 hr. 

Hired labour of .45 hr is priced at the ·quarterly Farm Labour Wage Rate 
{without board) in each region. Operator labour is not included in cash 
cost. 

13. Interest 

Interest charges on cash costs are calculated on half the total cash costs 
{less interest} for six months at the prime business interest rate plus 
1.5% in all regions. 

14. Time Lag· 

All costs, except feed costs for breeding stock and weaners, for Quartern . 
are based on the values in Quarter n-1· The breeding stock and starter feeds 
are values from Quarter n-2· 

15. Output Prices 

The index 100 price is the price of slaughtered hogs that are graded as 
index 100 and is available as price series for Ontario, Manitoba,_ 
Saskatchewan and Alberta. The Maritime and Qu~bec prices are assumed to 
be the Ontario price while the British Columbia price is assumed to be the 
Alberta price. 

16. Price Series and Indexes 

Sow/Boar Starter Ration 
Grower Ration 
Finisher Ration 
Feed Transportation 
Feed Processing 
Repairs and Maintenance 
Utilities 
Property Tax 
Vet. & Hea 1th 
Insurance 
Breeding Herd Replacement 
Manure Credit 
Hi red Labor 
Interest on Operating Capital 

Feed Grain Prices 
Hog Concentrate Index 

Machinery Operating Index 
Electrical Index 
Building Replacement Index 
Electrical Index 
Property Tax Index 
A. I. Index 
Market Hog Price 
Market Hoa Price 
Fertilizer and Machinery Operating Ind 
Farm Wage Rate 
Prime Bank Rate 
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APPENDIX K 

SUMMAlION OF CANADIAN PROVINCIAL PRICE SUPPORT PROGRAMS 
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SLAUGHTER HOGS 

EFFECTIVE DATE 
% OF CANADIAN PRODUCTION 
ESTIMATE ·OF PRODUCTION COVERED 
PRODUCER SHARE FOR PROGRAM COST 
SUPPORT PERIODS 

SUPPORT FORMULA 

PROGRAMS FOR: 

1979-80 
1980-81 

1981-82 
1982-83 
1983-84 

MAXIMUM ELIGIBILITY 

COMMENTS 

BRITISH COLUMBIA 

1975 

2.8% 
64.4% 
50 % 

quarterly 

ASA cash costs 
plus capital costs land 
rental & operator's labor 

yes 
yes 
no 
yes 
$11.55/hog 

l '800 

Program undertaken as compensation for land use policy 
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SLAUGHTER HOGS 
ALBERTA 

EFFECTIVE DATE 
% OF CANADIAN PRODUCTION 
ESTIMATE·.OF PRODUCTION -COVERED 
PRODUCER SHARE FOR PROGRAM· COST 
SUPPORT -PERIODS 

1'980 
12. 4% .. 

. 77 % 

100 % 
monthly 

SUPPORT·FORMULA feed costs plus $35. per hog 

PROGRAMS FOR: 

1979~80 

1980-81 
1981-82 
1982-83 
1983-84 

MAXIMUM flIGIBILITY 

COMMENTS 

no 
yes 
yes 
no 
yes $3.12.per hog 

110% of previous year's production · 

Provincial start-up grant of $10. million 
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SLAUGHTER HOGS 

EFFECTIVE .DATE 
% OF CANAnIAH. PRODUCTION 
ESTIMATE OF PRODUCTION COVERED 
PRODUCER SHAR'.E FOR PROGRAM COST 
SUPPORT PERIOOS 

SU,PPORT FORMULA 

PROGRAMS FOR: 

1979-80 

1980-81 
1981-82 
1982-83 
1983-84 

..; 

MAX I MU.M ELIµIBILITY 

COMMENTS 

SASKATCHEWAN 

1976 

. 4. 3% 

91 % 

50 % 

quarterly 

· tutrent ~ish cost plus 
85% of non cash costs 

no 
yes 
yes 
no 
yes $8.09 .per hog 

· 4,875 hogs 
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SLAUGHTER ·HOGS 

EFFECTIVE DATE' 
I 

% OF CANADIAN PROD0CTION 
·. : 

ESTIMATE OF PRboutTION COVERED. 
PRODUCER SHARE FOR PROGRAM COST 
SUPPORT PERIODS 

. .. . . 

. \ 

MANITOBA 
,. 

0 l ~7.5.;1 ~~ \., 8f 

1. 0: 3· % . -
. ' 

50. , % . 
66 % 

quarterly 

/ ; ' 
i' . •i 

SUPPORT ,FORM~LA . ;-... current cash costs plus 
operator's labor,marketing 
and truckjng ·costs~.··· 

PROGRAMS FOR: 
~ 

no 
" 

1979-80 
1980-81 
1981-82 
1982-83 
1983-84 

yes . " ... . --'' yes 
no : 

yes $5.77 per hog 

MAXIMUM ELIGI~ILITY 6,ooo hogs 

'·· 
COMMENTS 

Provincial share of program cost· is fixed a·f 2% of. market 

returns. Producer share estimated at 4% but can be 
increased to cover any deficit. 

. .: . 

~~~. 
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S~AUGHTER HOGS 

EFFECTIVE DATE 
\ 

% OF CANADIAN PROD~CTION 

ESTIMATE OF PRODUCTJON COVERED 
PRODUCER SHARE FOR PROGRAM COST. 
SUPPORT PERIODS 

SUPPORT FORMULA 

PROGRAMS FOR: 

1979-80 
1980-81 
1981-82 
1982-83 
1983-84 

MAXIMUM ELIGIBILITY 

COMMENTS 

No vertical integration permitted . . . . . · .. 

QUEBEC 

April 1981 

33.9 % . 

20 to 4~% 
. 33 % 

annual 

current c~sh t6st(fjxed cost 
+ 90% of skilled 1abor wage 
rate for operator's labor. 

no 
no 
yes 
no 
yes 
$13.50 per h.09 

5,000 hogs 
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SLAUGHTER HOGS 

N.B. 

EFFECTIVE DATE 1973 
% OF CANADIAN PRODUCTION l. 0% 
ESTIMATE .OF PRODUCTION COVERED 100 % 
PRODUCER SHARE FOR 
SUPPORT PERIODS 

SUPPORT FORMULA 

PROGRAMS FOR! 

1979-80 
1980-81 
1981-82 
1982-83 
1983-84 

MAXIMUM El I G J'S I l IT Y 

COMMENTS 

PROGRAM COST 50 % 

monthly 

95 % of 
current cash 

costs 

yes 
yes 
yes 
no 
yes 

$9.15/hog 

5,000 hogs 

N.S. P.E.I. 

1974 1974 
l. 5% l. l % 

100 % 87.5% 
50 % 50 % 

weekly quarterly 

100% of 95 % of 
current cash current- cash 

costs costs 

yes yes 
yes yes 
yes yes 
no no 
yes yes 

$8.37/hog $9.33/hog 

none 3,400 hogs 

Newfoundland - cash advance of $14. 10 per hog 
- 100% covered 

advance repayable in 1985 
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APPFNDIX L 

STATISTICAL. TABLES 



Table L-1.--Live swine and pork: U.S. rates of duty, by TSUS items 

Staged col. 1 rate of duty 11 effective with respect to Col. 2 Average TSUS Pre-MTN 
item Description 1930 rate :col. 1 rate: §rtlcles entered on or after Jan. 1-- rate.of ad valorem 

No. !I of duty l/: of duty 11~ 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 duty of 1983 
dut 

Percent 
100.01 Pu['ebred swine fo[' u per lb Free !I !I !I !I !I !I !/ !I Free 

breeding. 
100.85 '. Other swine---------: u per lb 0.5, per Free Free Free Free Free Free Free Free 2' per 

lb . lb. 
106.40 Meat of swine, 2-1/U . 5, per Free Free Free Free Free Free Free Free 2.5, 

fresh, chilled, or: per lb lb per lb 
frozen. 

107. lOA Fresh pork 3-1/4, 1.6, per :0.6' per:0.6' per:0.6' per :0.6' per :0.6' per :0.6' per :0.6' per :0.6' per 3.25, 0.2 
sausages. per lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb per lb 

107.UA Pork sausages 3-1/4, 1.6, per :0.6' per:0.6' per:0.6' per :0.6' per :0.6' per :0.6' per :0.6' per :0.6' per 3.25, .4 
(except fresh) . per- lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb lb per lb 

107. 30 Pork, prepared or 3-1/4, U per lb l' per U per l' per U per H per l' per U per 1' per 3.25, .6 
preserved per lb lb lb lb lb lb. lb. lb. lb per lb 
(except sausages),: 
not boned and 
cooked and packed 
in airtight 
containers. 

107.35 Pork, prepared or 3-1/4, 3' per lb !I !I !I !I !I !I !' !I 3' per 2.4 
preserved pe[' lb lb. 

(except sausages), 
boned and cooked 
and packed in 
airtight 
containers. 

!I The designation "A" indicates that the item is currently designated as an eligible article for duty-free treatment under the U.S. Generalized System of 
P['eferences and that all beneficiary developing countries· are eligible for the GSP. 

11 Rate effective inunediately prior to Jan. 1, 1980. 
~I Rate mandated by the Tariff Act of 1930. 
!I Rate not modified in the Tokyo round of the'Multi-lateral Trade Negotiations. 

,_. 
VJ 

"' 



Table L-2.-· .. U.S. swine enterprises .!/, by regions, 1979-·83 

Region 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 

(Quantity) 

Corn Belt.'!:_/·-........... ----................... --: 285, 600 282, 600 252, 200 215, 700 . 214, 200 
Southeastern States Y-···: 240,500 253,500 .. 209,500 168,000 158,600 
A 11 other--....................................... - ......... ·-:_ 127, 500 13~, 250 118, 360 98, 490 _1Ll.10 

Tota 1-- ............... --........................... _ : _, 6_5_3~_,_6_0_0 __ 6_7_0..._, _3_50 ____ 5_8_0.._, 0_6_0 ___ 4_8_2~1_1_9_0 __ 4_6_6_,_,_4_10_ 

{Percent of total) 

Corn Oe 1 t '!:_/ ............... , .......... _ ............ --: 44 42 44 45 46 
Southeasterr:i States 1/-·: 37 38 36 35 34 
A 11 other ............ _ .................. ·-·-· ................ - : ·---1~9 ___ ~ __ 20 _____ 20 ______ 20 _____ 20 

Tota 1-· .................. - ................ _ ........... _: 100 100 .. 100 100 100 
.. ____ __;, _____ .;__ ____ ..;._ ____ _;... _____ ..;..__ .. ___ _ 

!/ An enterprise is any place having 1 or more swine on hand at any time 
during the year. · 

~/ Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan·sas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
Ohio, and Wisconsin. 

y Alabama, 'Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi,. 
North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, and Virginia. 

Source: Compiled from offi~ial statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 

Note.-·Because of rounding, figures may not add to the totals shown. 



138 

Table L-3 .. ··-·-U.S. swine population,by regions, as of Dec. 1 of 1979·-83 

-···-----·-·······-····-····--.. ······--.. ·-·····-·-·-····-·----·------···-····-·-·-·---·····-·-·-----··-------···-·-·----·-·-·-·------· 
Region 1979 1980 1981 1982. 1983 . . . . --------···--··-----·--··---.... ----·--·--- ··--·-·--------

Quantity (1,000 animals) 
. --·--·-----···---·-··----·-----------·-----·---

Cor·n Re 1 t !_/-··· ................................. -............. 48, 780 48,840 : 44,540 : 40,910 
Southeastern States 2;: .. _: 11, 830 
All other.: .... : ... , .............................. : .............. :. 6,743 

11,olo· :·. o,452 : 7,095 
! . ...:...._~L.~.il.: .... ~--.. -~6 9.§_:___ 5130 

.Totai ........... : .............................................. _ .. :~!, 35~: 
0 

6 4 ' 5 i 2 : ... _fil!_t2.!J_0_: __ 5_3 I 9 3 5 
_; 

(Percent of total) 
~-----·--·----· 

Corn Be 1 t !/-·········· ........................................ 72 73 76 76 
Southeastern States '!:,/·-"""': 18 17 14 15 
A 11 other-··············· ........................... _ .................. :.. .... :._·, ___ !..Q_: ·----·-·· 10 10 i 9 -----·-Total································: .. ·:······ .......................... : 100 : 100 100 : 100 

----··--·------.. ·--------·· . . .. 

42, 350 
8,055 
5,414 

55,8!_2 

76 
14 
10 

100 

. !/ I 11 inoi s, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota; Missouri, Nebraska, 
Ohio, and Wisconsin. 

_g/ Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
No~th Ca~olina, South Carolina, Terinessee, ~nd ~irginia: 

Source: Compiled fro~ official statistiis of the U.S. Departmen~ of 
. '.' .. 

Agriculture. 

Note. ·····-Because of rounding,. figures may not add to the totals shot.in .. 
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Table L.-4.-···Percentage distributio.n.of U.S. swine enterprises and swine 
· in~entories, by siz~ of enferprises, 1~79-83 

____ _(_In _E.er£entL. .. ______________ _ 

Year 1 to 99 
.head -----·-----------:---· 

100 to 499 . . 500 or Total 
····--'h;..:,..e;ad _:_ .. -~e he~ ____ _;_ __ ----·-

19 7 9~·-··. .. ···-·· ................... _ ... _ ............ . 

1980--.. ·-···· .............. - .. --................ _: 
1 9 8 1-··-·· .. ·-·--.. --.......... --... -............... : 
19 8 2 ......... -............. -... - ............................ - : 
1983-·· .. ·· ........ -............ -.................... , ___ : ---· 

Enterprises 

76.8 19.0 
77.3 10.5 . 
76.8 lB.5 
76.1 10.8 . 
73.7 : 20.3 ·----------

Swine inventory 

4.2 
4.2 
4.7 
5.1 
6.0 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

---··--------.... ·--·-..... ____ ... ----------·-.. ·-----
1 9 7 9 ................... -···-······"-'"''"""'"""'••··- : 
1980-··--- ....................................................... : 
1931 ........................................................... _: 
1982·-"··· ..................................................... : 
198 ] .......................... - .............................. -: 

16.5 
15.8 
14. 4 
12.6 
11.3 

43.1 
42. 2 

. 39. 9 
32.9 
17.3 

40.4 
42.0 
45.7 
40.5 
50.9 

. . , . 

100 
100 
100 
100 
100 

_,, ________ _: ___ ...:, ________________ . --··'-----.. -·--··---'--'--· _____ ..; _____ . ----------
Sriurce: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 

Agriculture. 
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Table L-5.· .. --No. 2 Yellow corn: Average cash prices at St. Louis, 
by quarters, 1979-i4 

~~~~~~--~~~~~~~-··___(per bushel) ---··-·--·-
Year 

19 7 9-.......... ·····-·····-··-···· : 
19 8 0-·-··---·-00

··--······- : 

19B1-······ .. -···---···--· : 
19 8 2 ·-------··"··-····- : 
19 8 3--····· ···-·····--·-·-·-····· : 
1984·-·-·-00

·····--······--: 

January-­
March 

$2.40 
·2. 56 
3.50 
2.64 
2. 77 
3.42 

: 
•' 

April- July-
June Septemb~L.:. 

$2.63 $2.79 
2.60 3.19 : 
3.41 2.99 
2. 77 2.47 
3.25 3.56 
3.59 

October­
December 

$2.59 
3.49 
2.55 
2.35 
3.49 

Source: Compiled from.official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 

Year 

197 9-· .............. -·····-·--···· : 
1900----······---··--··00

·-: 

1981--···"" ·········--·-·····--··00

• : 

1982····· .. ···---·-····- :· 
1 9 8 3- ···········-··--··-····--- : 
1904·----········· .. -: 

Table L-6. ··-Soybean meal: Prices at Decatu.r, 
· by quarters, 1979-84 

(Per ton) 
January- Apri 1- July- October-

March '. June September December 

$190 $194 $193 $183 
173 175 210 242 
215 215 199 182 
189 189 171 170 
178 183 219 224 
194 134 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Oepartment of 
Agriculture. 

Table L-7 .·--Mog-corn price ratio, by quarters, 1979-34 

(In percent) 

Average 

$2.60 
2.96 
3 .11 
2.56 
3.27 

Average 

$190 
200 
203 
100 
201 

Year 
January- April- July- October-

Average March June September December 

19 79 ···-.-···------··--·- : 23.3 · 17. 9 14.5 14.9 
1980-·········--··--· - : 14.7 12.3 15.4 14.7 
1981··----·-: 12.5 13.2 17.3 17.5 
19 8 2-····•""'"••··--·--···-- : 18.9 21. 4· : 26.1 25.5 .. 
1983 .. ·-···-·-···-: 21.0 15.1 14.3 13.1 
1984-········· .... ---: 15.3 14.8 !/ !/ 

!/ Not available. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department o~ 
Agriculture. 

17.3 
14.3 
15.1 
23.0 
15.9 

!/ 
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Table L._-8, .. -$wine:. Net margins .!fto.U.S. f;e~~ers, by months, January 1979-
, . June 19,84 

Month 1979 .. .1980 
: 

; : 
January-............... ""·'·······'"··-··· .. ···'·-·······' .. ·-- $2.50 $-5. 24 
February-· .. ······-·-·······-.. ··--· ...... ___ 4.63 -1 . 94 
March....'. ....................... - ... -...... --.......... : ... _,, __ .,,_. 1 11 -7. 10 
Apri} ................... , .......... --..... _ ............ _ ..... _· - -2. 19 -.12. 26. 
May----......... ·-·-·:· .. ---······· .. -·-... - .. -· .... - .. -·- -2 .64 .. -13 .63 
June·········-.. ·-· ... -..................... - ........... _ ..... :: __ ,_ -11 .89 -10.59 : 
Ju 1 y-.................. - .......... _ .. _ ............................. -... ··-····-.. ·· -14. 12 15 
August--.................................... _ .... _ .......... -.......... __ -14. 18 8.41 .. ·. 
September-·· ....... -............. -.... - ... - ......... _ .. , ... -9.21 8 .58 
Oc to be r···:··· ... -....... -.......... --........... - .. - ............. - -8.68 8.09 
November-··: .. : ..... -..... _ ...... -............ -·-···-~·--···· -6.31 3 .63 
December··--................... _. __ ,, ....... - .. ·---.... ·- -2.45 ·-4. 28 

1981 1982 

$-8 . 35 $-5.62 
-9 . 89 : 1 79 . 

-13 .64 : 3 .22 
-8.40 6.98 
-8 .. 61 11 .21 
-4.46 8 .56 
-2 .05 3 14 
-4. 17 : 3 98 
-3 .49 ·2 54 
-8.01 - 80 
-9.02 -4.26 

-12.60 -5.06 

1983 

$.:...2.50 
2.47 

: -.58 
-5.77 
-9.51 

-13 .03 
-12.25 

-5.92 
.. -5. Bl 

-5.60 
-5.93 
-1 .76 

1984 

$1. 94 
-.09 

-1.24 
-1.00 
-4.40 
-6.30 

?./ 
l/ 
21 
°ii 
?./ 
'!:./ 

,!/Difference between price received by farmers· for.slaughter hogs .and all 
costs (feeder animal, feed, labor and management, interest on purchase, and so 
forth) f6r raising feeder pigs from 40 pounds to a slaughter, weight -0f 
220 pounds'. · . · 

'!:_/ Not-available. 

Source: Compiled frqm.official statistics.of the·u.s. D~partment of 
Agriculture. · 
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Table L.-·9.-·:·U.S. pork packers, beef packers, and all manufacturing companies: 
~arnings'as a ~hare of sales, assets, and net wo~th, 1901~83 

(Percent) 

Earnings of pork packers 
as a share of·--

,· 

Net worth-................................... - ..... -....................................... _.~ ............................ __ .... : 
As sets .............................................................................. -..................... -........... -................... : .... _ : . 
Sa 1 es-..................... ~ ......................................................................... -.... - .. :·-·-..... : ..................... : 

Earnings of beef packers 
as a share of···-
Ne t · wort h-..................................... -r .. ··""··· .. ··-·-.... - ....... __ ., _ ............... --·-·- : 

As s et s ... -.................. _ ..................................... : ............ : ................................... : ................ _ .......... _ : 
Sa 1 e s-..................................................................... _ .. ,_ ............ -..................................... -..... -.--.. : · 

Earnings of all manuf~cturers 
as a share of.l..-
N et worth-......................................... -.... ·-· ·-...................... -.............. __ , .......... -.. 
As sets ............ _ .............................. ; .................................................................... _ ........................ _ : 
Sa 1 es-·- ................ _ .. _ ........................................................... -.... -........................ -.................... : 

1981 

6.1 
3 .0 

.7 

7.5 
3.6 

.6 

13.3 
6 .'5 
4.7 

1982 

9.4 
4.6 
1.0 

10.4 
5.3 

.e 

9 .1.: 
4.4 
3.5 

1983 

3.9 
1. 9 

.4 

11.1 
5. 1 

.6 

10. 3 
5.1 
4.1 

·--.. ·----------------------
Source: Compiled from official statistics of the American Meat Institute 

and the U.S.· Oepartme,nt• :of Commerce. 
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Table L-·10.-····Live swine: Canadian _beginning inventory, production, imports, 
exports, apparent consumption, loss~s. and ending inventory, 1979-85 

-----------------... --!.. ..... _____ (In t~_9_u s~r'd .!)_ ________ .. 

Year 
Beginning : Production Im-·· . : Ex-~ : Apparent con-·: Ending 
inventory tior) ___ l/ ports _ _: 'por!:__~ __ :.__su~i2..I']__~/ Losses : inventory 

8,009 
9,688 
9,554 

14, 100 
14,500 
14,200 
14,000 
14,600 

1979 
1980-•••••H••O•••••-: 
1981--··········-·····: 
1 9 8 2 ····--·-·-·····- : 
1983-················-: 
1984-••H••-.,••--: 
1985 Y-···: 

10,035 
10,070 
10,380 
10,280 

1/ 14 ,750 
14,700 

!/ Pig births. 
~/ Commercial slaughter. 
11 Less than 500 head. 
1/ Forecast. 

;!_/ 

~./ 
11 
~./ 

1 
1 
1 

:_y 

138 
248 
147 
296 
451 
700 
500 

12,216 
14,311 
14,152.: 
13,449.: 
13,694 

!Y 13,950 1/ 
14 I 100 

-·---------··_;... _______ ........'-

. . . . 

67 9,688 
76 9,554 
0 10,035 

221 10,070 
145 10,380 
200 10, 280 
250 10,130 

Source: Compil~d fro~ official stati~tics 6f the U.S. Department ~f Agriculture. 

Table L·-11 .... ·--Pork: Canadian beginning inventory, production, imports, 
exports, apparent consumption, and ~nding inventory~ -1979-85 · 

___ ___{!'l_i l li.~_poun_g_~!-... ca~~~-~jght ...!:':.9..~.."a 1 e nt) ----·----
. . Apparent E d. Beg1nn1ng . n ing Production : Imports : Exports : consump-

inve_ntory : : tion ·inventory 
------.. 

19 79-.. ·--.. ·····-: 
1980-··"'''"""'''': 
1981-···· .. ·····-··-: 
1982--................ : 
1983·-·· ............. -: 
1984-······· ......... : 
1985 .!/ .. ·-: 

.!/ Forecast. 

"'-·--·-----------------'--
: 

26 1,653 74 
26 1,933 43 
32 1,916 44 
26 1,836 31 ... 

20 l, 878 42 
22 !/ 1,918 !/ 31 
26 l, 940 22 

.. 
175 1,552 
260 : 1,716 
248 l,~18 

359 1,514 : 
346 l, 572.: 

!/ 375 !/ 1,570 
375 1,580 

·Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 

26 
32 
26 
20 
22 

!/ 26 
33 
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Table L...:12 .-··-Canadian live swine: Share of production, 
by Provinces, 1979-83 

(In· percent) 

Province 1979 1980 1981 1982 

Eastern Canada: 
Quebec-··--·····-·····-.. ···-···7""·-: 36 37 36 37 
Ontario-·· .. ····--·---.. -------: 32 31 31 31 

1983 

34 
33 

Atlantic Prov i nc_e s !/-: ____ ..;_'-----.,..---'-..;_---.....;..--'----'----=--'-----· 4 4 4 4 4 
Total-······· .. ----·-·····: 71 71 71 73 72 

: : 
Western Canada: 

A 1 be rta-··-~-----· .. ···-···-·----: 12 13 12 12 12 
Manitoba--··········-.... -·----··-·--: 9 9 9 8 9 
Saka tchawan···--·-.. ·--.. ····--·--: 5 5 5 4 4 
British Columbia-·- .. ·····--: 2 2 3 2 2 --------------------------Tot a 1-·-·····----.. ·--··--··-: 29 29 29 27 

. .!/ Nova Scotia,· Prince Edward Island, New ·Brunswick, and Newfoundland. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of Agriculture Canada. 

Note: Figures may not add to totals shown due to rounding. 

'· Table L-13 .-·Percentage distribution of Canadian swine enterprises and 
swine inventories, by sizes of enterprises, 1976 a~d 1981 

(In perc~nt) 

23 

Year 
1 to 122 
animals 

123 to 527 
animals 

528 or more 
· animals Total 

19 76------.. ·····--·-·--: 
1901-···········-------.. --: 

1976--······· --··--
1981--·--·-···"··-"·-··-·-: 

35 
73 

22 
11 

Enterprises 

13 
19 

Swine inventory 

36 
23 

2 
8 

42 
61 

Source:·· Compiled from official statistics of Agriculture Canada. 

100 
100 

100 
100 
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Table L-14.-·-.. Live swine: U.S. production, imports for consumption, exports of 
domestic merchandise, and apparent consumption, 1979-33 and January-June 
1983-84 

Year 
Produc- · · 

(In thousands) 

Apparent 
Exports: 

Ratio (percent) 
of imports to 

tion !/ : Imports Jj _Consumption 11 Production Consumption 

1979-··············-.... ·: 102,691 '137 13 89,099 0.1 0.1 
1980-·····----··---: 101, 542 ·' 247 16 96,074 .2 .3 
1981-·········-····-: 93,776 146 24 91, 547 .2 .2 
19 8 2 ··-··-····--- : 84,021 295 37 82,191 .4 .4 
1983-··················-.. : 92,154· 447 23 87,242 .5 .5 
Jan-June···-: 

1983--········-··: 46,765 243 16 41,878 .5 .9 
1984·····--: 41,478 604 6 42,922 1. 5 1. 4 

.!/ Births. 
~/ Canada accounts for nearly all U.S. imports of live swine .. 

· 11 Does not inc~uae deaths, losses, or changes in inventory 

Source: Production and apparent consumption, compiled from official statistics 
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture; imports and exports, compiled from official 
statistics of the U.S. Oepa~tment.of Commerc~.· 



Table L-15.~Pork: U.S. production, imports for consumption, exports of domestic merchandise, and apparent consump­
tion, 1979-·83, and January-June 1983, and January--August 1984 

Imports: .U.S. imports from : Exports : 
as a ··-.. ·-·-----~.J:!~.g_~---·--- as a 
share : · : Percent : share of: consump-
of : of total : pro-

tion !/ :consump-: Quantity :U.S. con-.: due- .. 

Period : Produc-
Apparent 

:tion Imports: Exports: 

____________ ..:.. ••.. ______ .-1..,. ___ ,_, __ ...:..__, ___ ,.-1.. ____________ ...!. __ ~!.9!!. ______ .!,. __________ : ~~mption tJo.!:L....:. 

; ..................... ···-··~U 1 (9.!LP-2UIJ.~~·····-.. ······· . ............... _ ................ - Per£~.n!: !,1.i 11.!.Q.!'.! Perce_r!!: 
pounds 

1979·····-····-: 15,450 l 499 291 15,353 3.3 108 0.7 1. 9 
1980--····· .. ·-: 16,616 550 252 16,574 3.3 203 1. 2 1. 5 
1981 ·---···-: 15,872 541 307 15,927 3.4 201 1. 3 1:9 
19 8 2-.. ·--·-: 14,229 612 214 14,425 4.2 280 1.9 1. 5 
1993 ............... -: 15,199 702 219 15,369 4.6 275 1. 8 1. 4 

Jan. -Aug.--: 
1983 ~/-: 9,717 466 144 10,039 4.6 187 1.9 1.5 
1984-····· .. ·--: 9,671 625 122 10, 174 6. 1 240 2.4 1.3 

1.1 Does not include changes in inventory. 
'!,./·Not avaiable. 

-1.I Estimated by staff of USITC. 

U.S. exports to 
·----'C""'a.na~~---·····­

Percent 

Quantity 
of total 
Canadian 

____ c_o_n_su.mpt iq_n_ 

.!'1.i Ilion 
pound!!_ . 

68 4.4 
42 . 2.4 
39 2.3 
25 1. 7 
27 1. 7 

17 1. 6 
14 1. 4 

Source: Production and apparent consumption, compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, imports and exports, compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Departmerit of Commerce. 

f-' 
.i:--
Cj\ 



Table L-16.--Canned hams and shoulders: U.S. production, imports for consumption, total, from the EC~/ and from the nonmarket economy countries (NME's) 
and apparent consumption, 1979-83 

Imports Imports as: Imports from--

Year Pro- for Apparent a share of: Total EC Denmark Total MMES Poland 
duct ion con- :consumption: con-

sump ti on sumption Quantity Share of Quantity Share of Quantity ·Share Of Quantit : Share of 
consumetion: consumetion: consumetion: y: consumetion 

-----------1,000 eounds---------- Percent 1,000 (Percent) 1.000 Perceaj;, LOOO Percent ; 1,000 Percent 
eounds eounds J!Ounds pounds· 

L979---: 335,947 236,001 5 71, 948 41 80,536 14 71, 54 7 u 154,589 27 90,027 16 
l980-·- -- : 280, 714 210,196 490,910 43 66,896 14 57,749 12 i4.0,920 29 90,655 19 
L 981---: 277 I 714 197 ,825 475,539 42 87,178 18 70,669 15 106, 729 22 55,937 12 
L982---: 223,335 206, 110 429,445 48 119,802 28 95,960 22 82,261 19 34,219 8 
L983---: 194,354 259,145 453,499 57 146. 739 32 122,745 21 lOCJ,018 24 58,526 13 

!I Industry sources and officials of the U.S. Department of Agriculture report that U.S. exports are n~gligble or nil. 

Source: Production, compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Agriculture; imports, '.~ompiled- from official statistics of the U.S. 
lepartment of commerce. 

....... 
+:-
-..J 
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Table L-17.--Meat: Per capita consumption in the United Stat~s, 1979-03 

{In eounds I carcass weight eguivalent} 

Oeef and : Lamb, Total, Year veal Pork mutton, red meat goat meat 
. ' 

1979- ·---... : 107.5 63 .. B 1.6 177. B 
1980 105.2 68.3 1. 5 100.2 
1981--·-·- 106.2 65.0 1.5 177. 8 
1982 106.4 59.0 1.6 170.6 
1983 108.5 .. 66 .. 2 1. 7 176.3 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Dep~rtment of 
Agriculture. 

Note .-.. Because of rounding, figures may not add to the totals shown. 

Poultry 

61.1 
61. 3 
63.1 
64.5 
65.7 
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Table L.-18 .--.. Live swine: U.S. beginning inventory, production, imports for 
consumption, exports of domestic merchandise, apparent consumption, losses, and 
ending inventory, 1979-83 

(In thou sands 2 · 
Beg.inning 

Product-
Apparent 

Los­
: Ending 

Year inven-·· 
ti on .~/ 

Imports Exports cons um-... : inven-
ses .Y : tory 5/ tory 1/ 

1979-.. 60,356 102,691 137 13 
1980----........... -: 67,353 101,542 247 16 
1981-·· .... · .. -·: 64,512 9.3, 776 146 24 
1982·· .. ·-·-·-: 58,688 84,021 295 37 
1983-············--: 53,935 92,154 ~47" 23 . . . . -----·---·----·--·-

____ ...; _____________ .....;..._ 

!/ Inventory as of Dec. 1 of the previous year.' 

ti on 3/ 

89,099 
96,074 
91,547 
32,191 
87,242 

6,719 
8,540 
8, 172 
5,190 
4,045 

67 I 353 
64,512 
58,688 
53,935 
55,819 

----'----..;.....·-··--

'l/ Births from Dec. 1 of the previous year through Nov; 30 of indicated year. 
y Commercial slaughter. 
11 Includes deaths and so forth from Dec. 1 of the previous year through Nov. 

30 of indicated year. 
§I As of Dec. 1. 

Source: Imports and exports, compiled from official statistic of the U.S. 
Department of Commerce; other da~a, co~~iled frcim official statistics of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture. 

Note ... -Because of rounding, figures may not add to the totals shown. 

Table l.-19 .- .... Pork: U.S. beginnihg ir:iventory, production, imports for 
consumption, exports of domestic merchandise, apparent consumption, 
and ending inventory, 1979-83 

------~~(I_n_m_i_llions of pounds, carcass weight eguival_e_n_t~) _____ _ 
Begin- Apparent 

. Ending Year ning Product.ion Imports Exports cons ump-
i nventor.1_ : ti on : inventory 

1979- .............. ; 
1980·---·-·--: 
1981-· .. ---: 
1982-·-·-: 
1983--······-·····-: 

242 
281 
349 
264 
219 

-

15;450. 499 
16,616 550 
15,872 . 541 
14~_229 612 
15;199 702 

291 
252 

: 307 
214 
219 

15,353 
16,574 
15,927 
14,425 
15,369 

281 
149 
264 
219 
301 

Source: Imports and exports, cbmpiled from official statistics of the U.S. 
Department of Commerce; other data, compiled from official statistics of the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

·-

Note.·----Because of rounding, figures may not add to the totals shown. 



!I Not available. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

November: 

220 
269 
238 

!I 
295 

December 

258 
321 
255 
225 
301 

...... 
U'I 
0 
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Table l.-21.--..... Pork and live swine: U.S. exports, 
by product types, 1979-03 

___________ C!.!'!..._tJ~ou ~n.9..:'!. ... -9..f. .... <!.q_!_l~.rs 1-·---·-----
Product type . 1979 . 1980 . 1901 . 1982 . 1903 . . . .. . -·----.. ---------·-·-----·----·----·-----·----

Fresh, chilled, or 
frozen pork 1/-.. ·· 186,198 150,754 204,515 149,552 146,402 

Prepared or preserved 
pork and sausages 2/-.. ·: 50,645 40,103 59,844 49,290 46,064 

Live swine 3/ ... -.............. - ..... -:: ........ -: 5 900: 6,732: 9,126: 13,306: 10 556 - ----'...L::..-·-·-----------·--·-·--------·--·-- '"·-·-·-----·.:::..L.------
Total-"'"""""""•'"''"-"'""""'"""': 242,823 : 205,590 : 273,406 212,729 203,022 . . . . . . ----·--- ... --.. ·---·"----·------·---" ---------·--·-.!/ Schedule 8 items 106,4020, 106,4040, and 106,4060. 

~/Schedule B items 107.0100, 107.0200, 107.3715, 107.3725, 107.3740, 
107.3750, and 107.3770. 
ll Schedule B item 100.8300. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 



rable L-22.-Pork, fresh, chilled, or frozen: U.S. exports of domestic merchandise, by markets and by months, 1979-83 and January-August 1984 

Period and Market January :February March April May June July August :September: October :November :December : Total 

Quantity (l,000 pounds) 

1979: 
Canada. : 1,013 : 1,532 : 2,827 : 2,363 : 2,309 : 3,922 : 3,298 : 3,932 7,821 : 6,099 : 2,691 : 1,767 : 39,574 
Other-·-·-··-·-·---··- - ·--: 12,791 : 8,098 : 8,295 : 10,763 : 15,492 : 11,272 : 10,521 : 7 330 9,457 : 10,803 : 7,414 : 15.832 :128,Q.67 

Total-···-·· : 13,803 : 9,629 : 11,122: 13,126 : 17,801 : 15,194 : 13,819 : 11,262 17,277: 16,902: 10,1.05: 17,599 :167,641 
1980: 

Canada 
Other-·-·-·-··--------··-·- --· 

Total 
1981: 
Canada---------

2,202 : l, 152 : 1,044 : 1,594 
7,817 :· 6,776 : 9,654 : 12,348 

10,019 : 7,928 10,698 13,942 

2,458 : 2,050 
12 ;733 : 14, 141 
15,191 : 16,291 

1,014 
8,23~ 

9,253 

2,562 : 2,306 1,383 1,950 : 1,370 1,185 : 814 
Other·-·--···- - ··--·····-·--··-· ·· --: 13, 106 : 17, 114 : 19, 121 : 12,JI05 : 19, 740 u ..... ~_.L:..~.i~~ 

15,116 : 7,279 Total-··-· : 15,668 : 19,420 : 20,504 17,755 : 21,060 
19R?.: 

1,139 : 3,827 : 3,078 : 2,775 : 2,203 : 24,538 
5,994 : 4,737 : 8,153 : 12,230 : 13,621 :116,!?._42 
7,133 : 8,564 : 11,231 : 15,005 : 15,824 :141,080 

1,088 
2,_427 
6,516 

3,604 : 1,931 : 2,155 : 2,084 : 22,381 
5,400: 8,139 : 13,726 : 12,163 :150,138 
9,004 : 10,070 ; 15,882 : 14,246 :172,519 

· Canada 1,688 : 555 : 1,569 : 1,097 : 1,-680 : 847 : 1,001 : 1,274 1,138: 1,224; 623; 769; 13,463 
Other -··-- --· -· ··- ·-·--·-· · 13,885: 7,681 6,335: 10,126: 19,659: 12,773 : 6 046 ;_2,4··1· M22.; 4,352 ; S,867 ; 6,761 :103,548 

Total--··· 
1981: 

·------: 15,572 : 8,236 ; 7,904 : 11,222 : 21,340; 13,620 : 7,047 : 6,71/ S,760 : S,575 ; 6,490 : 7,530 :1~7,012 

Canada l,025 ; 619 ; 861 968 : 1,114 ; 1,737 ; 1,517 
Other···-·-·-··-······-·--·--·---··· ··--: 4,096: 7,695: 10,177 16,160 : 11,633 : 10,592 : 6,447 

5, 120·; 8,313 ; 11,038 17,128 : 12,747 : 12,329 : 7,964 

1,011 ; 1,835 
6,527 ; 6,}7'!:. 
7,538 : 8,607 

. . . . . . 
1,435 ; 1,599 ; 1,429 : 15,148 
7,931 ; 11,227 ; 10,438 :109.,6~ 

9,366: 12,826; 11,868 :124,846 
I-' 

Total---------
1984 (January-Augu8.t) 

Canada----·-·- 433 ; 262 ; 989 ; 527 ; 1,037 : 770 : 695 ; 776 :. - ; - ; .- ; - ; S,489 ~ 
Other ·-··· ·-· ·--· - -····- -··---·· · ---: 

Total-·-··-·-·-------

19/9: 
Canada--·-------
Other -·-- - -·-----···- -· 
· Total 

l980: 
Canada1----------
0ther ·- ·-·--····-·· -- - ----- ···· --: 

Total 
981: 
Canada· 
Other·-··-·--··---··----···· --: 
Total---------

982: 
Canada· 

9,373 : 8,380; 9,187 ; 10,554 : 8,162 ; 5,324 : 6,335 ; 4,600 : - : - : - ; - ; 62,015 
9,806 : 8,642 : 10.176 : 11.081 ; 9,189 ; 6,095 ; 7,030: s 376 : - : - ; - : - ; 67 405 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

921 ; 1,112 ; 2,139 ; 1.818 : 1,777 ; 2,966 ; 2,666 ; 2,678 ; S,886 : 4,450 : 1,854 : 1,312 : 29,578 
15,060 : 8,513 ; 9,951 : 14,109 ; 22,776 ; 15,319 : 11,279 : 7,155 : 11,042 : 12,687 ; 8,119 ; 20,608 :156,620 
15,981 : 9,625 : 12,090 15,927 : 24,553 : 18,285 : 13,945 : 9,833 ; 16,928 ; 17,137 ; 9,973 ; 21,920 : 186, 198 

1, 726 ; 837 : 672 
9,059 : 6,410 : 10,888 

10,785 7,247 ; 11,260 

2, 186 : 1,984 : 1,602 
16.235 : 23,046 ; 27,82! 
18,421 : 25,030 : 29,423 

979 : 1, 620 
14,953 : 14,52~ 

15,932 ; 16, 143 

1,509 
!1...57~ 
15,081 

2,212 ; 1,565 : 1,322 
21,926 ; 27,539 : 16,748 
24,138 : 29,104 : 18,070 

1,749 ; 716 : 1,897 ; 1,473 : 2,182 : 1,140 

783 ; 923 : 3,334 : 2,547 : 2,209 ; 1,918 : 19,056 
8,252 ; 4,814 : 4, 726 ; 9,632 : 17.212 : 17,956 ; 131,698 
9,035: S,737: 8,060 :· 12,179: 19,421; 19,874 :150,754 

958 
6,48'!:_ 
7,440 

1,197 : 3,869 : 2,005 : 2,331 : 2,015 : 23,246 
3,918: 3,950: 6,889: 13,260: 13,455 :181,269 
5,115 : 7,819 : 8,894 : 15,591 : 15,470 :204,515 

1,750: 1,623: 1,709: 702: 913: 17,162 
Other - ·-·----· -·----··-· ---:~] : 7,993 : S,775 ; 12,!}~[.130 ~220 

1,307 
8,18(! 
9,496 

6,634 : S,334 : 6,272 : 9,096 : 8,278 : 132,~90 
Total 

981: 
--------: 17,086 : 8,709 : 7,672 : 13,607 : 29,312 ; 21,360 8,384 : 6,957 : 7,981 : 9,798 : 9,191 :149,552 

Canada 
Other ·· ··-····-··--· -· -·-·--· ···-·----· 

Total---····---·---
984 (Janu~ry-August) 

1,271 ; 811 ; 1,024 ; 1,007 : 1,255 ; 1,944 : 1,618 
4,679 ; 10,245 ; l'LBL.. 20,150 ; 14,809 _;___!!._.~~Q. __ : _[.96~ 
5,950 : 11,056 15,769 : 21,157 : 16,064 : 14,594 : 9,584 

1,572 
2,.578 
7,150 

Canada-·-·--- -·-: SOB : 278 : 1,008 692 : 1,245 : 919 : 829 : 940 

2,287 : 1,773 
S,931 : 8,096 
8,218 : 9,869 

1,661 ; 1,554 : 17,776 
11,527 : 12,251 :128,626 
13,188 : 13,805 :146,402 

Other·--·--··-'··--····-··-··--·· --: 9,993 : 8,336 : 9,978 : 12,264 : 9 385 : 4,830 : 4 67~__;_ __ ~...J.9"'5'--'----_._·----·'----
6,420 

g,)68 
69,188 Total-----·-·---·--: 10,501 : 8,614 . 10,986 12,956 : 10,630 S,749 : 5,507 : 4,245 

-$;;;7~Co-mpiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 

Note.-Because of rounding, figures may not add to the totals shown. 



Table L-23.-Pork, prepared or other: U.S. exports of domestic merchandise, by months, 1979-83, and January-August 1984 

Period and market January :February March April May June July August :September: October :November :December : Total 

Qua~tity (1,000 f'""'ds) 

1979: 
Canada--- : 981 : 1,269 : 2,195 : 2,298 : l,059 : 1.157 1,622 : 1,388 : 934 : 1,909 : 1,234 : 693 : 16,741 
Other ............ _.-..... _ .............. _ .. _ .. - ....... -: 3,"683 : 2,263 : 2,552 : 2,729 : 2,209 : 2,656 : . 2,912 : 2,981 : 2,898 : 3,191 : 3,979 : 4,878 : 36,936 

Total : 4,664 : 3,532 : 4,747 : 5,027 : 3,268 : 3,813 : 4,534 : 4·,369 : 3,832 : 5,100: 5,213 : 5,571 : 53,671 
1980: . 
Canada.---------
Other ......... _ ............ -· ....... -................ ... --: 

Total-·-···-----'----
1981: 

·1982: 
Canada-.. -· .. --·-----: 
Other .. : ........ - ........................... - ........ . 

Total---.... -.------
1983: 

Canada---.. ---·----: 
Other-·-............ - ....... _ ................... -· --: 

Tota}-.... ·----------·: 
1984 (January·-A\''.J"-t) 

Canada-· ---· 
Other ................... · ............. - ....... .. 

Total-· .. ··-----------: 

1979: 

560: 694: 575 748: 1,007: 970: 704: 858: 872: 646: 1,101: 842: 9,576 
3,236 : 3,257 : 2,976 : 3,424 : 4,251 : 2,702 : 2,6~1 : 2,746 : 2,900: 3,.250: 5,817 : 5',056 : 42,275 
3,795 3,951 : 3.,550: 4,172 : 5,257 : 3,672 : 3,366 3,604 : 3,772 : 3',896 6,918 : 5,898 : 51,851 

851 : 566 903 
3,481 : 3,587 ; 4 912 
4, 332 : 4, 153 5,815 : 

: ; 

. 384 : 329 : 755 
4,706 : 3,101 : 2,385 : 
5,091 3,430 : 3,140 

555 : 511 422 : 570 ; 962 : l,035 : 878 : 969 : 626 8,848 
~2 : 3,607 : 3 910 : 2 ...... 69Q_;_]4HI~--1.J!.?4 : 4 756 : 5,304 : 6,365 : 49,465 4,632 : 3, 60: 

5,.187 : 4,119 : 4,332 3,260 : 4,309 : 3,908·: 5,634 : 6,273 : 6,991 : 58,314 
: 

1,001 : 843 : 
3,558 : 4,033 : 
4,559 : 4,877 

750 
3,237 
3,987 

595 
2,606 
3 ,"201 

447 
,....Lll32 

2,280 

442 : 680 : 636 386 : 7,249 
1,993 : 2,253 -'--.L.775 2.,92.7 : 36,410 
2,436 2,935 ; 4,410 ; 3,313 : 43,659 

579 : 586 579 816 ; 629 485 : 614 572 313 682 : 768 327 : 6,940 
3,253 : 31,2.46 
3,580 : 38,186 

,1,556 : 2,705 : 2,177 4,054 : 2,745 : 2,071 :. 2,236 : ...LJ!!!l 2.,2.20 : 2.,572 !_l,_773 
2,135 : 3,292 2,747 4,870 : 3,374 2,556 2,850 2,455 2,533 3,253 : 4,541 

372 769 456 
2,421 : 1,621: 2,15~ 

2,793 : 2,391 2,612 

1,105 : 773 : 391 
~: 1,509 : 1,718 
2,57() ~ 2, 282 : 2, 109 

311 
.1. 106 
1,417 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

746 : - : - : - : - : 4,923 I-' 

1 850 : - ; - : - : - : 13 847 Vl 

~: - : - : - : - : 18 770 \.;.) 

Canada---· ..... 944 : 1, 343 2,202 : 2,217 : 1,016 : 1, 168 l, 551 : 1, 308 
L.,!!59 :_~..1 
4,410 : 3,745 

905 : 1,654 : 1,048 577 15,932 
Other-· .. ·-- .................. _ .. .,-·-···-· ... ··-:_L..ll5 : 2,2.9_~ 

Total-·-- : 4,269 : 3,637 
. 1980: 

Canada,-.... : 450 : 633 
Other--.. -·-·· .. ·---·-·---.... --:_b!l! .. ~ : 2., 746 

Total : 3,336 : 3,379 
1981: 

2,631__: 2, 719 ; 2,08,9 : 2.·~69 
4,834 : 4,936 : 3,105 : 3,637 

513 600 841 
,2,557 : 2,937 : 3,501 
3.,010 3,537 : 4,342 

810 
2,29~ 
3,104 

Canada-······ 818 : 542 : 1,126 612 519 514 
Other-·-.. -·--· ............. ----.. ·-· 
Total----·-----­

l4R2: 

3,653 : 3,360 4,586 
4,471 : 3,902 5,712 

_4.....!,~5_: __ 3. 458 -'---..Ltl1 
5,097 : 3,977 : 4,128 

665 
2,546 
3,211 

639 
£..726 
3,365 

817 
.hQ18 
3,835 

1,033 
Ll32 
4,765 

2,480 : 2,832 : 4,117 4,460 34,~ .. Ll 
3,385 : 4,486 5,165 5,037 50,645 

906 : 703 : 1,130 : 905 : 8,972 
2,663 : 3,218 : 5,806 : 4,957 : 39, tll 
3,569 : 3,921 : 6,936 : 5,862 48, 103 

1,125 : 945 : 961 : 671 : 9,505 
2·,913 : 4,781 : 5,756 : 7,275 : 50,339 
4,038 : 5, 726 : 6, 717 : 7,946 : 59,844 

Canada-·-· .. ·· : 394 382 
3,65.~ 
4,037 

777: 1,108: 1,006: 920 724: 552: 521: 787 736 
i.,.§16 
5,352 

447 8,354 
Other- ................ _ ........ -·-··--- ......... ---: _ ___LllQ..: fu...§.Z~_!__~.-·:__Ll80 : 3 866 : 2,881 : 2,205 : 2, 118 : 2, 713 

Total : 5,204 3,455 : 4,558 : 5,386 : 4,786 3,605 : 2,757 : 2,639 : 3,500 
1983: 

Canada-................... -'-------: 736 : 641 640 892 : 643 : 532 780 : 692. : 286 
Other ............................. _ ............... --: 1,839__;__]_,_472: 3,038 : _ __2,_gQ_;_....i...z.u.._;_-1.,_Q_~9: 2,32~: 2,098: 2,305 

Total--·--·--------: 2,575 : 4,113 3,678 : 6,502 : 4,365 : 2,591 3,103·: 2,790 2,591 
l984 (January-August) 

Canada----...... __ .... _______ : 

Other-. .' ..................... ··· ·-· ·-·-................ ··· -·-: 
Total-·-.. --

477 
2,647 
3.124 

808 : 460 
1, 72l__;__Ll63 
2,529 : 2,823 

1,095 847 477 367 867 
1 574 : ..L 739._:_._LJ57 __ : _!....l.1L_: __ 2.,-=0"'5"'"7-'-------''--
2.669 2,586 : 2,234 : 1, 714 : 2,924 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 

712 
3,30~ 
4,017 

883 
i._560 
5,443 

3,564 : 40,~36 
4,011 : 49,290 

407 7,845 
3,891 : 38,2_!1 
4,298 : 46,064 

5,398 _____ , __ rn .• 504 

20,602 



Table L-24.-Live swine: U.S. exports of domestic merchandise, by markets and by months, 1979-83 and January-August 1984 

--------- ---------~-~----~~--~--~~-----~---------~--------~-· 

Period and country January :February March April May June July August :September: _October :November :December Total 
. . . . . . --··------------------· 

1979: 
Canada---·-· 
Other ... -........ _ .. --····- - .. -. 

Total 
1980: 

16 : 56 0 
---: 1,004 : 33~ : ti24 

: 1,020 390 624 

0 
985 
985 

48 
1,346 
1,394 

Quantity (head) 

1 
808 
809 

0 
2,201 
2,201 

73 
_886 
959 

12 
79~ 
806 

28 : 47 24 
1,818: 1 182: 1,J62 
1,846 : 1,229 : 1,186 

305 
!h!~ 
13, 449 

Canada 
Other·-··--.. ··· .... 

39 

-2ll 
1,036 

0 
Ll!..Q 
1,170 

15 

!IJLL. 
832 

18 
85!!. 
876 

70 86 142 30 : 0 104 : 22 0 526 
570 1,410 2,330 : 1,223 __ : 1 461 : l,38.!i_: __ !....472 2,081 15,765 

Total--· 
1981: 

640 1,496 2,472 1,253 : 1,461 1,490 : 1,494 2,081 16,291 

Canada----·--------: 150 5 39 10 52 48 0 220 40 0 : 0 208 : 772 
Other --·-····· ··· · ---·-·-·- · 1,342 : 742-'---1...~~_;---1.,.l92 : 1~_1 _:_.1.d~ ... _: __ 2,491!__: __ 1,03L.: __ _L~~ 2,381 3,675 2,998 : 23,~ .. !!1 

3,206 24,124 Total-· 
1982: 

1,492 : 747 : 1,233 : 1,212 1,803 : 2,381 : 2,498 : 1.,252 : 2,2.44 2,381 3,675 

Canada-·-·-·-·-----· 19 40 29 
~,_373 

2,402 

389 117 21 353 : 42 : 0 : 34 0 : 0 : 1,044 
Other·····--··· ..... ·--.... _._,, __ _ 2,520 : 2,237 2,471 : 4,149 : 2,58.., 2 .?.?~-1~ __ 3,,,1!!.3 : 2 9~7 4,445 : 3,217 : 3!!..._7.86 

Total 
1983: 

2,539 : 2,277 2,860 4,266 2,605 3,329 : 2,576 : 3,283 3,031 : 4,445 3,217 36,830 

Canada-----------­ 30 0 48 8 23 4 
Other ... ------- .. ---:~.!§._;----1.,,1~.!__iJ~_: 3,421 : 2,944 ~93 

Total----- : 2,446 : 1,420 : 2,394 : 3,429 : 2,967 2,897 
1984 (January-Augu~t) 

Canada 0 0 : 23 : 0 0 0 
Other·· .. ·--···· ...... -·-··---.... - ... --: 859 1 147 .! __ 60£.: 428 : _L_Q9.L;__Lll.?.. . ...! 

Total-- -------: 859 ____ ..L..!iL.!....., ....... _~:........ 428 : 1,005 : 1,722 : 

0 
978 
978 

0 

i..<li 
403 

Value (1,000 dolldrs) 

1979: 
Canada--· : 3 : 26 19 : 2 

791 : 50~ : 341 : 597 
791 : 526 343 : 597 

Other·---.. ·-'-··-·-·--........ ··--: 628 : 79 : 331 
Total : 631 : 105 33.1 

1980: 
Canada,----------: 8 

55! 
559 

6 : 8 : 17 28 43 
_802 
845 

Other-··-....... _ .. ___ ,, _____ · .. __ : 

Total---------
1981: 

~~ 
539 

Canada : 36 : 4 
Other-· .. ----··-·-.. -·-·-·-.. ·--: 704 : 352 

Total : 740 : 356 
1982: 

Canada 
Other .. -·-·-· ---.. ·---.... -·-·-· .. 
Total---------

1983: 

9 
570 
579 

7 
557 
564 

698_ : 263 : 175 : 49~ 

704 : 271 : 192 521 

10 
342 
352 

9 
1,279 
1,288 

6 
476 
482 

14 
678 
692 

11 
552 
563 

EL!.. 
874 

95 : 27 : 5 : 35 
755 : . 1,29~ : 921 : ___b_Q!!! 
850 : 1,321 : 926 1,053 

Canada : 2 : - : 11 3 5 .: 2 
Other- .. ·---·-····----·--· .. ··-: 829 : 493 : 9~5 :.. 737 ___L.74!!. . ....:.... .. -L.1QL . .!...._: _ 55~·-'-· 

Total : 831 : 493 : 966 740 1 • 753 : l, 303 : 552 
1984 (January-August) : : : 

Canada---·-- : - : - : 5 

32 
1,239 
1,271 

0 
.!...700 
1,700 

0 15 
8i7 : 1,822. 
877 : 1, 837 

43 : 0 : 203 
~2 : 1. 265 : 23_.J23 

1,545 1,265 23,326 
I-' 

23 V1 

! ... e.~ "'"" 
7,889 

31 : 4 : 11 13 
679 
692 

10 
528 
538 

117 
Ll63 
5,980 

204 : 261 : 915 
235 : 265 : 926 

8 : - : 28 5 : - : 151 
. 405 : 423 : 797 : 661 : 775 : 6...J!!!..! 
413 : 423 : 825 : 666 775 : 6,732 

49 
471 
520 

11 
948 
959 

16 : - : - : 43 : 188 
. 1,014 ·: l, 150 : 1,308 : 1,017 : 8,938 
1,030 : 1,150 'l,308 : 1.060 : 9,126 

LM..! 
1,691 

7 : - : - : 207 
1,556 : l,916 : l,174 : 13,!i79 
1,563 : 1,916 : 1,174 : 13,886 

11 : - : 9 : 10 : - : 52 
628 : 607 : 1 043 : 1 041 : 569 : 10,}.()~· 
639 : 607 : 1,052 1,051 : 569. : 10,556 

Other-·-.. ---.. - ....... ----..... ---: 690 : 1,209 : 315 : 287 : 450 : l,014 27~ : 720 
5 

Ll~ 
4,966 Total--· : 690 1,209 : 320 : 287 : 450 : 1,014 276 : 720 :· 

Source: ,Comp'iled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 

Note.-fl<>r"'""" of roundina. fiaures mav not add to the totals shown. 



155 

Table l.-25.-· Pork, fresh, chilled, or frozen: U.S. exports of domestic 
merchandise, by principal markets, 1979--01 

Market 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 . . . . . . . . . . ····-·----·------------··-........ --···---.. ·-···--··--···--·····--···-.. -····---.. ---------··----··-----------··--
Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

Japan- ···················-···--·-········· 69,341 60,116 86,744 64,904 
Canada····-········-················--·--···-·····-············-: 30,574 24,538 22,301 13,463 
Mexico-··········---·-···-··-·············-···-···········-: 22,970 18,888 27,568 19,602 
A 11 o tho r························-······· ········· · ···· · -- : ___ _]_ 5, 7 ~-: .. -1Z..1 .. ~1!!. ....... : __ }~.L .. a 2 6 ..... : ____ .l!.i..94 3 

To ta 1-··· ······· ·····-····-··· ·-·-··:. 16 7 , 641 __ : -1.~ .. L .. OBO __ ;___J. 7 2 , _519 : ____ __!_!.Lt_ 0 q __ : 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

70,331 
15,1110 
21,393 
17,974 

124,846 

Japan··--··········--·-········--····················-··--·-·····-·····-: 115,671 94,156 141,910 108,758 109,009 
Canada-······-·····--···········-··-···-················ 29,570 19,0f>6 23,246 17,162 17,776 
Mexico·····-··----····-····-·····-··-······· 7,425 6,.177 0,984 6,219 5,913 
A 11 other-· · ........................................... · ······ ········ : ___ }.L_ 521. __ .; __ -1.L . ..!..~.~---: ____ J_O, 3 7 ~--·: _____ ,_.!.Z..&1-.....:..:. __ J_f..t_, 0 2 4 

Total·-························--········- lll6,190: 150,754: 204,515: 149,552: 146,402 
. . . . . 
o o I 0 0 -··------·-----·-·· .. ·-···-··-----·-··-·-··-·--------·-·--"··-·--··-·-..... __. ... _____ ,. __ ,_. ______ , _______________________________ _ 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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Table L-26 ... --Pork, prepared or pre~~rved, and pork sausages: U.S. exports 
of·domestic merchandise, by principal markets, 1979-83 

Market 1979 1980 1981 1982 
-···-·---

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

Japan .......................................... _,, __ ........... -........ -....... - : 2,138 1,685 2,025 4,013 
Canada-.. ····· ..................................................................... - 16,741 9,576 8,848 7,249 .. 
Bahamas· ........... _ .................. : .................. - ............. -: 4,507 4,474 5,155 3,306 
Panam;,i,-.... · ........................................... _ .......................... . 2,700 3,691 2,420 ' l, 739 
Venezuela ................................ ~ .......................... -: 3, 107 4, 5'46 7,352 5,063 
All other- ..................................................... .. . 24! 198 27!879 32!014 22,284 

To ta 1 ......................................................... .. ... _--2.:.1_, 6 71 51,851 !?JL314 43,659 

Value (1,000 dollars) 
-·------

Japan- ................... -·-·---.. .. ................ __ ...... - 3,270 2,481 2,754 5,908 
Canada ......... --.. -.......................... -.......................... _: 15,932 8,972 9,505 8,354 
Bahamas-- · ···· ...................... _._ .. _ ...... _ .................... . 4,891 4,557 5, 194 3,718 
Panama ..... -............. - ............................. -.......................... -: 1,854 3, 176 2,334 2,290 
Venezuela-· .. · · ......... - .......... _ .............. . 3,546 4,891 9,275 6,50i 
A 11 other ................... _ ... _ ............................... -: 211152 24.!02§ 30,782 22,519 

To ta 1-....... -............ _ ...... - ... --.. - ..... -.......... : 50,645 48,103 59,844 49,290 
. . . . -·-------·--- --Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 

Commerce. 

Table L.-27.--L.ive swine: U.S. exports of domestic merchandise, by 
principal markets, 1979-83 

Market 1979 1980 1981 1982 

Quantity 

1983 

9,074 
6,940 
3,676 
1,946 
1,293 
15125~ 
38, 1.~E 

14,292 
7,845 
3,940 
2,570 
1,713 

151704 
46,064 

1903 

Japan-··· ................................... ................. ............ 645 l, 469 1, 096 3, 055 3, 3 79 
Dominican Republic- ..... -...... - ... -: 0 319 1,012 9,530 7,700 
Taiwan-............ - ...... _ .................. - ........... -: 1,539 2,270 1,216 2,492 1,932 
Canada----.. - ......... _ .. __ ........... _ ............... _: 305 526 772 1, 044 203 

A 11 t!~: ~=:=::·=~~:::~~::~~:::::~~~-.. -: --~-~~; ~~-·-=·-=-~==~-6_1:; ~=~=~==--~~~; ~-~-: ___ . 3_7~·~i-~ _--;_:-_·J~: ! ~~ 
Value (1,000 dollars) 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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Table L-~28.-···-Pork and live swine:. U.S. imports for consumption, 
by product types~ 1979...:.93 

(In thousands of dollars) 

Product type 1979 1900 

Canned hams and 
shoulders ! / ·-·------· --- : 380,120 328,868 

Fresh~ chilled, or 
frozen pork 2/·--···----····-····-: 70,141 136,414 

Live swine ;!/-:-::········-----·--· : 17,374 26, 108 
Other _11 ····---···--·-·-·--···---·····-·-;-.... - : 25,908 201890 

Total-·- ············-··-···-·-··-·······--: 493,543 512,281 

!/ TSUSA items 107.3515 and 107.3525. 
11 TSUSA items 106.4020 and 106.4040. · 
~I TSUSA item 100.8500. 

1981 

314~990 

158,013 
.18 I 879 
201889 

512,771 

1982 

341,367 

239,478 
41,887 
211361 

644,092 

1983 

380,821 

196,664 
56,753 

. 331 160 
667,399 

11 TSUSA items 107.1000, 167.1500, 107,3020, 107.3040, 107.3060, 167.3540, 
and 107. 3560. 

Gource: Compiled from official stati sties of the U. G. Department of 
Commerce. 



Table L-29. ~nned hams ar.d shoulders: U.S. imports, by months, 1979-83 and January-A~gust 19811 

Period and country January· : Fetiru01ry ~·ir.1r <:h April May June July· August :September: October :November :December : Total 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

1979: 
Canada· - ..... --.-- .... ·····-· ·-·-· --: 2 : 1 : 11 : 14 : 47 : 32 : 35 : 29 : 16 
Other : __ 20,029 : 16,107 : _19,593_:. 23,880 :_ .. _J8,627._: 26,543 : ... .ll...J.il..: 16,829 : . 16,515. 

Total-·-..... - .............. - - -- - ---- 20,032 : 16,108 : 19,604 : 23,864 : 18,674 : 26,575 19,978 16,857 : 16,531 
1980: 

Canada-·-_ .. ____ ........... - ....... -- -: 

Other 
Total--·---··-.. -·---·- - ·----: 

1961: . 

12 
18 I 491 
18,503 

Can01da-·----...... .... ................ .... --: 142 
Other--·-·........ ---: 21,264 

rotal---.. -·-·--··· ......... - 21,406 
1982: 

53 
16,313 
16,366 

213 
14 ( 644 
111, 857 

88 : 26 
18,981 15,044 
19,069 15,070 

221 

9 
16,087_: 
18,096 

291 

96 
18,000 
18,096 

139 

16 
18,192 
18,208 

94 

43 
15,216 
15,259 

194 233 
18,659 
18,892 

--1.?.21!......:..._~~---14,600 _;___!_~~.!.... .... .!6,396 _: 
17,954 : 15,612 : 14,939 : 15,178 : 16,590 

C01nada-····"·-.. - .............. ---·-·---: 196: 249: 225: 114: 345: 351 :. 142: 154 
Other-.. --.. ·--·------.. --; _!1_~ ___ 9,255 .:__..!_3, 84~_ .. :.. ....... 13, 281 _...:.__ __ 19 ..!1§._ ___ : --~3, 717 .. __;__j.§, 537 _-'._ __ 17, 606 

Total ....................................... -: 13,257: 9,504: 14,069: 13,395: 20,181: 24,068: 16,679: 17,760 
1963: 

146 
13, 177 
13 I 323 

157 
io, 748-
10,905 

226 
!._6,904 
17,130 

Canada-· -- - -- ....... _. - ...... - - -.. -: 15 : 101 : 147 102 : 146 : 143 183 201 : . 212: 
Other-·---- :_ .. 11.....!Z.!_: 21,296 : _. __ ~! .. 897 

Total- ..... -·-.. -·---·----·-'"·--: 27,486 : 21.397 22,044 
21,681 20,303. 21,063 
21,783 : 20,449 : 21,206 

22,007 : ...... !.~.:__ 18,576 
22,190 14,886 : 18,788 

46 
19,134 
19 I 180 

42 
20,443 
20,485 

235 
19,021 
19,256 

27 : 36 295 
~9.051 : 19,486 ;23~_,706 
19,077 19,522 :236,001 

200 
17,691 
17,899 

239 

256 989 
19,748 :20!L_206 
20,004 :210,196 

176 7.,334 
16,536 :H l~Z~ :195,491 
16, 715 : 15,460 : 197,825 

269 : 147 179 ~.596 

!6,677 ··'-·- 23,383 
16,946 : 23,530 

214 
_26,351 
26,565 

165 
19,288 
19,453 

19,416 :203,514 
19,595 :206,110 

243 : 1,873 
22,655 :257,272 
22,898 :259,145 ,..... 1984 (January-August) 

Canada ............................ _ .. - ..... -·· --: 101 : 83 : 114 161 : 82 : 91 : 67- : 144 : ,. .-.. : - - : - 843 ~ 
Other--·· : 24,683 20,676 23,911. 

Total·--.............. _. ___ ·--· -·-·-i 24,784 20, 759 : __1.!,Q~. 

1979: 
Canada---··· 
Other --- --· ..... .. ·--: 

Total-·-.. ---------
1980: 

2 23 
33,751 : 27,809 33,522 
33,753 27,810 33,545 

27, 556 25, 387 .....:..... ... 20,018 L .... 30, 697 : . 23·, 810 __ : __ ·- - - : - : 196 737 
27 1 717 ; 25, 469 __ ;_IQ_L!QL!__JQ,~~'L:..-~'.L_! .. ____ · _-::_:.._.. - - - : 197 .J? .. 80 

Value {l,000 <1 .. 1-.1,.,.s). 

32 84 64 61 : 54 30 84 48 : 66 : 551 
~752 31 547 43..2!!_~ : 32,3Q~_,154 24_,__787 27,810 : 27,904 : 29,644 :379.d_~ 
40,784 : 31,631 43,648 : 32,368 : 26,208 24,817 27,894 27,952 : 29,710 :380,120 

Canada----· 23 89 
Other·-.. --·-·-·- .. -·-·-·-··.. ---: 28,395 : 26,01!.~ 

123 : 46 : 15 134 : 29 : :63 251 89 3~7 472 1,731 

Total-·· .. --. : 28, 418 : 26, 178 
1981: 

Canada---· : 270 : 362 
Other----·- ........ - ...... - .... - .. ·---:__ll,_!!12 : 24,696 

Total : 37,082 25,058 
1Q82: 

28,487 : 29,463 : 22,37?_ 
28,610 29,509 22,387 

327 410 

25,710__:___li..736 : 21.92L~.!....261 

25,844 : . 25,765 21,988;: 21,512 

183 179 :: 356 : 304 394 
....l_Q...l..!!.9. 

30,683 
27 ,088 : 22, 38Q___:__ll,_4.JL.: _ _i!,!!.!2_;__...lh.~!1~_.;_J§_._92~ 
27,415 : 22,790 : 21,600 : 22,011 : 24,855 : 17,230 

33,230 : 29,970 
33,319 : 30,367 

34' 499 : 327 I U.1 
34,971 :328,868 

'466 
30, 79_2 
31. 265 

- 489 383 : 4, 121 
27,772 : 26,357 :3.J.9 •. 1!~ 
28,261 26,740 :314,990 

Canada-----....... 385 : 469 : 417 209 
21,83Q 
22,039 

623 
!Ll!.~!! 
32,491 

643 267 : 297 : . ·455 :. 559 356 418 5,099 
Other·-.. - ............... _ .. __ .... -· --:~77 : 15,682 : 23~~! 38,068 2?~1 : 28,941 : 28,443 : ·27,766 39,_!84 32,185 336_,_268 

Total--.. : 22,262 16,151 23,480 38,711 27,6~8 -.: .29,239 : 28;898 : 28,325 39,540 32,603 341,367 
1983: 

Canada 
Other··· 

Total-----· 
1984 (January-Aw~""') 

47 
·-·-:__ildll 

45,3ie 

221 
34,400 
34,621 

276 : 197 : 257 : 271 : 315 
!.WJ.L_;__ll,_~.9.2.--'--.N.. .. !!.l!.~,_J2 1 : l.Q....~ll 
35,408 : 34,592 : 30,436 : 30,192 30,928 

Canada- .... ----· - .. ; 157 : 130 : 182 2• •1 132 159 
Other-·- - -· .... ·---·-·· - --:__lldl9 26,024 29,Ji.F 34 4..H __ ; __ --1.L.~.n_:_~-~-~73 40,561 
Total~· : 32,676 : 26,154 : 29,799 34,653 : 31,405 : 25,354 40,686 

346" : 324 : 261 : 405 3 ( 259 339 
20,0~ 
20,434 

.f.5,359___;___15,358 : 26,219 : 3.~20 :377,~'!1 

25,705 : 35,682 : 26,480 : 31,025 :380,821 

205 
32...1..!L;_ __ 
ii,417 

1,330 
- :251,814 
- :253,144 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 



Table L-30.-·-Pork, fresh, chilled or frozen: U.S. imports, by sources and by months, 1979-83 and January-August 1984 

Period and source January :February March April May June July Au9ust :September: October :November :December Total 

Quantity (l,000 pounds) 

1979: 
Canada 
Other 

Canada· 
Other·­

Total 
1981: 

8, 716 
61 

8,777 

11,823 
312 

12,135 

9,308 
9 

9,318 

15,731 
245 

15,977 

11, 672 

11, 672 

17,041 
549 

17,590 

6, 746 

6,746 

13,282 
640 

13,922 

8, 118 
16 

8, 134 

13 « 943 
49~ 

14,441 

Canada--·--·-----------: 11,752 : 16,100: 15,099 : 14,357 : 17,707 

6,051 

6,051 

5,603 
18 

5,621 

14,452 : 23,615 
62Q_ __ :_ __ 6_~.!. 

15,072 24,256 

20,334 19,088 
Other - ··---.. --.. -.. ---... -... -........ --:___!_.!.?J__: __ l..l.!!~__;___,!_,_~<!..__:_____hQ~!..-: __ !~9 : l,837 : -1..J.79 

Total--·- : 13,645 : 17,285 : 16,699 : 16,448 : 19,216 22,171 21,867 
1982: . 

Canada--'· ... - ... -·-------: 13,569 18,941 28,949 18,484 21,022 
Other .. - ........ -- ..... _........ ·--:~?5 : 1,015 7,250 1 510 223 

Total 15, 194 : 19,956 31, 199 19,994 21,245 
1983: 

24,096 
. _ __..!12 
24,181 

23,388 

~ 
23,618 

8,140 

8, 140 

21,610 
l,029 

22,639 

19,822 
___hill 
23,064 

26,039 

26,039 

Canada---.. ·-.. ·-·--------: 19,676 19,042 24,933 24,043 22,924 22,141 21,030 27,544 
Other-·-·-· ............................ ·- ·-: 62 : 93 : 141 266 197 156 217 206 

Total-.. ---------: 19,738 : 19,135 25,074 24,309 23,121 : 22,297 21,247 27,750 

6,875 
12 

6,887 

15,834 
___ 962 
16,796 

7,427 
40 

7,467 

15,699 
--1._!33 
17. 532 

11, 159 
70 

11, 229 

15,794 
~09 
17,203 

11,896 :101,712 
65 : 290 

11,961 : 102,002 

16,311 :195,136 
W69 : 10,?.Ql 

17,780 :205,343 

13,987 13,324 : 15,391 14,739 :191,700 
~.119 2,750 : 1,063 : 1,780 : 24,848 

17,106 16,074 16,454 16,519 :216,548 

25,262 
_2Q§. 
25. 368 

23,929 

23,929 

26,465 
30 

26,495 

18,977 :269,122 
Ll!U 

18,977 :276, 194 

24,142 20,061 21,766 18,473 :265,775 
197 369 434 200 2,539 

24,339 20,430 : 22,200 : 18,673 :268,314 
1984 (January-August) 

Canada--· 25,233 : 27,968 28,313 29,223 32,369 27,980 29,828 32,946 : - - - - :233,860 
Other ...... _ .. _ .. _ ·- ·-· -·--.. --...... ·--: 657 : 755 : 1 135 : 15,434 13,350 : 12,305 14,699 10 121 : - - : - - : 68 458 

Total 25,890: 28,723 29,448 44,657 '15,719 40,285 44,527 43,067_: - - - : - :302 317 

Value (l,000 dollars) 

1979: 
Canada 
Other·-·--........ -- ................ _ ........ . 

Total--·-----
1980: 

6,576 
47 

6,623 

Canada---·-- : 7, 316 
Other--·------·-.. -· ..... ____ . ·--: 395 

Total 7,711 
1991: 

7,225 
7 

7,232 

9,416 
_lQ~ 

9,719 

8,860 

8,860 

9,894 
_76?_ 

10,656 

Canada---- : 7,234 : 10, 117 9, 570 

4,798 

4,798 

5,431 
14 

5,445 

4,095 

4,095 

6,655 7,030 : 7,512 
J!71 : 6~7 _ .. : 831!. 

7,527 7,717 : 8,350 

9,249 11, 441 14,423 
Other··-"--··-·---.. ---·----.. ·-··· .... -·-:__l..H6 : 1,049 : l,573. : 1,839_~411,.__;_____!_,_~! 

Total : 8,910 11,166 11,143 11,088 : 12,853 : 15,921 
19R2: 

Canada--- : 9,354 : 14,052 22, 195 14,638 18,045 
Other·-......... - ..... - .............. _. ____ ......... -; 1,833: 1,381 2958 1866: 223. 

Total--· : 11,187 : 15,433 25,153 16,504 18,268 
1983: 

21,999 
113 

22,112 

3,733 : 5,167 
____ !l.__! ______ :: __ 

3,750 : 5,167 

15,315 : 15, 799 
.21.L:..__L_ 162 

16, 090 : 16 « 961 

4,158 4,909 7,308 7,601 69,861 
11 : 7 l!.5 : 93 : ?..!!Q 

4,169 4,916 7,393 7,694 : 70,141 

11,618 

-~ 
12,586 

11,575 11,513 
2,017 1,566 

13,592 13,079 

11, 149 : 124, 792 
1,275 : 11,lg~ 

12,424 :136,414 

14,640 15,372 10,943 : 10,007 11,234 : 10,536 :134,767 
1,325 : 2,095 : 23,?.~ 2,663 2,938 : 2Ll35_: 2,344 

17,303 

21, 507 
195 

ii. 702 

18 « 310 

23 « 731 

23 « 731 

13 ,778 

23,297 
111 

23,408 

12,351 

21, 692 

21, 692 

12,559 

23,478 
_.ll 

23,516 

12,631 : 158,013 

16,771 :230,761 
l : 8,7_17 

16,772 :239,478. 

Canada 16,497 
84 

15,551 
132 

20,506 
186 

18,057 
288 

16,521 
.20! 

16, 722 

15,791 H,385 18,762 
_J]~ 
19,036 

17,186 
__ _li?. 

13,259 14,314 12,998 :193,827 
!37 2.8.E 

13,135 :196,664 
Other· ....... -.. ·---·-· -·-.. -· 
Total~-... ·-·-------

1984 (January-August) 
16,581 15,683 20,692 

Canada---........ 17,179 19,249 19,239 
Other--·-........ -.-.... ·----.............. ---: 792 : 662 ~Q67 

Total--· : 17,971 : 19,911 : 20,306 

180 251. 
18,345 15,971 : H,636 

19,636 : 22,045 19,578 
13,435 10,253 : 10,40~ 

33,071 32,298 29,987 

23,055 
12,421 
35,476 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the. U.S. Department of Commerce. 

Nnti> -Ror;;t.1JC1.A nf rnun,.jina · fiCJ1u•·o~ m;;au nnt ;uid f"n t-ho t-nt.-iilCI. cthnwn 

339 573 
17,378 13,598 14,887 

24,505 

~.L=.-----'------'----=:....:.-
31, 751 

:164,486 
,:_~85 
:220,771 

,..... 
\J1 
\0 



Table L-31.-Live swine: U.S. imports by sources and by months, 1979-83 and January-August 1984 

Period and country . January :February March April May June July August :September: October :November :December :·Total 

Quantity (1,000 head) 

1979: 
Canada : 33 : 17 : 15 : 4 : 13 : 7 : 6 : 5 : 6 : 6 : 7 : 17 : 137 
Other-----.. -· .. ---·-·-· ..... ···-: : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : O_: 0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0 
· Total : 33 : 17 : 15 : 4 : 13 : 7 : 6 : 5 : 6 : 6 : 7 : 17 : 137 

1980: 
Canada--- --------
Other------·-·-·-.. --·-.. ·-···--· .... 
Total--------~ 

1981: 
Canada--
Other----------.. --.--.. ---· .... 

Total 
1982: 
Canada---------
Other-·--.. --- ... -· ·-·-·---.. 

Total 
1983: 

32 
0 

32 

15 
0 

15 

13 
0 

13 

11 
0 

11 

15 
0 

15 

27 
0 

27 

21 
0 

21 

15 
0 

15 

36 
0 

36 

22 
0 

22 

16 
0 

16 

18 
0 

18 

18 
0 

18 

21 
0 

21 

14 
0 

14 

26 
0 

26 

11 
0 

11 

17 
0 

17 

32 
0 

32 

8 
0 
8 

21 
0 

21 

27 : 13 : 17 : 16 : 13 : 247 
0: 0: O: O: 0: 0 

27 : 13 : 17 : 16 : 13 : 247 

9 
0 
9 

19 
0 

19 

8 
0 
8 

25 
0 

25 

10 
0 

10 

25 
0 

25 

9 
0 
9 

42 
0 

42 

9 
0 
9 

37 
0 

37 

146 
0 

146 

295 
0 

295 

Canada-------- 69 : 34 : 41 40 27 : 33 : 30 : 42 : 38 : 30 : 31 32 447 
Other-· - -·- - .. - ... - .. --.. --. - 0 : 0 : O : 0 0 : O : O : O : O : O : O O O 

Total---· 69 : 34 : 41 40 27 : 33 : 30 : 42 : 38 : 30 : 31 32 447 
1'984 (January-f\u•Jusl} 

Canada · : 92 : 88 : 94 : 115 : 97 : 117 : 137 : 121 : O : O : O : O 
I-' 

861 °' 
.Jl 0 

861 
Other-.. --- .............. _ .. _ .. __________ .... ·-: O : O : 0 : 0 : 0 : 0 : O : O : O : O : O : O 

Total : 92 : 88 94 115 : 97 : 117 : 137 : 121 

2,899 

2,899 

1, ~ 

1,445 
3 

1,459 

9,086 

1,313 

1,313 

1,893 

3, 178 

3,178 

4,926 

1,983 1,820 

1,983 1,820 

1,858 1,765 

4,426 2,453 

4-,426 2,453 

5,972 5,122 

Value (l,000 dollars) 

1,520 2,385 3,347 3,042 

1,520 2,385 3,347 3,042 

2,378 

2,051 2,916 3,256 3,234 

2,051 2,916 .3,256 3,234 

3,489 4,072 3,610 4,931 

1,833 2,202 2,064 

1,833 2,202 2,064 

1.253 

3,889 3,943 5,844 

3,889 3,943 5,844 

4,523 3,801 3,474 

1,692 
9 

1,701 

5,239 

5,239 

26,099 
9 

26,108 

41,884 
___ _J 

41,887 

3,738 : 56,743 
10 : 10 

Total 9,086 : 4,926 5,972 5,122 : 3,489 : 4,072 : 3,610 : 4,931 : 4,523 : 3,801 3,474 : 3,748 : 56,753 
1984 (January-August) 

Canada--.... -·------·--: 10,282 10,095 10, 160 12,923 11, 304 14,173 17,230 15,635 101,802 
Other .. - .................. ·................. -: 

Total :-10,282 10,095 10,160 12,923 11, 304 14,173 17,230 15,635 101,802 

Source: Compiled from offi'cial statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 

Note.--Because of rounding, figures may not add to the totals shown. 



Table L-32.-Pork, prepared and preserved: U.S. imports, by sources and by months, 1979-83 and January-August 1984 

Period and Source 

1979: 
Canada---·--
Other- .. __ .. _.- ... --.--·-·-·... ·--: 

Total 
1980: 

Canada-·--.. 
Other -· .. ·-·-· .. ----·-·-·--·--·--.... -.... 
·Total---.·-------

1981: 
Canada 
Other·-- - ... _ .. ____ ,, ... _ ..... - .... - ... --

Total--
1982: . 

January :February March April May June· : .. July August ::September: .October :November :December : Total 

Quantity' (1,000 j:>ounds) 

299 ; 356 
1,645 ; 1,05~ 

1, 944 ; 1 , 411 

257 ; 491 
1,017 ; 1,039 
1,275 : 1,530 

414 ; 357 ; . 317 : 421 ; 244 
1,401 : 1.912 :. 1,is1 : 2,419 : 1,zo9 
1,822 : 2,269 1,674 ; 2;840 : ~'1,953 

448 
,920 

1,368 

314 ; 4_12 : 355 : .• 439 
1,298: l',178': i,068.; 1·;268 
1,612 1,590 'l,423 : 1,707 

343 : 419 387 355 : 474 : 388 390 
1,217 ; 846 661 ; '170 : 1,3'60 : 1,358 ; Ll97 
1,560: 1,265 1,048 1,124 : -· 1,833 : 1~745 .-' ... 2,077 

310 ·: 311 ; 392 576 : ·394 ; 4,392 
1,542 : 1,578 : 1._34.0 : 1 868 : 874 : 18J]05 
1, 852 . ; l.889 : 1, 731 ; 2,444 ; 1,267 ; 23,097 

; ; ; ; ., 

4i9. ;. 409 ; 371 384 ; .493 ; 4,793 
1,08,L,;_ __ 9Q1 ; 1 289 :. 1 ;·101 : 907 ; 13,072 
1.'505 ·; 1, 310 ; 1,660 1,485 ; 1,400 ; 17,865 

-_ 470 463 ; -- 406 ; 387 ; 363 ; 4,834 
1;471 ; 546 ; - - 713 : 1,062 ; 661 : 12,3_~ 
1,94_1, :., 1,009-,: f,119 1,449•; 1·,023 : 17,194 

,• ·: 

Canada---- ... _,,_,, __ 
Other ... ··-· Total---_ -------· 416 

1903: -- ---- . 701 
Canada-... --: l, 117 ................ ___ ._,,__ ~---·~-~~ .,_(~ 

273 498 421 ; 477 : . 50~ ': 
>7A 47<. r.35 ; 899 : 

·; 

(,;: •.!!. 
651 973 956 ; 1, 377 : 1,756 

47_7. 
828 

1,305 

. 482. : 
921- : 

l, 403 ; 

423 
909 

1,332 

. 463 
1,386 
1,849 

461 ; , .. :600 ; 5,500 
993 ; 1,228 ; 10,~QZ 

1,454'; - ·1 •. :827 ; 16,001 

397 : 324 ; 393 3.99 ; 491 ; 477 502 . 586 : 514 : 394 371 ; ·, 532 : 5, 378 
Other·"· ·---: 2,328 ; 1,397 : 1,064 ; 1,482 ; 2,511 : 2;047 :" .2;17~ L . .2.!t:·· 

2,523 
L.i?..1 ·: 2 573 1~ · 1.352 : 22,2..2.J! 

Total-... ___ .... _ ·2,725 : 1,720 1,457 1,881 : 3,002 2,523 : "2,680 2,004' : . 2,967 ;:.' 2,'i36 ; . · 1:884 ; 27,603 
1984 (Jcrnu,.,.y .r,,,,'.J; .• st) : : : : : :.. : : : :. : : I-' 

Canada--.. .--... -· 398 : 513 557 : 444 52.4 478 : 472' :. 338 : - : - : - : - - : 3, 724 .. ~ 
Other ....................................... - ... - ....... ·-- 2,245 : 2,415 : 1,910 : 1,876 1,834 ··1,348 ;_~3 : 1,617 : - : - : - : - : 15 J68 

Total-.-.... 2,643 : 2,928 .. : .... .1....!§L_: 2,320 2;320 1,827 : .... -~: ~: - : - : - : - : 19 092 

Value ( 1, ooo do llurs.) .., 
1979: :: 

Canada--· .. ·--- : 492 527 536 ; 553 "'.465 636 : ~ . 3_92 . : . 446 475.: ",. 587 ; 674 : . 612 : 6,395 
Other·-···-.. -... ·-·- .. _ .. _ ...... _, __ , .... --: 2 033 : 1, 149 

Total : ---r-525 : 1, 676--
1, 460 ; 1, 996 i, 50.0 : . 2,3J3 : ' ~11770~: 1 67° _-L!! - . 1 46'7 : l "209 : 1 909.: ,, .943 : 19,513 

1980: 
Canada----
Other ..... __ .. _,,_,,_, .. _ ........... --.-.... -- ··--: 

Total 
1981: 

Canada---.. -
Other-....................... .. 

Total---·--------
1982: 

Canada--·-.. ·-·-
Other ............... -.. 

Total---
1903: 

Canada----.. 

·-· .... _, ___ ,_ .. - .... ----: 

1,996 2,549 l',,969 ; ·3,029 : 2, 162": 2,12~ 1,942-: 1,796 : 2,583 1,·555 : 25,908 

362 ; 676 750 

~'-
1, 644 

447 : 60_1 : 540 :. 561 : 597 : 620 620 607 . ; 741 : 7. 122 
1,022 : 1, 117 1,352 : 1,228 : 1, 120 : 1,325 1, 142 : 987 ; 1,331 : 1,243 '; 1,008 : 13, ~68 
1,384 ; 1. 793 1,799 ; 1,829 •; '1,660 1,896 : 1,739 ; 1,607 : 1,951 ; 1,850 : 1,749 : 20,890 

' .· .· 

609 ; 673 : 611 523 : 709 ; 598 : 625 704 : 697 
1.597 : 995 : 684 ; 763 ; 1, 578 : _l. 346_~_.L 684 1,420 : 524 : 
2,206 1,668 ; 1,295 1,286 ; 2,287 .; 1,944 : 2,309 2,124 : 1,221 : 

621 
70~ 

1, 323 

721 

: ; 

471 765 687 : i61 : 883 : 844 : 868 ·: 9; !6 
473 : 537 : 575 : 959 :_____:.!_.1_!!0 : '· 829 : 1, 06_~_,_;_ ___ ! 19·0 : 

IQ6 .: 
< 

944 1. 302 1, 262 ; 1; 720. ; 1, 163 ; - 1, 673 ; 1, 937 '; 1, I 
.. , . . 

645 ; 780 805 : 913.: 860~: 949 . ; 999, ; "873 

717 
705 

1,422 

929 
1, 78!! 
2,717 

708 : 637 ; 7,811 
1,038 : 644 : 13,078 
1,846 : 1 •. 281 : 20,889 

9,597 
!.Ll.§..1 
21,361 

808 : 795 
Other·-· .... _ ... ·--. :---1..2_~~ : 1,502 ; 1,25Q 1.; 682 : 2;694 : ·2, 1'44 ; -· 

2~487 ; .• 3.607'.; 3,ociG. 
2,1'13'; 2,199: 1·:427 .. 2:;332 ; t, 7!!1 

1,005 : 10,051 
1,228 ; 23,109 
2,233 ; 33,160 Total 

1984 (January-August) 
Canada------·-------
Othor .. -........ _ .... -. -- ... -· --· ...... -· ... 

Total--.. --

3,506 2,147 ; 2,030 

787 
1,906 
2,693 

961 877 
2,121 ; 1,720 
3,082 2,597 

. 773 '955 
1,638 ; 1,661 
2,411 ; 2,616 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 

Note.--Because of rounding, figures may not add to the totals shown. 

7·56 
1,19! 
1,947 

2,964'.:'. 3,197: 2;300 _:· 
·.I ;. ' ~.,;' ~··:. • 

:·3;Ho : 2",546 

932 ; 653 
1,925 : 1,]26 -
2,757 ; 1,976 

6,695 
!1..1.~.§ 
20,091 
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Table L-33. .. -·-Canned hams and shoulders: U.S. imports for consumption, 
by principal sources, 1979-83. 

Source 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 _________________________________ _;.... _________ _ 
Quantity (1,000 pounds) 
----·-·----~-------------·--

Denmark-······-············· .. ············ ·····-·············· ....... - 71,547 57,749 70,669 95,960 122,745 
Other EC.!/-··- ·······-····-········-·····-···-: 0,909 9, 147 16,509 23. 0.42 23. 994 
Po land--··-·-·-···: .... ·····--·---·· ....... ...:.. .. ·-·-: 90,027 90,655 55,937 34,219 50,526 
Other NME' s ?/--···················--· .. ··•··~: 64,562 50,265 50,786 48,042 50,492 
Canada······--···-··-··-··-····-·························--···-····-: 295 909 2, 334 2,596 1,073 
A 11 other-···············-···-·-·-·-·····-····...,.···-····~ : 582 : 1 391 : -----'--·-··-··- 1 590 . __ 1 ~4.51~-· __ l~f>15 

To ta l ····-·····'-·····--·· ···········-···--:··-"·· .... .,.,, : .. -1.~ .. ~ OQ.1 ?.10,_196 : 197,825 .. 206,110 259,14~ 

Value (1,000 dollars) 
----------

Denmark-·· · -·············--·--·············· ···· 127, 094 100, 630 118, 930 163, 77.3 191., 176 
Other EC 1/-··-····· .. ······-············-·-·····-··-: 14,904 15,423 26,193 30,069 34,847 
Po land-··· .:: ..... ·-·······-··-·····--···············- 141, 017 13 5, 605 87, 976 57, 060 ' 84 :, 618 
Other NME's '!:./--······-······ ·······-: 95,663 73,422 75,237 75,0i3 .64,792 
Ca.nada-.. ··········--·--..................... ~·-···· ......... - ........... -.... 551 1,731. 4,12.1 5,099 3,259 
All other-·· .. ····-·····-······-.. ·····--···-····"-····-: 891 : 2 057 : 2 535 : . 2 355 : .. 2 130 · ---·-·-·-··-------·--·'·····--·-·--....!:..L-----·--....!:..L-----:..:::.i....:..·-

Total- ··· -·····--····-···-···-·····-··-··-·-: 380,120: 328,868: 314,990: 341,367: 380,821 . . . . .. . . . . . . 
······u0·~ 19Tum ;-F-rance:·-we st Ge-~mari-Y-;-"Greece-. -ire la.nd~-1ta1 y-:ru;t""t;e·;:-iirlcl~··----
oe;;-mark, United l<ingdpm, and Luxembourg. 

'!:_/ Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, East Germany, Hungary, Romania, and Yugoslavia. 
. ~ . 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department·of 
Commerce. 
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Table· L-14. ·····-Fresh, chilled, or frozen pork: . lJ. S. imports· for consumption, 
by principal sources, 1979-83 

Source 1979 1900 1931 1901 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

Canada .................................... -.... ·-------·········-··-·-.. -: 101,712: 195,136 191,700 269,122. 265,775 
Denmark-·····"····--.. ·····--.. -····--·-····-·····--·····-: 105: 9,767 24,258 6,618 0 
A 11 other···-··-····-·--.. --·-.. ··-·---.. ··--: ___ .. __!!.?.._: ----~12_~_, __ J)90 ~------1..~ . .....;4 ___ .b 53 9 

Total-.............. -..... _ .......................... _ .......... : 102,002 205-t..~43: 216,548: 276,194 268,314 

Value (1,000 dollars) 
··-------- --- ----------·---

· Canada-~ ......... -·-····-··· ............ _ ................. -·-···--·--: 
Denmark--····· ........................... - ... - ............................... -. : 
A 11 other····· ................................................ --···-: 

To ta 1-··· ......... -............ - ..... - .......... - .............. : 

69,061 
143 
137 

70, 141 

124,792 134,767 230,761 
11,121 22,529 8,213 .. 

500 : 718 : 503 -------··-----
136,414 158,013, 239,478 

. . . . . . . . 

'193,; 027 

2,038 
196,664 

·---·----··-·------·-·--·-----·--·--··----·--·---····--··--
Source: Compiled from qfficial statistics of the U.S. Department of 

Commerce. 

Table L-35.-····Frel)h, chilled, or frozen pork: U.S. imports from Canada, 
by customs districts, 1979--03 

________ _Ll.!!_ thou sand l!.,,..Qf.....EQ_und tl_ __ . 

District 1979 1980 1961 
----·-----------
Ogdensburg, Ny ....................... _ ................ -: 60,983 99~765 

Buffalo, Ny ................................. - ... ·-·· .. --·-····: 28,384 54,630 . 
Detroit, MI··········-............................. -....... ---: 1J850 9I010 
St Albans, VT-········ ................ -................... : 2,243 8,030 
Great Fa 11 s, Mf ....................................... -: 2,200 5,361 
Pembina, ND-·· .. ······-·-·-·-··--···-···--·· .. --.: 2,668 9,901-
Port land, M[ ................................................... -; 2, 118 5,457 
S~attle, WA-·········-.................. -.................. : 1,102 1,849 
A 11 other ................... ···-·-·····-·····-................... - : ___ ;;;...16_4.......;... ___ 33 3 .. 

Total-········ .......... -........................................... : 101,712 195,136 191,700 : 

1982 

136, 156 
59,346 
24,043 
1.3 I 542 
,9, 566. 

11,813 
11, 155 
3,285 

216 

1983 

117 ;081 
. . 72,,·005 

21,'208 
15,798 
15;709 
13:, 527 
0,913 
3,878 

954 
269,122 ·. 265'; 775 . . . . . . -----· . - -·--·---.. ·-------------

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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Tc\ble L.-·36.-· .. ·L.ive swine: U.S. imports for consumption, 
by principal sources, 1979··-83 

Source 1979 1980 1981 1982 . . . . . 
---

1983 
----------------------·-,--- -----·----------

Quantity (1, 000 head) 

Canada-· .... :·-··--·-.. ·--···--.... -..... -·-·····-··:·-·-: . 136. 5 247..2 145.7 294.9 447.4 
A 11 other··-----....................... -...... -·-···- ·-: _. __ !/...___· ____ 1/ 1/ 1/ 1/ 

145.7 247. 3. 294. 9· 447.5 Total..:.. ...................... _ ..... _ ... _. __ .. ...,.: ......... : 136. 6 
----------''-------------"--'-----~ 

Canada .. -.... --.·-.. ·---·----·----.. ·-·-- : 
A 11 other- : .............. -..... -...................... ~ .... --.. : 

To ta l ...: ..................... _ ................................ :_ : 

11 Less than 500 head. 

17,326 
47 ---

17,3!4. 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

26,099 
.9 

26' 103 

lB, 020 
59 

10, 379 

41,1184 
3 

41,837 

Source: Co~piled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 

Table L.-37.---·Live s~ine: U.S. imports from Canada, 
by customs districts, 1979·-83 

·{In thousands) 

District 1979 1980 1981 1982 

.. 
Pembina, NO-·--'--------·--............ -._: 51.0 146 .1 90.6 176.5 
Detroit, MI--................. -........... - .................. : 38.6 33.2 27.4 89.6 
Seattle, WA...:... .... _:.._ ............ - .... -.. --·'·-: 3 .0 11.1 6.4 21. 1 

'Great Falls, MT-·-·--··-.. ·-···--·.:.. : 9.4 36.8 18.5 3.2 
Ogdensburg, .NY--.. -·-·--.................. - .. .:;,,: 28.0 17.9 : 1.0 3.3 
All other-......... ·-·-·-.. - ... - .... -............... , .. _: 5. 7. .2 .1 1. 8 1. 2 

To ta 1---·__: __ ... _ ... _ ............... _ : 136.5 247.2 145. 7 294.9 

: 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Oepartment of 
Commerce. 

56,743 
10 

56,753 

1983 

211. 6 
127.1 
52.5 
51. 7 

1. 9 
2.6 

447. 4 
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Table L-38. --Prepared or preserved pork, por,k sausages, . bac;:on, and other,. _pork: 
;_,. ·U. S·. '·iin:por'ts for_ con_sumpt.~dn_; __ "by'~;~nf_~p~l .source's I 1979-83 .. < 

Source 19.7.9 '. 1980 1931 1902 1933 

( ,•' 
! . . r· Quant it;y . ( 1 , 000. pounds) 

, .. 
Canada---.. -.... ··--------·····-···---.. ···········-: 4, 392 4, 79.3 4, 834 5, 500 5., ;J 78 
Denmark-·· ... : ... --:..-.. -' .... ;;.. ... -·-··-:--·· .. : 3, 973· · 4, 3 21 · : · . 2, 782 4, 953 ~: 7:~ ~01 
Netherlands-.. ··--····'·--···--_ ...... -: 1, 492 1, 72~- 1 

·: 2, 888 833 ·:·:~, 099 
Hungary--.................. :-.. ...:.: ... ::..L.".:~.- .......... -.: 2, 518' ·: 2, 862 ": · · 2, 3 3 4 2, 152 · ·. ~, 994 
Romania .... - ........... -.. - ....... : .... , .. :: .... ~.:.:. ..... --.. ·-: 5,804···: 1,092 : 2,524 1,592 .2.,676 

l 

Poland--········· ...... _ .... _ .. _:::..:.:_~.:...:. ... ---: 4,840:: 2,778 1,433 841 1,924 
Al 1 other---·-·-:--:;:-·:-~·-:-.. ··--:·....:...: .. "-. --'-'--=1:..:..7..;;..9--'-: ---,-.--· -=2.;;..9..:;..6_. ""': ...,,.....,..,..---· ..;..40;;;...0;;......,;'---......... -'1"'3~....::o-'-_· .. .,...· ...:..--'1""',....::0..;;.3..;;ol 

· Total.;;...·······---·· -·-.i.... . ..J.. ... ..:.._ :·· _' _' ··_2_3_.,_o __ 9_7_··.·_: ,_._i_7...,, _8,_6 5_·_:_· ·....., .. _· ..,..i_7.._, _19_4_·_,:--,. __ 16 ..... ",.._0_0_1_.,...__2_7_.,_6_0_3 
... i,, ·,. .j. .: 'I. 

.. :. -::. ... I ) •.' 

Canada-.. --.. ···---·---· .. --.. ·-·-: 6, 3 95 
Denmark- ........ _ .. ,_ .. ___ .. _____ .. _: 3, 882 ·. 
Netherlands..:...:.. .. : .... ~--: . .:.. .. _:...i..,. ••• ! .... .;.:_: '· '·1 ;017·'';:.·· 
Hungary--.:'. ...... .:~ ....... ~ .. · ... ..:.:.:..:.;_ .. _ .... :.. .......... ...;:: ·: .. 2; 7j3 .. : · 
Romania·-.... ·.--....... - .. -······ .. -·-.. -·-...:: ·· :· ··6,140 
Poland-······ .... ···---·-·--.. -· .. ·: 5,430 
All other-·---.. --.--.. -·-.. ···-: 310 

Tota1-................. _.-... - ........ _ ........ : 25, 908. 

Value·(l,000 dollars) 
, . 

7,122 : 7,811 
4,702 : 2,870 : 
1,·262 :"·; .. 2: 112 ": \ 
3,025''':" . 2~520. 
i;26t 2,~53 
3,017 2,001 .. 

501 619 
20,890 20,889 

9,597 
5,379 

: ... 647 

2,'498 
i ,763 
1,166 

311 
21,361 

' .. : 

,•. ··. 
10,051 
7,482 
~,160 

.... 4,522 
- i:' 

2,'481 
2,185 
1,200 

33,160 

Source: Compiled from officiiil statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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lable L-·39.-······Live swine: .Canadian production,· exports to.the United States,!/ 
~nd apparent consumption, 1979-0l ~/ 

(In thousands)·· 

Year Production 'l/ Exports Apparent 
consumption Y 

:Ratio (percent) 
of exports to 

production 

1979-· ... - .......... _. __ ... _. 
'· . . 12,216 ( '· 1.0 

19 00-.. ·---.. ,, ____ """·-··-: 14' 311 1.7 
. 1981-"""'""-"""'""-:--·-""""': 14,152 l.O 
19 8 2---.. - ....... ~ ..... :..._ .. __ : 13,449 2.1 
19 8 3- .............. - ... -·-··-· : 

14,100 
14,500.: 
14,200 
14,000 
14,600 

137 
247 . 
146 
295: 
447 13,694 ·3 .1 

!/ The United States --rs-virtually the entire mark.et for Canadian exports. 
1J Canadian imports ar~ equal to less than 1 percent of production. 
ll Births. 
~I Slaughter; does not account for changes in inventory, death losses, and 

so forth. 

Source: Production· an~ apparent consumption, compiled from official: 
st~tistics of the U.S. D~partment ofAgricultui:e; exports, compiled from 
official statistics of the U.!L Department of Commerce. 

;' '. 



Table L-40.~Pork: canadian production, imports, eKports, apparent consumption, 
ratio of eKports to production, and ratio of imports to consumption, 1979~83 

Apparent 
consump­
tion 11 

:EKports as: EKports to U.S. :imports as ImE!Qrts from the U.S. 

Year Pro­
duction 

Imports EK ports 

· · ... - .. - ... -.--.......... _.-· ·--1'1i 11 ion pounds·-.. - ... _ ...... --

1979 .... --: 1, 653 : 74 : 175 : 1,552 
1980---: 1,933 : 43 : 260 : l, 716 
1981-·--: 1,916 : 44 : 248 : 1,718 
1982--: 1,836 : 31 : 359 : 1,514 
1983-.. -·-: 1,878 : 42 : 346 : 1,572 

: : : 
11 Doe~ not include changes in inventories. 

·a share of· Sh f a share : : : are o : : 
pr~uc- : Quantity: produc-: appare~t · 

t1on tion Z/:consumpt1on 

Percen.J: 

10.6 
13.5 
12.9 
19.6 
18.4 

Mill_!on: 
~nds 

108 
203 
201 
280 
275 

Persent: 

6.5 
10.5 
10.5 
15.2 
14.6 

·Perce~ 

4.8 ·: 
. 2.5 : 

2.6 ·: 
2.0 
2.7 

: Share of 
Quantity : consump-

tion ·21.__ 
: 

Mill!.on : Percent 
E!QUnds 

68 : 4.4 
4~ : 2.4 
39 : 2.3 
25 : 1. 7 
27 : 1. 7 

Source_: Production, imports, eKports, and apparent consumption, compiled from official statiStics of .the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture; exports to the United States and imports from the United States, compiled from official 
statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 

:;-

··,. 

f--' 
'CJ\ 

-..J 
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Table L·-41 .. ···-Meat: Canadian per cap.i. ta consumption, 1979-83 

----------.,..------<~I;;.;.n.;.....i;;p:...;;o~u.;.,;n.;;;.d.:;..s1...) _____ -,---------....... ___ _ 

Year Beef and 
veal 

1979 ........ ______ .. ___ : 90.0 

19 80-·····-·--·-""""'-·-.. -··---·-·--: 90 . 2 
19 81-·--·-- .. -..... ------·-·- :. 9 3 . 0 
1902---... ____ .......... _._: 92· .. 0 
1983----------.. --: 9~. 3 

Source: Compiled from official 
Agriculture. 

~. ( 

Pork 

65.0 
69.0 
66.4 
61.5 
64.6 

: 
S:ta ti St i C ~. of 

Lamb, 
. mutton, 
goat meat 

2.3 
1. 7 
1. 5 
1.6 
1.'6 

the U.S. 

: 

Total, 
red meat 

158.1 
160.9 
·160.9 
~55.9 
~59.5 

Departfllent of 

Poultry 

51. 1 
50.7 
50.5 
49.0 
50.0 
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:: ' 

Table L.-42.--···Pork and i'i've swin~: ·Canadian exports, by .product types, 1979-···83 
and January-April 1984 

_[fn thousands of Canadian dollars2 
:January-· 

Product type 

:·· 

Fresh or frozen 
pork _! /-··-······---·······--··- : · 

Live swine '!:./-·····-·-·····-···-····: 
Prepared or 

. preser~ed pork·;!/-···: 
Canned hams 1/-··7·-·-:-:····--: 

Total--·-·-·····-·---·-·-·: 

l979' . : 1900 1981 

;, : 

• 
244,593 303 1.1'66 383,563 

1.8, 58~· 28,887 21,0975 

13,382 12,p60 . 14~927 
467 .. : f,917 . 3,993 

277,030;: 346,630'. 424,458 

.. 
1982 1983 

.. 

522, 177 :·· A56, 683 
52,415 

18,500 .. 
4,505 

597,597 

69,682 

19 ,054· 
2,233 

547,652 

., 

April 
1984 

157,460 
55,788 

6,131 
85 

219,464 

-!/ Canadia.n commodities Nos. 13-2~, 13-24, q-29, 15-09, 15-19, and 15-24. 
~/ Canadian commodities Nos. 3-49. 
y Canadian commodities: No~. 13-24, 13-29, 15-09, 15-18, and 15-24. ,. : · 
11 Canadian commodities Nos. 17-24 and 17-29 . 

. ·Source:., C:pmpiled from official° staHsti~s o( Statistics Canada. 

..•• t - . ; ·. :· ~ .. . ·' 
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Table L·-43 ... ·-Live swine: .!/ Canadian exports, by principal markets, 1979-83 
and January-April 1984 

----·--·--·--·---.... 
.'·: 

Market 1979 1900 1981 1992 .. 
Quantity {l,000 head) 

United States·...:..--........... -... ··-: 128. 6 235.7 143.8 302.5 
Other Western .0 .0 .0 .0 

hemisphere 2/ .. ·-···-....... -: . 7 .o : 1:2·: 1.2 
O·. .o 

1903 

453.9 
.0 

2:5 
.0 

January­
Apr i l 

1994 

400.7 
.o 
.3 
.0 y 

.0 : 4/ .0 .0 .o 
Europe 3/-............ :.-............ _ ................ : Y 
Far East ~/~ ............................. -........ _: -"""...___4_,_/__. ___________________________ , 

236. 5.: 145.0 303.7· .. 456;4 ' 401.0 Total-............. -·-···-...... _ .. :-·-.. -: 129. 4 
----~--------------~-----------

Value ·{1~000 Canadian dollars) '· ________ .. _________ .____ _ __,_ ___________ _ 
Uni te.d States··-..... : .. ·--.. ·--.. --: ... 18, 422.: 
Other Wes.tern 

hemisphere '1:/. ...... -............. :-: 132 
~urope 1/-................ -............ _ ............ -.: 19 
F~r East .~V--·-·-·-· ... - .... -... --: 1..;;.5..._;.... ____ ...._ __ ...;;;..;;~----...;_--

T o ta 1-........... _ .. - ... :-.. - ... -... ~- : · , 1 0 , 5 8 9 

·!/Canadian commodity Nos. 3-49. 
?:.I St. Pierre .. -Miquelon, Trinidad-Tobago, Dominican Rep4blic, Ecuador, Mexico, 

and Greenland. 
~/ France and Sweden. 
ii Less than 500 head. 
~/ The Republic of Kore• and New Zealand. 

Source: Compiled from Statistics Canada. 
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Table L.--44.-···Fresh or frozen pork: !/ Canadian exports, by 
principal markets, 1979-83 and January-April 1984 

Market 1979 1980 1981 1982 1983 

Quantity {l,000 pounds). 

January­
Apr i l 

1984 

United States--........... -.:.-..... -.. : 131,860 219,318 226,2.57 299,527 296,333 122,062 
Japan .. ····---·-··-.. ---........... -........ ----.. -: 70,410 70,419 94,924 . 97,154 ·.• 92,803 26,671 
United Kingdom-............ -............. : 20,985 33,944 . 38,472 33,985 28,410 • 9,543 
New Zealand----·-·"· .. -----: 3,441 .1·,439 3,620 4,121 3,203 1,013 
A 11 o.t her~ ...... --:---.. ·-·-- : _1_5_.,_8_1..;;..6 _ _..;;2._4_,,,-'-9_3 8 =---=2::.;:5:..L,.c:::0,6.::;..::.3......:..._·....:3::;.:2::.J,c.::5:...::6:.=l'---'--.lit..9::.: 2::.:3::...·.....:....._ . .::9...1..1_:.4..::.6..::.1 _ 

Total-·-·---· .. -·-·-· ... -... ___ .. _ :-=-24.:..:2:::...<,c...::5..;;;1.=.2__;_....:3:..;:;5...::.0_,_, =-'10;;...;B;..._;,. 3 09, 3 36 46 7, 343 44~., 671 168, 75Q_ 

Value (1,000 Canadian dollars) 

United States-....... -.. ----< 88, 138 
Japan·.-.. ··-····--~- .. --·---... : .... _. __ : 13 5, 2 7 6 
United Kingdom-.... : ....... - .... --·-: 7,220 
New Zealand-..... _ .......... - .......... -: 3, 534 

. A 11 o t be r-.. : ....... ·-·-·-........... _____ .... : ___!Qj_ 4 2 5 
Tota 1 .................................... : ........... -.. -: 244, 593 

150, 138 
125,341 

11,133 
1, 537 

15,617 
303 I 766, 

174; 354 
130,294 

10,386 
3, 835 . 

14,694 : 
383,563 : 

-.. ----------------------'---"""-· 

290,737 
201, 659 

8,303 
4,699 

'16;779 
522, 177 

250;028 
183,763 

6, 127 
3,572 

13; 193 
456,683 

. _;;, .. 

11 Canadian commodities Nos. 11-22, 11-24, 11-28, 11-29, and 11-52. 

Source: Compiled from Statistic Canada. 

: '' 99 I 579 
' 51, 067 
,, 1, 939 

. ' '1,005 

~70 
1.57,460 
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Table L-45.--Prepared or prese~ved pork, pork sausages, and bacon: .!/ Canadian 
exports, by principal niarkets, 1979-·83 and January-April 1984 

Market 1979 1980. 1981 1932 1983 
January­

Apr i l 
,_..;.._ ___ ___.;.. ____ -'-_·1984 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

: " 

United State 5 ................... ~ ... ·--: 6, 3 7 4. 5, 607. 6,199 7,020 7,5n 2,363 
Bahamas--.............. - .... -.... --......... _ ..... ..: .. : l , 2 52 997 1,034 785 545 219 

·Bermuda·--·-·--.......... -··'-·-.. -~-·-: 6.33 53~ 453 564 505 91 
A 11 other-· .. -.... --·--·--·: ·'""2_.,"""2""'3""'6_._. --,,'-'---'"----.;;...£..---_..;.....___-"--~-----~ 1,420 2,343 2,157 ... 2,201 701 

·Tota}-..... - .......... --.. --.. - ...... -..:.: 10, 4.97 ': 
" " '' -- ·---·~-...,.---~---· . : 

8,559 .· 10,029 101526 10,824 J,374 

.value (l,000 Canadian dollars) 

: 
United States-............ -.... ·-·-·-·:. 9,069 
Bahamas·-.. --. .:...._ ... , ................... --.... -·· : 1, ?73 . 
Bermuda-:... ..... : .... ·'"" .. -·-· .. --~.-.... --.. ..:.~. : · 7 9 9 

6,927 .•: 11,913 
1)~35 1,056. 

700 ·' 72°4 

14,452 1•5, 634 5,095 
810 561 201 
964 . 876 .. 193 

A 11 other~-·----.. -'. .... _: __ 2_,._2_4_1..,..'.'. ___ ~ ____ ...__ ________ _.._ _____ , 
Total_: ....... _______ ...::..-.: 13, 382 ,· 

1,398 21134 
12,060 14,~27, 

2,274 11983 642 
18,500 19,054 . 6, 131 

·" ... 
'!/Canadian commod'ities Nos. i3-23, 13'.....2°4, 13-29, 15-09, 15.:...ia, and 15-24. 

Source: Compiled from Statistics Canada. 
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. . . .. { ! : > : . ,f' . 

Table t--46 ~ .:.-eanned. hams and' 'other . canned pork: .!/ Canadian exports I 

by princip'al mark;ets' I. '1979-·83 and January--April 1984 

--------~-----------~·~--------------,.,,.--,---. · ' '" ' · ".: ·· · January-· 
Market April 1979 1989 1981 ,, 

'. 
1932 .. 1.983 

1984 
Quantity ( l,000 pounds) 

: '·~ 
, ,_ : 

United · State s-..:. ... : ... : ... _;_i_: l 91 575· 1,362 J, 866 : .. 1, i47. 38 
Aust ra 1 i a-....... _ .... _ .... _ .. _ ... _ ..... _ .. : 0 390 200 60 .. :.: 0 •· 0 

. United I< ingdom-:....:..'.:--· ·-: f .! 38 i .. 

215 
' 60 0 ". 0 0 

Japan-...... : ..... ...: ,___;:. __ : " , .. 58 0 0 .2 () 0 ,, .• :'. 
; F·90 

./_, I .. 
All other . : .. :·23 ... 

~.136 106 32- 8 : ....... : 
Tota i.:....i: .... _._._..:..;:___.(.:.L: 277 1;049 11914 21035 : 1 I 179 46 

Valu~ {l,OOO: Canadian dollars) · " 
.. ·, ~--------------------~ .. ~,, ' 

United States-··----·---: 152 
Aust ra 1 i a--· .... ·--·--_-.... --- : 

'·' '. 

' 
: : ~ .. 

1046 : 3~·011_: 4,213.._: 2,20~ : •, 68 
728.: 4i4 

... 
133 

United Kingdom·-·--·-·: 51 
-Japan- ........... _, __ .. ___ ,_ ... : 161 

11~ : . 43~ : , . 
. ~ : ·. ;·· - : 5 

All other-·-·-----·-.. ···---: 104 ___ _::..;;....:_....;_ ____ -=:;......;----_::.;=-=-. .....:.....----..::..;;.=-.:...._----.=::........:...--~-25 128 155 29 17 
Tot al-··""'"'"""-·"-""-·--... : 467 1,917 3,993 4,505 2,233 85 

!I Canadian commodities Nos. 17..-24 and 17-29. 

Source: Compiled from Statistics Canada. 
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Table.l.-·-47.-··-Pork and live swine: Canadian imports, by product types, 1979-·83 
and January-April 1994 

_______________ ,_J]_l'!__thousand~.-~f Canadia11._d_o_l_la_r_s~>-------------

Product type, 1979, 1980 1981. 1982 1983. 
Janaury­

Apri l 
: : : . . 1984 

I • ·--·-------------, --···---,----~-------------_____ ....__.._...;;-...;;;--'--

Fres~ or frozen · 
pork ?./-··-··--·-·· .. --.. ··-···-·· .. : 62,808 30,645 42,175 37 I 779 36,491 5,625 

Pre.pa red . o r ..................... : .............. ·-7- : 

preserv~d pork 3/---: 7,538 9,022 7,834 
Canned· hams 1/-···········=· .. ·-·-: 2, 330 8.65 428 

6,062 7,489 . 2, 144 
436 .. 3.,333 :··· 1,463 

Li. ve swine ~/- .. .............. ·--·····: ___ 3_5_2 ___ ...... 3_3_5 ____ . 4_3_2 ______________ _ 265 327 49 
Total-...... _ ............ -..... _ ............ -: 73, 028: 40, 867 50, 869 44!542 47,640 9,281 

.. 
.1/ Canadian commoditi~s 

" 

Nos. 11-22, 11-24, 11-25, 11-2~·~ and 11-29. 

?./ Canad.ian commodi.ti~s Nos. 13-20,· 13-·23, 13-25, 13-29, and 15-19. 
'l.I Canadian commodities Nos. 11...:24, 
y Canadian commodities Nos. 3-19 .. 

Source: Compiled from Statistics Canada. 

I; :., '' :.~' 
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Table L-48.·-Live swfne: ' . .V Canadian l.mports,.by' P.rincipal sources, 1979-83 
and January-·Apr i 1 1984 

January-
Source 1979 1980. 1981 1982 1983 April 

: 1984 

: 
Quantity (pounds) 

.. : 
United States--·-··-··-: 219, 176 149,169 : 140,022 99,738 92~606 13,~40 

Sweden-.... -··-·-··-·-.. -·-·~·: 0 4,8~4 0 0 16 I ,656 0 
United Kingdom-··_;; __ ._: 8, 112 . 0 : 47,201 0 0 0 
All other-............ - ... -··---·: .25,008 •, 824 . 0 : 0 0 0 

Tota 1-·-· .... ·-...,-··-.... _: 2521296 1541877 : 187,. 223 991738 1091262 131340 

Value (l,000 Canadian dollars)· 

United States--........ ~---··: 319 2'79 49 
Sweden·-.... ·--··---··-----: : 32 
llni ted K ingdorn--:. .......... ---····: 24 .. 
All other---·--.... ·-··-:----"--------=.;;..__.; ____ '---'----------.;..----'--------9 23 

Total--··· .... ---·-: 352 -335 49 

l/ Canadian commodity No. 3-19. 

Source: Compiled from Statistics Canada. 

j 
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Table L-:--49 '.---Fresh or frozen pork: !/ Canadian imports, by principal 
· sources, 1'979-83 and January.::..Apri 1 1984 

Source 1979 1980 1981, 1982 1.983. 
January­

Apri l 
----~~-~~---------'-~~--..;.._~~__;_,;. ___ ~-'---~~'----=1~984 

United States-........ - .... - .... - ... : 
' .. A 11 other-·····--------· : 

Tota 1-.............. --.. -· .. ·--· ... : 

United States .. . 

Quantity ( l, 000 pounds) 

6~ .•. ~67 28, 886, ... 33,376 25, 735 2~,022 4,702 
1 163 : 2,18~ ___ _;;;..._;_ __ .=;..;;;._;...___;;;:.e...;;.-""' 460 1 

61,768 29,049 35,565 26, 195 28,023 4,702 
_.=..=..t....:...;:;..::._...;._-=.:;...L.;:;...:.;::.......;__;..=...=..t..;::;..::;.;::;.,~--==..t.-=..:::;_~....::.;:...t,.;::.::.;:_.:_~_.:...t..; 

Value (1,000 Canadian dollars) 

62,807 30,354 38,732 36,637 36,489 5,625 
A 11 other-·---·,-.. ·-··-·-··---·,.-- :. ___ -=-...:._ _ __;::.:;.;::.......;:___;::;..1-:....:..::..~-..::...L..:....:..:..-~---=_.:_----1 29i .. 3,442 1,141 2 

Tota 1--···--·-----: 62,808 30,.6.,45 42-, 1.75 37, 779 36,491 .. 5,625 

11 canadian commodities No~. 11-22,· 11-24, 11·-25, 11-28, and ~1-29. 

Source: Compiled from .statistics C.anada. 
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Table L-50 ... -Prepared or preserved pork and pork sausa9P.s: 11 Canadian imports, . 
. :by principal sources,"l979~·83 and January.:...April 1904. · 

Source 1979 .. :1900 1931 1937. 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

1933 
January­

Apr i l 
1904 

" United States-·..:..:.: ... ~-·-·---: .6,772 7,498 5,974 ... 3,614 5,279 · 1,120 
·All other-.. ···-·-:~-.. - ......... ; __ ... _1_8 ____ .,_2/~;-· ___ 2~/ _____ o _____ 4 _____ o 

To ta 1--.. :_.. .... - ......... - .. - : --.6 , 79Q. ___ 7_.__4_9....,9_._. _ _;;5,_,_,_9.;...7_4 --"---""'"3..._, .-.6 "'"'14_._.....;;.5_,_, 2=-8~3;.........;. __ __:;..1._, 1~2~0 

Vaiu·e· (1,000 Canadian dollars) 

United States-........ ·-·-,...., .. : . 7, 521 9,022 .. .7.833 6,062. 7,483 
• A 11 ·other..:...:._ ....... :_.:.;..' ....... - .... -~: 17 2/' : 3/ 6 

Tota 1-.. ····-.. --··-·--.. -·: 7,538 9,022 : 7.., 834 6,062 7,489 

!/Canadian commodities Nos .. 13-20, 13-23, 13-25, 13-29, and 15-19. • 
2/ Less than 500 pounds. 
ii Less than $500. 

Source: Compiled from Statistics Canada. 

I , •. 

2, 144 

2,144 

Table 51 .-·Canned h~ms :' !/ · Can.adian imports, by principal sources, 1979-83 
.. al)d Jan1,1ary-..,Apri 1 1984 

• . ·•. • ! • ~. • . . . . 

Source 1979 1983 
January­

Apri l 
1984 

EC ?,../-··"-"-"'--·--;-.. --.... ·-·-·: . 46 2 I 229 . 1, 039 
NME' s 'l/--·-.. -.-.. ··-: 2; 113 30 0 
United States-.. - .. -·--·--·: ___ .....;o ____ ~---_.;;;..~---_.;;..._;,... __ _..;;.3=1-"'----_;;;.o 

Total---·----..... - ... -: __ 2_,~1_5_9 _____________ -"--___ 2_.,"""2_90. l, 03 9 
·1 

Value (l,000 Canadian dollars) 

EC ?,../-... ,:;,..._,, .... ·-·---.. -: 82 ; . . 81. : ' 58 195 3,254 -
NME'~ '}_/--·--------·-: 2,248 753 352 238 45 
United States-·--···--.. --.. : 31 19 3 33 

Tota 1-----.. ------: 2,330 : 865 428 436 3, 333 

11 Canadian commodity No. 17-24: 
?,_/ Denmark, Netherlands, Belgium-Luxemborg, and the United Kingdom. 
'}_/ Poland, Yugoslavia, Romania, and China. 

Source: Compiled from Statistics.Canada. 

1,463 

1,463 
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Table L-52.-···Barrows and gilts: Average prices paid at 7 U.S.rnarkets, !/ 
by quarters 1979-93 and January-June 1984 

·----·.<Per JOO _.pc;..;o;...;u:.;.n.;..:d~s;..<) ____ _._; __________ _ 
October- .. Year January- April- July- · 

-·---·----·--·-·:__ ___ M~_rch June Septembe_r _______________ _ December 
Average 

19 79 ......... -... ··········-····-··-- : $51 .90 : $43.()4 $38.52 $36.39 . $42. 48 
1980-···········--····-··········-: 36. 31 31 18 46.23 46.44 '40.04 
1 9 8 1 ··-· .. ·····--·· .. ··--··· ·····- : 41 13 43 .63 50.42 45.62 '· 45.20 
1982-···"·•· ......... : ......................... : 48. 17 56.46 61 .99 55.12 55.44 
19 a 3 ................ -..... -: .. - ..... _ : 55.00 46.74 46.90 42. 18 47. 71 
1904-................................... - ...... : 47.68 48.91 . . . . ···--···--·------·----·-1/ Kansas City, Omaha 1 Sioux City, S. St. Joseph, S. St. Paul, Indianapolis, 
and National Stock Yards. 

Source: Campi led. froin official statistics. of. the U.S.· Department· of · 
Agriculture. 

Note.--··.Secause of rounding, figures may not add to the totals shown. 

Table L-53.-··-Sows: Average prices paid at 7 U.S.markets, . .!/ 
by ~uarters, 1979-83 and January-June 1984 

---····--------· ____ .__(per .. J.QQ.._£ound ~L-·-----.,----------
Year 

January~ April- July-
March __ Ju.rie . . September 

1979-•••••••u••••••••""""-•-·•••: $46 .96 $38.43 $31 .24 
l 98Q-................................. -·-: 33 .60 27.22 40.98 
19 81-·· ·······--········-·-- : 37.99 39.09 45.00 
1982······· .............................. -···-: 43 .61 51 .09 54. 72 
1 9 8 3-·········:--··-···- ·•·•· ... : 51 19 41. 18 37.79 
19 B 4 ........................ - ............ _ : 44.97 44.48 

October­
December 

$30.09 
42.28 
45.00 
49.56 
36.08 

Average 

$36.43 
36.04 
41.77 
4.9. 95 
4,1. 56 

ll Kansas City, Omaha, Sioux City, S. St. Joseph, S. St. Paul, Indianapolis, 
and National Stock Yards. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. De'partment of 
Agriculture. 

Note ... -Because of rounding, figures may not add to the to~als shown. 
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Table l.-54 .-····Nos. 1 and 2· feeder pigs: Average prices paid at South Missouri, 
by quarters, 1981-83 and January-June 1984 

(Per head} 

Year January- . Apri 1- July- October- Average 
March June Sept em~~i::__:_ .. Decemb~r 

1979 ...... -... - ........ --....... -: $49.31 $40.61 $26.01 : $25.09 $35.26 
19 00- ......... ----·--·-- .: 31. 44 22 .16 30. 40": 36.56 30.14 
19 81 :.. ....... _ . .;._ ........... __ : 34.73 37. 77 37: 22. 31. 73 35.36 
19 8 2- ......... - ... - ... - .. _ .... : 41. 23 55.64 58.74 48.95 51.14 
19 8 3 ........ -·-·-----·--- : 53.57 34.98 22.74 24.82 34.03 
19 8 4_ ................. _._ ... ..:. ..... : 41.40 44.47 

:·' ---------------·--------
Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 

Agri cu 1 tur;e. 
'·. 

Table L-55.--.. Pork: U.S .. average retail prices, by quarters, 197'9-83 
and January-March 1904 , ' • 

.. '. ( Per pound} 

Year 
. January- - : Apri 1- July- .. October-

Average ___________ M_a_rch __ :_ ... ~~. Septem~~r ___ o_ecembe_r _____ ~-· 

19 79_ .......... _ ..... - .... -.... ·-·-: 
19 80--·"" ......... -------·" : . 
1 9 8 l ·-........ ~ .................... --.. - : 
19 8 2-................. -·---··· : 
1993 ........................... ----: 
1 9 8 4_ .......... _ .... -.......... _ .... : 

) . 
$1. 56· .: 
1.34 
1.49 
1.60 
1. 83 
1.62' 

. $1. 48 
1.25 
1 .. 45 
1. 69 
1. 71 

$1. 38; 
1. 44 
1.58' 
1. 85 
1. 65 

.. $1. 34 
1. 55 
1.60 
1.87 
1.60 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 

$1. 44 
·1. 40 

. 1. 53 
1. 75 
1. 70 
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Table L-56 .-.. Canadian swin"): Average prices in .Ontario, 
by quarters, 1981-83 and January-,~une 1904 

(Per 100 pounds) 
April- July-

Year 
Ja·nuary·- .. 

. March 11 · June !I · : Septem-· 
October­

December !I Average '?,_/ 
· ber 21 

19 81 ·-.......... _ ........... - .... ...,.. : 
. 1982-·· .......................... _ ... _ ... : 
19 8 3 .. _ .. __ ,"_ .. , ....... - ... - : 
19 8 4--... - .......... -;·-.. ·-- : 

Can$64.7'/.. 
69.40 . 
R2. 47. :· 
66.79 

Can$65.t?6 
86.32 : 
71 ;05 :· 
73 .22·: 

Can$79.04 
94.66 
60.52 

-----·--·------.. -·-----------
11 3-month, nonweighted average. 
ii Weighted, annual average. · 

Can$69.60 
83,15 
61. 95 

Source: Compiled from data supplied by the Ontario Pork Producers' 
Marketing Board. 

'· 

Can$69.57 
83.05 
70.91 

Table L.-57 .-·-·Canadian ·swine: . U .. S. ·:equivalent of average prices received 
by farmers in Ontario, by quarters, 1981-83 and January-June 1984 

. . 
(Per lob.pounds) 

Year January- . 
March 11 

Apd 1- July.:...sep-
June 11 tember 1/ 

October­
December 11 Average '!:./ 

1981--.. ·-·-·~·: 
.1982-·-- .. -------: 
1903--------.: 
.1984-·-·--·-··--. : 

US$44.56 
46.09 
54.56 
42·. 72 

US$44.67 
54.50 
47.30 
45.33 

11 3-month, weighted average. 
ii Nonweighted, annual .average. 

US$53.52 
62.55 
45.39 

US$47.92 
55.22 
40.68 

Source: Compiled frqm data supplied by the Ontario Pork Producers' 
Marketing Board. 

US$47.67 
54.59 
46.98 
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Table L-·58 .-.. --Hams: l/ .. U.S .. average wholesale prices, 
_ 'b~ ~uarters; ~~81-83 ~nd January~Jurye 1984 

{Per 
January.:::. .. 
March Year 

. : 

$66.90 : 
Bl .04 

1981 ... - .. - ... - ... --.......... _ .... ...:.._ ........ _: 
' t 982-···"·'~ . ...!~-.. ~.-: ... _ ..... -.~ ... -:.~~ .... :~ .. 

· 190 3 .. __ ... _._,;__,,_,,_,, __ ,_ ...... ..:.....: 85. 41. 
1984-...... :...:_:_.:....:0_ .. _, ____ ..:..... .. : 72.41 

: 
!/ 14 to 17 pounds. 

hundredweight) 
· ~pri i...:. July-· 

June .. September 

$73. 91 .. $33.96 
84.80 94.52 
66.61 : 70.69 
74.66 

October­
December 

$85.55 
105.51 

79.68 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
~# ' • • • • •• 

Agriculture. · · · 

Table L-59.-Pork loins: 1/ U.S. average wholesale pr.ices, 
· by quarters,·. 1.981_:93 .and January-June 1984 

.' .' :. ' : . 

(Per -hundr.edweight) 

Year. ·January- .. April- : July- October-
" ·March June :: September December .. 

,$94. 99 . ' $94.10 : ' ; . $105 . 05 $92.08 
101. 12 114. 54 122.29 108.09 

198 J ........ -.... ____ ,,,_,, ......... _ .. _. __ : 

1982 ·--·---: 
:· ' 198 3-............. : .. .:_ __ ... -.'-----·~-:.: ?:./ ?:./ 'l:_/ 'l:_/ 

95.93 94.92 

. .!/ 1'4 to 17 pounds, prior to January 1984 prices are 8 to 14 po.unds. 
'l:..I Not available. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 

Table L.::.l6o.-Pork· belli.es: .!/ IJ.S. average wholesale prices, 
by quarters, 1981-83 and )anuary-June 1904 

~ ·1 '·. • . 

Year 

19·81----""""~---·----,·-·-: 
19 8 2,.---...:. ... _ .. _. __ .. __ ........ _: 
1983-·--------·-·--.. : 

. 1984-·-·-·..,_. .. _. _______ ,,_: 

J./ 12 to 14 pounds. 
'l:..I Not available. 

(Per hundredweight) .. 
January- Apri 1- · · · July-
March June September 

$46. 92 "· 
65.58 
21 
58.58 

$49.64 . 
77. 31 
61. 90 
60.93 

$58. 12 
89.57 
60.03 

- .: ( 

October-
December 

$54.49 
73.69 
51. 52 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 

Average 

$77. 58 
91. 47 
75.60 

Average 

.$96.56 
111. 51 

'l:_/ 

Average 

$52.29 
76.54 
57.82 
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Table L·-61. ····--Hams: 1/ Southern Ontario's average wholesale prices, 
by quarters, 1981-83 and· Jahuary-June 1984 

(Per hundredweight) 
January- April- July- October~ 

Year ______ . ....fl~rch June September December 

19 8 l-········-, ............ ·-·------····················-····· : 
1 9 0 2 ....................................................................... _. __ : 

1 9 8 3 :.... ..... ·-······--···--·········--·····-··-·-······: ....... : 
1 9 0 4 ........................... ·---····················-·······-- : 

----· . 11 15 to 18 pounds. 

$70.05 
80.02 
86.65 
76.91 

$74.25 
86. 14 
71. 30 
77. 35 

$86.84 
90.58 
79.37 

$86.39 
102.12 
82.93 

Source.: . Derived frolll stati sties supplied by Agricul tur.~ ·Canada. 

Average 

$~9.38 
91. 72 
80.06 

Table L-62. ·······-Pork lo~ns: l/ So1Jthern Ontario's average wholesale prices 
by quarters, 1981-83 and January--June l.984 

Year 

i 9 8 1- ............................ _ ........... -........ _ .. , .................... . 
1 9 8 2 .............................................................................. _ : 
198 3- .................. -·-···················-···············-······-···: 
1 9 a 4 ········-········c···········-·· .. ············-··-·-····---····-·- : 

(Per hundredweight) 
January- April- July- October-

March June September December 

$117.92 
115.41 
133.57 

) 

104.88 

$119.26 
135.42 
129.31 
110. 80 

$131.55 
150.31 
120.04 

$119. 70 
125.32 
104.72 

Average 

$122. 11 
l.3 .. 1. 62 
lii'. 91 

-----------------------------..,,.---~ 11 9 to 15 pounds. 

Source: Derived from statistics supplied by Agriculture Canada. 

.· .. 'i 

Table L·-63····· .. -Pork bellies: .!/ Southern Ontario's average wholesale prices 
by quarters, 1981-83 and January-June 1984 

Year 

19 B 1-·····-···-··-···-· ·· ··-.···-··-··~··--·-··· : 
19 B 2 -·-·· --··-·-·---·-······-·······-·····--·····-·······-·-- : 
1983-········ .. ······-·····-··· .. ·······-··············-····-·····-··:. 
1 9 a 4 -······· ······-·····-··· .......................... -·--··--···- : 

-------· 11 9 to 11 pounds, 

(Per hundredweight) 
January- April- July- October-

March · June September December. 

$57.58 
71.06 
90. 05 
76 .13 

$59. 73 
87.39 
82.02 
82. 33 

$74.54 
118. 34 
92. 30 

$68.00 
93.43 
61.52 

Source: Derived from stati sties supplied by Agriculture Cctnada. 

Average 

$64.96 
93.06 
81 '..67 
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Table L-64.-·-·Live swine: U.S. packer purchases .on a ·carcass grade 
and weight basis 

Total packer 
purchases 

Packer purchases Share of purchases 
Year on a ca·rca·ss grade on a carcass grade and 

1918-.......... - : 
1979-..,-: 
1980--............... -: 

___ a.;..n_d;........;w"'"'e'""'1_· g..._h_,t'---b_a'"""s"""'i...;.s _______ weight basis 
---·---·--.. --1, 000 animals--.. · .. ---.. -·---·----- Percent 

.73 I 778 
82,630 
92,989 

7,709 
9,482 
9,979 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 

10.4 
11. 5 
10.7 

Table L-65.-· .. U.S. average hourly earnings, average weekly hours worked, and 
average weekly earnings, in the meatpacking industry and all manufacturing 
industries 1979--·83 

1979 1900 1901 1902 1983 

Meatpacking-......... · 
Average hourly earning 5 .......... ---·------·-........ _: $7.73 $8.49 $8.97 $9.00 $0.57 
Average weekly hours worked-............... -.--.. --.: 47.1 41.4 41. 4 41. 3 41. 3 
Average weekly earning···-.. ·-·-----.. ·-··---: $322. 34 :$351.49 : $371. 36 :$371.70 :$353.94 

All manufacturing: 
Average hourly earnings- ...... --·----·---··-.. ·: $6.70 $7.27 $7.99 $8.49 $8.83 
Average weekly hours worked-..... _ ...... ---: 40.2 39.7 39.8 39.8 40.1 
Average weekly earning--............. - .. ·-·-.. ·--·-·-.. ·:$269.34 :$288.62 :$318.00 :$330.26 :$354.08 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 
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