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FOREWORD 

In an address delivered in Boston on May 18, 1917, Frank W. 
Taussig, distinguished first chairman of the Tariff Commission, de­
lineated the.responsibility of the newly established Commission to 
operate as a source of objective, factual information on tariffs and 
trade. He stated that the Commission was already preparing a catalog 
of tariff information-- · 

designed to have on hand, in compact and simple 
form, all available data on the growth, develop­
ment and location of industries affected by the 
tariff, on the extent of domestic production, 
on the extent of imports, on the conditions of 
competition petween domestic and foreign products. 

The first such report was issued in 1920. Subsequently three series 
of summaries of tariff information on commodities were published--in 
1921, 1929, and 1948-50. The current series,·entitled Summaries of 
Trade and Tariff Information, presents the information in terms of the 
tariff items provided for in the eight tariff schedules of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States (TSUS), which on August 31, 196.3, re­
placed the 16 schedules of the Tariff Act of 1930. 

Through its professional staff of commodity specialists, econo­
mists, lawyers, statisticians, and accountants, the Commission follows 
the movement of thousands of articles in international commodity trade, 

·and during the years of its existence, has built up a reservoir of 
lrn.owledge and understanding, not only wi~h respect to imports but also 
regarding products and their uses, techniques of manufacturing and 
processing, commercial practices, and markets. Accordingly, the Com­
mission believes that, when completed, the current series of summaries 
will be the most comprehensive publication of its kind and will present 
benchmark information that will serve many interests. This project, 
although encyclopedic, attempts to conform with Chairman Taussig 1 s 
admonition to be "exhaustive in inquiry, and at the same time brief 
and discriminating in statement." 

This series is being published in 62 volumes of summaries, each 
volume to be issued as soon as completed. Although the order of pub­
lication may not follow the numerical sequence of the items in the. 
TSUS, ·all items are to be covered. As far as practicable, each volwne 
reflects the most recent developments affecting U.S. foreign trade in 
the commodities included. 
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INTRODUCTION 

This volume, identified as volwne 1:1, is the fourth published of 
14 volumes of sunnnaries covering the animal and vegetable products 
classifiable under schedule 1 of the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States (TSUS). The products discussed in this volume .are the live 
animals provided for in part 1 of schedule 1 and the meats for human 
consumption provided for in part 2 of that schedule. The volume does 
not include fish .or shellfish, but does include whales and other sea 
mammals and the meat of these animals. 

1 

The animals produced commercially in the United States consist 
principally of the cattle, swine, sheep, chickens, and turkeys used 
chiefly.as a source of food. The numbers of cattle and swine produced 
are greater than the numbers produced in most other countries. The 
production is greater in other countries in the case of sheep and of 
many of the other live animals covered by this volume, including vari­
ous zoo-type animals, certain animals required for laboratory purposes, 
some of the pet varieties, and some species of game animals. 

In 1966, U.S. marketings of cattle and calves, hogs, sheep and 
lambs, and chickens and turkeys were valued at about $16.9 billion and 
represented 39 percent of the farm income (in terms of cash receipts) 
derived from marketings of all farm products. The income from cattle 
and calves accounted for about three-fifths and that from swine for 
about one-fourth of the receipts from marketings of these animals. 

The output of meat for human consumption (including chicken and 
turkey) produced commercially in the United States is far greater than 
in any other country--it is probably about twice as much as that in the 
u.s.S.R., which ranks second in size of output. Production in the 
United States consists largely of beef, pork, and chicken. Overall 
production and conswnption of meat has been rising for many years in 
this country, notwithstanding the declines in meats of. swine and 
sheep. Per capita consumption has been trending upward and reached 
220 p·ounds in 1967, a new peak; in that year beef accounted for about 
48 percent; pork, 28 percent; chicken and turkey, 20 percent; veal, 2 
percent; and lamb and mutton, 2 percent. This pattern has been chang­
ing, however--during the 5-year period 1951-55, beef accounted for 40 
percent; pork, 38 percent; chicken and turkey, 15 percent; veal, 5· per­
cent; and lamb and mutton, 2 percent. (In the postwar period annual per 
capita consumption of fish was virtually unchanged and that of eggs has 
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2 INTRODUCTION 

declined markedly.) Average annual consumption of meat is given below 
for the 5-year periods 1931-35 through 1961-65 (in pound per capita): 

Lamb 
Period Beef Veal Pork and Chicken Turkey Total 

mutton 

1931-35-------: 52.8 7.6 64.5 6.9 18.4 2.1 152.3 
1936-40-------: 55.9 7.9 61.5 6.7 17-9 2.9 152.8 
1941-45-------: 58.1 9.7 71.4 6.9 25.8 3.6 175-5 
1946-50-------: 64.3 9.4 70.0 5.0 20.4 3.7 172.8 
1951-55-------: 71.6 8.5 66.9 4.3 22.0 4.8 178.1 
1956-60------.. -: 83.4 7.4 64.3 4.5 27.0 5.9 192.5 
1961-65-------: 94.3 5.3 63.3 4.6 31.1 7.1 205.7 

The United States is a net importer of live animals and meats, 
but such imports traditionally have been relatively small in terms of 
overall consumption. In 1967 aggregate exports of live animals were 
valued at $49 million; imports were valued at $86 miilion. In 1967, 
U.S. exports of meats totaled 479 million pounds (product weight), 
valued at $151 million, and imports of meats totaled 1,399 million 
pounds (product weight), valued at $644 million. During recent years, 
beef has accounted for the great bulk of the imports of meat; in 1963, 
imports of beef were at a record level and supplied about 10 percent 
of .domestic consumption. Imports of canned hams, which have been in­
creasing during recent years, accounted for about 40 percent of domes­
tic consumption of these hams in 1967, and such specialty items as 
frog meat, dried duck, and pate~de foie gras are virtually all sup­
plied from imports. 

The United States, like many other countries, maintains sanitary 
restrictions on imports of virtually all live animals and meats. 
Live animals are subject to inspection and quarantine under applicable 
laws .and regulations designed to prevent the importation of certain 
.animals, particularly those which could transmit communicable diseases. 
Under section 306 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, importation 
of cattle, sheep, other ruminants, and swine and certain forms of 
meats of these animals is prohibited from all countries where rinder­
pest or foot-and-mouth diseases exist. CUrrently, U.S. imports of 
these animals (unless imported for approved zoos) are restricted from 
all areas except from countries of North and Central America, from 
Australia, New Zealand, Fiji Islands, Japan, the Republic of Ireland, 
Norway, Iceland, Greenland, and from the Channel Islands and Northern 
Ireland, subdivisions of the United Kingdom (9 C.F.R. 94). As a con­
sequence of the provisions of section 306 and 9 C.F.R. 94, U.S. im­
ports from the important meat-producing countries of South America in 
recent years have virtually all been in the form of cooked, canned, 
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INTRODUCTION 3 

or cured meats. Furthermore, all imported meat, including poultry 
meat, must originate under specified sanitation conditions in a coun­
try having an inspection service that has been declared by the U.S. 
Secretary of Agriculture to be equivalent to that of the United States. 

The bulk of the meat conswned in the United States is produced in 
establishments wh~ch are inspected by the U.S. Department of Agricul­
ture (referred to in this volwne as federally-inspected establishments). 
Prior to December 1967, Federal inspection regulations were applicable 
to establishments that produced for interstate shipment, although 
plants not producing for interstate shipment often did have Federal 
inspection. Plants not under Federal inspection usually have been 
smaller plants serving a limited area. 

In December 1967 the Wholesome Meat Act y was enacted. One of 
the purposes of the act is to extend Federal meat inspection (or equiv­
alent State inspection) so as to include, within a period of 2 years, 
most of the commercial meat-precessing (but not poultry-processing) 
establishments not previously covered. Proposed legislation designed 
to enlarge the current Federal poultry meat inspection provision is 
~urrently before Congress. 

Federal inspection (1) prescribes certain features of design in 
construction of the establishments, (2) requires the ante and post 
mortem inspection of the animals, (3) prescribes sanitary conditions 
in slaughtering establishments, and (4) establishes rules regarding 
the content and labeling of meats and meat products. 

In addition to the requirements of the Department of Agriculture 
and the Bureau of Customs as to imports, such agencies of the U.S. 
Government as the Federal Trade Commission, the Department of the 
Interior, anq the Department of Health, Education, and-Welfare have 
requirements and responsibilities with respect to live animals and 
meats within the United States and to the importation and exportation 
of live animals and meats. 

There are Federal grades on beef, veal, lamb, mutton, and poultry. 
These grades are based on conformation, finish, and quality of the 
flesh. In order to qualify for this service, poultry must first have 
·been inspected for wholesomeness (as required by the Poultry Products 
Inspection Act (Public Law 85-172)), and other meats must have been 
produced in a federally-inspected establishment or in a designated 
State-inspected establishment. Federal grade designations are stamped 
on the meat or shown on its wrapping; the grade (e.g., Grade A, Prime, 
or Choice) and the letters "USDA" are shown. Meat (including poultry 
meat) may be graded by the U.S. Department of Agriculture if requested 
by the packer; use of this service is voluntary and paid for by the 
packer. 

IJ Public Law 90-201. 
April 1968 
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INTRODUCTION 

Appendix A to this volume reproduces pertinent segments of the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968) relating 
to the items covered by this volume. It includes the general head­
notes to the TSUS and parts 1 and 2 of schedule 1. Appendix A also 
gives the rates of duty applicable to the individual TSUS items, in­
cluding the staged annual rate modifications that resulted from con­
cessions granted by the United States in the sixth (Kennedy) round of 
trade negotiations under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. · 
Notes in the appendix also document changes in the legal text of the 
tariff schedules after these schedules went into effect on August 31, 
1963 and in the statistical annotations of items. 

Appendix B to this volume provides data on the value of·the U.S. 
imports in 1967 by TSUS items included in the individual summaries of 
this volume. ~ata also show the percentage changes in imports from 
1966 and the three principal countries which supplied imports in 1967. 
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PUREBRED AN:IMALS FOR BREEDING 

Commodity 

Purebred animals for breeding 

TSUS 
item 

100.01 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

The United States is a'major producer and consumer of purebred 
animals for breeding. Imports and exports have each been equivalent 
to about one percent of domestic production in recent years. 

Description and uses 

5 

TSUS item 100.01 provides for purebred animals used for breeding 
purposes. An animal must be certified to the collector of customs by 
the Department of Agriculture as being pure bred, of a recognized 
breed, and duly registered in a book of record recognized by the Sec­
retary of Agriculture for that breed. It must be of a type and in a 
condition which could reasonably be expected to breed. Steers, 
wethers, and other castrated males, and nonbreeding hybrids, such as 
mules are excluded. Animals imported for breeding purposes, but which 
do not meet the requirements for free entry under item 100.0l, ordinar­
ily may be entered under items 100.03 through l00.95. Animals and 
poultry may be admitted temporarily into the United States for the 
purpose of breeding under item 864.60. Such imports are admitted 
duty-free under bond. Domestically produced purebred animals are 
those which have been registered in a book of record for the breed. 
These books of record are usually maintained by an association of 
breeders of the animals. In most cases both parents of these animals 
must be registered. With the exception of horses, purebred animals 
account for less than one percent of the domestic population of any 
species of animal. 

Although in recent years most of the purebred animals imported 
for breeding purposes have consisted of cattle (mainly dairy breeds); 

'considerable numbers of horses, dogs, hogs, and sheep also entered. 
Asses, goats, and cats are entered occasionally. Imports of other 
species apparently have not been brought in under item 100.01 or its 
predecessor provision, inasmuch as there are no books of record recog­
nized by the Secretary of Agriculture for such animals maintained in 
another country. 

April 1968 
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6 PUREBRED ANIMALS FOR BREEDING 

Purebred animals are usually imported because of particular 
bloodlines which are desired to further improve domestic animal 
stocks. Many of the purebred animals are imported for use on domes­
tic purebred farms to further improve the breeding stock produced by 
these farms. Some, especially males, are imported for use on commer­
cial farms such as dairy and beef cattle farms and ranches, to improve 
the grade (nonpurebred) stock more rapidly, since one high-quality male 
can sire many improved offspring. Some of these registered animals may 
later be slaughtered for use as food or in animal feeds; their value as 
such is insignificant. 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The colwnn 1 (trade-agreement) rate of duty applicable to imports 
(see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) is as follows: 

TSUS 
Item Commodity Rate of duty 

100.01 Purebred animals for breeding------- Free 

The duty-free status was bound pursuant to concessions granted by the 
United States in the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT), 
effective January 1948. This item is not one on which the United 
States gave concessions in the sixth round of trade negotiations under 
the GATT; 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, importations of 
livestock are subject to regulations of the U.S. Department of Agricul­
ture regarding foot-and-mouth disease, rinderpest, and other diseases. 

U.S. producers and production 

Purebred animals are produced in every area of the United States. 
A large part of the production comes from farms and establishments 
(e.g., kennels)that specialize in breeding such animals. Many of the 
producers are large, well-financed operations and pride themselves on 
producing a high-quality product. 

April 19C8 
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PUREBRED ANIMALS FOR BREEDING . 7 

Official statistics are not compiled, but estimates of the num­
bers of purebred animals new'.cy' registered with the various breed 
associations are given in the following tabulation (in thousands): 

Type of animal 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 

Beef cattle--------------------: 945 991 955 978 1,011 
Dairy cattle-------------------: 389 388 389 417 413 
Dual-purpose cattle------------: 9 10 7 8 8 
Sheep--------------------------: 120 115 122 122 ·: 122 
Swine------~-------------------: 239 228 223 256 236 
Goats--------------------------: 15 18 18 19 19 
Horses and ponies--------------: 112 121 130 135 141 
Dogs and cats------------------: 581 655 740 827 909 

Total----------------------: 2,410 2,526 2,584 2,762 2,859 

U.S. exports 

U.S. exports of breeding stock (not necessari'.cy' all registered) 
are reported for cattle only. It is known, however, that sheep, swine, 
horses, cats, and dogs are also exported, but in smaller numbers. In 
the years 1963-67, exports of cattle ranged from 22,000 to 32,000 head, 
valued from $10.3 million to $14.o million, annually (table 1). 
Dairy cattle for breeding accounted for over half of the breeding 
cattle exporte~. Beef cows (including heifers) and bulls were ex­
ported in approximately equal numbers, but the unit values were higher 
for the bulls than for the females. Mexico, Venezuela, and Canada 
have been the chief markets for the bulk of the exports. 

Exports constitute an important outlet for some domestic pro­
ducers of purebred animals. Because of the advances in selection and 
development of desired characteristics of purebred animals by American 
livestock producers, good-quality purebred animals of U.S. origin have 
been in demand in many countries for use in upgrading the native live­
stock. 

U.S. imports 

Few breeds of animals have originated in the United States, and 
the foreign sources of the original seed stock are still important as 
sources of new blood for certain breeds and strains. Imports of pure­
bred animals ranged between about 13,000 and 20,000 head in the years 
1963-67 (table 2). Unit values of these animals varied from less than 
$100 per head to as much as $100,000, 
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PUREBRED ANJ:MAIS FOR BREEDING 

Dairy cows, the largest single group within this class, are used 
both for breeding and as a source of milk. Imported dairy cows, 
almost exclusively from Canada, have been used chiefly in the so- · 
called dairy region of the United States, i.e., the northern border 
States, extending from Minnesota to Maine •. Other imported purebred 
stock have been distributed more widely throughout the United States. 
Horses have been imported chiefly from Argentina, United Kingdom, and 
Canada; dogs and cats have come from Ireland and United Kingdom; im- · 
ports of swine and sheep have come primarily from Canada. 

Annual imports have been small in comparison with U.S. production 
of all animals for breeding as well as of purebred stock. Good pure­
bred dairy cattle have been readily available from eastern Canada, and 
on a value basis imports from Canada have constituted most of the im­
ports of purebred animals in recent years. Total imports tended to 
peak in the years immediately following World War II, but since then 
have declined somewhat. 
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PUREBRED ANIMALS FOR BREEDING 

Table 1.--Cattle for breeding: U.S. exports of domestic 
merchandise, by specified markets, 1963-67 

Market 

Quantity (thousands) 

9 

Mexico------------------------------: 12.8 10.9 15.2 15!7 17.0 
Canada------------------------------: 1.9 3.4 2.2 2.0 3.0 
Venezuela---------------------------: 4.o 4.0 4.5 2.'0 5.2 
Nicaragua---------------------------: .1 . 4 2.2 .8 .1 
Argentina---------------------------: 1J .3 .3 .4 l/ 
All other---------------------------: 3.6 9.2 8.0 6.1 b'.4 

Total--- - ------- - -- -- - - - - -- - - - - - :-2--2--.-4--2_,8 ..... -2-: -3-2-.-4--2-7-. -0--3-1-. 7 
------------------------------Value (million dollars) 

Mexico------------------------------: 4.2 3.3 4.5 5,3 6.1 
Canada------------------------------: 1.2 1.4 1.3 1.1 1.9 
Venezuela---------------------------: 2.6 2.0 2.1 1.0 1.7 
Nicaragua---------------------------: .1 . 3 1. 0 . 4 .1 
Argentina---------------------------: .1 . 3 . 6 . 3 .1 
All other---------------------------: 2.1 3.6 4.5 3,7 3,9 

Total- - - - ------ -- - - - -- - - -- ---- - - :-1-o-.-3--1--o'-.-9--1-4-.--0--1--1-...... 8--1"'"'3-. 8 

1J. Less than 50. 
~ Less than $500,000. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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10 PUREBRED ANIMALS FOR BREEDING 

Table 2.--Purebred animals for breeding: U.S. imports for 
consumption, by principal sources, 1963-67 

Source 1963 : 1964 : 1965 1966 1967 . . 
Quantity (thousands) 

Canada------------------------------: 18.6 17.9 17.8 19.l 11.4 
Argentina---------------------------: .1 . 2 . 2 . 2 . 2 
United Kingdom----------------------: .4 .4 .3 .4 .5 
All other----------------.:..----------: .4 .5 .6 .6 .5 

Total y- ----------------------- :-1-9-.-5--1-s--. 9--1-s-. 9--2-0-.-3--1-2-. 6 

Value (million dollars) 

Canada------------------------------: 6.3 6.0 5.8 6.8 5.0 
Argentina---------------------------: 1.6 2.4 4.3 2.7 3.3 
United Kingdom----------------------: 2.0 2.3 2.0 2.3 3.3 
All other---------------------------: 2.0 1.7 3,5 4.2 4.0 

Total Y ------------------------:-1"""'1,-..'""'9--...,.1..,,.2-. 3----1""'5;;....-;.6-'""'1'""'6-. o,,.._.__,,_15,,....-6 

1J Due to rounding, data may not add to total shown. 

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

April 1968 
1:1 



MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS RELATING TO LIVE ANIMALS 

TSUS 
Commodity Tteiii 

Live animals: 
Strayed or driven across an international 

boundary line: 
Returned within 8 months-------------------- 100.03 
Returned after 8 months--------------------- 100.04 

Game animals for stocking purposes------------ 100.05 
Foxes: 

Silver or black----------------------------- 100.60 
Other-----------------------------------~--- 100.63 

Goats----------------------------------------- 100.65 
Not elsewhere enumerated-----------------'----- 100.95 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

11 

U.S. imports of several of the types of animals included in this 
summary are substantial in terms of both numbers and value; exports 
are negligible. 

Description and uses 

Animals discussed in this summary include domesticated animals 
strayed, or those driven across a boundary line into a foreign coun­
try for pasture and subsequently returned to the United States to­
gether with their "foreign-born" offspring, game aninia.ls (including 
birds but not fish) used for stocking purpose.s (i.e., released from 
captivity in selected areas to supplement the natural.fauna); foxes; 
goats; and animals not elsewhere enumerated in the TSUS. Separate 
summaries in this volume relate to purebred breeding animals; asses and 
burros, horses, and mules; poultry; birds; cattle; sheep and lambs; 
and swine; a separate summary on turtles is also included in this 
volume. 

The basket class, item 100.95, includes worms (used principally 
as bait by fishermen), monkeys and other primates (used principally 
as labo~atory test subjects), snails (used chiefly as a gourmet food), 
hamsters, mice, rats, and guinea pigs (used as pets, as food for ani­
mals and for medical and laboratory research), zoo-type animals, and a 
variety of other animals including bees and other insects •. Dogs and 
cats (other than purebred breeding stock) are the most important 
domesticated animals considered here. Many of these animals, however, 
are raised in homes and do not enter commercial channels. 
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12 MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS RELATING TO LIVE ANIMALS 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 

u.s. concessions grante~ 

Rate 
in 1964-67 trade confer-

TSUS prior to 
ence (Kennedy Round) 

item Commodity Jan. 1, First stage,: 
1968 

Final stage, 
effective effective 

Jan. 1, 1968: Jan. 1, 1972 . 
Live animals: 

Strayed or driven 
across an inter-: 
national line: 

100.03: Returned within 8 Free ±I ±I . months. . 
100.04; 

.. 
Returned after 8 Subject ±I ±I 

months. to rates : . .. 
set forth: 
in part 1: 
of sched-: . ule 1 . 

100.05: Grune animals for Free g/ g/ 
stocking pur-. poses . . . Foxes: . 

l00.60; . 
. 

Silver or black---: 15% ad 13% ad val. 7 .5% ad val. . . val • 
100.63; 

. 
±I ±I Other-------------: 7 .5% ad . . . val. . 

100.65; 
. 

Goats---------------: $3 per $2.70 per $1.50 per . head head . head . . 
100.95: Not elsewhere 7 .5% ad 6.5% ad val.: 3.5% ad val. 

enumerated. val. . . . . 
iJ The rate of duty was not ~ffected by the trade conf~rence. 
"?:) D~ty-free status bound, effective Jan. 1, 1968. 

The above tabulation shows the column.1 rates in effect prior to 
January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of concessions 
granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade negotiations 
under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). Only the 
first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications are 
shown above (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages)~ 
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MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS RELATING TO LIVE ANIMALS 13 

Animals strayed or driven across the border and returned within 
8 months continue to be duty free, as provided for in the Tariff Act 
of 1930; this duty-free status was unaffected by the recent trade 
negotiations as was the provision for such animals entering after 8 
months. Some of the rates, however, to which these animals· (item 
100.04) are subject under other provisions of the TSUS were changed. 
The rate of duty on foxes other than silver or black (item 100.63) 
was not affected by the recent trade negotiations; the rate of 
7.5 percent ad valorem reflects a concession granted by the United 
States under the GATT, effective January 1, 1948. The duty-free 
status of game animals for stocking purposes (item 100.05) was bound 
against increase, effective January 1, 1968. For the other TSUS 
items listed, concessions amounting to a reduction of 50 percent in 
duties were granted by the United States. 

For only one of the TSUS items included here is the duty in the 
form of a specific rate--that for goats, number 100.65. Imports of 
these animals during recent years have been negligible. 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, importations of 
most types of animals are subject to regulations of the Departments 
of Agriculture; Interior; and Health, Education, and Welfare, regard­
ing foot-and-mouth disease, rinderpest, and other diseases.· 

Public Law 88-482, effective in September 1964, broadened the 
provisions relating to the duty-free treatment accorded wild animals 
imported for exhibition such as in zoos (item 852.20). Prior to the 
effective date of this law, animals imported by a dealer for subse­
quent sale to a scientific public collection for exhibition (for 
scientific or educational purposes) were dutiable, most of them under 
i tern 100 .. 95. It is believed that an increasing share of the zoo-type 
animals are entering at the free rate. 

U.S. consumption, production, and foreign trade 

Data are not available on domestic consumption and production of 
many of the animals discussed in this summary. Domestic production of 
the farm animals (covered by items 100.03 and 100.04), game animals, 
goats, fur-bearing animals, house cats, and dogs is known to be so 
large that imports supply only a minute part of consumption. There is 
a considerable volume of domestic trade in animals for pets--e.g., 
dogs, c~ts, hamsters. Conversely, domestic production of monkeys and 
many species of zoo animals is negligible. 
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Some types of worms, a sizable component of item 100.95, are 
produced commercially in the United States. Data are not available 
on such domestic production but the volume is probably at least sev­
eral times that of imports. Imports are believed to consist largely 
of a type of night crawler not produced in many areas of the United 
States. 

In recent years about 98 percent of the dollar value of the im- · 
ports of the animals discussed in this summary were entered under the 
basket class, item 100.95 (see table). Of the $4.1 million of imports 
under that item in 1967, worms accounted for $2.4 million; these im­
ports came almost exclusively from Canada. About $1.0 million of the 
impo~ts were monkeys and other primates, imported from some 40 differ­
ent countries; principally in Africa, Asia, and South America. Other 
imports, amounting to about $0.7 million, included a variety of ani­
mals such as snails from Morocco and Tunisia; dogs, mainly from 
Europe; and zoo-type animals from all parts of the world, but primar­
ily from Asia and Africa. 

Game animals for stocking purposes are the only other animals 
included in this summary that are imported in significant volume. 
These imports are believed to be mostly game birds imported from 
Canada. 

Exi>ort data for the animals covered by this summary are not 
available. Exports in 1967 are estimated to have totaled less than 
--$250,000. 
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Miscellaneous live animals: U.S. imports for consumption, 
by ti.Pe, 1963-67 

(In thousands of dollars) 

Conunodity 1964 1966 

Animals strayed across 
boundary: : 

Returned within 8 months-----: 5 1 19 1 
Returned af'ter 8 months------: 

Game animals-------------------: 27 32 21 21 
Foxes: 

Silver or black--------------: 
Other------------------------: 4 

15 

25 

Goats--------------------------: 1/ 
Other--------------------------: 2,237 2,691 3,228 3,630 4,083 

Total----------------------:---2~,2~6~9---2 ......... ,7~2-3--~3~,~2-7-2--~3~,~6~5-2---4~,~l_,..08 

'};_/ Less than $500. 
' . . 

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

Note.--Because of changes in classification, data· for 1963 are not 
entirely comparable to data for later years. 
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BABY CHICKS 

Corrunodity 
TSUS 
item 

Baby chicks of poultry--- 100.07 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

Annual U.S. imports and exports of baby chicks have been insig­
nificant compared with the domestic output. 

Description and uses 

17 

This summary includes chickens, ducks, geese, guineas, and tur­
keys in the downy stage with quills not discernible. Virtually all of 
the poultry hatched in the United States consists of baby chickens and 
turkeys (turkey poults). The output of baby ducks (ducklings) is 
small and that of other poultry, such as geese and guineas, is insig­
nificant compared with the output of chickens and turkeys. 

Although the baby chickens and turkeys raised for meat and eggs 
are mostly hatched by the large-scale integrated poultry firms (dis­
cussed later in this summary), the hatcheries generally are a separate 
operation within the firm. The incubation of the fertile eggs and the -
subsequent care of the new-born chicks requires special attention and 
expensive automatically controlled equipment. About 80 percent of the 
chickens hatched in the United States are raised to provide broiler 
meat (items 105.40 and 105.70 (pt.)); an even larger percentage of the 
turkeys hatched are raised for turkey meat (items 105.50 and 105.55). 
The remainder of the chickens and turkeys hatched are raised for the 
production of eggs (items 119.50-119.70), after which they are_mar­
keted as mature birds for roasting, baking, canning, or for processing 
into food products. 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rate of duty applicable to imports 
(see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) is as follows: 

TSUS 
item Commodity 

Chickens, ducks, geese, guineas, 
and turkeys: 

100.07 In the downy stage with quills 
not discernible. 

Rate of duty 

2¢ each 
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18 BABY CHICKS 

This rate of duty was in effect on December 31, 1967 and reflects a 
concession granted by the United States in the General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade (GATT).· The rate of duty is not one on which the. 
United States gave a concession in the sixth round of trade negotia­
tions in the GATT. In 1967 the ad valorem equivalent of the specific 
rate of duty on imports averaged 2.6 percent. All the imports came 
from Canada; the ad valorem equivalent of the duty on the monthly en­
tries rC:t.!lged from 1.5 percent to 3.9 percent. 

Imports of live poultry (including baby chicks) from all coun­
tries, except Canada, must remain in quarantine for 21 days at the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture approved facilities located at New York 
City, Miami, or Honolulu. In addition, such imports must be accom­
panied ·by a certificate issued by a salaried veterinarian of the na­
tional government .of origin, indicating that the poultry is free from 
evidence of connnunicable poultry disease and that it was in the coun­
try of origin since hatched or 60 days prior to exportation. 

a.s. conswrrption, producers, and production 

Inasmuch as imports and exports of baby chicks of poultry have 
been insignificant for many years, domestic production has comprised 
virtually all of consumption. During the period 1963-67, the U.S. 
output of baby chickens and turkey poults increased from 2.9 billion 
birds to 3.4 billion birds (see table). In 1967 about 80 percent of 
the aggregate output consisted of baby chicks for broilers and 16 per­
cent of baby chicks for laying hens; the remaining 4 percent of the 
output was turkey poults. The annual number of baby chicks raised for 
broilers has increased rapidly in recent years in response to a grow­
ing demand for broiler meat; meanwhile, the output of turkey poults 
has increased, but not as rapidly as has that of baby chickens. 

The bulk of the baby chick output is hatched and raised by large­
scale integrated poultry firms. In many instances such firms control 
(by ownership or rental of facilities, by contract arrangements with 
farmers, or by financing) virtually all the steps in the production of 
poultry meat, starting with the hatching of their eggs, supplying the 
chicks, providing the feed, growing the birds, and processing the 
birds for market. Production of baby chicks of poultry by small inde­
pendent operators, which is of minor commercial importance, has de­
clined in recent years. 

Baby chicks· of poultry are produced principally in the large 
broiler and turkey producing areas. Georgia, Arkansas, Alabama, North 
Carolina, and Mississippi are among the leading chicken-producing 
States, while California and Minnesota are the principal turkey-pro­
ducing States. The number of chicken hatcheries declined from 2,911 
in 1963 to 1,932 in 1967 and the number of turkey hatcheries declined 
from 551 to 407. The number of large-size hatcheries (those hatching 
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more than 500,000 chicks a year) increased during that period, while 
the nwnber of small-sized hatcheries decreased. In 1967, 616 hatch­
eries accounted for about 75 percent of the output of baby chicks; 173 
hatcheries accounted for about 80 percent of the output of turkey 
poults. 

The production of basic breeder stock is a specialized operation 
and is carried on by some 10 to 20 firms. 

U.S. ex;ports and imports 

U.S. exports and imports of baby chicks have been insignificant 
compared with domestic production (see table). Annual exports ranged 
from 25 million to 36 million birds during 1963-67, averaging less 
than 1 percent of domestic production. In 1967 virtually all the ex­
ports consisted of baby chickens; less than half a million turkey 
poults were exported. Canada, the Bahamas, Japan, and Mexico were the 
principal markets for U.S. baby chickens; Canada took the bulk of .the 
turkey poults. 

In recent years virtually all of the imports of baby chicks have 
come from Canada. Such imports have consisted principally of turkey 
poults and high-priced breeder stock (mostly baby chickens). 
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20 BABY CHICKS 

Baby chicks, including chickens, ducks, geese, guineas, and turkeys: 
U.S. production, imports for consumption, exports of domestic mer­
chandise, and apparent consumption, 1963-67 

Year 

. . 
1963-----------------------: 
1964-----------~-----------: 
1965--~--------~-----------: 
1966-----------------------: 
1967-----------~-----------: 

. . 
1963-----------------------: 
1964--~--------------------: 
1965----------~------------: 
1966-----------------------: 
1967-----------------------: 

Produc­
tion y 

Apparent 
Imports Exports consump­

tion 

Quantity (1,000 chicks) 

2,871,294 712 27,175 2,844,831 
2,942,147 873 25,147 2,917,873 
3,119,724 1,508 30,507 3,090,724 
3,447,874 2,309 36,185 3,413,998 
32418,964 32163 33,214 3 2388 2913 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

420,000 387 9,672 y 
410,000 530 9,575 y 
439,000 821 ll,511 y 
489,000 1,610 14,159 y 
450,000 2,480 14,121 y 

y Virtually all baby chickens and turkey poults; values estimated 
from the average annual prices paid by farmers for baby chicks and 
turkey poults as reported in Agricultural Prices, SRS, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture. 

g/ Not meaningful. 

Source: Production compiled from official statistics of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture; imports and exports compiled from official 
statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce.' 
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Commodity 

Chickens: 

TSUS. 
item 

Live-------------------------------- 100.09 (pt;) 
Fresh, chilled, or frozen: 

Wbole, or which have been 
plucked only-------------------- 105.10 (pt.) 

Plucked, beheaded, and eviscer-
ated, but not cut into pieces--------- 105.40 

cut into pieces------------------- 105.70 (pt.) 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

21 

Annual imports have supplied only a small part of the U.S. con­
sumption of chicken for many years. Annual U.S. exports have been 
equivalent to less than 4 percent of the domestic output. 

Description and uses 

This summary includes live chickens and chicken meat. Baby 
chickens (item 100.07), "prepared or preserved" bird meat (items 
105.82-105.84), turkeys (items 105.20 and 105.50-105.55), and other 
live birds (including the meat thereof) are discussed in other sum­
maries. 

Chickens account for the great bulk of the poultry produced in 
the United States. About 80 percent of the chickens produced in the 
United States are consumed as broilers (young chickens, generally 
marketed when 8 to 9 weeks of age, at live weights ranging from about 
2~ to 4 pounds). The remaining 20 percent are grown out for breeding 
and laying purposes and are eventually canned, roasted, stewed, or 
used in processed foods; small quantities of young chickens are also 
used for these latter purposes. 
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U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 

TSUS 
item 

100.09 

105.10 

105.40 

105.70 

(pt) 

(pt.) 

(pt.) 

Conunodity 

Chickens: 
Live----------------------------------
Fresh, chilled, or frozen: 

Whole, or which have been plucked 
only. 

Plucked, beheaded, and eviscerated, 
but not cut into pieces. 

Cut into pieces---------------------

Rate of duty 

2¢ per lb. 

3¢ per lb. 

5¢ per lb. 

10¢ per lb. 

The above rates of duty were in effect on December 31, 1967, and 
reflect concessions granted by the United States in the General Agree­
ment on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). The existing rates of duty are not 
ones on which the United States gave concessions in the sixth round of 
trade negotiations under the GATT. 

The ad valorem equivalent of the specific rate of duty on imports 
under item 100.09, based on imports in 1967, averaged 5.3 percent; on 
imports from the supplying countries, it ranged from 0.3 percent to 
6.2 percent. On the entries from Canada, which supplied.virtually all 
of the total, it averaged 6.2 percent. The ad valorem equivalent for 
item 100.09 is not necessarily representative of the specific rate of 
duty on all the imports in that item. Although the imports are be­
lieved to have consisted largely of chickens, the item description 
provides also for guineas, ducks, turkeys, and geese. In 1967, there 
were no imports under items 105.10 and 105.40 and the imports under 
item 105.70 are believed to have consisted of bird meat other than 
chicken. U.S. imports of chicken are subject to the provisions of the 
Poultry Products Inspection Act (P.L. 85-172) which is administered 
by the U.S. Department of Agriculture. That act is discussed in the 
introduction to this volume. 

U.S. consumption 

Total and per capita consumption of chicken in the United States 
has increased substantially since the early 1950's. Consumption in­
creased from 3.1 billion pounds (20.6 pounds per capita) in 1950 to 
5.9 billion pounds (30.7 pounds per capita) in 1963. By 1966, con­
sumption had increased to 7.1 billion pounds (36.0 pounds per capita). 
The U.S. Department of Agriculture has forecast that per capita con­
sumption of chicken will amount to 37.5 pounds in 1967. The sharp 
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increase in consumption in recent years is attributable to a marked 
decline in the price of chicken relative to the price of other meats 
and to improvements in the quality of the product and marketing tech­
niques. For exmnple, the supply and acceptance of such processed 
convenience foods as cut-up chicken, frozen dinners, and poultry pies 
has expanded rapidly in recent years. Indeed, chic.ken now competes 
strongly with p<;>rk, beef', and other red meat as a source of protein 
in the diet, especially during periods when retail prices of such 
meats are considered to be too high by consumers. 

The purchases of broilers by the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
for the national school lunch program have also contributed somewhat 
to expanded consumption. During the period 1963-66, such purchases 
ranged from a high of 54 million pounds (August 1966-January 1967) to 
a low of 37 million pounds (in 1965). In 1966, such purchases amounted 
to about o.8 percent of the total broiler production in that year. 

U.S. producers 

Although the U.S. production of broilers is widespread, Georgia, 
Arkansas, Alabama, North Caroline, and Mississippi have been the lead­
ing broiler-producing States in recent years. These 5 States accounted 
for about 62 percent of the U.S. production of broilers in 1966. The 
number of chic.kens produced in these States in 1966 was about 9 times 
as large as in 1950. 

The great bulk of the broiler production in the United States is 
by large-scale integrated operations which generally provide chic.ks, 
feed, and facilities for growing and processing the birds for market. 
An abundant and low-cost supply of U.S. feed grains has, in large 
part, contributed to the development of efficient integrated broiler 
operations. In recent years some 100 firms have accounted for about 
three-fourths of the annual U.S. output of broilers. Slightly more 
than 80 percent of the chic.kens slaughtered in the United States is 
inspected by the U.S. Department of Agriculture for sanitary purposes 
under the Poultry Products Inspection Act; the great bulk of the 
chickens slaughtered are graded by the Department. The Poultry Prod­
ucts Inspection Act and the grading of poultry are discussed in the 
introduction to this volume. 

U.S. production and stocks 

The domestic output of chicken increased from 6.0 billion pounds 
(ready-to-cook weight) in 1963 to 7.3 billion pounds in 1966 (table 1). 
The output of chic.ken in 1967 was probably 3 percent larger than in 
1966. The production of broilers, which accounts for by far the 
greater part of the output, has increased from some 600 million birds 
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in 1950 to about 2.6 billion birds in 1966. Yearend stocks of chicken 
ranged between 108 million pounds and 163 million pounds during 
1963-66; all such stocks were commercially owned. 

· U .s. exports and imports 

. U.S. annual exports of chicken rose rapidly in the late 1950' s 
and early 1960's, both in absolute amounts and as a percentage of 
production. From 1958 to 1962, annual exports of chicken increased 
nearly fivefold, rising from about 47 million to 223 million pounds. 
In that period the share of the output exported increased from less 
than 1 percent to about 4 percent •. In 1962, the principal markets 
were.West Germany, Switzerland, and the Netherlands. 

In 1962, 'the European Economic Community (EEC) took about 66 per­
cent of the total U.S. exports of chicken, West Germany alone took 
about 50 percent. In August 1962, however, the West German import 
levies (duties and equalization fees) on broilers from nonmember 
(non-EEC) countries were increased from 4.8 to 9.7 cents per pound; 
in October of that year they were further increased to 12.5 cents per 
pound. Subsequent levies ranged from 12.2 cents per pound in the 
latter part of 1963 to 18.0 cents per pound in the early part of 1965. 
In December 1967, they amounted to 12.5 cents per pound. 1/ Since the 
implementation of the EEC's variable levy system on imports of broil­
ers in 1962, annual U.S. exports of all chicken to all countries 
declined from a record high of 223 million pounds in 1962 to 158 mil­
lion pounds in 1963; by 1967 they had further declined to 89 million 
pounds (~able 1). Aggregate annual U.S. exports of broilers only 
declined from 173 million pounds to 80 million pounds during the 
1962-67 period (table 2). Although U.S. broiler exports ·to Japan and 
Hong Kong have recently increased, such increases have not fully com­
pensated for the sharp decline in exports to. the EEC since 1962. In 
1967 the bulk of the U.S. exports of chicken to the EEC consisted of 
chicken parts inasmuch as the levies have affected exports of whole 
broilers more than those of chicken parts. Not only have U.S. chicken 
.exports encountered increased levies imposed by the EEC, but also 
·greater price competition in other sectors of the European market, 
particularly countries where broiler production has expanded in recent 
_years. 

In recent years U.S. imports of chicken have been insignificant 
compared with ~omestic consumption. Compliance with the sanitary 
regulations of the U.S. Department of Agriculture limits poultry im­
ports to those from Canada, France, South Korea, Hong Kong, and the 

l/ U.S. Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service, 
Poultry and Egg Situation, February 1968, p. 24. 
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Netherlands. Virtually all of the imports have come from Canada; they 
are believed to have-consisted principally of breeding stock (in the 
case of live birds) and dressed (ready-to-cook) chicken meat. In 1966 
the foreign value of imports of chicken amounted to $75,000, whereas 
the value of the domestic output amounted to about $1.5 billion. The 
virtual absence of imports reflects chiefly the favorable competitive 
position of the .highly efficient domestic industry. The rising stand­
ards of living in many areas of the world have increased the world' 
demand for high protein foods such as poultry. 

World production, consumption, and trade 

In recent years the United States has probably been the world's 
largest producer of chickens. France has ranked second, followed by 
Italy and West Germany. In 1965 the total production of poultry 
(mainly chicken) in the EEC amounted to some 2. 5 billion pounds, where­
as the output of poultry in the United States amounted to 8.2 billion 
pounds (table 3). From 1962-65 production within the EEC increased 
about 640 million pounds; U.S. production rose about 1 billion pounds. 

During the period 1955-57, the average annual per capita consump­
tion of poultry in Europe was small compared to that in the United 
States. The per capita consumption in the 6 countries now included 
in the EEC averaged about 6 pounds; in Denmark, 5 pounds; and in 
Switzerland, 4 pounds; whereas that in the United States was about 29 
pounds. In the late 1950's and early 1960 1 s, U.S. poultry producers 
and the U.S. Department of Agriculture introduced into Europe high­
quality, frozen, eviscerated poultry that gained wide acceptance by 
consumers. By 1962 the per capita consumption of poultry in the EEC 
and in Switzerland had doubled from the levels of 1955-57; consumption 
in Denmark, Austria, and Japan also increased sharply (table 3). The 
preponderant bulk of the increase in consumption of poultry in the EEC 
(mainly West Germany), Switzerland, aPd Austria was supplied by imports, 
principally from the United States. Imports of U.S. poultry into the 
EEC increased from an annual average of about 140,000 pounds in 1955-57 
to 180 million pounds in 1962. 

In the latter part of 1962, however, the EEC implemented its 
Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) including a levy system for ~railers; 
subsequently, trade patterns for poultry altered considerably. Since 
the latter part of 1962, West German importers have been purchasing 
larger quantities of poultry from other EEC countries (principally 
France and the Netherlands--where output had expanded rapidly) and 
from Demnark. Although the West German output of poultry (mainly 
chicken) increased from 249 million pounds in 1962 to 335 million 
pounds in 1965, that country has remained the world's largest import 
market for poultry. The United States has remained the largest single 
source of West German imports of poultry in recent years. 
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Table 1.--Chicken meat (ready-to-cook basis): U.S. production, imports 
for consumption, exports of domestic merchandise, yearend stocks, and 
apparent consumption, 1963-67 

Year 

. .. 
Pro- : Im- : Exports 

: duction 11 1 ports 5_/: 
l : : 

Year- : Apparent 
end conswnp-

stocks tion 

: Quantity (l,000 pounds) 

l 

1963-------~---: 
1964--~--------: 
1965-~----------: 
1966------------: 
1967----------"-t 

: 

: 
6,048,ooo : 
6,219,000 : 
6,649,000 : 
7 ,303,000 : 

]/ 

49 : 
166 : 
204 
186 I 

395 : 

: 
157 ,590 : 
163,435 : 
115,375 : 
108,388 : 

88,842 : 

. . 
135,ooo : 
138,ooo : 
108,000 t 

163,000 : 
11 

Value (l,000 dollars) 

5,879,459 
6,052,731 
6,563,829 
7,139,798 

11 

1963-----------:---=1=-, ..... 1-:7.,,..3 ,"""'o~o'""'o-: --..,.,..,.-~..,,..... ........ ---......-=-='"'.....--_..,,,4...,7--
1964---~--------: l,172,000: 4/ 

26 : 40,336 : 19,710 J 

52 : 39,753 : 
1965------~---~ 1,318,000 : 4/ 
1966--------~--: 1,482,000 : 4/ 

19,596 : 
66 : .30,042 : 16, 200 : 
75 : 

1967----------: ]/ i :!t/ 
28,666 : 24,939 

150 J 22, 762 : }./ : 

11 Includes broiler and chicken meat (ready-to-cook basis); values 
are gross income received by farmers. 

2/ Includes live chicken and chicken meat. 
]/ Not available. ':!_/ Not meaningful. 

Source: Production and yearend stocks compiled from official sta­
tistics of the U.S. Department of Agriculture; imports and exports 
compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 
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Table 2.--Broilers (ready-to-cook basis): U.S. exports of domestic 
merchandise, by specified markets, 1962-67 

Market 

Hong Kong-------: 
Japan-----------: 
West Germany-:..--: 
Nansei Islands--: 
Netherlands : 

Antilles------: 
Canada----------: 
Leeward and 

1962 

10,840 
612 

93,290 
293 

2,145 : 
1,4.59 

1963 1964 1965. I 1,966 
: 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

9,606 
6,939 

29,100 
460 

2,269 : 
2,382 : 

. . 
12, 124 : 

8,477 : 
35,875 : 
l, 035 : 

: 
2,532 : 
2,358 : 

: 
8,356 : 
9,219 : 

20,752 : 
1,643 : 

: 
2, 936 : 
2,978 : 

10,337 
8,331 

21,409 
2,513 l 

: 
3,143 : 
3,092 : 

Windward : : 

1967 

15,981 
8,839 

11,508 
4,663' 

3,310 
2,746 

Islands-------: 1,247 : 1,636 : 1,798 : 3,909 4,044 : 4,310 
Greece----------: 2,896 : 11,159 5,408 : 5,562 4,376 : 3,176 
Barbados--------: 617 : 900 1,044: 1,313 1,789 : 3,134 
Jamaica---------: 670 : 1,198 2,571 : 1,241 3,162 : 4,035 
Switzerland-----: 19,890 : 8,561 : 5,212 : 1,970 : 2,145 : 1,204 
Netherlands-----: 19,456 : 11,317 : 6,692 : 5,616 : 4,213 1,078 
All other-------: 19,161 : 26,746 : 25,541 : 22,417 22,446 15,535 

Total-------: 17 2, 5_7_6_:_1_1_2 ,.._2-'7 __ 3 __ 1_1_0.._, _66_7.__:_87 ..... , ... 9_1_2 ___ 9_1 ..... , _oo_o ____ 7 9'-'''""'5_1.;..9 

Hong Kong-------: 
Japan-----------: 
West Germany----: 
Nansei Islands--: 
Netherlands 

Antilles------: 
Canada----------: 
Leeward and 

Windward 
Islands-------: 

Greece----------: 
Barbados--------: 
Jamaica---------: 
Switzerland-----: 
Netherlands-----: 
All other-------: 

Total-------: 

2, 115 
207 

25,202 
97 

688 
468 

268 : 
836 : 
113 : 

84 : 
5,615 
5,453 
5,257 

46,403 

Value 

2,040 
1,755 
7,580 

163 . . 
736 : 
862 : 

338 
1,627 

180 
103 

2,501 
3,119 : 
7,208 

28,212 

(l,000 dollars) 

2,391 : 1,990 
2,348 : 2,926 
8,761: 4,710: 

330 532 : 

665 
739 : 

370 : 
1,571 : 

149 : 
166 : 

1,498 : 
1, 760 : 
6,565 : 

27,313 : 

: 
871 : 
896 : 

667 
1,460 : 

285 : 
221 : 
579 : 

1,386 : 
6,860 : 

23,383 : 

2,612 
2,798 
4,633 

813 : 

1,004 
1,092 

. 
875 : 

1,125 : 
366 : 
394 : 
643 : 

1,020 : 
6, 934 : 

24,309 : 

3,2)4 
2,898 
2,081 
1,372 

1,002 
896 

865 
636 
601 
575 
395 
224 

4,665 
19,464 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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28 CHICKENS 

Table 3.--Poultry meat, principally chicken, (ready-to-cook basis): 
Production, net exports (or imports), and per capita consumption in 
selected countries, average 1955-57 and annual 1962-65 

Country : Average 
: 1955-57 

. . 

. 
1962 : 1963 

. . 
: 1964 

Production (million pounds) 

France--------------: 568.2 825.4 897.3 987.0 987.0 
Belgium and : 

Luxembourg--------: 86.3 180.3 183.7 192.5 212.8 
Netherlands---------: 78.6 217.0 231.0 286.3 333.3 
West Germany--------: 152.l 249.1 269.0 : 313.l 335.1 
Italy---- - - - - -- - - - - - : __ l_..72,.__... 9.._.__*'38,...9'--'""'"3 __,:.___4=5..,.5 ""-' 2~: _.;...5-,37;.-·+2__.__6....::3:...;.7~· 2 

1 Total, EEC------: 1,058.1 1,861.l : 2,036.2 : 2,316.4 2,505.4 
United States lJ.---- :--,,,.5 ,...,o,.:;,o...,,.o-. 6,.........'"-=7"""', 1,..,.4 ..... 4-. o.,,.........'"-=7"'"', 4...;;1""'9-. 0.,,...-..~7""', 6;;.,9"""3-. ~o--'-""B~, 1:--:6...;:2,.....~o 
Switzerland---------· 8.3 12.8 18.5 23.1 29.5 
Denmark---~---------; 49.5 156.2 144.3 167.5 145.2 
Austria-------------: 'f:./ 13.5 34.1 39,5 51.1 60.7 
Japan---------------: 207.0 · 243.3 • · 301.9 • 350.3 

___ ___...._ ___ __...._ _____________________ ~ 
Net exports (or imports) 

(million.pounds) 

France--------------: 0.8 32.4 39.4 52.3 
Belgium and : 

Luxembourg--------: (0.3): 14.6 18.1 25.3 
Netherlands---------: 60.7 : 149.8 : 161.2 : 170.9 : 
West Germany--------: (83.7): (484.7): (402.7): (439.1): 

52.4 

Italy---------------: 36.5 : 18.7 : 17.6 : 16.1: 
--+='---"~-.......... ..,...;..;+--.......... ~-+--......... --~_..,...._,..,_;..:;;+. 

Total, EEC------: 59.0 : 30. 201.0 : 20 ,7 : 
United States Y- --- :--...~1-. o_._:_ .... 2 .... 7=7-. 0.,..-:_...,1--3-=5-. 0..,..-.:_ .... 2 __ 5 __ 2_ . ..:..o'--: ---'----~ 
Switzerland---------: (14.8): (47,3): (49.4): (49.1): 
Denmark-------------: 28.3 : 112.9 : 115.1 : 126.3 : 
Austria-~·----------: 2/ (4.8): (18.8): (22.4): (24.4): 
Japan--- - - - - - - - - - - - - : ___ - _: _ __..._( o_._6.._) _: _ _...( ...... 7 ....... 5 ...... ) _: _(._1 __ 3 _.1..._)_: -""---"'-_........ 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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CfilCKENS 29 

Table 3.--Poultry meat, principally chicken, (ready-to-cook basis): 
Production, net exports (or imports), and per capita consumption in 
selected countries, average 1955-57 and annual 1962-65--Continued 

:- . 
Average • n£.. 

: : . : 
Country : 1955-57 : 1

;1V
2 . . : 1963 : 1964 . ': 1965 

. .. 
France-------·-------: 

Per capita consumption (pounds) 
• . 

12 . 9 16 • 7 17. 8 : 19. 2 19 .·2 
Belgium and : 

Luxembourg--------: 9.3 18.1 17 .4 : 18.2 
Netherlands---------: 1.6 : 6.2 : 7.0 : 9.9 
West Germany--------: 4.5 12.3 11.9 . 13.9 
Italy-- - - -- - --- --- - - :_---:4;,.;.·~3--.._..::;l~O .;.;;' l;;....;.._...;l~l;.;..• ~-...:;:;t..:..!-...:.__.;;16~·:.::.l 

Total, EEC------: .3 12. 12. 1 ,7 
United States JI---- =-~29~.~1----...;;3;;;,;7;.;.. O~. -_;;;;;3;;.7 • .;.;;5;...;.._..=.;;,.;.;:;....:.._.:40..:...::..1.7 
Switzerland---------: 4.5 10.6 11.7 12.6 
Denmark-------------: 
Austria-------------: 
Japan---------------: 

g/ 1957 only. 

4.7 : 8.1 7.6 8.6 
g/ 3.0 : 7.9 9.9 12.l : 13.7 

2.2 2.6 3.2 : 3.8 - . . 
. . 

.. . 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the UoSo Department 
of Agriculture. · 
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TURKEYS 

Commodity 

Turkeys: 

., 

TSUS 
Tieiii 

Live--------------------------------- 100.09 {pt.) 
Fresh, chilled, or frozen: 

Whole, or which have been plucked only--- 105.20 
Plucked, beheaded, and eviscerated, 

·but not cut into pieces: 
Valued under 40 cents per pound-------- 105.50 
Valued 40 or more cents per pound------ 105.55 

Cut into pieces-------------------- 105.70 {pt.) 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated {TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade ·position 

In recent years, U.S. imports of turkey have been negligible; 
U.S. exports, although increasing somewhat, have been small relative 
to domestic production. 

Description and uses 

31 

This summary covers live turkeys {except baby turkeys) and turkey 
meat; "prepared or preserved" bird meat {items 105.82-105·.84) is in­
cluded in anotqer summary. Traditionally, turkey was practically 
never eaten in the United States except during the Thanksgiving and 
Christmas seasons. In recent years, however, about two-thirds of the 
annual turkey consumption has occurred in the last four months of the 
year. In additiqn, a rapidly rising quantity of the U.S. output of 
turkey is being processed into "convenience foods" such as frozen 
dinners, turkey rolls, roasts, and pot pies which are ·consumed.through­
out the year. In 1967 about 26 percent of all turkey slaughtered in 
Federally inspected plants was processed into convenience foods as 
compared with 21 percent in 1963. 

· U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The current column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable 
to .imports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 
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32 

TSUS 
rteiii 

Turkeys: 

TURKEYS 

Commodity Rate of duty 

100.09 (pt.) Live---------------------------------- 2¢ per lb. 

105.20 

105.50 
lOS.55 

105.tO (pt.) 

Fresh, chilled, or frozen: 
Whole, or which have been 

plucked only. 
Plucked, beheaded, and eviscerated, 

but not cut into pieces: 
Valued under 40 cents per pound--­
Valued 40 or more cents 

per pound. 
Cut into pieces---------------------

8.5¢ per lb. 

5¢ per lb. 
12 • 53 ad val. 

10¢ per lb. 

The above rates of duty were in effect on December 31, 1967; ex­
cept for that shown for item 105.70 (pt.), they reflect concessions 
granted by the United States in the General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade (GATT). The rate for item 105.70 (10 cents per pound) is the 
statutory rate provided therefor in the original Tariff Act of 1930. 
The existing rates of duty are not ones on which the United States 
gave concessions in the sixth round of trade negotiations under the 
GATT. Since imports of live turkeys and turkey meat have been negligi­
.ble or nil during the period 1963-67, any computed ad valorem equiva­
lents of the specific rates of duty would have minimal value. 

U.S. imports of turkey are subject to the provisions of the 
Poultry Products Inspection Act (P.L. 85-172). That act is discussed 
in the introduction to this volume. 

U.S. consumption 

The apparent conswnption of turkey in the United States, like 
that of chicken, has increased substantially since the early 1950's. 
Consumption increased from 612 million pounds (4.1 pounds per capita) 
in 1950 to 1.3 billion pounds (6.8 pounds per capita) in 1963. By 
1966 conswnption increased to 1.6 billion pounds (7.8 pounds per cap­
ita) (table 1). The U.S. Department of Agriculture has forecast that 
per capita consumption of turkey will amount to 8.8 p.ounds in 19()7. 

The following factors contributed to the increase in conswnption: 
The decline in the price of turkey relative to the price of other 
meats, the introduction of convenience foods made from turkey, im­
provements in the quality of the product and marketing techniques, 
and the purchases of turkey by the U.S. Department of Agriculture for 
the national school lunch program. In 1963-67 purchases by the 
Department ranged from a high of 75 million pounds in 1967 to a low of 
13 million pounds in 1963; in 1966 purchases were equivalent to about 
0.6 percent of the total output. 
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TURKEYS 33 

U.S. producers 

The output of turkey is widespread throughout the United States; 
in 1967,California, Minnesota, Missouri, Arkansas, Texas, and Iowa 
were the leading turkey-producing States. These 6 States accounted 
for about 57 percent of the turkeys raised in the United States in 
that year. The ~wnber of turkeys raised in these States.has increased 
nearly threefold since 1950. 

A large part of the output is accounted for by large-scale, inte­
grated poultry firms; some of these firms grow turkeys in connection 
with their broiler operations. Virtually all of the turkeys slaugh­
tered in the United States are inspected by the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture for sanitary purposes under the Poultry Products Inspec­
tion Act (P.L. 85-172); most turkeys slaughtered are also graded by 
that Department. The Poultry Products Inspection Act and the grading 
of poultry by the Department of Agriculture are discussed in the in- . 
troduction to this volwne. 

U.S. production and stocks 

The annual domestic production of turkey increased each year from 
1.4 billion to 1.7 billion pounds during the period 1963-66. The 
weighted average price (liveweight basis) received by farmers for 
turkey, as reported by the U.S. Department of Agriculture, was 23.0 
cents per pound in 1966, the highest level since 1960. The output of 
turkey in 1967 was probably 13 percent larger than in 1966. Meanwhile, 
the average price received by farmers for turkey declined to 20.5 
cents per pound in 1967. The U.S. Department of Agriculture is fore­
casting that the production of turkey in 1968 will be substantially 
lower than in 1967. The lower output may be attributable to the 
sharply reduced prices that farmers received in 1967. 

Yearend stocks of turkey have been small compared with production. 
During the period 1963-67 such stocks ranged between 200 million 
pounds (1965) and 370 million pounds (1967). All stocks have been 
commercially owned. 

U.S. exnorts and imports 

Annus.l U.S. exports of turkey before 1958 were probably negligi­
ble; they were not separately recorded. In 1958 exports amounted to 
6 million pounds. By 1962, they had increased to 37 million pounds 
and by 1965, to 58 million pounds (table l). Exports of turkey were 
equivalent to about 4 _percent of the domestic output in 1965. There­
after, they declined; :Ln 1967 they mnounted to 49 million pounds_. 
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34 TURKEYS 

· Since 1963 the bulk of the U.S. exports of turkey have gone to 
West Germany (table 2). In 1967 nearly 77 percent of the exports went 
to the European Economic Community (EEC). Trade limitations imposed 
by the EEC (and other foreign countries) on U.S. exports of turkey 
generally has not been as great as those on broilers. The variable 
levy (import duty) in the EEC on turkeys from nonmember (non-EEC) 
countries has generaJ.l.y" been lower than the levies on broilers. The 
U.S. Department of Agriculture reported that in December 1967 the West· 
German variable.levy on turkeys amounted to 6.69 cents per pound; y 
on broilers, the combined levies amounted to 12.48 cents per pound. 

U.S. imports of turkey have been nil in recent years. The 
absence of imports reflects principally the inability of foreign pro­
ducers. to compete effectively with domestic producers. 

Y U.S. Department of Agriculture, Economic Research Service, 
Poultry and Egg Situation, February 1968, p. 24. 
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TURKEYS 35 

Table 1.--Turkey meat (ready-to-cook basis): U.S. production, imports 
for constunption, exports of domestic merchandise, yearend stocks, 
and apparent consumption, 1963-67 

Year 

. . 

Produc­
tion y Exports Yearend 

stocks 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

Apparent 
consumption 

1963---------------------: 1,355,000 31,000 217,000 1,310,000 
1964---------------------: 1,459,000 43,000 207,000 1,426,000 
1965---------------------: 1,521,000 58,000 200,000 1,470,000 
1966-------------------~-: 1,678,000 47,000 267,000 1,564,ooo 
1967---------------------: '?:} 49,000 ?J ?:.! 

-------=---------------------------,=:;..-------------=--------
Value (l,000 dollars) 

. . 
1963---------------------: 
1964---------~-----------: 
1965---------------------: 
1966---------------------: 
1967---------------------: 

377,000 
383,000 
421,000 
483,000 

y 

11,000 
16,ooo 
21,000 
17,000 
16,000 

1/. Value is cash receipts from sales by farmers. 
?J. Not available. 
}/ Not meaningful. 

48,ooo 
43,000 
44,ooo 

y 
y 

: 

Source: Production and yearend stocks compiled from official sta­
tistics of the U.S. Department of Agriculture; imports and exports 
compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 

Note.--Imports are believed to have been nil during the period 
1963-67; the imports under item 105.50 in 1966 (53,000 pounds, .valued 
at $21,000) are believed to have been erroneously reported. 
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36 TURKEYS 

Table 2.--Turkey meat (ready-to-cook basis): U.S. exports of 
domestic merchandise, by specified markets, 1963-67 

1963 1964 
. 

1965 
. 

1966 1967 Market . . . . . . 
Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

West Germany--------------: 19,276 23,130 37,464 30,795 30,416 
Italy---------------------: 1,746 2,847 3,931 3,450 . 4,074 . 
Netherlands---------------: 2,943 4,283 7,998 3, 701 ': 2,978 
United Kingdom------------: 358 393 904 440 1,283 
Hong ~ong-----------------: 745 .. 773 815 779 1,457 
Canada-------~------------: 276 5,955 1,223 730 1,046 
All other-----------------: 5,544 5,852 6,163 7,055 7,629 Total----__ .:_ ___________ : 30,888 43,233 58,498 45,950 48,883 

Value (l,000 dollars) 

West Germany--------------: 7,042 8,394 13,113 10,655 9,677 
Itaiy-----~---------------: 618 940 1,490 1,437 1,698 
Netherlands---------------: 1,023 1,590 2,728 1,267 1,054 
United Kingdom------------: 249 364 346 199 549 
Hong Kong-----------------: 209 205 219 235 349 
Canada--------------------: 144 1,913 422 219 343 
All other-----------------: 22108 22226 22318 22603 22812 

Total-----------------: 11,393 15,632 20,636 16,615 16,482 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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DUCKS, GEESE, AND GUINEAS; BIRD MEAT OTHER THAN CHICKEN AND TURKEY 37 

Commodity 
TSUS 
Item 

Live ducks, geese, guineas---------------- 100.09 (pt.) 
Bird meat: 

Fresh, chilled, or frozen: 
Whole, or which have been plucked only: 

Ducks, geese, and guineas----------- 105.10 (pt.) 
Other------------------------------------- 105.30 

Plucked, beheaded, and eviscerated, 
but not cut into pieces------------------ 105.60 

Cut into pieces------------------------ 105.70 (pt.) 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

In recent years, U.S. annual imports of bird meat other than 
chicken and turkey have supplied an insignificant share of consumption. 
During 1963-67 the average annual exports were equivalent to about 13 
percent of the annual output. 

Description and uses 

Ducks account for the great bulk of the U.S. consumption of the 
types of bird meat included in this swnmary. Among the types of bird 
meat produced in the United States, ducks and duckling (young ducks) 
rank third in importance, after chickens and turkeys, and geese rank 
fourth. The commercial production of geese, guineas, squab (young 
pigeons), quail, pheasants, and other birds for meat is much smaller 
than that of ducks. "Prepared or preserved" meat of the birds covered 
by this summary and live chickens and turkeys and the meat thereof are 
discussed in separate summaries. 

The bird meat included herein is generally considered to be a 
food delicacy. Of the output consumed in the United States, about 
two-thirds is marketed through chain stores; outlets for the remaining 
third include luxury restaurants, hotels, and ocean liners. ·Although 
ducks and geese are marketed throughout the year, sales are somewhat 
concentrated around the holiday seasons. 
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38 DUCKS, GEESE, AND GUINEAS; BIRD MEAT OTHER THAN CHICKEN AND TURKEY 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-'agreement) rates of duty applicable to 
imports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 

Rate 
TSUS 
item Commodity :prior to: 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) · 

-----------------------------~ 

. 
100.09(pt.):Live ducks, geese, and 

guineas. 
:Bird meat: 

. . . . . 
105.lO(pt.): 

Fresh, chilled, or 
frozen: 

Whole, or which 
have been 
plucked only: 

Ducks, geese, 
and guineas. 

. 
•· 

105.30 Other-------------: 

105.60 

. . 

Plucked, beheaded, 
and eviscer­
ated, but not 
cut into 
pieces . 

Jan. 1,: . t : . 1 t · 1968 .First s age,.Fina s age, 

2¢ 
each 

3¢ per 
lb. 

2.5¢ 
per 
lb. 

10¢ 
per 
lb. 

: effective : effective 
:Jan. 1, 1968:Jan. 1, 1972 . 

y 
y 

9¢ per lb. 

y 
y 

5¢ per lb. 

105.70(pt.): Cut into pieces-----: 10¢ 
per 
lb. 

1J The rate of duty was not affected by the trade conference •. 

The above tabulation shows the column 1 rates of duty in effect 
prior to January 1, 1968, and modifications therein a.s a result of con­
cessions granted by the United States in· the sixth round of trade nego­
tiations under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). 
Only the ·first El:Ild f~nal stages of the five annual rate modifications 
are shown above (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). The 
rates of duty in effect on December 31, 1967, for items 100.09 (pt.), 
105.10 (pt.), and 105.30 reflect concessions granted by the United 
States in the GATT; the rate of duty for item 105.70 (10 cents per 
pound) is the statutory rate provided therefor in the original Tariff 
Act of 1930. 
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DUCKS, GEESE, AND GUINEAS; BIRD MEAT OTHER THAN CHICKEN AND TURKEY 

In 1967 there were probably no imports of the articles considered 
in this summary under items 100.09, 105.10, and 105.30. The ad val­
orem equivalent of the specific rate of duty on imports under item 
105.60, based on ttie rate of duty in effect on Decemb~r 31, 1967, 
averaged 13.9 percent. On the entries from Canada, which supplied 
most of the imports, it was 16.0 percent; on those from the other sup­
plying countries it ranged from 4.6 percent to 12.3 percent. The ad 
valorem equivalent of the specific rate of duty on imports under item 
105.70 in 1967 averaged 13.6 percent; on imports from Canada, which 
supplied nearly all of the total, it averaged 16.1 percent, and on 
those from the other supplying countries, it ranged from 3.0 percent 
to 5.6 percent. 

U.S. imports of all poultry are subject to the provisions of the 
Poultry Products Inspection Act (P.L. 85-172) which is administered by 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture. That act is discussed in the 
introduction to this volume. 

U.S. consumption 

39 

The annual U.S. apparent consumption of the bird meat considered 
herein ranged from 43 million to 48 million pounds during the period 
1963-67 (see table). Although ducks and geese are consumed throughout 
the United States, ducks are reportedly consumed largely in the metro­
politan areas of the west coast by people of Chinese des~ent and geese, 
largely in the North Central States by people of Polish descent. 
Birds such as pheasants, quail, and squab are consumed mostly in lux­
ury restaurants, hotels, and on ocean liners. 

U.S. producers 

The bulk of the U.S. output of ducks is produced by large, spe­
cialized concerns; production by. small independent operators, although 
widespread, accounts for only a small part of the output. New York, 
with its Long Island Duckling, accounts for about two-thirds of the 
U.S. output of ducks; about 40 farms produce ducks commercially in the 
Long Island area. Indiana, Michigan, and Wisconsin produce the bulk 
of the remaining one-third of the U.S. output; the aggregate number of 
commercial producers in these latter States is probably less than in 
the Long Island area. The preponderant bulk of the output of ducks is 
marketed by farmer cooperatives and Federally inspected and graded by 
the U.s.· Department of Agriculture. The Federal inspection and grad­
ing of poultry by the Department of Agriculture is discussed in the 
introduction to this volume. 

The bulk of the U.S. commercial output of geese is in New Mexico, 
Minnesota, South Dakota, Iowa, and Wisconsin. The number of farms, 
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4o DUCKS , GEESE, AND GUINEAS; BIRD MEAT OTHER THAN CHICKEN AND TURKEY 

however, producing geese and the other birds here considered is be­
lieved to be small. 

U.S. production 

The quantities of bird meat considered herein, produced and certi­
fied annually under Federal inspection, ranged from 50 million to 54 
million pounds during the period 1963-67; the value in the latter yea:r 
was $21 million. The following tabulation shows such output in 
1965-67 (in millions of pounds): 

Year 

. . 
1965--------------------------------------------: 
1966--------------------------------------------: 
1967--------------------------------------------: 

Bird meat 

Duck Other 

48 : 4 
48': 5 
46 4 . . 

Total 

52 
53 
50 

About 90 percent of the bird meat, other than duck, consisted of meat 
from geese. Virtually all of the remainder consisted of meat from 
birds such as guineas, quail, pheasants, and pigeons. 

U.S. exports 

Annual U.S. exports of the bird meat included herein·. ranged from 
5,3 million to 8.9 million pounds during 1963-67. In recent years the 
bulk of the exports have gone to Canada, Hong Kong, West Germany, and 
Switzerland. In recent years a large pa:rt of the U.S. exports has 
consisted of whole ducks or parts thereof. Tr.ade reports indicate 
that significant quantities of duck feet have been exported to Hong 
Kong, where they are deboned, stuffed with pork, and eaten as a food 
delicacy. 

U.S. imports 

Annual U.S. imports of the bird meat considered herein have been 
small compared w~th domestic production and exports. Such imports in­
creased from 46,000 pounds in 1963 to 95,000 pounds in 1967. In 
recent years the great bulk of the imports have come from Canada. In 
1965, the latest yea:r for which detailed data are available, about 88 
percent of the imports consisted of frozen geese from Canada; the bulk 
of the remaining imports consisted of frozen quail, pheasants, and 
grouse from other countries. 
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Ducks, geese, and gui.neas; bird meat, other than chicken or turkey 
(except "prepared and preserved"): U.S. production, imports for 
consumption, exports of domestic merchandise, and apparent consump­
tion, 1963-67 

Year 
· • : Apparent 

Production !/ ; Imports ; Exports : consumption 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

1963----------------: 52' 000 : 46 : 5, 332 : 46, 714 
1964----------------: 54,000 53 6,220 47,833 
1965----------------: 52,000 72 8,868 43,204 
1966----------------: 53,000 90 7,218 45,872 
1967----------------: ___ .._5 ..... o , __ o_o_o ___ 9_5_: __ 7...,., 51_4 ____ 4_2 __ ,_58_1 

1963----------------: 
1964----------------: 
1965----------------: 
1966----------------: 
1967----------------: 

Value (l,000 dollars) 

21,000 
20,000 
19,000 
21,000 
21,000 

29 
37 
47 
53 : 
70 

1,804 
2,086 
3, 179 : 
2,756: 
2, 609 : 

1/ Principally ducks and geese slaughtered under Federal inspection; 
value based on average wholesale prices of dueks at New York City, as 
reported by the U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
~/ Not meaningful. 

Source: Production compiled from official statistics of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture; imports and exports compiled from official 
statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 
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PIGEONS, Q.UAIL, AND NONENUMERATED LI"v"E BIRDS 

Commodity 

Live birds: 

TSUS 
Item 

Pigeons, fancy or racing----------- 100.15 
Quail, bobwhite-------------------- 100.20 
Other (except canaries): 

Valued not over $5 each---- 100.25 (pt.) 
·Valued over $5 each-------------- 100.31 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

U.S. imports of live birds, which generally consist of species 
not indigenous to this country, have been small. Exports have been 
negligible or nil. 

Description and uses 

Included in this summary are fanc~ or racing pigeons, bobwhite 
quail raised for meat, song birds, finches (not including canaries), 
exotic birds noted for their plumage, and various zoo-type birds. 
Bobwhite quail and game birds for stocking purposes are provided for 
under item 100.05 (pt.); canaries are included under items 
100.25 (pt.) and l00.30. Wild birds "for use, or for sale for use, in 
any scientific public collection for exhibition for scientific or edu­
cational purposes" are free of duty under item 852.20. Birds such as 
parakeets, parrots, finches, and song birds are kept primarily as pets 
in the home. Exotic birds of plwnage and fa.:.~cy pigeons are generally 
put on display in places such as zoos and aviaries. Racing pigeons 
are usually of the carrier or homing strains; in the United States 
they are used mostly for racing by sports enthusiasts. Psittacine 
brids, including the birds conrrnonly known as parrots, Amazons, African 
grays, cockatoos, macaws, parakeets, lovebirds, lories, and lorikeets, 
account for the bulk of the U.S. commercial production of the live 
birds included herein. 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The· column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to 
imports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 
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TSUS 
item 

PIGEONS, QUAIL, AND NONENUMERATED LIVE BIRDS 

Commodity 

Rate 
:prior to: 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy·· Round) 
-----------~---~-------~ Jan. l,: · t t :F. 1 t 

1968 .Firs s age,. ina s age, 
• effective • effective 
:Jan. 1, 1968:Jan. 1, 1972 . . 

:Live birds: 
100.15 Pigeons, fancy or Free y y 

racing. 
100.20. Quail, bobwhite------: 20¢ 19¢ each 15¢ each 

Other (except each . . . canaries): . 
100.25(pt.): Valued not over 17¢ 15¢ each 8¢ each 

$5 each. each 
100.31 Valued over $5 8<fo ad 7% ad val. 4% ad val. 

each. val. 

Y The duty-free status was not affected by the trade conference. 

The above tabulation shows the column 1 rates of duty in effect 
prior to January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of 
concessions granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade 
negotiations under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). 
O~ the first·and final stages of the five annual rate modifications 
are shown above (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). The 
duty-free status for pigeons (item 100.15), which was the rate pro­
vided therefor in paragraph 1741 of the former tariff schedules, was 
bound in the GATT, effective January 1948. 

The ad valorem equivalent of the specific· rate of duty on imports 
under item 100.25 (pt.) in 1967, based on the rate of duty in effect 
on December 31, 1967, averaged 27.8 percent; it ranged from 141.6 per­
cent to 3.6 percent, depending on the country of origin •. 

In accordance with the quarantine regulations of the U.S. Depart­
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare, psittacine bi;rds, with few 
exceptions, cannot be brought into the United States for the purpose 
of sale or trade (42 CFR 71). Moreover, a permit is required from the 
U.S. DepaTtment of Interior to import wild migratory birds (50 CFR 16) 
and the importat'ion of certain other wild birds is prohibited under 
regulations of that department (50 CFR 13). 

April 1968 
1:1 



PIGEONS, QUAIL, AND NONENUMERATED LIVE BIRDS 45 

U.S. production and trade 

An estimated 20 million birds, excluding canaries as well as game 
birds grown for stocking purposes, are kept in captivtty in the United 
States; annual sales average some L~ million birds. About 90 percent 
of such sales consist of birds, principally parakeets, supplied from 
domestic sources. Parakeets are quite hardy birds and raising them 
commercially requires little labor. In recent years the growing of 
parakeets in the United States has been somewhat concentrated in Cali­
fornia, Texas, and Florida. The domestic production of other birds 
such as finches, parrots, and birds of plumage has been small; the 
growing of these birds often involves hand-feeding and individual care. 
Although statistics are not available, the domestic production of 
fancy or racing pigeons is believed to be notable. 

The connnercial production of bobwhite quail has been increasing 
in recent years. Trade reports indicate that some connnercial pro­
ducers in the Southern States grow and process quail as a part of 
their broiler operations. Not only has the demand for quail to supply 
the gourmet food market been increasing in recent years, but with the 
decline in the number of wild birds, greater numbers of quail have 
been used to stock hunting preserves. Quail for game stocking pur­
poses, however, are included in the summary on item 100.05. Imports 
of bobwhite quail (item 100.20) have been nil in recent years. The 
meat of the quail is included in the sunnnary on ducks, geese, guineas, 
and bird meat other than chicken and turkey. 

About 10 percent of U.S. sales of birds consist principally of 
finches and exotic birds supplied from foreign sources. Such birds 
are not grown in large numbers in the United States, primarily because 
high labor costs result in prices higher than those of imported birds. 
During the period 1963-67 annual U.S. imports of live. birds herein 
considered declined from 570,000 to 403,000. In 1967 the value of the 
imports amounted to $357,000. 

Birds, valued at not over $5 each, accounted for virtually all of 
the total imports in 1963-67. The bulk of such imports have been 
finches; since 1964 Senegal and India have been the principal sup­
pliers (table 1). The growing of finches in these countries (for 
export to the United States) has been stimulated by a U.S. firm which 
accounts for the bulk of the U.S. imports, although there are many 
small U.S. importers. The importers of finches are, in certain in­
stances, distributors of bird feed, cages, and other bird supplies. 

For many years U.S. imports of birds, valued at over $5 each, as 
well as of fancy or racing pigeons, have been small. Birds, valued at 
over $5 each, have come from some 20 countries in recent years; 
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Colombia, Paraguay, and Thailand were the principal suppliers of such 
birds in 1967 (table 2). Drrports have consisted mostl.y of .zoo-type 
birds, including flamingos, swans, eagles, and ostriches. The imports 
of fancy or racing pigeons have been supplied mostl.y by Canada and 
Belgium (table 3). 

Table 1.--Live birds, not elsewhere enumerated (except canaries), 
valued not over $5 each: U.S. imports for consumption, by principal 
sources, 1963-67 

Source 1964 1966 

Quantity (number) 

·Thailand--------: 10,436 15,911 29,873 19,726 29,947 
Senegal---------: 196,041 261,054 253,258 182,746 
Japan-----------: 32,867 25,969 3,533 26,615 14,337 
India------~----: 206,530 145,876 127,240 110,495 103,638 
Taiwan----------: 4,224 17,508 
All other-------: 302,787 99,348 19,895 19,361 36,635 

Total------- :---'5~5"""2...<..,..;.62~0,;.---,....;45""'3'-',""'1...-4"""5---..-4"""'41=""',""'5=-=9-=5-: .--.-4....,,.3.,,,..3""',6~7"""9,---___,3,.,.8..,..4"'-,8""'1~1 _____ _.._ _____ ...._ _____ ___....o....;...""---"".-......--"-------

Value 

Thailand--------: $37,922 $53,370 $101,154 $71,024 $108,869 
Senegal---------: 33,978 47,830 53,999 46,597 
Japan-----------: 46,197 44,938 8,209 19,086 20,128 
India-----------: 29,086 21,503 15,713 18,187 12,443 
Taiwan----------: 2,798 11,884 
All other- - - - - - - :___,,,....,8"""1,.....,....,,.8-:;.,32==--'_"""5"'"'0-",'"-=7=6-;..7----=-~31 ..... ,""'1=2-9=----=-=l=2 ......,, 8,,,,,4'"'=5,..........---=,..;:3~3_,_, 4=7::.....7 

Total-------: 195,037 204,556 204,035 177,939 233,398 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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Table 2.--Live birds, not elsewhere enumerated (except canaries), 
valued over $5 each: U.S. imports for consumption, by principal 
soui·ces, 1963-67 

Source 1963 1964 1965 
. . 

1966 . 1967 

Quantity (number) 

Colombia--------------: 349 137 425 703 4,148 
Paraguay--------------: - . - : 1,400 . 
Netherlands-----------: 286 347 377 308 211 
Haiti-----------------: 302 150 245 174 224 
Thailand--------------: 4,467 4,o48 2,649 711 737 
Argentina-------------: 109 41 - : 46 165 
United Kingdom--------: 20 8 - . 32 54 . 
Peru------------------: 83 ': 273 341 177 270 
All other-------------: 4,065 3,021 1,741 1,592 1,266 

Total-------------: 9,681 8,025 5,778 3, 71+3 8,475 

Value 

Colombia--------------: $9,557 $2,918 $6,436 $13,789 $27,450 
Paraguay--------------: 10,200 
Netherlands-----------.: 4,246 .. 6,177 5,646 7,047 8,630 
Haiti-----------------: 8,765 4,092 6,998 4,835 6,066 
Thailand--------------: 27,930 25,385 16,118 6,595 5,815 
Argentina-------------: 2,356 983 1,500 5,830 
United Kingdom--------: 1,400 920 1,680 5,739 
Peru------------------: 1,484 4,382 5,254 3,066 4,306 
All other-------------: 32,463 31,640 32,772 29,436 36,599 

Total-------------: 88,201 76,497 73,224 . 67 ,91+8 ll0,635 
: 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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Table 3.--Pigeons, fancy or racing: U.S. imports for 
consumption, by principal sources, 1963-67 

. . 
Source 1963· 1964 1966 1967 

Quantity (number) 

Canada--------·-----: 7,215 4,796 5,972 9,632 9,211 
Belgium-------------: 107 60 75 120 210 
All other-----------: 178 12 5 33 

Total-----------::::1:,:5:0:0:::::4:,:8:68::::::6:,0=5:2:::::9:,:1:5:2:::::9:,:4:=54 
Value 

. . 
Canada--------~-----: $7,966 $11,184 $5,972 $23,495 $9,211 
Belgium------~------: 2,675 1,804 2,206 4,056 3,066 
All other-----------: 890 12343 150 - . 650 . 

Total-----------: 11,531 14,331 8,328 27,551 12,927 

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

April 1968 
1:1 



Canaries: 

CANARIES 

Commodity 
TSUS 
Item 

Valued not over $5 each---- 100.25 (pt.) 
Valued over $5 each-------------- 100.30 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

Virtually all of the canaries in the United States are imported; 
exports of such birds are nil. There is no known commercial produc­
tion of canaries in the United States. 

Comment 

Canaries are birds of the finch family. Finches other than 
canaries are included in the surmnary on pigeons, quail, and nonenwner­
ated live birds (100.05 et seq.). Traditionally, canaries were green­
ish to yellow in color. In recent years, however, canaries of many 
vivid colors including yellow, green, red, brown, ruby, russet, 
bronze, and a number of pastel tints have been developed. The male 
canary, a singing bird by nature, can readily be trained to make melo­
dious tones and is generally more colorful than the female. Female 
canaries and other species of finches do not sing. In the United 
States canaries are kept primarily as pets. 

The colwnn 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to 
imports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 

TSUS 
item 

. 
100.25(pt.): 

100.30 

Commodity 

Canaries: 
Valued not over 

$5 each. 
Valued over $5 

each. 

Rate 
prior to 
Jan. 1, 

1968 

17¢ each 

lCP/o ad 
val. 

U.S. concessions ·granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) 
. . 
:First stage,:Final stage, 
• effective · effective 
:Jan. 1, 1968:Jan. 1, 1972 . 

15¢ each 

CJ1/o ad val. 

8¢ each 

5°/o ad val. 
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The above tabulation shows the column l rates of duty in effect 
prior to January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of 
concessions granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade 
negotiations under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade· (GATT). 
Only the first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications 
are shown above (see the TSUSA•l968 for the intermediate stages). 

The ad valorem equivalent of the specific rate of duty in effect 
on December 31, 1967 (based on imports in 1967) averaged 10.l percent; 
it ranged from 3.9 percent to 119.4 percent depending on the country 
of origin. The ad valorem equivalent on imports from Japan, the prin­
cipal supplier, averaged 10.9 percent. 

Domestic production probably amounts to less than 10,000 birds 
annually and is largely carried on in the home; there is no known com­
mercial production of canaries in the United States. 

During the period 1963-67, annual U.S. imports of canaries ranged 
from 441,000 birds to 831,000 birds (see table). Imports in 1967 were 
valued at $1.4 million. In recent years virtually all imported canar­
ies have been valued at "not over $5 each" (item 100.25 (pt.)). Dur­
ing the period 1965-67, 72 to 83 percent of the imported canaries were 
from Japan (see table). The Netherlands, Taiwan, West Germany, and 
Belgium supplied virtually all of the remaining imports. 

One firm accounts for the bulk of the U.S .. imports of canaries, 
although there are many small importers. That firm distributes canar­
ies (and other birds) throughout the United States. It also has for­
eign subsidiaries that foster the production of canaries (for its U.S. 
market). The subsidiaries operate in countries where low-cost labor 
is available for raising such birds; the raising of canaries often 
involves hand-feeding and care for each bird. The importers of canar­
ies are in certain instances distributors of b.ird feed, cages, and 
other bird supplies. 
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Canaries: U.S. imports for consumption, by principal sources, 1963-67 

Source 

Japan--------------------------: 
Netherlands--------------------: 
West Germany-------------------: 
Taiwan-------------------------: 
Belgium------------------------: 
All other----------------------: 

Total---------------~------: 

., . 
Japan--------------------------: 
Netherlands--------------------: 
West Germany-------------------: 
Taiwan-------------------------: 
Belgium------------------------: 
All other----------------------: 

Total----------------------: 

Source: Compiled from official 
Commerce. 

1964 : 1965 : i966 . . 
Quantity (1;000 birds) 

286 341 479 688 589 
100 99 90 . 33 77 . 
24 32 45 45 47 

6 30 65 
25 18 26 9 11 
6 3 2 26 27 

Ii'.Ii'.1 Ii'.93 {')1j:8 831 81ti 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

583 667 875 1,154 919 
257 279 248 86 196 

52 101 134 120 114 
14 62 112 

63 47 69 23 29 
8 11 6 30 9 

9b3 1,105 l,3I'iti 1,475 1,379 

statistics of the u .s. Department 
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ASSES AND BURROS, HORSES, AND MULES 

Conunodity 
TSUS 
item 

Asses and burros---------------------------:- 100.35 
Horses and mules for slaughter-------------- 100.70 
Other horses-------------------------- 100.73, -.75 
Other ~ules--------------------------- 100.77, -.79 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

The United States imports and exports significant numbers of 
horses and mules each year. Horses of relatively high value account 
for most of the imports. 

Description and uses 

53 

The animals included in this summary are noncloven-hooved, her­
bivorous quadrupeds. In the United States horses are largest in num­
bers and in average size of animal. Mules, which are ordinarily smaller 
in size than horses, are nonbreeding hybrids resulting from the breeding 
of asses and horses. Asses, also known as donkeys and burros, as a 
class are the smallest of the animals considered here and are the least 
numerous in the United States. 

The animals included in this summary are used either for work-­
as draft, riding-working animals, such as cowponies, pack animals--
or for recreation--riding, racing, hunting, as pets, etc. Some of the 
animals are slaughtered when they no longer have a value for other 
purposes. Such meat is used almost entirely in feeds for pets and for 
fur-bearing animals grown on farms for their pelts. Horsemeat is used 
in some foreign countries as food for humans but its use for that pur­
pose in the United States is very limited. 

Horses are of various types and breeds. They range widely in size 
and weight--from small ponies used as pets for children (less than 
1,000 pounds) to the large draft breeds weighing in excess of 2,000 
pounds. The number of draft horses, however, had declined with the 
increased use of mechanical power. Use of horses for power is virtu­
ally confined to certain religious communities and to some small-scale 
farm operations. 

Despite the increased use of motor vehicles, and in more recent 
years aircraft, horses are still better suited for many of the day-to­
day jobs connected with the raising of cattle. A type of working horse 
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still used in considerable numbers is the cowpony (a misnomer inasmuch 
as the types and breeds used for this work are not true ponies). 

An increasing proportion of the horses in the United States are 
kept for recreational (riding) purposes. For the most part they are 
lighter weight horses, many of them of the Thoroughbred breed or with 
some Thoroughbred breeding. The majority of horses used as pets, usu­
ally used to some extent for riding, are ponies. 

Asses and burros are used primarily as pack animals, riding ani­
mals, and pets for children. They are known for their sure-footedness, 
patience, and their ability to do well under adverse conditions. 

Mules possess features of both the horse and the ass and in size 
are intermediate between the two. A mule has sufficient strength and 
weight needed for many jobs for which an ass is unsuitable. Mules are 
reputed to be more sure-footed and have more endurance than horses. 
They continue to be used on small farms, particularly in the South; in 
certain mining operations; and in mountainous regions. 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 

TSUS 
item 

100.35: 

100.70: 

100.73: 

100.75: 

100.77: 

100.79: 

Commodity 

Asses and burros---------: 

Horses and mules for 
slaughter. 

Other horses: . 
Valued not over $150---: . 
Valued over $150-------: 

Other mules: . 
Valued not over $150---: . 
Valued over $150-------: 

Rate 
prior to 
Jan. 1, 

1968 

15% ad 
val. 

Free 

$5.50 per: 
head 

6.75% ad 
val. 

$30 per 
head 

20% ad 
val. 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) 

First stage, : 
effective • 

Jan. 1, 1968: 

~/ 

~/ 

$4.95 per 
head 

6°~ ad val. 

$27 per head: 

18% ad val. 

Final stage, 
effective 

Jan. 1, 1972 

~/ 

~/ 

$2.75 per 
head 

33 ad val. 

$15 per head 

10% ad val. 

~/ The rate of duty was not affected by the trade conference. 
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The above tabulation shows the column 1 rates in effect prior to 
January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of concessions 
granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade negotiations 
under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). Only the 
first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications· are shown 
above (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). 

The duty on asses and burros (item 100.35) continues to be 15 per­
cent ad valorem, which was the rate provided for in the Tariff Act of 
1930; this item and the free status of horses and mules for immediate 
slaughter (item 100.70) were not affected by the trade negotiations 
concluded in 1967. The duty-free status on horses and mules has been 
bound since June 1951 by a concession granted by the United States 
under the GATT. Concessions amounting to a reduction of about 50 per­
cent in duties were granted by the United States on the other TSUS 
items covered here. 

The average ad valorem equivalent of the specific rate of duty in 
effect on December 31, 1967 for TSUS item 100.73, based on dutiable 
imports during 1967, was 6.7 percent and in terms of exporting coun­
tries ranged from 4.1 to 6.9 percent. Imports under item 100.77 con­
sisted of a single entry of 2 animals. As discussed in the introduc­
tion to this volume, importations of equines are subject to certain 
disease control regulations of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, but 
in general these regulations have not been significant barriers to 
trade. Foot-and-mouth disease regulations do not apply to these ani­
mals, however, as they are not carriers of the disease. 

Some horses are imported or admitted free of duty under provisions~ 
of schedule 8 of the TSUS (e.g., for exhibition (item 864.60) or by 
persons arriving in the United States (item 812.30)). Data on these 
imports are included in the statistics shown in the attached table. 
Purebred animals imported for breeding purposes are free of duty under 
item 100.01 (see separate summary). 

U.S. production 

The production of horses and mules in the United States declined 
markedly after the first two decades of the 20th century. At the 
beginning of each of the years 1912-21, there were over 25 million 
horses and mules on farms in the United states. By January 1, 1960, 
however,. the number had declined to about 3 million. Of these totals, 
two-thirds to three-fourths were horses and the remainder, mules. 
Statistical data on the population and production of asses and burros 
are not available. Since 1960 the number of asses and burros, horses, 
and mules in the United States is believed to have remained fairly 
constant OT increased slightly. Most of the horses in the United 
States are light riding horses (and light work horses) rather than 
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h~avy draft animals. It is likely that the numbers of lighter animals 
will increase moderately as the population of the United States con­
tinues to expand. 

The numbers of horses used as draft animals or for exhibition of 
this type of animal are not expected to change significantly in the 
near future. Horses used as cowponies and for other types of nondraft 
purposes are not likely to be displaced by mechanization. Some mules· 
used on small farms and in other enterprises, as well as asses and 
burros, are adaptable to certain types of work in which their use is 
desirable. 

Horses, mules, and asses and burros are not raised in the United 
States for the.production of meat. The animals slaughtered for animal. 
feed are usually.discarded work or riding stock. Many of the animals 
discussed in this summary are never slaughtered but are kept on the 
farm until they die of old age. 

U.S. exports and imports 

U.S. annual exports of live asses and burros, horses, and mules 
have averaged less than 4,000 head in recent years (see table). The 
relatively high unit value of these animals indicates that considerable 
numbers of them probably were high-priced breeding or racing stock. 
Most exports have gone to Canada and Mexico but a few head have been 
shipped to many other countries during the last few years. 

U.S. imports of asses and burros, horses, and mules, in the aggre­
gate, have declined in recent years. Imports prior to 1964 consisted 
mostly of animals imported free of duty for slaughter, virtually all 
of which caJne from Canada. Public Law 87-110, effective in July 1961, 
however, also permitted duty-free importation. of most horsemeat. The 
enactment of this law, together with the increasing use of other types 
of meats and offal in pet foods, has been followed by decreased im­
ports of horses and mules for slaughter. In 1958, 22,000 head were 
imported for this purpose; by 1967 trade had declined to less than 500 
head (see table). 

Imports of other horses, which totaled 7,000 in· 1958, ranged 
between 3,000 and 4,ooo head in the years 1963-67. About one-half of 
the imports during these years were valued not over $150 per head; 
practically all. came from Canada and Mexico. It is believed that most 
of such low-value imports were light horses. 

Horses valued over $150 per head have been imported from a large 
number of countries, although Canada supplied about two-thirds of them 
in 1967. Included in the imports are considerable numbers of racing, 
hunting, and show horses, all of which tend to be high in value (some 
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individual unit values being in excess of $10,000). 

Annual imports of mules (other than those imported for immediate 
slaughter) and asses and burros have averaged fewer than 1,000 head in 
recent years. Asses and burros come primarily from Mexico and mules 
come from both Mexico and Canada. 
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ASSES AND BURROS, HORSES, AND MULES 

Asses and burros, horses, and mules: U.S. imports for consumption, 
by type, and exports of domestic merchandise, 1963-67 

. . 

Imports 'J;,/ 
Horses and mules 

Other horses Other mules 
.. . 

Exports· 

Asses 
and 

burros 
For 

innnediate 
slaughter 

Valued Valued Total ~/ Total 

not Valued: not Valued 
over : over over over 
$150 : $150 $150 $150 

Number (thousands) 
. . 

1963----: 

~ 
3 2 2 ij 6 4 

1964----: 1 1 2 4 3 
1965----: 1 1 2 3 4 
1966----: ~j 1 1 2 - . - . 3 14 . . 
1967----: 3/ : 1 2 3/ 3/ 3 16 

Value (1,000 dollars) 
. : . 

1963----: ~j 2 
242 155 935 1 1,333 1,551 

1964----: 93 122 1,050 :J./ - . 1,267 1,780 . 
1965----: 1 77 70 1,263 - : 1,411 461 
1966----: 1 45 75 2,155 2,275 3,660 
1967----: 21 34 61 1,747 5/ '21 1,843 4,534 

: : : : : 
"J:.f Not including purebred stock imported for breeding and stock driven or strayed 

across the border. 
2/ Due to rounding, individual items may not add to totals shown. f; Less than 500 head. 

· / Imports of 360 head, valued at $1,814, included in the published statistics 
have been found to be in error and have been deducted. 

2/ Less than $500. 

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

Commodity 

Cattle: 

TSUS 
item 

Weighing under 200 pounds each------ 100.40, -.43 
Weighing 200 pounds or more but 

under 700 pounds each------------------- 100.45 
Weighing 700 pounds or more: 

Dairy----------------------------------- 100.50 
Other----------------------------- 100.53, -.55 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

The United States produces most of its requirements for cattle. 

59 

Imports, which supply about 2 percent of consumption, come from Canada 
and Mexico. 

Description and uses 

Cattle are grown and maintained in the United States for the pro­
duction of meat and milk. They are relatively large ruminant animals 
that adapt easily to various climatic and feeding conditions. Although 
in general usage the term cattle usually refers to mature animals, the 
provisions for cattle in the TSUS, unless the context requires other­
wise, apply to all such animals regardless of age, sex, or size. 
Domestic cattle are raised for either beef, dairy products, or both. 
Purebred animals for breeding (item 100.01) are discussed in a separate 
smmnary • 

Beef cattle, which account for about three-fourths of the 
domestic cattle population, are short legged, thick bodied, and 
blocky. They are descended predominantly from 3 breeds developed in 
the British Isles--Angus, Hereford, and Shorthorn. The offspring 
(calves) are generally regarded as a crop harvested from the breeding 
herd. Most young male calves are castrated and these steer calves, 
plus a varying portion of the heifer (female) calf crop, are maintained 
on grass (grazed), usually until their size approaches that of mature 
animals. An increasingly larger part of these animals is being fattened 
in feedlots on grain or other concentrate feeds prior to slaughter. 
The better female ca~ves and a small number bf bull calves are raised 
for use as replacements for the breeding herd. . 

Dairy cattle, in contrast to beef animals, have an angular con­
formation and little flesh. Although there has been increased interest 
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in fattening dairy-type steers in recent years, almost all of the male 
and some of the less desirable female calves are sold for veal when 
quite young. A sizable part of the female calf crop is raised for 
replacement stock for the milking herd. Most dairy cows are ultimately 
slaughtered. The meat is used almost exclusively in manufactured food 
products. A small part of the domestic cattle population is made up of 
cattle raised for both dairy purposes and beef, i.e., are reasonably 
good milk producers, have more flesh, and are easier to fatten. The 
beef from these cattle is of better quality than that obtained from 
conventional dairy cattle. 

The vast majority of domestic cattle, although not registered 
purebreds, are, descended from purebred animals and are recognizable by 
breed. In some areas of the United States, however, considerable num­
bers of cattle .are of mixed or nondescript breeds. 

The cattle imported into the United States are generally compar­
able in type and quality to domestic cattle. Those entering from 
Mexico, however, tend to be lighter in weight and less uniform in 
breed than U.S. cattle. 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 



TSUS 
item Commodity 

CATTLE 

Rate 
:prior to 
:Jan. 1, 

1968 
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U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence {Kennedy Round) 
. 

First stage,: 
effective : 

Jan. 1, 1968; 

Final stage, 
effective 

Jan. 1, 1972 

:Cattle: 

. . 
100.40: 

.. . 

. . 
100.45: 

. . 
100.50: 

- : 

. . 
100.53: 

.. . 

. 
·• 

100.55: 

Weighing Under 200 
pounds each: 

For not over 200,000: 
head entered in 
the 12-month per­
iod beginning 
April 1 in any 
year. : 

Other---------------: 

Weighing 200 pounds or 
more but under 700 
pounds each. 

Weighing 700 pounds or 
more each: 

Cows imported 
specially for 

I 

·dairy purposes. 
Other: 

For not over 
400,000 head 
entered in the 
12-month period 
beginning 
April.l in a:ny 
year, of which : 
not over 120,000: 
shall be entered: 
in a:ny quarter 
beginning : 
April 1, July 1,: 
October 1, or 
January 1. 

Other-------------: 

1.5¢ per: 
lb. 

2.5¢ per: 
lb • 

2.5¢ per: 
lb. • .. 

J:./ 

J:./ 

J:./ 

J:./ 

J:./ 

y 

1.5¢ per: 1.3¢ per lb.: 0.7¢ per lb. 
lb. 

1.5¢ per: 
lb. 

2.5¢ per: 
lb. 

J:./ 

1/ 

. . 

< : 

J:./ 

1J The rate of duty was not affected by the trade conference. 
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The above tabulation shows the column 1 rates in effect prior to 
January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of concessions 
granted by the United States in the sixth round of tariff negotiations 
under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). Only the 
first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications are shown 
above (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate ~t~~s) ·• 

I 
The duty of 2.5 cents per pound on cattle weighing 200 pounds or 

more but under 700 pounds (item 100.45) is to be continued as provided 
for in the Ta.riff Act of 1930. Neither this item nor items 100.40, 
100.43, 100.53, and 100.55 were affected by the trade negotiations 
conc~uded in 1967. The rates of these four items have been in effect 
since January'l, 1948, pursuant to concessions granted by the United 
States under the GATT. The recent concession on dairy cows weighing 
over 700 pounds (item 100.50) amo'lints to a reduction in duty of about 
50 percent .. from the previous rate. 

The average ad valorem equivalents of the specific duties in 
effect on December 31, 1967, based on dutiable imports during 1967, 
were as follows: 

TSUS item 

100.40---------
100.43---------
100.45---------
100. 50---------
100.53---------
100.55---------

Percent 

5.7 

11.5 
5.4 
7.1 

All of the imports that entered under item 100.50, for which the 
ad valorem equivalent was 5.4 percent, crone from Canada. For the 
other items, the ad valorem equivalent of the rates for imports in 
terms of exporting countries ranged as follows: 

TSUS item Percent 

100.40--------- 0.1 to 6.6 
100.45--------- 0.9 to 12.2 
100.53--------- 0.2 to 7.8 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, importations of 
cattle are subject to regulations of the U.S. Department of Agricul­
ture rega~ding foot-and-mouth disease, rinderpest, and other diseases. 
These regulations do not prohibit cattle from Canada and Mexico, the 
only countries from which the United States is likely to import cattle 
in sizable numbers. 
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U.S. consumption 

During the period 1963-66, apparent U.S. consumption of cattle 
including calves (measured in terms of slaughter) increased from 35 
million to 41 million head. Domestic consumption (slaughter) is made 
up of three elements--federally inspected slaughter, other commercial 
slaughter, and ~arm slaughter. The following tabulation shows the 
share of each of these elements in the slaughter of cattle and calves 
in the years 1963-66 (in thousands): 

Cattle: 
Commercial slaughter: 

Federally inspected---------: 21,662 25,13'3 26,614 ']} 27,319 
Other-----------------------: 5,570 5,685 5,733 1/ 6,408 

Farm slaughter----------------: 838 860 824 - 1/ 442 
Total-----------------------:-=28,.,.....,,0=7=0~-3=1-,-6~7~8,.....,....~3~3~,~1=7~1~----~3~4~,1~6'"""9 

Calves: 
Commercial slaughter: .. . 

Federally inspected---------: 4,535 4,820 5,076 1/ 4,432 
Other-----------------------: 2,298 2,434 2,344 I/ 2,215 

Farm slaughter----------------: 371 378 368 - 1/ 214 
Total- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - :--7-,-2-0 .... 4--7-, ..... 6-32---7-, 7_,8,...,,8----=-6_.....,, 8,,....6_1 

1/ Data not entirely comparable to that for earlier years because of 
a change in classification of certain types of slaughtering operations. 

Consumption (slaughter) of the various types of cattle has varied 
considerably. Dairy cattle have supplied a diminishing share of the 
slaughter cattle for many years; the slaughter of beef cows increased in 
1964 and 1965 but declined in 1966 and 1967. These changes in· consump­
tion patterns reflect a number of factors including increased purchas­
ing power of consumers, changes in consumer preferences, and techno­
logical advances in the cattle industry. 

U.S. J)roducers 

Cattle are produced in all 50 States. In 1964 about 2 million 
farms and ranches constituting 60-65 percent of all U.S. farms, 
reported sales of cattle or calves. There are a few large-scale calf 
producing operations, but the many thousand small- or medium-size 
farms and ranches in the Southern, Central, and Western States account 
for the bulk of the annual calf crop. The majority of growers derive 
most of their income from the sale of calves. · 
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Inten&ive feeding of large quantities of grain to cattle has been 
increasing; in recent years about two-thirds of the beef produced was 
fed beef. The Corn Belt "2:.J is the predominant cattle-feeding area of 
the United States; Iowa, Nebraska, and Illinois are the leading States. 
Cattle feeding, however, is also an important enterprise in a number 
of States outside the Corn Belt, principally in California, Texas, 
Colorado, South Dakota, and Arizona. 

In recent years, significant advances have been made in both the 
facilities and methods used in cattle growing. Research in nutrition, 
breeding, and farm management has given rise to new techniques resulting 
in more efficient production and fattening of cattle. Mechanization and 
automation of operations have made possible the establishment of large­
scale feeding ~perations, especially in the Western States. Cattle grow­
ers and feeders have also benefited from improvements in transportation. 

U .s. production . 

U.S. production of cattle, as measured in terms of the annual 
calf crop, has trended upward over a number of years. The annual calf 

. crop increased from about 42 million head in 1963 to about 44 million 
head in 1967 (table 1) . 

Data on the types and ages of the domestic herd of cattle and 
calves in recent years are presented in table 2. These data indicate 
that production of cattle kept for milk, in terms of heifer calves, 
heifers 1-2 years old, and cows and heifers 2 years and older, has 
been declining. In general, however, other cattle have been increas­
ing in number, yielding a net gain in most years. The average weights 
of the cattle and calves produced has varied significantly. The aver­
age live weight of cattle slaughtered, which in 1956 was 952 pounds, 
reached 1,020 pounds in 1963; it was 1,009 pounds in 1966. 

Among the programs of the Federal Government that affect cattle 
production are the Government price-support programs for grains and 
regulations relating to federally-owned grazing lands. In addition, 
cattle production may be affected by various Government regulations 
and policies regarding such matters as marketing, di.sease control, 
and disaster relief. 

J) As used in this summary, the Corn Belt includes the States of 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Nebraska, Ohio, and Wisconsin. 
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U.S. exports 

Annual exports of cattle other than breeding stock are relatively 
insignificant. In 1964, the recent peak year, about 33,000 head were 
exported from a domestic herd of 108 million head. Virtually all ex­
ports went to Canada and Mexico. 

U.S. imports 

Imports of live cattle have accounted for from 2 to 3 percent of 
apparent consumption in recent years. Although the tariff imposes im­
port quota restrictions (see tariff treatment section, supra) on two 
classes of cattle, the ·quotas have never been filled. Virtually all 
imports of live cattle have come from Canada and Mexico, not only 
because of lower shipping costs but also as a consequence of foot-and­
mouth disease restrictions (table 3). 

In each of the years 1963-67 cattle weighing 200 pounds or more 
but less than 700 pounds each accounted for about three-fourths of the 
dutiable imports of live cattle. Cattle of this weight range (domes­
tic or imported) are principally young animals which are grown and 
fattened for slaughter; they are commonly called stockers and feeders. 

Live cattle from Mexico in recent years were imported almost 
exclusively through border ports of entry in California, Arizona, New 
Mexico, and Texas. These cattle, most of which were raised in 
northern Mexico, show evidence of Brahma breeding and thus adapt well 
to +,he conditions in the Southwestern United States; they probably 
remained largeiy in the ·four-State area borderlng Mexrco. The follow­
ing tabulation presents data on cattle, weighing 200-700 pounds, im­
ported into the four-State area and cattle and calves placed on feed 
in these same four States (cattle imported in one quarter may not go 
on feed until a subsequent quarter): 
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u .s. imports Cattle and 
calves Ratio 

for consump- placed on : of imports 
tion through feed in : to cattle 

Period California, California, : and calves 
Arizona, New Arizona, New : placed o.n 
Mexico, and Mexico, and . feed 

Texas Texas 

Thousands Thousands Percent 

1963; : 
January-March-------------: 38 231 613 
Aprrl-June----------------: 17 145 865 
July-September------------: 3 36 1,073 
October-December----------: 14 127 926 

Total or average"];_/-----: 16 540 3,477 

1966: 

1967: . . 

129 
73 
.6 
109 
317 

110 
123 
28 

243 
504 

178 
106 
18 

243 
545 

705 
893 

1,100 
1,108 
3,806 

683 
1,263 
1,187 
1,182 
4,315 . .. . . 

965 ·: 
1,280 
1,103 . . 1,306 . 

' 4,654 

127 925 Janua_ry-March-------------: 14 
106 1,192 April-June--.--------------: 9 
23 1,230 July-September------------: 2 

229 1,363 October-December----------· 17 
Total or average "J:_/-----;--------"-"T......::,...--'---------"'T-'-==~-=--------~l~O 485 4,710 

1/ Due to rounding, data m~y not add to total shown. 
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Imports of cattle, 200 to 700 pounds each, enter the United States 
from Canada principally through the States west of the Great.Lakes. It 
is believed that, while some of these cattle remain in Washington, 
Idaho, Montana, North Dakota, and Minnesota, appreciable numbers are 
shipped south to other States, particularly in the Corn Belt. The 
following tabulation presents data on U.S. imports of cattle weighing 
200-700 pounds ~nd on cattle and calves placed on feed in this five­
State area receiving the imports as well as in the North Central 
States: ~/ 

1J Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa, 
Missouri, North Dakota, So~th Dakota, Nebraska, and Kansas. 
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Period 

U .s. imports : 
for cqnsump- : 
tion through : 

CATTLE 

Cattle and calves 
placed on feed 

Ratio of 
imports to 

cattle and calves 
placed on feed Washington, 

Idaho, Mon­
tana, North 
Dakota, and 

In 5 im­
porting 
States 

In North 
Central 
States 

In 5 im- In North 

Minnesota 
porting Central 
States States 

Thousands :Thousands :Thousands Percent Percent 

January-March-----: 23 251 2,022 9 
April-June--------: 5 199 1,696 3 
July-September---~: 11 303 2,272 4 

1/ 
~/ 

1 

2 October-December--:· 108 650 4,595 : 17 
----------~-=-------.:;.__;_ __ ~~;;..:;_...;_. ______ _;,......;.... ____ ~-

Tot al or : 
10 1 average 2/----: 146 1,403 10,585 

1964: =----------------"--"'------"-'-""'------------------
January-March-----: 12 361 2,521 3 
April-June--------: l/ 198 1,651 
July-September----: 4 339 2,470 1 

~/ 
1/ 
I/ 
~/ 

October-December--: ___________ 6 ..... 9 ______ __...7~56 _______ 4 ..... ,_82_2 __________ 9 ________ ~1 
Total or : 

1965: 
average 5_/- --- : ______ 1_4....:.6__.:_ __ l.!..., 6...:.5....:.4__:_ __ 1_1...::.., _46_4___. ___ -.:...5 __,·,__ ___ l 

January-March-----: 10 300 2,575 3 ~/ 
April-June--------: 20 202 1,716 10 1 
Ju.J.¥-September----: 70 315 2,469 22 3 
October-December--: 257 798 4,877 32 5 

---------~----------------------------------------Tot al or : . . 
average 2/----: 356 1,615 ll,637 22 3 1966: =------~~_;_----"__;;_;;_ ____ '----"".;_;;--------"--------

January-March-----: 55 331 3,038 
April-June--------: 22 200 1,885 
Ju.J.¥-September----: 49 397 2,719 
October-December--: 151 751 5,173 

17 
11 
12 
20 

2 
1 
2 
3 

Tot al or • -------------=----------------------...;....--------...;....--~~-
16 2 average g/----: 277 : 1,679 12,815 

1967: ----------------------------=-· ---------------
January-March-----: 5 363 3,037 .: 1 
April-June--------: 1 254 2,071 ~/ 
July-September----: 33 426 3,052 8 1 

1/ 
"J:./ 

October-December--. : __________ 8..,.1 _______ 8 ... 39..__'---"'-5 ...... 2_4_9"--______ 1_0'-"----~2 
Total or : 

average 5_/----: 120 1,882 13' !~09 6 

'J:./ Less than 0.5 perc~nt. 2/ Due to rounding, data may not add to total 
shown. ]./ Less than 500 head: 
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The impact of Canadian stocker and feeder cattle is probably 
less than that of Mexican cattle because of the larger number of 
cattle fed in the Corn Belt and the likelihood that the Canadian 
cattle are dispersed over a wider area. Mexican cattle are not 
likely to compete directly outside the four-State area into·which 
they are imported. 

World production and trade 

69 

Production in major foreign cattle-producing countries has shown 
moderate growth in recent years; exports of live cattle, however, are 
usually relatively small. Far more important are the exports of beef 
by these countries, which are discussed in the summaries on beef 
(item lo6.10 (pt.)) and on meat for manufacturing (item lo6.10 (pt.) . 
et seq) . 

India, the United States, the U.S.S.R., and Brazil are the chief 
cattle-producing countries in terms of numbers on hand (table 4); 
India is not significant, however, as a producer of cattle for human 
consumption. 

April 1968 
1:1 



70 CATTLE 

Table 1.--Cattle and calves: On farms, U.S. imports for consumption, 
exports of domestic merchandise, and deaths, 1963-67 

{In thousands} 

1963 
. 

1964 Category . 1965 1966 . 1967 . . . 
On farms January 1- : 104,488 107,903 109,000 108,862 108,645 
Calf crop----------: 42,268 43,809 43,928 43,473 43,647 
Imports 1/---------: 834 529 1,111 1,081 740 
Exports ?}---------: 1 33 22 8 : 24 
Deaths-------------: 4,040 4,232 4,248 4,047 : ll 4,200 

±./ Does not include purebred stock for breeding or cattle strayed 
or driven across the border for pasturage. 

2/ Does not include breeding stock. 
"j/ Estimated. 

Source: On farms, calf crop, and deaths compiled from of~i~ial 
statistics of the U.S. Department of Agriculture; imports and exports 
compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Connnerce. 
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Table 2.--Cattle and calves on farms, January l: Number, 
by classes, 1963-67 

Class of cattle 

Females kept for 
milk: . -. 

(In thousands) 

1963 1964 1965 1966 
. . . 

1967 

2 years and older--: 18,379 17,647 16,981 15,987: 15,198 
1-2 years old------: 4,708 4,395: 4,149 3,860 3,636 
Less than 1-year : 

old--------------: 4,935 4,692 4,420 4,151 4~089 
Tota 1------------ : ---2=8..-,'"""0'"!:"2"="2 _:_"""2.,..6 , .... 7"""3:T'4---::2~5..-, ~s5~0-=---2:::-.3..-,~9~9r.-8-..... =2-=-'"2 ,923 

Other: 
Females: 

2 years and 
older. : 

1-2 years old----: 
All calves (less : 

than l year old}-: 
Steers, l year and : 

older. : 
Bulls, l year and : 

30,589 

8,108 

23, 747 
12,251 

1,771 

32, 794 : 
: 

8, 612 : . . 
25,243 : 
12, 669 : . 
1,851 : 

older. : . 

34,238 

8,989 

26, 181 : 
12, 134 : 

: 
1. 908 : 

34, 433 

8,925 

26,879 : 
12, 749 : 

1,878 : 

34,685 

9,121 

27,294 
12,752 

1,870 

Total------------: 81 169 : 
Grand total------:--""-"""""----1~0~7~,~9~03~: ....... ~~~-=-~;is.r:.;:;o=;c;;=-=-;;::o:;~~ 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 
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Table 3.--u.s. imports for consumption of cattle (except certified 
breeding animals), by classes and principal sources, 1963-67 

(In thousands) 
: 

Class and source 1963 1964 1965 1966 I 1967 

Under 200 pounds: : 
Canada----------------------------: 37 : 51 : 64 : 104 87 
Mexico----------------------------: 27 13 17 : 22 : ll 
Other sources---------------------: "};_/ : - : 1/: y 

Total---------------------------: 64 :-----
200 to 699 pounds: =--"--:--"-------------64 : 81 :--::126':~ . : . 

Canada----------------------------: 148 : 87 : 359 : 281 I 122 
Mexico-------~--------------------: 5hO : 317 : 504 : 547 : 486 
Other sources-------------------: "};./ : - : - : l/ : l/ 

Total Y------------------------: _6_8_9_::::: _______ _ 
700 pounds or more: 

403 864 : 828 608 

Cows for dairy purposes: : 
Canada--------------------------: 12 14 : 15 : 21 : 13 
Mexico--------------------------: l/ 11 : !/ z !/ : 
Other sources-------------------: ~/ _: - : 1/ : 1/ : 

Total Y----------------------: 12 : 14 :~~:----'2i.-:~...,.l.,..3 
Other: : : : : : 

Canada--------------------------1 51 : 46 1 137 : 91 : 18 
Mexico--------------------------: 18. : 2 14 : 14 : 4 
Other sources----------.---------: "};_/ : - 1 - : 11 : l/ 

Total-------------------------: 69 : 48 : 151 : 105 z 22 
: : I z 

l/Less than 500 head. 
Y Due to rowiding,, .data may not add to tot.ala 9hown. 

Sources Compiled from oi'i'ioial stat1stios of' the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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Table 4.--Cattle: 1/ Numbers in selected countries, aver­
age 1956-60 and annual 1965-67 . 

(In thousands) 
. s 

73 

Country 
1 Average 1 

s 1956-60 : l965 1966 t 1967 

s 
India--------------------------: 
United States------------------s 
Union of Soviet Socialist t 

Republics--------------------: 
Brazil-------------------------: 
Mainland China-----------------: 
EEC 3/-----------------~-------: 
Argentina----------------------: 

World total ~/-------------: 

: 
207,119: 2/ : 2/ : 31 

93,899 s 109~000 : lOB,862 : 108,491 
: : 

66,400 87,200: 93,400 97,100 
68,879 84,098 : 90,692 : 2/ 
64,ooo 2/ s 2; : s 
44, 245 : 4tr,"526 : 50, 353 : 51, 702 
43,385 45,ooo : l;' : 2/ 

976,800 :l/1)9,700 :),,125,900 :],,139,900 

l/ Including buffalo. 2/ Not available. 
JI The European Economic Community (EEC) consists of Belgium, France, 

Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, and West Germany. · 
!:/ Includes an allowance for any missing data for countries shown 

and for other producing countries not shown. 

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

Commodity 
TSUS 
item 

Sheep (including lambs)------------------- 100.81 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United State$ Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

75 

The United States produces virtually all of its requirements for 
lambs and sheep! Imports, which have been primarily from contiguous 
areas of Canada, are equal to less than 1 percent of domestic supply. 

Description and uses 

Sheep are small ruminant animals that in the United States are 
raised for both meat and wool. Mature animals range in weight from 
slightly under 100 to somewhat over 250 pounds, depending on breed and 
sex. The types and breeds of sheep in commercial use vary throughout 
the world. Most of the sheep raised in the United States are median 
in terms of production of wool (used principally for apparel). They 
are reasonably acceptable to both grower and consumer insofar as meat 
production is concerned. There are relatively few sheep of the fine­
wool breeds (e.g., Merino) in the United States and the raising of 
sheep principally for wool production is almost nonexistent. 

Lambs are young, immature sheep; most of the males raised for 
meat production are castrated when young. In the United States the 
average weight of lambs is less than 100 pounds at time of slaughter. 
Weights range widely, however, and may reach 150 poi.lnds, depending on 
breed, age, and feeding program followed. Lambs account for somewhat 
more than 90 percent of all sheep and lambs slaughtered in the United 
States. The animals over 2 years of age are usually referred to as 
sheep rather than lambs; most sheep slaughtered in the United States 
are between 4 and 8 years of age. 

These ruminant animals can be maintained and even fattened, almost 
entirely on roughages such as pasture, hay, and silage. The grazing of 
sheep and cattle, in fact, is the only agricultural use that can be 
made of ~onsiderable acreage in the Western part of the continental 
United States. In areas, such as the East and Middle West, where other 
more intensive forms of agriculture are practiced, small flocks of 
sheep utilize pasture and feedstuffs, particularly roughages, which 
might otherwise be discarded. 
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U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 

TSUS 
item 

100.81 

Commodity 

Rate 
prior to 
Jan. 1, 

1968 

Sheep------------------: 75¢ per 
head 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer~ 

ence (Kennedy Round) 

First stage, : 
effective : 

Jan. 1, 1968: 

Final stage, 
effective 

Jan. 1, 1972 

60¢ per head: Free 

The above tabulation shows the column 1 rate in effect prior to 
January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of concessions 
granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade negotiations 
under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. Only the first and 
final stages of the five annual rate modifications are shown above 
(see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). 

The ad valorem equivalent of the specific rate of duty in effect 
on December 31, 1967, based on dutiable imports during 1967, was 3.9 
percent. The ad valorem equivalent of monthly imports in that year 
ranged from 1.1 percent to 4.3 percent. 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, importations of 
live sheep and lambs are subject to regulations of the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture regarding foot-and-mouth disease, rinderpest, and other 
diseases. 

U.S. consumption 

Apparent annual consumption of sheep and lambs (measured in terms 
of slaughter) has trended downward in recent years. ·From 17.5 million 
head in 1961 it declined to 13.0 million head in 1966. Domestic 
slaughter is made up of three elements--federally inspected slaughter, 
other commercial slaughter, and farm slaughter. The share of total 
slaughter accounted for by each element in the years 1963-66 is given 
in the following tabulation (in thousands): 
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1963 1964 1965 1966 

Corrunercial slaughter: .. . 
Federally inspected-----------: 13,955 12,947 11,710 1/ 11,553 

-1/ 1,184 Other---------:----------------: 1,867 1,647 1,297 
Farm slaughter------------------: 325 300 294 - 1/ 264 

Total 2/--------------------: - . 16,147 14,895 13,300 13,001 

1/ Data not entirely comparable to those for earlier years because 
of-a change in classification of certain types of slaughtering opera­
tions. 
~/ Due to rounding, data may not add to total shown. 

Slaughter of lambs and sheep has declined during recent years 
because of a decreasing demand for lamb meat, the retail prices of 
which have been considered too high by many consumers; also, the 
flavor of lamb is not as popular with consumers as the flavor of beef, 
pork, or poultry. Producers of lambs cut back production as a result 
of low market prices and rising labor costs in the early 1960's. 
Hiring labor to tend and shear sheep has become increasingly difficult 
and both growers and laborers have been attracted to other agricul­
tliral pursuits. 

U.S. producers 

Producers of sheep in the United States fall into three general 
categories--producers of feeder lambs, feeders, and farm-flock opera­
tors. There is a limited amount of integration of operations--pri­
marily that of lamb producers fattening some or all of their lambs. 

Most of the producers of feeder (unfattened) lambs are in the 
Western States where a rancher generally owns at least one band of a 
thousand or more sheep each. Under the care of herders, sheep bands 
are maintained on extensive areas of grazing land (some of which may 
be federally owned). About half of the cash receipts from this type 
of sheep operation is derived from the sale of unfattened lambs and 
discarded breeding stock. (A smaller percentage of old breeding 
stock is marketed in the ca·se of sheep than in the case of either 
cattle or swine because of the generally higher death rate from 
natural_causes for sheep.) Receipts from the sale of wool and pay­
ments made under the Government wool price-support program provide 
most of the other income of these ranchers. 

Feeders of lambs are persons who buy thin young lambs and fatten 
them. These feeders are mainly located in the midwestern States and 
in Colorado and California. Feeding operations vary according to the 
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type of feedstuffs available and the condition of the sheep. Grain 
feeding is more prevalent in the Midwest than elsewhere. Sugar beet 
wastes are used in some areas of the West. In areas with good forage, 
lambs may be fattened simply by grazing. The use of lambs to glean 
corn or other grain fields is also practiced in various parts of the 
country. In the large-scale feedlot operations in the Western States 

. most of the income is derived from the sale of fat lambs (some of 
these lots switch to cattle feeding where economic conditions so 
dictate). Feeders in the Midwest are likely to receive a smaller 
share of their income from lamb-feeding operations. 

The third type of sheep operation--the farm flocks--are carried 
on predominantly in the Eastern States. One or more flocks of 30-40 
head may be maintained on a farm as an undertaking supplemental to 
the main operation which may be that of dairy, grain, swine, or cot­
ton production. The sheep, being relatively few in number, require 
only a small part of the farmer's resources. These flocks provide 
their own lambs for fattening on the farm itself. Additional income 
is derived from the sale of wool. 

U.S. production 

The domestic production of sheep and lambs in terms of the nllin­
ber of "lambs saved" each year has been declining in recent years. 

(Deaths of sheep and lambs on farms have ranged from 3. 5 million to 
4.2 million head annually in recent years.) The number of lambs saved 
in recent years are as follows: 

1963------------
1964------------
1965------------
1966------------
1967------------

Lambs saved 
(1,000) 

18,516 
16' 99!~ 
16,312 
15,879 
14,988 

The lamb crop in 1967 was the smallest on record and came from 
the smallest number of sheep on U.S. farms officially recorded by the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, i.e., since the mid-1800's. Among 
the factors that have contributed to the drop in production have been 
the scarcity of experienced labor and decreasinr, demand for lamb 
meat; increased competition from other red meats and from poultry 
have also had an effect. 
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U.S. exports and imports 

E>..1JOrts of live sheep have been insignificant--1 percent or less 
of domestic consumption in recent years, valued at $2 million or less 
annually. Most of the exports have gone to Canada and Mexico. Small 
numbers have been shipped to other countries, mainly in Central and 
South America .. 

Imports likewise have been small in recent years (less than 1 
percent of domestic consumption), totaling in 1967, 12,403 head, 
valued at $235, 564. Virtually all imports during the years 1963-6'7 
came from Canada. Attempts were made in 1959 and 1960 to import 
entire shiploads of live sheep and lambs from Australia, but the ven­
ture was discontinued after sh:i.pments totaling almost 100,000 head. 
Since then only 12 animals have been imported from countries other 
than Canada. The cost and difficulty of shipment combined with 
disease-control regulations appear to preclude imports in the fore­
seeable future from countries other than Canada and Mexico. 

World production and trade 

It is estimated that the world sheep population totaled slightly 
over 1 billion head in 1967. The leading countries, as measured by 
numbers on farms, were Australia, U.S.S.R., New Zealand, mainland 
China, and Argentina (table 2). In these countries, as in the United 
States, sheep are maintained almost entirely on grass. The types of 
sheep raised in many countries differ significantly from those grown 
in the United States. Some, such as the Merino grown in Australia, 
produce a finer wool. In the more remote areas of the world, usually 
coarser-wooled sheep are produced. 

Most of the trade in live sheep is carried on between countries 
having comm.on boundaries; there is relatively little long-distance 
shipping of sheep and lambs, particularly oceanic shipment. 
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Table 1.--Sheep and lambs: On farms, lamb crop, U.S. imports for 
consumption, exports of domestic merchandise~ and deaths, 
1963-67 ·; 

{In thousands} 

Year On farms Lamb Imports y Exports 'ij Deaths Jan. 1-- crop 
. . . . 

1963----------: 29,176 18,516 3 31 4,157 
1964----------: 27,116 16,994 13 23 4,o62 
1965----------: 25,127 16,312 . 19 37 3,910 
1966--.:.-------: 24,734 15,879 8 59 . 3,627 . 
1967-:---------: 23,898 14,988 0 12 . 121 : ]/ 3,480 . . . . . 

1/ Does not include pur;bred sto~k for breedi~ or animals strayed 
or-driven across the border. 

2/ May include goats, but such exports are believed to be negligible. 
J/ Estimated. 

Source: On farms, lamb crop, and deaths compiled from official 
statistics of the U.S. Department of Agriculture; imports and exports 
compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 
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Table 2.--Sheep (including lambs): Number in specified 
countries, average 1956-60, annual 1965-67 

(In thousands} 
f\.veraee 

: . 
Country 1956-60 1965 1966 1967 

Australia----------------: 1!~9,220 170,622 157,563 161,000 
u.s.s.R.-----------------: 119' ~)40 125,200 129,800 135,400 
New Zealand--------------: 1-i4, 535 53,750 57,340 60,100 
Mainland China-----------: 53,936 1/ 1/ 1/ 
Argentina----------------: 47,291 49,ooo ~; I/ 
India--------------------: 39,!~62 ~/ ~/ 
Republic of South 

Africa-----------------: 38,123 42,102 42,760 };./ 
Turkey-------------------: 29,613 32,654 33,382 33,500 
United States------------: 31,761 25,127 242734 232727 

World total~/-------: 939,240 1,003,900 1,013,800 1,027,300 

1/ Not available. 
2/ Includes an allowance for any missing data for countries shown 

and for other producing countries not shown. 

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

Swine------------------- 100.85 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedu,les of the 
United States (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

The United States produces virtually all of its requirements for 
swine. During recent years, imports, which have been almost exclusiv­
ely from contiguous areas of Canada and destined for slaughterhouses 
near the border, have been negligible. Exports have been equivalent 
to less than 1 percent of U.S. production. 

Description and uses 

Swine (also referred to as pigs or hogs, depending on the age of 
the animals) are monogastric, hoofed, omnivorous mammals raised for 
meat production. Their diet is usually high in grain and protein sup­
plement and low in roughages, such as hay and silage. This is essen­
tially the opposite of the diet of ruminant animals, such as cattle 
and sheep. It is estimated that almost half of the grains consumed as 
feed in the United States are used as feed for swine. Since World War 
II, consumer demand for the meat of swine, including pork, ham, and 
bacon, has shifted toward leaner meat than was formerly wanted. Con­
sequently, there has been increased effort on the part of U.S. farmers 
to produce lean, meaty hogs carrying less fat. Such animals are found 
in virtually all of the numerous breeds and types raised in the United 
States. 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rate of duty applicable to imports 
(see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) is as follows: 

TSUS 
item 

100.85 

Commodity 

Rate 
prior to 
Jan. 1, 
1968 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) 

:First stage,:Final stage, 
• effective • effective . 
:Jan. 1, 1968:Jan. 1, 1972 . . 

Swine-------------.:.. ___ : 1¢ per lb. :O. 9¢ per lb. :O. 5¢ per lb. 
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The above tabulation shows the colUlllil 1 rate in effect prior to 
January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of concessions 
granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade negotiations 
under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. Only the first the 
first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications are shown 
above (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). 

The ad valorem equivalent of the specific rate of duty in effect 
on December 31, 1967, based on dutiable imports during 1967, was 7.2 
percent. The ad valorem equivalent of monthly imports in 1967 ranged 
from 6.7 percent to 8.9 percent. 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, importations of 
swine ·are subject to regulations of the U.S. Department of Agricul­
ture regarding foot-and-mouth disease, rinderpest, and other diseases. 
These regulations do not prohibit swine from Canada and Mexico, the 
only countries from which the United States is likely to import swine 
in sizable numbers. 

U.S. consumption 

Apparent consumption (measured in terms of slaughter) declined 
from 87.1 million head in 1963 to 75.3 million head in 1966. This 
consumption is made up of 3 elements--federally inspected slaughter, 
other cormnercial slaughter, and farm slaughter. The share of total 
slaughter in the years 1963-66 accounted for by each element is pre­
sented in the following tabulation (in thousands of head); 

Type of slaughter 1963 1964 1965 1966 

Commercial slaughter: 
Federally inspected-----------: 71,577 71,667 63,708 y 63,729 
Other----~--------------------: 11,747 11,352 10,076 y 10,282 

Farm slaughter------------------: 32793 32266 22610 11 1,313 
Total'?)--------------------: 87,117 86,284 76,394 75,324 

~ Data not entirely comparable to those for earlier years because 
of a change in classification of certain types of slaughtering opera­
tions. 

'?} Because of rounding, figures may not add to total shown. 

Probably more than 85 percent of the swine slaughtered in the 
United States are classed as barrows (castrated males) or gilts 
(females which have not produced a litter). These relatively young 
and immature animals, which generally do not exceed 250 pounds live 
weight at the time they are marketed, are the source of pork of the 
type, quality, and grade preferred by U.S. consumers. Most of the 
other swine slaughtered in the United States are hogs (mature stock) 
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no longer wanted for breeding herds. The meat from these animals is 
tougher in texture and stronger in flavor and is used generally for 
manufactured meat products. 

U.S. producers 

Swine are produced in all areas of the United States although 
more are produced in the Corn Belt States. "l) Of the million or so 
farms on which swine are produced, however, about half raise them 
principally for their own use. 

A typical commercial swine operation includes both a breeding 
herd to supply new litt~rs and a feeding operation which usually uti­
lizes locally produced grains for the growing pigs and the breeding 
animals. Females commonly produce two litters per year; breeding is 
often scheduled so that litters are dropped throughout the year, which 
furnishes a relatively constant number of pigs for feeding. 

The feeding of swine is commonly viewed as a method of marketing 
a grain crop. Due to the relative ease with which a hog operation can 
be expanded, the production and feeding of swine can be varied signif­
icantly over a period of 1 or 2 years, depending on such factors as 
the cash price for grain, storage costs and availability of storage 
facilities, and the availability of feeder cattle and lambs. 

Sales of feeder pigs (i.e., young, weanling pigs) for fattening 
elsewhere have been growing; it has been estimated that as much as 10 
percent of the barrows and gilts slaughtered had oeen purchased as 
feeder pigs. Most of these pigs are sold to local feeders; long­
distance shipments are not usual. 

In an around metropolitan areas the feeding of garbage to swine 
is quite common. The feeding of swine in such an operation is nor­
mally the only agricultural enterprise carried on by such feeders. 

In the Corn Belt, income from livestock constitutes the largest 
single source of income for many farms, but in many cases the value 
of cattle and calves sold usually exceeds that of hogs. 

U.S. production 

Domestic production of swine was reasonably sta.ble during 1963-
67; the annual pig crop in this period ranged f:rom 94.l million in 
1963 to 78.9 million in 1965 (table 1). 

y As used in this swmnary, the Corn Belt includes Illinois, Indiana,., 
Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, Ohio, and Wis­
consin. 
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The average dressed weights (average weight per carcass, exclud­
ing lard) increased from 143 pounds in 1963 to 151 pounds in 1966, the 
latest year for which data are available. Concurrently the lard yield 
per animal declined irregularly from 29.6 to 26.6 pounds. Taken to­
gether these trends reflect the gradual shift tq leaner, meatier hogs. 

Inasmuch as feed is a major cost item in swine production, the 
Government's price-support program for grains is likely to have a def­
inite effect on swine production. 

U.S. exports and imports 

E.iports of live swine from the United States are insignificant in 
relation to domestic production, and represented less than 1 percent 
of the hogs produced each year from 1963 to 1967. Shipments go to many 
countries, but primarily to those in the Western Hemisphere. 

Annual imports of live swine are not believed to have exceeded 
5,000 head in the last 5 years. Annual imports in the period 1963-67 
increased in value from $108,000 to $895,000 (equivalent to less than 
1 percent of estimated value of consumption). (Prior to January 1, 
1967, import statistics relating to quantities are reported in pounds 
only; the average unit value indicates that the swine imported were· 
most likely heavy mature animals culled from breeding herds.) Rela­
tive costs, difficulty of transportation, and disease-control regula­
tions probably account for the lack of imports. Canada has been the 
only significant supplier of imported swine in recent years. 

Foreign production and trade 

Four countries--Mainland China, United States, Brazil, and the 
U.S.S.R.--in the aggregate are believed to account for more than half 
of the swine population of the world (table 2). Exports of live swine 
to the United States from the three countries listed above are pro­
hibited by foot-and-mouth disease regulations. Regardless of this, 
however, it is unlikely that significant numbers of swine would be 
sent to the United States from these areas because of more attractive 
local markets. 

The two countries which do, at times, export live swine to the 
United st·ates--Canada and Mexico--have a combined swine population of 
about one-third ·that of the United States. Production methods in the 
two countries are generally comparable to those in the United States. 

Foreign production of pork products for the U.S. market is cen­
tered in Europe. The discussion of this foreign production is con­
tained in the summaries on pork (items 107.30 et seq. and 107.10 et 
seq.). 
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Table 1. --Swine: Number on farms, pig crop, U.S. imports for 
consumption, exports of domestic merchandise, and deaths, 
1963-67 

(In thousands) 

Year On farms Pig crop Im- Exports 
Jan. 1-- ports y 

1963------------: 57,993 94,056 2 4 
1964------------: 56,757 87,544 3 17 
1965------------: 50,792 78,940 9 12 
1966------------: 47 ,1+14 87,563 14 10 
1967------------: 53,249 y 91,310 JI 17 13 

87 

Deaths 

7,991 
6,872 
6,011 
6,1+76 

y 6,940 

jJ Number estimated prior to Jan. 1, 1967, inasmuch as import statis­
tics were reported in pounds; data have been converted at the rate of 
400 pounds per head for all imports in 1963 and 1964, and for 80 per­
cent of imports in 1965 and 1966; the other 20 percent of imports in 
1965 and 1966 have been converted at the rate of 200 pounds per head. 

y Estimated. 
]/ Corrected; published import statistics for May 1967 found to in­

clude one entry overstating imports by 17,581 head. 

Source: Number on farms, pig crop, and deaths compiled from offi­
cial statistics of the U.S. Department of Agriculture; imports and ex­
ports compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Com­
merce, except as noted. 
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Table 2.--Swine: Numbers in selected cotmtries, average 
1956-60 and 1965-67 

Country 

{In thousands) 

Average 
1956-60 1966 

Mainland China~----------------: 111,000 'l) "};/ 'l/_ 
Brazil-------------------------: 43,259 58,705 63,020 I/ 
u.s.s.R------------------------: 44,240 52,800 59,500 5'8',000 
United States------------------: 55,168 50,792 47,414 51,035 

TQtal-------------- - - - - - - - - :-.-42~7""", .... 8 ..... 4"""o--.. .... 4""'6"""9 .... , 3'-'0,...0-...,4 ..... 8""'7,...., ... 6"""00.,,.--;-....4-..98'""', .... o'""'o;.;;..o 

1J. Not avail~ble. 
~ Includes an allowance for any missing data for cotmtries shown 

and for other producing cotmtries not shown. 

Source: Compiled ·from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture. 
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Corrnnoclity 
TSUS 
rrem 

Live turtles------------------- 100.90 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

The United States has been a substantial producer and importer of 
live turtles. Turtles are both slaughtered for food and kept as pets. 

Comment 

This swnmary discusses live turtles of all species; as used in 
this surmnary, the term "turtles" includes tortoises and terrapins. 
Turtle meat is not included but is discussed in the swmnary on miscel­
laneous meats (item 106.20 et seq.). Turtles classifiable as products 
of American fisheries are discussed in the swmnary on that subject in 
another volume. 

Turtles are used for food and are kept in aquariums as pets. The 
so-called aquarium turtles usually weigh, at most, only a few ounces; 
domestic aquarium turtles are either harvested from bodies of fresh 
water or raised commercially. Turtles slaughtered for food are mainly 
sea turtles weighing several hundred pounds each. The turtles con­
sumed in the United States are, for the most part, caught in the Car­
ribbean area by fishermen from the United States and neighboring 
countries; they are transported live to slaughtering facilities ashore. 
Much of the meat is consumed as turtle steaks; some of the meat and 
other edible portions (e.g., the calipash and calipee) are made into 
soup. Shells, a byproduct of the slaughter of certa~n turtles,- are 
used in the manufacture of a variety of articles such as combs and 
novelties. 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rate of duty applicable to imports 
(see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) is as follows: 

TSUS 
item Commodity Rate of duty 

·100.90 Live turtles------------------- Free 

The rate is not one on which the United States gave a concession 
in the sixth round of trade negotiations under the General Agreement 
on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). The duty-free status is bound by a 
concession granted by the United States in the GATT, effective 
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January 1948. Importations of turtles may be subject to regulations 
of the U.S. Departments of Agriculture and Health, Education, and 
Welfare. 

Average annual consumption of live turtles is estimated to have 
approximated 1 million pounds, valued at about $0.3 million in recent 
years. In terms of weight, the bulk of the consumption has been as 
food; in terms of dollar value, their use as pets has probably ex­
ceeded that as a source of food. 

Table 1 presents data on domestic production (catch) of turtles, 
by type, in recent years. As shown by the table, the unit values of 
turtles, except baby turtles, are less than 20 cents per pound. The 
unit value of baby turtles is quite high--generally about $4.00 per. 
pound or more. These small turtles are believed to be of the varie­
ties sold almost. exclusively as pets rather than for food. 

In the United States virtually all the turtles are caught in the 
Southern States or waters adjacent thereto. Individuals engaged in 
catching marine turtles usually derive a significant part of their 
annual income from turtles. Those catching fresh-water turtles often 
use this as a supplemental source of income. There is believed to be 
one or.more corrnnercial growers of these small turtles in the United 
States. 

Exports of live turtles are not separately reported but are prob­
ably small. Imports of live turtles were not separately reported 
prior to August 31, 1963. Annual imports in the years 1964-67 ranged 
from 199,000 pounds to 506,000 pounds, (table 2). Imports have come 
mainly from Colombia, Nicaragua, and Mexico. In recent years most im­
ports from the Carribbean countries were of low unit value ·(less than 
10 cents per pound) and are believed to have been large turtles for 
slaughter. Those from Colombia were of high unit value (several dol­
lars per pound) and probably most were small pet turtles. 
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Table 1.--Turtles: U.S. production (catch), 
by type, 1963-66 

Type : . 1963 ~ 1964 ·~ 1965 . ~ 1966 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

Baby---------------------------------: 26 18 7 
Snapper--------------~---------------: 434 493 522 
Soft-shell---------------------------: 156 310 413 s 
Green--------------------------------: 55 33 31 
Loggerhead---------------------------: 9 2 3 
Slider-----------------~-------------: 9 31 25 

·Unclassified-------------------------: _ _,_,..,..2 ___ ....,,....4_ 4 
Total----------------------------: 6~1 891 l,OOS 

Baby---------------------------------1 
Snapper----------------------·--------: 
Soft-shell---------------------------: 
Green--------------------------------: 

Value (1,000 dollars) 
100 78 37 : 
56 71 91 : 
18 25 26 1 

9 4 5 
Loggerhead---------------------------: 1. !/ !/ 
Slider-------------------------------: 1/ 1 1 
Unclassified-------------------------: !/ 1 !/ 

Total----------------------------:--1-8~4- --1~8~0- 160 

Unit value (per pound) '?) 

91 

7 
385 
304 
31 
4 

22 
5 

758 

33 
68 
19 
5 

1 
1 

127 

Baby---------------------------------: $3.85 
.13 
.12 
.16 
.11 

$4.33 
.14 

$5.29 $4. 71 
Snapper------------------------------: 
Soft-shell---------------------------: 
Green--------------------------------: 
Loggerhead---------------------------: 
Slider-------------~-----------------: 
Unclassified-------------------------: 

Average--------------------------: 

1/ Less than $500. 
2/ From rounded data. 
l/ Not available. 

v. 
11 

• 27 
: 

• 08 
.12 . 

11 
.03 
• 25 
• 20 

.17 

.06 

.16 
11 11 

.04 . 
11 

.16 

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

Note.--Turtles are also raised on a commercial scale; data on 
such output are not available. 
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Table 2.--Turtles: ·U.S. imports for consumption, by principal 
sources, September-December 1963 and annual 1964-67 

September-
Source December 1964 1965 1966 1967 

Colombia------------------: 
Nicaragua-----------------: 
Mexico-·-------------------: 
Yugoslavia----------------: 
Bahamas-------------·------: 
Jamaica-------~-----------: 
Australia-----------------: 
All other-----------------: 

Total-----------------: 

Colombia------------------: 
Nicaragua-----------------: 
Mexico--------------------: 
Yugoslavia----------------: 
Bahamas-------------------: 
Jamaica-------------------: 
Australia-----------------: 
All other-----------------: 

Total-----------------: 

Colombia------------------: 
Nicaragua-----------------: 
Mexico--------------------: 
Yugoslavia----------------: 
Bahamas-------------------: 
Jamaica-------------------: 
Australia-----------------: 

1963 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

19 y3 11 
86 259 166 

.54 202 . 119 4 . . 
4 1 26 1 

85 83 84 
84 

20 
1 9 15 17 

250 398 50b 199 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

23 13 18 
4 13 8 
3 10 6 1 
1 1 12 y 
4 4 4 

4 
9 
1 5 8 : 9 

22 47 56 36 

Unit value (per pound) 

$1.16 $3.90 $1.61 
$0.05 .05 . . .05 . 

.05 .05 .05 .16 

.24 .99 .46 .38 

.05 .05 .05 
.05 

.44 

16 
240 
81 

16 
353 

123 
12 

4 

15 

$7.58 
.05 
.06 

1.39 .56 .53 .56 .97 
.09 .12 .11 .18 .44 

All other-----------------: 
--~---__;,~....;..---__,;~..;._---~;;._;;---....;..;..,;......;...---~ 

Average---------------: 

y Imports of 200 pounds were 
purposes; as 13,691 pounds. 

y Less than $500. 

. . . 
erroneously reported, for statistical 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department 
of Commerce. 
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BIRD MEAT OTHERWISE PP..EPARED OR PP~SERVED 

Commodity 

Bird meat otherwise prepared or preserved:· 

TSUS 
item 

Goose liver products-------------------- 105.82· 
Other----------------------------------- 105.84 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

The prepared or preserved bird meat provided for here accounts 
for only a small portion of the U.S. consumption of bird meat. U.S. 
production and exports consist almost exclusively of canned chicken 
and turkey, whereas the imports consist of high-priced specialty 
items. 

Description and uses 

93 

The bird meat covered here is further prepared or preserved than 
fresh, chilled, or frozen whole birds, or than fresh, chilled, or 
frozen birds which have been plucked, beheaded, or eviscerated, or 
cut into pieces (including edible offal). The great bulk of the "pre­
pared or preserved" bird meat included in this summary, as processed 
in the United States, consists of canned chicken and turkey, whereas 
the imported commodities consist of high-priced specialty items such 
as goose liver products (pate de foie gras) and dried, salted, or 
"otherwise prepared" duck. 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column l (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 
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TSUS 
item 

. . ' 

. . . 
105.82: . . 
105.84: 

BIRD MEAT OTHERWISE PREPARED OR PRESERVED 

Commodity 

Bird meat otherwise 
prepared or 
preserved: 

Rate 
:prior to 
:Jan. 1, 

1968 

Goose liver products--:5¢ per 
lb • 

Other-----------------:10¢ per 
lb. 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) 
. 

First stage, : 
effective · 

Jan. 1, 1968: . . 

4¢ per lb. 

9¢ per lb. 

Final stage, 
effective. 

Jan. 1, 1972 

3.5¢ per 
lb. 1/ 

5¢ per-lb. 

1/ The final rate for this item will become effective on Jan. 1, 
1971, at the fourth stage. 

The above tabulation shows the column 1 rates of duty in effect 
prior to January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of 
concessions granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade 
negotiations under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATI'). 
Only the first and final stages of the four annual rate modifications 
are shown (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). Based 
on entries in 1967, the average ad valorem equivalent of the specific 
rate of duty of 5 cents per pound on imports under item 105.82 was 
1.4 percent which was representative for the great bulk of the imports. 
The ad valorem equivalent of the specific rate of duty of 10 cents per 
pound on imports under item 105.84, based on entries in 1967, averaged 
6.1 percent and ranged from 3.3 percent to 11.7 percent, depending on 
the country of origin. On imports from Hong Kong, which supplied 
about 62 percent of the total, it was 4.8 percent. 

U.S. imports of the products herein considered are subject to the 
provisions of the Poultry Products Inspection Act (P.L. 85-172) which 
is administered by the U.S. Department of Agriculture. That act is 
discussed in the introduction to this volume. Preserved ducks of Com­
munist .Chinese or North Korean origin are prohibited entry under the 
Foreign Assets Control Regulations of the U.S. Department of the 
Treasury. 
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U.S. conswnption 

The annual U.S. apparent consumption of the prepared or preserved 
bird meat considered herein, virtually all of which has consisted of 
domestic canned chicken and turkey, increased from 377 million pounds 
(2.0 pounds per capita) in 1963 to 605 million pounds (3.1 pounds per 
capita) in 1967. (see table). The increase in the consumption of pre­
pared or preserved poultry has contributed to the pronounced expansion 
in U.S. output of chicken and turkey in recent years. 

U.S. producers and production 

In recent years there have been about 700 plants canning poultry 
under Federal inspection. Some were subsidiaries of large-scale inte­
grated poultry firms. Most plants are located in the leading chicken 
and turkey producing States. Chickens, mostly mature hens from laying 
flocks, have accounted for about 65 percent of the output of canned 
chicken in recent years. The annual U.S. output of the bird meat in­
cluded herein increased from 389 miilion pounds (boneless basis) in 
1963 to 619 million pounds in 1967. Most of the increase was con­
sumed domestically and only a small part was exported. 

U.S. exports 

In recent years the bulk of the U.S. exports of prepared or pre­
served bird meat considered herein has consisted of canned chicken 
and turkey and poultry liver. Exports of such bird meat have amounted 
to about 2 percent of domestic production in recent years. In 1963-67 
annual U.S. exports of canned poultry ranged between 12.2 million 
pounds (boneless basis) and 15.9 million pounds. West Germany has 
been the largest market for U.S. exports of canned poultry in recent 
years. In 1967 West Germany took about 60 percent of the U.S. exports 
of canned poultry. The United Kingdom, the next largest market, took 
about 13 percent; the remaining 27 percent was distributed among some 
20 countries. 

U.S. imports 

U.S. imports of the prepared or preserved bird meat herein con­
sidere~ have consisted almost exclusively of high-priced specialty 
products that are not domestically produced. The unit value of the 
imports in 1967 averaged $3.66 per po1,l!ld. (In recent years the price 
paid by the U.S. Government for canned poultry has ranged between 
60 cents and 65 cents per pound.) Of the 264,000 pounds of these pre­
pared or preserved bird meats imported in 1967, about 107,000 pounds 
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, 
((40 ·-percent) consisted of pate de foie gras. 
ports came ·from France. 

Virtually all of the im-

Of-the remaining 157,000 pounds of such prepared or preserved bird 
meats imported in 1967, nearly half consisted of ducks preserved in 
peanut oil from Hong Kong, while the remaining half consisted largely 
of dried, salted ducks from Canada. The bulk of the imports of duck 
was entered on the West Coast for consumption as food delicacies by 
persons of Chinese ancestry. Small quantities of "otherwise prepared 
or preserved" chicken and grouse have also been imported in recent 
years. 
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Bird meat otherwise prepared or preserved: U.S. production, imports 
for conswnption, exports of domestic merchandise, and apparent 
consumption, 1963-67 

Produc- . Ex- . Apparent 
Year Imports . . 

tion y :ports 5_/]/: cons ump-
tion 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

1963-------------------------: 389,166 84 12,174 377,076 
1964--~----------------------: 421,324 118 15,097 406,345 
1965-------------------------: 496,477 126 15,939 480,664 
1966------------------~------: 583,148 184 14,219 569,113 
1967-------------------------: 6192460 264 14 2811 6042913 

Value (l,000 dollars) 

: 
1963-------------------------: 233,000 388 4,476 4/ 
1964-------------------------: 237,000 529 5,408 4/ 
1965-------------------------: 281,000 538 6,230 ~~ 1966-------------------------: 379,000 716 5,918 
1967-------------------------: 403,000 649 6,928 :!ti 

!/ Includes chicken, turkey, and other poultry used in canning and 
other processed foods; converted to a boneless basis at the rate of 
1.5 pounds of canned poultry to 1 pound of boned poultry. Values 
estimated by the U.S. Tariff Commission staff. 

2/ Converted to a boneless basis at the rate of 1.5 pounds of canned 
poUltry to 1 pound of boned poultry. 

3/ In addition to·canned chicken, turkey, and poultry liver, the 
above statistics also include small quantities of products such as 
chicken a la king, chicken and noodles, and chicken p9t pies. 
~/ Not meaningful 

Source: Production compiled as noted from official statistics of 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture; imports for 1963 estimated; im­
ports for 1964-67 and exports compiled from official statistics of 
the U.S. Department of Commerce, except as noted. 
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Commodity 
TSUS 
item 

Beef and veal------ 106.10 (pt.) 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

99 

The United States is a major producer and consumer of table beef 
and veal. Imports and exports have been equivalent to less than 1 
percent of domestic consumption. 

Description and uses 

Table beef, the subject of this summary, is the meat of cattle 
that is ready, except for division into cuts, for cooking and consump­
tion without further preparation or preservation. Examples of table 
beef are the steaks and roasts that constitute much of the beef con­
sumed in the United States annually. Veal is the meat of calves; vir­
tually all veal consumed is in the form of cuts. In the United States 
the great bulk of the table beef and veal consumed is purchased at re­
tail in a fresh or chilled rather than a frozen form. Not included in 
this swnmary are beef for manufacturing, virtually all of which is 
boneless beef {see swnmary on item 106.10 (pt.} et seq.), beef and 
veal prepared or preserved {see swnmary on item 107.50 (pt.) et seq.), 
or beef sausages (see swnmary on item 107.10 et seq.). 

Table beef consumed in the United States is primarily from young 
grain-fed steers and heifers. Meat from older animals is primarily 
used in manufacturing. In other countries most beef comes from grass­
fed animals. Table beef, either grain- or grass-fed is usually more 
tender, succulent, of a brighter red color, and contains more fat than 
manufacturing beef. Veal is of a pale pink color, is less firm, and 
has a flavor distinct from that of beef. 

Normally, beef animals are slaughtered and the yiscera, head, and 
hide removed and the carcass split into sides, all within the slaugh­
tering establishment. The sides may be further divided into primal 
cuts (e.g., chucks, rounds, ribs, etc.) in the slaughtering plant or 
an establishment specializing in this operation, or they may be ship­
ped directly to retail establishments. Sides and primal cuts are 
usually cut into portions at retail stores or at central cutting 
plants serving a number of stores. In these operations, tri11lillings of 
beef are generated; these, together with the less marketable cuts of 
beef, furnish much of the meat processed into ground beef (hamburger) 
at the retail level. 
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U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The col'limn 1 (trade~agreement)·rate of duty applicable to imports 
(see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) is as follows: 

TSUS 
rtem Conrrnodity Rate of duty 

106.10 (pt.) Beef and veal------------ 3¢ per lb. 

The existing rate of duty is not· one on which the United States 
gave a concession in the sixth round of trade negotiations under the 
General A~eement on Tariffs a~d Trade (GATT). The rate reflects a 
concession granted by the United States under the GATT, effective Jan­
uary 1948. 

The average ad valorem equivalents of the specific rate in effect 
prior to January 1, 1968, based on dutiable imports entered during 
1967, are as follows: 

Conrrnodity Percent 

Beef, borie in: 
Fresh or chilled------- 9.3 
Frozen----------------- 6.8 

Veal-------------~------- 6.o 

The ranges in the averages of imports from individual countries are as 
follows: 

Commodity Percent 

Beef, bone in: 
Fresh or chilled------ 7.0 to 10.7 
Frozen---------------- 4.8 to 7.6 

Veal-------------------- 5.6 to 6.9 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume,. the importation 
of fresh, chilled, or frozen beef and veal is prohibited from coun­
tries in which foot-and-mouth disease or rinderpest exist. The general 
effect of these regulations has been to limit imports of fresh beef to 
those from Oceania, North and Central America, and small areas of 
Europe and Asia. 

Furthermore, imported beef and veal must have been certified as 
wholesome by the proper authorities in countries whose meat inspection 
service has been deemed by the Secretary of Agriculture to be the 
equivalent to that of the United States. The inspection services of 
the major meat exporting countries have been so approved by the Secre-
tary. · 
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Imports of fresh, chilled, or frozen beef and veal, including 
table beef and veal, are subject to possible quota restrictions as pro­
vided for in the meat quota law approved on August 22, 1964 (P.L. 88-
482). Beef and veal have been the subject of export restrictions by 
four major countries supplying beef to the United States. (See sum-
mary on manufacturing meats, item 106.10 (pt.} et seq.). · 

U.S. conswnption 

Table beef and veal have accounted for over half of the red meat 
consumed in the United States in recent years. Annual U.S. conswrrp­
tion of table beef and veal is estimated to have ranged between 14.4 
billion and 17.1 billion pounds in the years 1963-67 (table 1). 

Both per capita and total consumption of beef of all types has in­
creased generally over the last 20 years. Much of the increase has 
been in the conswnption of table beef. In contrast, per capita con­
swrrption of veal has declined. The increase in per capita conswrrption 
of beef has been attributed to several factors: Preference for beef 
over the more fatty pork, increase in the disposible consumer income, 
and, occasionally, the relatively lower prices of beef compared to 
other meats. 

In addition to the changes in quantities consumed, there have also 
been significant changes in the quality of the beef consumed. In 
recent years, an increasingly larger share of the beef consumed in the 
United States has been from steers and heifers that have been fattened 
on grain prior to slaughtering. All beef from grain-fattened animals, 
however, is not used as table meat. Similarly, all meat from lower­
grade animals is not consumed as manufacturing meat. 

U.S. producers 

In March 1965, the latest month for which data are available, 
beef was produced in 2,774 slaughtering plants in the United States, 
of which 501 were under Federal inspection. (For purposes of this 
enumeration a plant must have had an annual output of 300,000 pounds 

·or more, liveweight basis.} Beef-producing plants are located in all 
parts of the country; in 1964, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Texas led in 
total number of plants while California, Texas, Nebraska, and New York 
led in the number of federally inspected plants. 

Plants producing beef vary widely in size, capacity, degree of 
modernization, and types of products produced. There has been a tend­
ency in recent years to decentralize slaughter operations from large 
terminal markets, such as Chicago, St. Louis, and Omaha, to the live­
stock-producing areas. Further, more specialized plants are replacing 
the older multipurpose plants. 
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The following tabulation presents numbers of plants, by species 
of animals slaughtered, in March 1965: 

Under 
Species slaughtered Federal Other Total 

inspection 

Cattle and calves-------------------------: 234 296 530 
Cattle, calves, and hogs------------------: 87 1,063 1,150 
Cattle, calves, sheep, and lambs----------: 72 149 221 

108 765 873 
501 2,273 2,774 

Cattle, calves, hogs, sheep, and lambs----: 
Total---------------------------------: 

Although federally inspected plants were only one-fifth of all plants 
slaughtering cattle and calves, they accounted for four-fifths of the 
beef and veal produced commercially in 1964. 

U.S. production 

Annual domestic production of table beef and veal is estimated to 
have ranged between 14.4 billion and 17.1 billion pounds in the years 
1963-67 (table 1). Total production of beef has been generally in­
creasing over the years as the population of the United States has in­
creased and as per capita consumption of meat shifted from the predom­
inance of pork to beef. Within a period of a few years, however, pro­
duction of table beef and veal fluctuates, depending essentially on 
the number and average dressed weight of animals slaughtered. The 
following tabulation presents data on heifer, steer, and calf slaugh­
ter under Federal inspection and the average dressed weights in recent 
years, as compiled from official statistics of. the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture: 

Steers 

Year Average 
Number dressed 

weight 

Thousands . . 
1963--: 12,496 668.3 
1964--.: 14,395 661.9 
1965--: 13,486 . 646.5 . . 
1966--: 13,846 661.0 

Heifers 

Average 
Number dressed 

weight 

Thousands 

4,807 562.8 
5,128 558.5 
6,066 544.6 
6,935 556.0 

Calves and Vealers 

Number 

Thousands 

l~,535 
4,820 
5,076 
4,432 

Average 
dressed 
weight 

113.5 
.114.6 
113.3 
111.l 
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Meat inspection and grading programs of the Federal Government 
affect beef marketing. Federal meat inspection--designed to ensure 
the wholesomeness of the product--is required of virtually all estab­
lishments producing beef for interstate cormnerce. Plants slaughtering 
under Federal meat inspection account for a majority of the beef pro­
duced domestically. For further discussion of Federal inspection and 
the changes to be made pursuant to the Wholesome Meat Act of 1967, see 
the introduction to this volume. The use of grades established by the 
Federal Government, unlike inspection, is voluntary on the part of the 
meat-packer. He may ship his product with (a) the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture (U.S.D.A.) grade, (b) his own grade,or (c) no grade at all 
affixed thereto. Federal grading is designed to inform the consumer 
of the quality of the meat in terms of standardized U.S.D.A. grades. 
In 1966, 61 percent of the beef and 18 percent of the veal produced in 
the United States was federally graded. 

U.S. exports 

Statistical data on U.S. exports of table beef and veal are not 
separately reported. Data relating to total exports of fresh or fro­
zen beef and veal are available, however, and are believed to relate 
almost entirely to exports of table-quality meat. Annual exports in 
this category have ranged between 9 million and 35 million pounds in 
the years 1963-67 (table 1). The primary markets for this beef have .. 
been Canada, the Bahamas, Bermuda, and, in some recent years, Israel, 
the European Economic Community (EEC), and Egypt (table 2). Promo­
tional efforts by the U.S. Department of Agriculture and U.S. meat­
packers, together with lower U.S. prices and a diminished supply of 
beef from traditional suppliers in European markets, resulted in in­
creased U.S. exports in 1964 and 1965. Notwithstanding the increase 
in exports in these latter years, exports were still equivalent to 
less than 1 percent of domestic production. U.S. table beef is not 
well accepted in most countries of the world. Apart from its normally 
higher price, it is considered by many foreign consumers to have too 
much fat and waste. 

U.S. imports 

Annual U.S. imports of veal and beef (bone-in), fresh, chilled, 
or frozen (the import classifications corresponding to table beef and 
veal) ranged between 26 million and 48 million pounds in the years 
1963-67 ·(table 1). Imports were also equivalent to less than 1 per­
cent of domestic production. 

Annual U.S. imports of beef ranged from 11.7 million to 29.3 mil­
lion pound;:; in the years 1963-67. Imports of beef have come almost 
exclusively from North and Central America, Australia, and New Zealand 
(table 3). Imports of veal have been of the same general magnitude, 
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ranging from 14.2 million to 26.4 million pounds in the same years 
(table 4). Veal has come principally from New Zealand and Canada. 

Imports of the products herein considered have been relatively 
small because (a) most countries do not produce, in sufficient quanti­
ties for export, the kind of beef preferred by U.S. consumers (b) fro­
zen meat is not readily accepted by U.S. consumers (thus restricting 
the market for imported beef shipped long distances, e.g., from Aus­
tralia and New Zealand), and (c) the fresh, chilled, or frozen meats 
from considerable areas of the world do not meet the disease-control 
and sanitary regulations of the United States. 

Foreigri trade 

Statistics on the foreign trade in table beef and veal are in­
cluded in the data relating to meat of bovine animals, fresh, chilled, 
or frozen. The bulk of the world trade in bovine meat is believed to 
be table beef and veal; an exception is imports into the United States 
which come principally from Australia. 

Annual world exports of bovine meat averaged in excess of 3 bil­
lion pounds in the years 1963-65 (table 5). The major exporters were 
Argentina and Australia. 

Imports of beef and veal have been primarily into the more devel­
oped countries and areas, such as the EEC, United Kingdom, and the 
United States, etc. (table 6). Meat imported into these countries is 
mainly grass-fed beef, and some veal. 

Meat 'that is transported short distances (e.g., Ireland to the 
United Kingdom, Canada to the United States, etc.) is usually shipped 
as chilled meat; that which is shipped longer distances (e.g., Austra­
l·ia or New Zealand to Europe or North America}' is more likely to be 
frozen. 
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Table 1.--Table beef and veal: U.S. production, imports for consump­
tion, exports of domestic merchandise, and apparent consumption, 
1963-67 

Year 
I 
I Production 1 Imports E t Al)parent. xpor 8 1 consumption 
I I l I 

l 

I 

1963--~----------------1 
1964-------------------1 
1965-------------------1 
1966-----------~-------t 

Quantity (million pounds) 

I I 

14,389 I 46 I 9 I 

15,826 I 35 I 35 I 

15,223 I 48 I 34 I 

43 I 18 I 

14,426 
15,826 
15,237 

16,360 I 16,385 
17,084 I 26 I 18 I 17,092 1967-------------------i 

--~----~-----~----~-------~--------...-...----

I 
Value (million dollars) 

1963-------------------1--_.,,,.5....,, 3""'5r-,:,2-, --..... 1,...,6-, __ ___,6.--,----....5,..., .,.,..36--2 

1964-------------------1 51 362 I 12 I 17 : 5, 357 
1965-------------------1 5,914 I 16 : 19 l 5,911 
1966-------------------1 6,791 I 17 I 14 I 6,794 
1967-------------------1 7,050 I 12 I 15 I 7,047 

I I I 

Sources Production estimated from official statistics of the U.S. 
Department of AgricultureJ imports and exports compiled from official 
statistics of the U.S. Department of Conunerce. 
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. Table 2.--Beef' and veals U.S. exports of domestio merchandise, 
by principal markets, 1963-67 

: : . l 

Market g 1963 g 1964 g 1965 g 1~66 I 1967 
I 

: Quantity (million pounds) 
I 
l g I g 

Canada-------------------i 2.1 I 3.1 I 3.7 I .5.8 I 7.4 
Bahamas------------------& 2.0 g 2.6 l 2.8 g 3.8 I 5.5 
Bermuda------------------1 .5 g • 6 I .5 I .6 I 

' .7. 
EEC !/-------------------1 .4 I 2. 6 I 2.8 g 1.0 g .7 
Israel---.----~----------1 lo9 g 8.4 I 15.8 I 3.0 : .1 
Egypt-~-----~-----:-------1 - ' 14.2 I 4.0 I - I 
All other------~---------1 1.9 I 3.8 l 4.2 l 3.8 I 3.4 

Total----------------1 B.B g 3;.3 l 33.8 g is.a , i7.8 
g 

Value (million dollars) 
J 

Canada~-----------~-------1 i.B l 2.4 s 2.6 l 4.2 l 6.o 
Bahamas~-~~---~---------~1 1.5 1 1.9 l 2.3 l 3.1 l 4.7 
Bermuda------------------• .5 I .6 l .6 l .1 l .9 
EEC !/-------------------• .2 l 1.1 l 1.5 I .6 l .6 
Israel-------------------1 .8 1 3.6 I 7.2 l 1.4 l .1 
Egypt----~---------------s - a 5.2 l 1..5 l - I 

All other----------------: 1.4 l 2.4 ' 3.~ I 3 • .5 I 3.0 
Total----------------1 6,2 ' 11.2 . 18.9 l 13.5 l ts.j . 

I l I l 

!/The European Economic Community (EEC) includes Belgium, France, 
Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, and West Germany. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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Table ).--Beef, bone-in, fresh, ohilled, or frozens U.S. impor~s 
for consumption, by principal sources, 1963-67 

Source 1963 

t 

Canada------------------: 1.8 
Australia---------------1 4. 7 
New Zealand-------------1 3.0 
Nicaragua---------------a 3.0 
Mexico------------------: .5.1 
All other---------------t 2.3 

Total---------------1 19.9 

l 

Canada------------------: o.6 
Australia---------------1 1.8 
New Zealand-------------1 .7 
Nicaragua---------------& .8 
Mexico------------------1 L4 
All other---------------1 .9 

Total---------------: 6.2 

!( Less than 50,000 pounds. 
~ Less than $50,000. 

i 
g 

I 

t 

1 

& 

t 

a 
I 

l 

I 

i 

1 

. . I s 
1964 l 196.5 l 1966 ·; 1967 

Quantity (million pounds) 
: 

8.o ; 25.7 t 15.3 5.3 
2.2 2.2 : 3.1 3.0 

.8 .4 t .7 1.9 
2.4 . .3 t .1 I . 
3.4 I y .5 I .2 

.6 I .7 i 1.0 I l.3 
17.2 I 29.3 20.7 I 11. 7 

Value (million dollars) 
2.4 l 7 .4 I 5.2 l 1.9 

.8 l .8 : 1.2 I l.2 

.3 I .1 . .3 .8 . 

.6 a .1 : y s 
Ll l 2/ I .. 2 l y 

.2 - .4 I .3 : .4 
5.4 8.8 I 7.2 I 4.3 

t 

Source& Compiled from official statistics of the UoS. Department of 
Commerce .. 
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Table 4.--Veal, fresh, chilled, or frozen: U.S. imports for 
consumption, by principal sources; 1963-67 

: . . 
1963 : 1964 . 1965 I 1966 : 1967 . Source 

Quantity (million pounds) 
: : 

New Zealand----~--------1 18.7 J 10.2 : 11.7 11.0 l 6.6 
Canada------------------: 4.5 4.8 : 4. 7 : 5.3 3.9 
Australia---------------: 2.5 I 2.1 I 2.2 : 5.0 3.1 

.7 g .4 l • 2 l .7 I .6 
- : u I :lL 

Mexico.------------------1 
All other-----~---------t ----.-­Total---------------1 

l~ l 
2 .4 : 17.5 : 18.9 : 22.0 I 14.2 

-------....-..~------""'----..;...;...------"-

7 .o l 

Canada--~-~----~--------1 1.7 I 

Australia---------------1 .9 I 

Mexico-~-~~-~-----------: .2 : 
'f../ : All other---------------1 _......,.......,,..... 

Total-~-------------1 

1/ Less than 50,000 pounds. 
5f Less than $50,000. 

9.9 I 

Value (million dollars) 
3.9 4.3 5.1 I 3.5 
1.7 1.7 2.3 l 1.8 

.7 I .8 I 2.2 : 1.6 

.1 : ol I .3 .3 
- : - I 'f../ y 

6.S I 6.8 I 9.9 7.2 

' 

Source1 Compiled from offioial statistios of the U.S. Department 
of Commeroe. 
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Table 5.--Meat of bovine animals, fresh, chilled, or frozen: World 
exports, by principal exporting countries, 1963-65 

Country 

: 
1 

Argentina~--------------------------: 
Australia----------------------------: 
Netherlands--------------------------: 
New Zealand--------------------------1 
Yugoslav.ta-------------~-------------: 
Denmark------------------------------: 
France-------------------------------: 
Ireland------------------------------: 
Uruguay---------~---------------~--: 

: 
1963 1964 : . 1965 

I 

Quantity (million pounds) 
---------------------------------------

1,172 : 928 : 770 
584 I 631 : 708 
136 I 15.5 : 1.58 
283 t 268 I 268 
1.52 I 140 145 
208 I 154 140 
218 I 155 144 
136 116 : 121 
142 t 269 I 142 
465 

3,496 
All other----------------------------: 

--_,,,....,....~ 

Total----------------------------: 
452 : 603 

3,268 3,199 

l 

Argentina----------------------------: 
Australia-----~----------------------: 
Netherlands--------------------------: 
New Zealand--------------------------1 
Yugoslav.ta---------------------------: 
Derunark------------------------------1 
France-------------------------------1 
Ireland------------------------------1 
Uruguay------------------------------1 
All other-----------------------------1 

Total-----~------~-------- ...... ---~-1 

--------------------------------Value (million dollars) 
203 I 224 I 228 -------=~--------=,,.,.---------=,.,,,.,.,. 

178 198 : 224 
65 : 94 : 101 
82 81 L 80 
48 56 : 69 
68 I 69 64 
55 52 53 
45 40 43 
21 57 I 39 

133 I 153 I 217 
898 : 1,024 I i,118 

__ _..,.,,...,__ 

Sources Compiled from official statistics of the Food and Agriculture 
Organization of the United Nations. 
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Table 6.--Meat of bovine animals, fresh, chilled, or frozen: World 
' imports, by principal markets, 1963-65 

Market 

. . 

1964 . : : 1965 
' : 

Quantity (million pounds) 

EEC Y------------------------------------: 891 1,171 1,106 
United Kingdom----------------------------: 801 773 648 
United States-----------------------------: 989 707 587 
Switzerland-------------------------------: 37 75 69 
Spain--:-----------------------------------: 183 43 : 151 
All other------~--------------------------: 527 448 398 

Total---------------------------------::::3:,:4:2:e:::::3:,2:1:1::::2:,:9:5:9 

. . 
Value (million dollars) 

EEC Y-------------·----------------------: 266 425 458 
United Kingdom----------------------------: 182 240 223 
United States-----------------------------: 317 229 197 
Switzerland-------------------------------: 18 37 38 
Spain-------------------------------------: 40 11 53 
All other------·--------------------------: 124 133 143 

Total---------------------------------:------~9~4=7------~1-,0~7~5,.._;.---1-,~l~l.;;.2 

1J The European Economic Community (EEC) consists of Belgium: France, 
Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, and West Germany. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the Food and Agricul­
ture Organization of the United Nations. 
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Commodity 

Meat, fresh, chilled, or frozen: 

TSUS 
item 

Boneless beef-------------------------- 106.10.(pt.) 
Mutton--------------------------------- lo6.20 (pt.) 

Pork, _frozen----------------------------- 106.40 (pt.) 
Meat, prepared or preserved: 

Beef or veal, cured or pickled--------- 107.40, -.45 
Beef, in airtight containers----------- 107.50 (pt.) 
Beef or veal, prepared or preserved, 

not elsewhere enumerated--107.55 (pt.), -.60 (pt.) 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

111 

The United States is a major producer and importer of meat for 
further processing into meat products. About one-third of the meat 
consumed in the United States is in the form of manufactured meat 
products; imports supply a significant part (as much as one-third in 
some years) of the meat component for these manufactured products. 

Description and uses 

Meats to be further processed into sausages, "prepared or pre­
served" meats including hamburger, or various food products containing 
meat such as in "TV dinners" are known as "manufacturing meats." The 
manufacturing to which the meats may be subjected include such opera­
tions as those which result in ground, chopped, diced, cooked, canned, 
cured, pickled, or otherwise prepared or preserved meat, ordinarily 
altering the taste, consistency, or appearance of the meat. The pre­
serving processes enable the meat to be stored for considerable 
periods of time. Meats and meat products not included in this summary 
are discussed in the summaries on table beef, pork, lamb, sausage, and 
miscellaneous meats. 

Most of the domestic and imported manufacturing meats consist of 
lower grades of beef or pork, or of packing-house trimmings comprising 
all grades of these meats. Almost all mutton is processed. In 1967 
beef accounted for about two-thirds of the total consumed; pork ac­
counted for about one-third, and mutton for only about 1 percent. The 
amounts of veal, lamb, and meats other than those discussed above used 
for further manufacturing are insignificant. 

Imported manufacturing meats are quite similar to domestic manu­
facturing meats (i.e., they are lean and fibrous, having little 
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succulence) although processors are of the opinion that the imported 
manuf'acturing beef contains less fat than the domestic. The bulk of 
all beef imported into the United States (as well as virtually all of 
the mutton) is used for manufacturing. In recent years the quantity 
of imported manufacturing beef has averaged about 20 percent of the 
annual domestic production of manuf'acturing beef and about 5 percent 
of the domestic production of all beef. 

This summary also includes beef and veal, cured or pickled, or 
otherwise prepared or preserved (mainly frozen cooked beef), and some 
types of beef in airtight containers. 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 

TSUS 
item 

. 
lo6.lO(pt.); . 
l06.20(pt.); . 
106.40(pt.); 

107.40 

107.45 . 
107.50(pt.); 

0 

107.55(pt.); . 
107.60(pt.); 

Commodity 

: Rate 
:Prior to 
:Jan. 1, 

: 
Boneless beef, fresh,: 

chilled, or frozen.: 
Mutton, fresh, : 

chilled, or frozen •• 
Pork, frozen---------; 

Beef or veal, cured 
or pickled: 

Valued not over 
30¢ per lb. 

1968 

3¢ per 
lb. : 

2.5¢ per: 
lb • 

1.25¢ : 
per lb.: 

. 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) 

First stage,= Final stage, 
effective : effective 

Jan. 1, 1968: Jan. 1, 1972 

1/ 

1/ 

1¢ per lb. 

J;./ 
1/ 

0.5¢ per lb. 

Valued over 30¢ 
per lb. 

Beef in airtight 
containers. 

3¢ per 
lb. 

103 ad 
val • 

153 ad 
val. 

; .13% ad val. 7.5°/o ad val. 

Beef and veal, pre­
pared or pre­
served, not 
elsewhere 
enwnerated: 

Valued not over 
30¢ per lb. 

Valued over 30¢ 
per lb. 

3¢ per 
lb • 

103 ad 
val. 

J:./ The rate of duty was not affected by the trade conference. 
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The above tabulation shows the column 1 rates in effect prior to 
January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of concessions 
granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade negotiations 
under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). Only the 
first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications· are shown 
above (see the TSUSA-1968, for the intermediate stages). 

The rates of duty on items 106.10 (pt.), 106.20 (pt.), 107.55 
(pt.), and 107.60 (pt~) reflect concessions granted by the United 
States under the GATT, effective January 1948. The rates on items 
107.40 and 107.45 reflect GATT concessions negotiated in 1953 but made 
effective in February 1959. Concessions amounting to a reduction of 
about 50 percent in duties were granted by the United States on items 
106.40 and 107.50 during the recent tariff negotiations. 

The average ad valorem equivalents of the specific rates of duty 
in effect on December 31, 1967, based on dutiable imports during 
1967, were as follows: 

TSUS item 

lo6.10 (pt.)------
106.20 (pt.)------
106.40 (pt.)------
107.40------------
107.55 (pt.)------

Percent 

7.4 
9,6 
3.1 

10.3 
9.9 

The ad valorem equivalents for imports from individual countries 
ranged as follows: 

TSUS item Percent 

106.10 (pt.)----- 0.7-10.0 
106.20 (pt.)----- 7.0- 9.9 
lo6.4o (pt.)----- 1.4- 3.1 

Imports under item 107.40 come only from Australia; imports under 
107.55 included in this summary come only from Argentina. 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, the importation 
of certain forms of meat is prohibited from countries in which foot­
and-mouth disease or rinderpest exist. Importation of such meats, if 
process~d in such a manner as to kill the causative virus (e.g., by 
cooking), is not prohibited. Much of the meat imported for further 
processing enters in a form which woul~ be prohibited from entry if ani­
mals in the exporting country were infected with-these diseases. In 1959 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture determined that certain types of pick­
led and cured beef (not canned or cooked) could carry the foot-and-mouth 
disease virus, and imports from certain countries of these meats have 
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b.e.en prohibited since that time" Imports of cooked meat from the 
c·ountries with infected animals are not prohibited, and significant 
quantities enter. 

Imported meat, whether fresh or prepared or preserved, must have 
been certified as wholesome by the proper authorities in countries 
whose meat inspection service has been deemed by the Secretary of 
Agriculture· to be the equivalent to that of the United States. The 
inspection services of the major meat exporting countries have been 
so approved by the Secretary. 

In 1964-66, quantitative restrictions on exports to the United 
States were imposed by Australia on beef, veal, and mutton, and by 
New Zealand, Ireland, and Mexico on beef and veal, in all forms except 
canned, cured, cooked, and except on live animals. Annual quotas (in 
millions of pounds) were established as follows: 

Year Australia New Zealand :• 
Ireland Mexico 

1964----------------------: 542 231 76 66 
1965----------------------: 562 240 79 69 
1966----------------------: 582 249 82 71 

Since most of the beef, and virtually all of the mutton, covered 
by these voluntary restrictions is used for manufacturing, these quotas 
had their primary effect on imports of the products discussed in this 
sunnnary rather than on table meat. 

Subsequent to these voluntary agreements, Public Law 88-482 was 
enacted. The general effect of this law is to limit annual imports 
(beginning January 1, 1965), of beef, veal, mutton, and goat meat to 
the amount equivalent to the ratio of imports to domestic production 
in the years 1959-63. A sb-called base amount (average annual imports 
in 1959-63) is annually adjusted by the Secretary of Agriculture pro~ 
portionate to the estimated average annual U.S. output of such meats 
in the last 2 years and the oncoming year (adjusted base amount). The 
law requires the President to impose an import quota, and the Secre­
tary of Agriculture to allocate such to supplying countries on the 
basis of import experience, when the expected volume of imports, as 
estimated by the Secretary, exceeds by 10 percent (the so-called 
"trigger point·") the quantity established by the. flexible quota pro­
visions in the law. 

As shown in the following tabulation, imports thus far have been 
less than the adjusted base amount and, of course, below the quantity 
which would require imposition of quotas (in pounds): 
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:Adjusted base: 
· amount • 
0 . 

1965-------------------------: 848,700,000 
1966-------------------------: 890,100,000 
1967-----------~----~--------: 904,600,000 

U.S. consumption 

"Trigger 
point" 

933,570,000 
979,110,000 
995,060,000 

115 

Actual 
imports 

614,204,737 
823,435,524 
894,863,994 

In recent decades, prepared and preserved meat products notably 
hamburger, sausages (including frankfurters), and "TV dinners" having 
a meat "dish" have gained increased consumer acceptance. Accordingly, 
consumption of manufacturing meats has increased (table 1). In the 
period 1963-67, the U.S. average annual consumption of manufacturing 
meats was about 50 percent larger than in the late 1940's. (The con­
sumption of all meats was only about 30 percent larger.) ·U.S. manu­
facturers of food products (including retail outlets) currently utilize 
more than 9 billion pounds (carcass equivalent) of manufacturing meats 
annually. About 2 billion pounds of this total is produced and ·uti­
lized principally by retail food stores, largely in the production of 
ground meats. 

U.S. producers 

Virtually every federally inspected slaughtering plant (approxi­
mately 600), as well as many nonslaughtering establishments (about 
1,300), produce meats for further processing. In addit.ion, various 
noninspected plants utilize manufacturing meats in making products not 
destined for interstate commerce. 

Although there is some concentration in the Midwest, domestic 
producers are located in all sections of the country. In most packing 
plants the production of manufacturing·meats usually occurs inciden­
tally to their major operations. 

U.S. production 

In 1963-67, the domestic annual production of the meats here con­
sidered ranged from 5.1. billion to 6.4 biliion pounds (carcass equiv~­
alent) (table 2). In processing prepared or preserved meat products, 
beef and pork can frequently be substituted for one another as their 
respective prices fluctuate. In the early 1960's the slaughter of 
lower grade cattle (the source of most manufacturing beef) decreased 

. . 
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when mature cows were withheld to produce additional calves. In time 
these cows were slaughtered. As domestic beef production increased, 
the substitution of pork for beef declined. In 1965 the increased 
slaughter of cows provided increased quantities of manufacturing beef. 
At the same time supplies of pork decreased. In 1966 and 1967 the 
opposite occurred. 

U.S. exports and imports 

U.S. exports of manufacturing meats, believed to have been 
'shipped predominantly to Canada and Mexico, are known to be small 
relative to domestic production and imports; data on such exports are 
not separately reported. 

U.S. imports of manufacturing meats during the past 10 years have 
been significantly larger than in earlier years. In the years prior 
to 1957, annual imports were less than 100 million pounds. Since 
1958, however, an:.iual imports increased irregularly, reaching almost 
1.5 billion pounds (carcass equivalent) in 1963. Subsequently, annual 
imports decreased to about 0.9 billion pounds in 1965. This diminu­
tion of imports is generally attributed to more attractive markets in 
Europe and the Far East for foreign produced meat and to a somewhat 
more plentiful domestic supply of manufacturing beef from cow slaugh­
ter. In 1966 and 1967 imports increased, reaching a volume of about 
1. 3 billion pounds in the latter year. · 

In recent years, about 80 percent of the imported manufacturing 
meat has been beef, mostly in the form of frozen boneless beef (table 
3). Boneless frozen mutton has been imported in increased quantities. 
Australia and New Zealand have been the primary sources of both beef 
and mutton. Annual imports of frozen pork (mainly from Canada), be­
~ieved to have been used for manufacturing, have not increased as 
significantly as those of beef and mutton. Much of the imported 
frozen beef and pork and some of the mutton has been used in making 
frankfurters and other sausages. It is believed that appreciable 
quantities of the beef have also been ground for hamburger and that 
relatively small amounts have been fabricated into retail cuts, i.e., 
steaks and roasts. 

Imports of boneless beef, frozen pork, and mutton are usually 
regarde.d as supplemental sources of manufacturing meat; they have 
entered primarily during periods of short supply, when prices in the 
United States have risen sufficiently to encourage importation. Thus, 
the volume of domestic production is more significant as a factor in­
fluencing imports than is the duty. Of more importance, however, is 
the fact that both imported and domestically produced manufacturing 
meats are largely complementary to the bulk of domestically produced 
fresh beef, pork, and lamb of the better grades. In a broader sense, 

April 1968 
1:1 



MEAT FOR MANUFACTURING 117 

virtually all meats are at least indirectly competitive with one 
another as well as with other sources of protein such as fish, poul­
try, and eggs. 

Foreign production and trade 

Australia is th~ major exporter of manufacturing beef. Australian 
beef production is almost exclusively of the grassland variety--pro­
ducing grass-fattened table beef (which is consumed locally or shipped 
to Europe) and lean manufacturing beef. For several years, until early. 
1964, much of this manufacturing meat came to the United States. In 
that year, however, more Australian beef was diverted from the U.S. 
to European markets because less Argentine beef was available. In 
1966 and 1967 the U.S. market again attracted an increasing share of 
the Australian meat trade when larger Argentine supplies became avail­
able in Europe • 

Argentine exports of meat have changed substantially in volume in 
recent years, caused by various economic, political, and meteorological 
factors. The decrease in Argentine exports of meat have changed world 
meat trade patterns, and substantially changed the trade in meat ex­
tract (see separate sunnnary, item 107.80). 
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Table 1.--Manufacturing meat& U.S. production, imports for 
consumption, and apparent consumption, 1963-67 

(Quantity in million pounds, carcass equivalent; 
value in million dollars) 

Year 
1 Produc-
1 tion y' 

Im­
ports y' 

Ratio 
Apparent s (percent) of 
consump- I imports to · 
tion 2/ ' consumption 

Quantity 
. l : . 

1963-~------------------J 5, 104 : 1,494 J 6,598 J 23 
1964--------------------J 5,761 I 1,067 6,828 J 16 
1965-----------·---------I 6,407 J 897 s 7 ,304 s 12 
1966--------------------J 6,1BS J 1,219 s 7,407 16 
1967--------------------s 6.!056 J l,z349 s 1i705 I 18 

I Value 
I 

1963-~------~-----~~----J 1,252 I 342 l 1,594 I 

~ 1964--------------------1 1,313 l 250 I 1,563 I 

1965-------...... -----------: 1,679 l 225 s 1,904 I 

~ 1966--------------------J 1,969 I 343 . 2,312 s . 
1967--------------------: 1, 714 s 395 J 2,109 . . 

l I 

1/ Estimated; does not include trii;nmings and cuts resulting from 
meatcutting operations in retail establishments estimated to be about 
2 billion pounds annually. 

2/ Partly estimated. 
3/ Exports are not separately classified but are believed to be 

negligible. '!:!:./ Not meaningful. 

Source: Production data estimated from official statistics of the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture; imports compiled from official sta­
tistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce, except as noted. 
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Table 2.--Manufacturing meat: Estimated U.S. 
production, by type, 1963-67 

. 

119 

Year : Beef 
: 

• Pork 
: Mutton Total J/ 

Quantity (million pounds 
carcass equivalent) 

1963----------..:------------------: 2,968 
1964------------------------------: 3,616 
1965------------------------------: 4,496 
1966------------------------------: 4,244 
1967------------------------------: 3,904 

2,074 
2,088 
1,859 
1,892 
2,100 

62 
57 
52 
52 
52 

Value (million dollars) 

1963------------------------------: 731 514 7 
1964------------------------------: 793 513 7 
1965------------------------------: 1,047 625 7 
1966------------------------------: 1,271 691 7 
1967------------------------------: 1,081 626 7 

: : : : 

5,104 
5,761 
6,407 
6,188 
6,056 

1,252 
1,313 
1,679 
1,969 
1,714 

1/ Use of veal for manufacturing is believed to be minimal and is 
not separately tabulated in this estimate. 

Source: Estimated from official statistics of the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture~ 
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Table .3.--Manufacturing meat: U .s. imports for consumption on pro­
duct weight basis, by type of meat, 196.3-67 

Beef, fresh Beef, Mutton, 
Year chilled, or : Pork, : prepared fresh, Total frozen: : frozen }/ : or pre- chilled, 

boneless : served 1/ or frozen 
Quantity (Million pounds, product weight) 

. . 
196.3------: 9.39.8 33.4 44.6 2/ 62.7 1,080.5 
1964-----: 670.9 37.4 32.3 - 34.o 774.6 
1965------: 536.o 43.6· 47.3 29.7 656.6 
196&-.:.---: 720.2 39.8 58.3 60 • .3 878.6 
1967-----: 814.6 42.7 66.4 54.l 977.8 

Value (million dollars) 

. . 
196.3------.. 299.6 12.5 16.8 2/ 13.0 341.9 
1964------ : 216. 7 13.6 12.l - 7.5 249.9 
196.5------ : 180.3 17.2 21.1 6.9 225.5 
1966------: 281 • .3 17.4 27.8 16.2 342.7 
1967---: 332.4 17.2 31.4 14.l 395.1 

Unit value (cents per pound) 

. . 
196.3------: 31.9 37.4 37.7 'l,l 20. 7 31.6 
1964------: 32.3 36.4 37.5 22.1 32.3 
1965------: 33.6 39.4 44.6 23.2 34.3 
1966------ : 39.l 43.7 . 47. 7 26.9 39.0 
1967------: 40.8 40.3 47.3 26.1 40.4 

l/ Partly estimated. 
~/ May include negligible imports of goat meat. 

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

Note.--The figures in this table differ from those.shown in table 1 
which are on a carcass-equivalent basis. 
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Connnodity 

Meats, fresh, chilled, or frozen: 

TSUS 
item 

Goat------------------------------ 106.20 (pt.) 
Frog------------------------------------ 106.60. 
Horse----------------------------------- 106.65 
Not elsewhere enumerated---------- 106.70, -.75 

Other' meats and edible meat 
offal, prepared or preserved: 

Frog meat------------------------- 107.65, -.66 
Not elsewhere enumerated---------- 107.70, -.75 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

121 

Although the United States is generally a net importer of miscel­
laneous manufactured meat products, imports have been small in rela­
tion to consumption; for some of the individual items, however, im­
ports account for the bulk of domestic consumption. 

Description and uses 

Included in this sunnnary are miscellaneous edible fresh, chilled, 
or frozen meats and prepared or preserved meats and meat offal not 
discussed in other swnmaries, such as: fresh, chilled, or frozen frog 
legs and frog meat; the fresh, chilled, or frozen meats of goats and 
horses, as well as of animals not specifically enumerated in the meat 
provisions of the TSUS and not discussed elsewhere in the summaries 
(e.g., turtle, rabbit, and whale meat); "prepared or preserved" edible 
offal; and all edible "prepared or preserved" meat except bird.meat, 
fish, pork, beef and veal, and sausages. The "prepared or preserved" 
meat here thus includes frog legs and other frog meat; it also in­
cludes "prepared" cuts of goat, lamb, mutton, horse, turtle, whale, 
and game meat, as well as these and certain other meats, if "prepared 
or preserved" in any other manner. Some of these other "prepared or 
preserved" meats are meat balls and cakes, luncheon meats, and liver 
p~~ ' 

These commodities are produced and imported, both in forms suit­
able for immediate retail sale and as semifinished products requiring 
further processing. 
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U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade~agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports {see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: · 

Rate 
TSUS 
item Commodity :prior to: 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) . 

:Meats, fresh, chilled, 
: or frozen: 

. . 

106.20(pt.): Goat-----------------: 

106.6o 

106.65 

106.70 

106.75 

107.65 

107.66. 

107~70 

107.75 

. I 

Frog-----------------: 

Horse----------------: 
Not elsewhere 

enumerated: 
Valued not over 30 : 

cents per pound. 
Valued over 30 

cents per pound. 
:Other meats and edible 

meat offal, pre-

. - . . 

. pared or pre­
served: 

Frog meat------------: 

If product of 
Cuba. 

Not elsewhere 
enumerated: 

Valued not over 30 
cents per pound. 

Valued over 30 
cents per pound. 

---------------------------------~ Jan. 1,: . : . 
l968 .First stage,.F1nal stage, 

• effective • effective 
:Jan. 1, 1968:Jan. 1, 1972 . 

25¢ per: y y 
lb. 

5% ad 
val. 

Free 

3¢ per 
lb. 

lOa/o ad 
val. 

12% ad 
val. 

8% ad . 
•· 

val. 

3¢ per 
lb. 
lOa/o ad 
val. 

4% ad 
val. 

y 

y 
y 

10.5% ad 
val. 

?} 

2.7¢ per 
lb. 

<jfo ad 
val. · 

. . . 

2.5% ad 
val. 

y 

y 
y 

6% ad 
val. 

?} 

1. 5¢ per 
lb. 

5% ad 
val. 

y Th~ rate of duty was not affected by the trade conference. 
y Effective as to articles entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, 

for consumption on and after Jan. 1, 1970, item 107.66 is deleted and 
.such entries would be classifiable under item 107.65, 

The above tabulation shows the column 1 rates of duty in effect 
prior to January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of 
concessions granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade 
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negotiations under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade {GATT). 
Only the first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications 
are shown above {see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). 

The rates of duty applicable to items 106.20 {pt.), 106.65, 
106.70, and 106.75 were not affected by the recent negotiations. With 
the exception of horsemeat {item 106.65), the rates on these items 
reflect concessions granted by the United States under the GATT, 
effective January 1948. The duty-free treatment of horsemeat was 
created by statute, effective in July 1961 (P.L. 87-110) and is not 
bound against increase by a trade agreement. Concessions amounting 
to a reduction of 50 percent in duties were granted by the United 
States on items 106.60, 107.65, 107.70, and 107.75. 

The average ad valorem equivalents of the specific rates of duty 
in effect on December 31, 1967, based on dutiable imports during 1967, 
were as follows: 

TSUS item Percent 

106.20 (pt.)------ 7.4 
106.70------------ 11.3 
107.70------------ 11.6 

All imports under item 106.20 (pt.)--goat meat--came from Haiti. The 
average of other imports from individual countries ranged as follows: 

TSUS item Percent 

106.70-------------- 2.8 to 30.0 
107.70-------------- 11.1 to 16.o 

Due to the heterogeneity of the products classified in the two 
basket classes (items 106.70 and 107.70), the average ad valorem 
equivalents for imports from many individual countries·, as given 
above, are probably not characteristic of the equivalents for many of 
the imports in the two classes. 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, the iroporta-
. tion of some types of meats is prohibited from countries in which 

foot-and-mouth disease or rinderpest exist. Importation of such 
meats if processed in such a manner as to kill the causative virus 
(e.g., by cooking) is not prohibited. Furthermore, imported meats 
and meat products are subject to regulations of the U.S. Departments 
of Agriculture and Health, Education, and Welfare regarding whole­
someness and labeling. 
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U.S. consu.mption, producers, and production 

Data on U.S. consumption, producers, and production of many of.· 
the products discussed in this summary are not available. Consumption 
of the aggregate of these products is estimated to have ranged from 
800 million to 1 billion pounds annually in recent years. Data, where 
available, are included in the discussions of the various products. 

Horsemeat.--Consumption of horsemeat has been about 50 million 
pounds annually. in recent years (table 1). Some consider horsemeat to 
be a gourmet food. Nevertheless, it is believed that most of the 
horsemeat produced domestically and imported is eventually used as 
animal feed (see summary on item 184.54 et seq. in volume 1:6). 

Turtle meat.--Consumption of turtle meat, in all forms, is esti­
mated to amount to about 1 million pounds annually. It is a gourmet­
type meat, appealing to a limited group of consumers. The bulk of the 
turtle meat is produced in the Southern States. While data are not 
available on production, the volume is estimated to have ranged from 
0.5 million to b.8 million pounds in recent years. The number of pro­
ducers is believed to be small. 

Goat meat.--Most of the goat meat consumed in the United States 
is domestically produced, primarily in the Southwestern States. Goat 
meat is consumed almost exclusively by certain ethnic groups in these 
States. Domestic consumption is estimated to have ranged from 7.9 
million to 20.l million pounds annually in the years 1963-67 (table 2). 

Frog meat.--Annual U.S. consumption of frog meat is estimated to 
have averaged nearly 3 million pounds in recent years, practically 
all of which was imported (table 3). Frogs are caught in the United 
States in areas adjacent to the Gulf of Mexico. Some frogs are grown 
connnercially on farms in these areas; these operations are believed 
to be small. 

Whale meat.--Domestic production of whale meat has declined 
somewhat in recent years. The following tabulation presents data on 
annual production of whale meat in the United States in recent years: 

Year 

. . 
1963---------------------------------------------: 
1964---------------------------------------------: 
1965---------------------------------------------: 
1966---------------------------------------------: 

Quantity Value 

Million Million 
pounds dollars 

2.9 0.2 
4.5 .4 
3.0 ,3 
1.8 .1 
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It is believed that much of the whale meat produced domestica~ and 
imported is eventually used as animal feed. 

Snails. -.•Few, if any, edible snails are produced in the United 
States; statistics are not available. Consumption is thus limited to 
imports, which are estimated to have been several hundred thousand 
pounds annually ~ recent years. These imports consisted almost ex­
clusively of canned snails. 

Manufactured meat products, not elsewhere enumerated.--The JIK)St. 
significant group of cOJ11DOdlties included in tills summary are a vari­
ety ot prepared meat products, JIK)Bt of them packed in airtight con­
tainers, made from various combinations of beef, pork, lamb, mutton, 
and other meats, such as luncheon meat and potted meats. The follow­
ing tabulation presents data on domestic production under Federal in­
spection of these products in recent years (in millions of pounds): 

. 
1963 1964 1965 

. 
1966 1967 Product • . 

• • • • 
• • • • • • 

Bot canned--------------------------: 226 237 • 241 : 256 253 . 
Canned: . . 

IAlncbeon meat---------·-----------: 325 311 259 264 259 
Potted meat (except ham)----------: · 36 41 • ' 4o 41, 48 • 

other-----------------------------: 1~6 151 171 20~ • 208 • 
Total, &11 groups !/----------------: 724 746 • 712 765 • 770 • . . 

• • • • • • y DUe tO round!Di, data JDB¥ not add to total shown. 

·In addition to production in Federally inape~ted p:µmts, an indeter­
minable amount ot these products is produced .. in· plants not so in­
spected. 'The volume of such production is beliaved to be small • 

. ~ 
' 

Domestic production of prepared and preserved meats has shown a 
general.increase, particularly since World War II, due both to the in­
crease in the U.S. population and to an increased preference for con­
venience toods. Since imports and exports have been relatively small·, 
conaumption has generally been equivalent to production (table 4). 

U.S. exports 

Annual U.S. exports of horsemeat were 1 million pounds in 1963 
and 1964 (table l). Aggregate exports ot miscellaneous meats, both 
canned. and uncaimed, have increased in the years 1963 .. 67 (table 4). 
Botvithstanding this increase, these exports are small in relation to 
the 30 billion pounds of meat of all types produced annually in the 
United States. 
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. Export data on the other meats and meat products discussed. in 
this 8UJllll&l7 are not available. It is unlikely that there have been 
significant exports ot such items as snails, or the meat of goata, .,. 
;trogs, or whales. · 

U.S. iJl§)orts 
' 

Imports have supplied a small. part of the aggregate consumption 
of the miscellaneous meats discussed in this sunmary. For some 1nd1-
vidual products, however, imports supply nearly 100 percent 'ot domes­
tic conswnption. Imports of some of the products discussed herein are 
not strictly comparable with domestic. production and exports. · Some 
imported products are high-priced specialty items, others are gourmet 
foods not produced in the United States. · 

Frog meat.·--Imports of frog meat, pr1ncip~ frog legs, have in• 
creased in recent years (table 3). Imports of trog legs and trog mea\ 
totaled over 4 mill.1on pounds 1n 1967. rit>st of the import• came trm 
Japan, India, Mexico, and Pakistan; Cuba was an important supplier in 
earlier years. 

Turtle meat.--Anmaal lm,ports ot turtle meat are estimated to bave 
averaged abOut 0.5 million pounds in recent years. Most ot the ia­
ports have come tram Mexico and have been in the torm ot fresh, 
chilled, or frozen. meat rather than prepared or preserved product1. · 

Goat meat.--In the years 1964-67 annual imports of goat meat 
·ranged from O.l mUllon to 0.3 million pounds (table 2). Virt~ 
all of the imports came from-Haiti. 

· Horsemeat.--Annual U.S. imports of edible horsemeat are estiatecl 
to have averaged 13 million pounds in the last 5 years. (table l). !be 

'bulk of the imports came trom Mexico, Canada, and Argentina. Prior to 
1961 such horsemeat was dutiable; since then, much ot the horsemeat 
has entered duty-tree regardless of whether it was for human COllS\lllf­
tion or for other uses. 

Whale meat.--Most of the prepared products containing whale meat 
have come trom Japan in recent years. 'Dlese product,. such &S whale 
stew, whale meat in gravy, etc., are gourmet items and are consumed 
only in limited quantities. Data on U.S. imports of whale meat are · 
not available. 

· Miscellaneous meats and edible offal.--WhUe published data an 
.not avan&bie on the quantities of the different products imported 1D 
the basket classes, a relatively small number of products are· known to 
account for the bulk of the importrJ, Luncheon meat made of a mixture 

· ot pork and beef and usually packed in airtight containers is one ot 
the more important products. De~k, Poland, and the Netherlands 
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have been the principal suppliers. Meat and liver spreads (pate"s), 
primarily from France, are specialty-type items that enter in consid­
erable quantities. Other noteworthy products imported have been 
snails, mainly from France; meat balls and cakes from Sweden, Denmark, 
and the Netherlands; reindeer meat balls from Norway; and blood pud­
ding from Norway, West Germany, and Spain. 

Table 1.--Horsemeat, fresh, chilled, or frozen: U.S. production, 
imports for consumption, exports of domestic merchandise, and 
apparent consumption, 1963-67 

Apparent Ratio of Produc-Year tion y Imports Exports conswnp- imports to 
ti on consumption 

Million Million Million Million 
12ounds 12ounds Eounds :12ounds Percent . . 

1963-----------: 31 'ij9 1 39 23 
1964--------.;.--: 27 14 1 40 35 
1965-----------: 27 ll Ji Y. 38 Ji 
1966-----------: 4o 14 "]/ y 54 "]/ 
1967-----------: y 35 15 "JI y 50 "JI . . . . 

1J Estimated, based on Federally inspected slaughter and an estima-
ted carcass·weight of 750 pounds per head. 

y Estimated. 
"JI Not available. 

Source: Production estimated.from official statistics of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture; imports and exports compiled from official 
statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce, except as noted. 

Note.--It is believed that virtually all of this meat, which is 
edible, is used as animal feed. 
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.Table 2.--Goat meat: U.S. production, imports for consumption, 
and apparent consumption, 1963-67 

Produc- Apparent Ratio of 
Year : tion !/ Imports consump- : imports to 

: tion 2/ : consumption 
Million .: = 

' : Million : Million 
: ;eounds ;eounds : ;eounds Percent 
: . . 

1963---------------------: 7.8 I JI .1 7.9 : 
1964---------------------: 7.6 I .3 7.9 : 
1965---------------------: 12.4 i .3 12.7 
1966--~------------------: 19.1 I .2 19.3 
1967--~------~----------: JI 20.0 : .1 20.l : l!I 

I 

!/ Estimated, based on Federally inspected slaughter and a carcass 

1 
4 
2 
1 

weight of 40 pounds. 
2/ Export data not separately reported, but believed to be negligible. 
!/ Estimated. 
~/ Less than o.5 percent. 

Source: Production estimated from official statistics of the U.S. 
I 

Department of Agriculture; imports compiled from official statistics 
or the U.S. Department of Commerce, except as noted. 

April 1968 
1:1 



MISCELLANEOUS MEATS 

Taple 3,--Frog meats U.S. production, imports for consumption, 
and apparent consumption, 1963-67 

129 

Year Produc- 1 

1 tion 1 Imports 
I 

1 Apparent 1 
consump- 1 
tion 1/ 1 

. Ratio of 
imports to 
consumption 

Million 
1 pounds 

Million 
1 pounds 

Million 1 

pounds Percent 
I 

1963---------~------------l 
1964----------------------· 
1965----------------------1 
1966----------------------· 
1967--------~-~--------~--z 

Y. 
J./ 

I 

o l I 

• l I 
• l I 

I 

I 

I I 

l/ Export data not separately reportedJ 
negligible. 

2/ Less than 50,000 pounds. 
~ Not available. '. 

2.9 I 

2.4 I 

2.8 l 

3,3 I 

4.1 I JI 

I 

3.0 I 
2.5 I 

2.9 I 

3,3 I 

I 

I 

exports are believed to be 

97 
96 
97 

100 

Sources Production '(catch) compiled from official statistics of the 
U.S. Department of the InteriorJ imports compiled from official sta-
ti'stics of the U;.S. Department of Commerce, · 
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Table 4.--Miscellaneous manufactured meat products: U.S. production 
(Federally inspected), imports for consumption, exports ot domestic 
merchandise, and apparent consumption, 1963-67 

I I Apparent Ratio of Production I I 
Year (federally Imports cons ump- imports to 

l 
Exports 

1 

1 inspected) l 
ti on 

1 
consumption 

. Million l Million i Million .1 Million . 
:eounds I :eounds l :eounds :eounds Percent 

l l 

1963-------l 724 l !I 5 l 3 l 726 l 
1964------l 740 l 7 I. 4 ; 743 l 1 1965-..: ____ , 712 I 13 l Y. 12 .1 713 I 2 
1966------l 765 l 18 I f; 12 771 2 
1967-------1 770 I 15 y 16 7.69 2 

~ Partly estimated. ' 
~ Due to changes in reporting schedules, data not exactly compar-

ab to previous years. 

Sources Production compiled from official statistics of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture} imports and exports compiled from official 
statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce, except as noted. 

Note.--Because of differences in classifications, statistics re­
lating to production, imports, and exports are not entirely compar­
able. 
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Connnodity 
TSUS rrem 

131 

Meat of lambs, fresh, chilled, or frozen-- 106.30 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

The United States produces virtually all the lamb it conswnes. 
Lamb, however, accounts for a relatively small portion of the total 
red meat consumed in the United States. 

Description and uses 

Lamb is the flesh of a young sheep, connnonly termed "a lamb.'-' 
Mutton, the meat of a matured sheep, is discussed in the summary on 
manufacturing meat (item 106.10 (pt.) et seq.). 

Both domestic and imported lamb is usually dark red in color. 
White or yellowish fat covers much of the carcass; some fat is also 
dispersed throughout the meat. Lamb has a distinctive flavor, gener­
ally considered to be somewhat stronger than that of either beef or 
pork. 

Lamb is sold by the producer (slaughterer) in carcasses, hind­
saddles (posterior halves), foresaddles (anterior halves), sides 
(halves of carcasses when split lengthwise) and in retail cuts such as 
leg, loin, shoulder, and breast. 

The larger cuts of meat are reduced to the sizes preferred by 
consumers. Some cuts of lamb are more readily merchandised than 
others. Lamb chops and leg of lamb are the cuts most favored by con­
sumers (except in the kosher trade); hence, these cuts sell more 
readily and at higher prices than other cuts of lamb, particularly the 
breast, neck, and shank, which most meat retailers have difficulty in 
selling. A substantial share of the less popular cuts is merchandised 
in the form of stew meat or lamb patties (included in items 107.70-
107.75). 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The colwnn 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports {see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 
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TSUS 
item 

. 

Connnodity 

106.30: Lamb, fresh, chilled, 
or frozen. 

Rate 
prior to 
Jan. 1, 

1968 

3.5¢ per 
lb. 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) 
. . 
:First stage,:Final stage, 
• effective • effective 
:Jan. 1, 1968:Jan. 1, 1972· . . 

3.1¢ per 
lb. 

1. 7¢ per 
lb. 

The above tabulation shows the column 1 rate of duty in effect 
prior to January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of con­
cessions granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade 
negotations under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. Only 
the first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications are 
shown above (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). 

The average ad valorem equivalent of the specific rate of duty in 
effect on December 31, 1967, based on dutiable imports during 1967, 
was ll.l percent. The ad valorem equivalent on imports from the indi­
vidual countries ranged from 7.4 to 11.2 percent. 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, the importation 
of fresh, chilled, or frozen lamb is prohibited from countries in 
which foot-and-mouth disease or rinderpest exist. Imported lamb must 
also have been certified as wholesome by the proper authorities in 
countries whose meat inspection service is deemed by the Secretary of 
Agriculture to be the equivalent to that of the United States. The 
inspection services of the major meat exporting countries have been so 
approved by the Secretary. 

U.S. consu.mption 

For a number of years lamb has supplied a decreasing share of the 
per capita consumption of total red meat and poultry.in this country. 
During the early 1940's an annual per capita average of somewhat over 
6 pounds of lamb was consumed in this country. This declined to a 
low of about 3 pounds in 1951, increased to slightly less than 5 
pounds in the early 1960's, then dropped off in the mid-1960's as pro­
duction declined. 

Consumer preference for lamb in the United States varies by geo­
graphical area. Consumption is highest in California, New York, and 
Illinois, while it is low in other parts of the country. The New York 
City area consumes much of the total U.S. lamb production. It is 
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preferred by certain ethnic and religious groups; one of the largest of 
these is the orthodox Jewish people, conunonly termed "the kosher trade". 

Although lamb is often considered to be a high-priced specialty 
meat, many people do not like its distinctive flavor; to others, the 
fat content and quality, especially of the breast and neck, are objec­
tionable. 

U.S. producers 

Lambs (and sheep) are killed in a relatively small nwnber of 
slaughterhouses. Of the 6ll plants slaughtering under Federal inspec­
tion in 1966, only 179 slaug~tered lambs and sheep. These plants 
accounted for an estimated 90 percent of lamb production. Farm slaugh­
ter accounted for about 2 percent of total production of lambs and 
sheep in 1966, and noninspected plants produced most of the remainder. 

Much of the lamb produced in the United States is for the kosher 
trade, and since kosher meat·must be freshly killed, slaughtering for 
this market is ordinarily done close to or in the area of consumption, 
e.g., the New York Metropolitan area. Much of the lamb slaughtered in 
kosher establishments, however, eventually is sold to non-Jewish con­
swners. There a few large-volume lamb slaughtering operations; most 
lamb slaughterers also handle other types of livestock. 

As with other livestock slaughter, byproducts are an important 
source of revenue to the lamb packer. The added income from the by­
products of lamb and sheep slaughter is proportionally higher than 
from other species because of the additional value of the wool. 

U.S. production 

Domestic production of lamb in 1963 was 708 million pounds (car­
cass equivalent), higher than in other recent years (table 1). Sub- . 
sequent to 1963, the volume of production declined to an estimated 594 
million pounds in 1967. Low prices for lambs in the early 1960's en­
couraged many sheep farmers and ranchers to reduce the sizes of their 
flocks. Inasmuch as the average dressed weight of lambs slaughtered 
during this period did not vary significantly, supplies of lamb di­
minished. 

For many years the U.S. Government has encouraged the domestic 
production of wool by means of subsidy payments to sheepmen. This pro­
gram has had the effect of supporting the production of lamb also, 
since it is virtually impossible to profitably maintain sheep in this 
country solely for the production of either wool or meat. 
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I 

U.S. exports and imports 

Exports of lamb, which go to many countries, are small (less than 
1 percent of production) and of little importance to domestic meat 
packers. 

Although the volume of imports of lamb (12 million pounds, valued 
at $4 million in 1967) has equaled less than 2 percent of domestic con­
sumption, it has asswned considerable importance in the minds of domes­
tic sheep ranchers for two reasons: (1) the volume of imports has gen­
erally been increasing, and (2) sizable shipments arriving in a local 
market are believed to depress prices. For the most part, however, 
packers have not expressed as n:.'.lch concern over lamb imports as have 
sheep ranchers. 

Virtually all imports, except those from Canada, are of frozen 
lamb. Such lamb usually suffers a price discount when sold at retail. 
Imported lamb cuts are usually smaller than domestic cuts, however, 
and thus are closer to the size preferred by consumers. 

As shown in table 2, New Zealand supplied about 75 percent of the 
lamb imported in 1967; Australia and Canada supplied the remainder. 
This pattern has generally been prevalent in recent years although in 
some earlier years Iceland was a significant supplier, especially to 
the eastern part of the United States. 

Foreign production and trade 

Although lambs are raised in most areas of the world, there are 
only a few countries producing the meat of lamb for export. These 
countries can be generally described as having large tracts of grass­
land to support livestock and a relatively sparse population. New 
Zealand, our principal supplier of imports, wa·s third in the produc­
tion of lamb, mutton, and goat meat in 1966 (1.0 billion pounds) but, 
since its population is small, it had sizeable quantities of lamb 
available for export. Australia is second only to the U.S.S.R. in the 
production of these meats (1.3 billion pounds and 1.9 billion pounds, 
respectively, in 1966). Both the United States and the U.S.S.R., 
although having large areas of grazing land, have a sufficiently large 
population to consume the domestically produced lamb. 

Production methods in New Zealand, Australia, and Canada are gen­
erally comparable to those in the United States. 
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Table 1.--Lamb: U.S. production, imports for consumption, exports of 
domestic merchandise, and apparent consumption, 1963-67 

(Quantity in millions of pounds .LCarcass-equivalen~7; value in 
millions of dollars) · 

Ratio 
Apparent (percent) 

Year 

: 

Produc­
tion'};_/ Imports Exports g/ consump­

tion 'l/ 
of imports 
to con­
sumption 

. . 
1963----------: 
1964----------: 
1965----------: 
1966----------: 
1967----------: 

. . 
1963----------: 
1964----------: 
1965----------: 
1966----------=: 
1967----------: 

708 
658 
599 
598 
594 

262 
267 
277 
283 
267 

. : 
19 
10 
13 
15 
12 

5 
3 
3 
5 
4 

.Quantity 

Value 

1 
1 

4/ 1 
4/ l 
4/ l 

726 
667 
611 
611 
604 

266 
269 
279 
287 
270 

3 
2 
2 
2 
2 

1/ Estimated: • 
2/ Includes small amounts of lamb, prepared or preserved (other than 

caiined) and of mutton and goat meat. 
3/ Value estimated. 
4/ Due to changes in statistical reporting schedule~, data are· not 

exactly.comparable to earlier years. 
'2J Not meaningful. 

Source: Production data and value of consumption data estimated 
from official statistics of the U.S. Department of Agriculture; im­
ports and exports compiled from official statistics of the U.S. De­
partment of Commerce. 
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Table 2.--Lamb, fresh, chilled, or frozen: U.S. imports 
for conswnption, by principal sources, 1963-67 

Sources 1964 1966 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

•' 

New Zealand---------------: 11,927 8,054 10,742 10,933 
Australia-----------------: 6,290 1,637 1,595 3,908 
Canada--------------------: 661 714 173 37 
Iceland-------------------: 31 10 7 
All other-----------------: 15 . 24 ~~ 6 

. . 
Total-----~-----------: 18,924 10,439 12,517 14, 84 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

New Zealand---------------: 3,231 1,917 2,871 3,715 
Australia-----------------: 1,820 502 503 1,372 
Canada--------------------: 208 262 65 15 
Iceland-------------------: 10 3 2 
All other-----------------: 8 4 ii 7 

Total-----------------: 5,277 2,688 3,441 5,109 
Unit value (cents per pound) 

New Zealand---------------: 27.1 23.8 26.7 34.o 
Australia-----------------: 28.9 30.7 31. 5 35.1 
Canada--------------------: 31. 5 36.7 37.8 39.7 
Iceland-------------------: 32.3 30.0 34.o . 
All other-----------------: 53,3 16.7 - :1)111. 9 

Average---------------: 27.9 25.7 27.5 34.3 . . 

1967 

9,132 
3,013 

122 

12,267 

2,857 
967 
58 

3,882 

31.3 
32.1 
47.2 

31.6 

1/ Corrected; published import statistics of 6 thousand pounds of 
lamb, valued at 7 thousand dollars, were found to be in error. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce, except as noted. 

April 1968 
l:l 
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Conunod.ity 
TSUS 
item 

Pork, fresh or chilled------ 106.40 (pt.) 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

137 

The United States is a major producer and consumer of pork; im­
ports and exports are equivalent to only a fraction of 1 percent of 
domestic production. 

Description and uses 

This summary is limited to pork which has been neither frozen nor 
"prepared or preserved;" it does not include meat processed by divid­
ing the carcass into retail cuts (not fancy or of special shape). Not 
included herein is that pork, including imported frozen pork, which is 
used in the manufacture of various meat products, such as sausages and 
chopped meat (see sununary on meat for manufacturing, item 106.10 (pt.) 
et seq.). For a discussion of pork which has been further processed, 
see the swmnaries on prepared and preserved pork (items 107.30 a~d 
107.35) and on sausages (item 107.10 et seq.). 

Pork, the meat of swine, is currently second to beef in popular­
ity in the United States. (The meat is also commonly known by the 
names of some of the cuts such as bacon, ham, and shoulder.) Fresh 
pork is pink in color; it is higher in fat and moisture content than 
beef, and the fat normally contains more unsaturated fatty acids than 
does beef fat. Thus, pork fat has a lower melting point than beef fat 
and the meat is considered by some consumers to be greasy and fatty. 
The hog carcass is normally well marbled and covered with fat. 

A hog carcass is divided into primal cuts such as loins, hams, 
sides, and shoulders. These cuts may be further processed by cooking, 
smoking, etc. The preferred cuts of pork are tho~e from the loin and 

·rib (consumed as pork chops or roasts) and' from the hind legs (con­
sumed as ham). The meat of mature breeding animals, as well as trim­
mings and the less desirable cuts from all grades of animals, is used 
for manufacturing. 
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U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to 
imports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 

TSUS 
item 

. . 
. . 

Commodity 

106.40(pt.): Pork, fresh or 
chilled. 

Rate 
prior to 

Jan. 1, 
1968 

1.25¢ 
per lb. 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) · 
. . 
:First stage,:Final stage, 
• effective • effective 
~Jan. 1, 1968~Jan. 1, 1972 

1¢ per lb. 
lb. 

0.5¢ per 
lb. 

The above tabulation shows the column 1 rate. of duty in effect 
prior to January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of con­
cessions granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade nego­
tiations under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. Only the 
first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications are shown 
above (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). 

The average ad valorem eqUivalent of the specific rate of duty in 
effect on December 31, 1967, based on dutiable imports during 1967, was 
2.9 percent. The ad valorem equivalent of the imports from individual 
countries ranged from 2.8 to 4.7 percent. 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, the importation 
of fresh or chi).led pork is prohibited from countries in which foot­
and-mouth disease or rinderpest exist. Also, imported pork must have 
been certified as wholesome by the proper authorities in countries 
whose meat inspection service has been deemed by the Secretary of Agri­
culture to be the equivalent to that of the United States. The in­
spection services of the major meat exporting countries have been so 
approved by the Secretary. 

U.S. consumption, producers, and production 

Statistics are not separately reported on the consumption and 
production of fresh or chilled pork, i.e., pork which is not frozen, 
or prepared or preserved by smoking, curing, or other further process­
ing. Table 1 contains estimated production of pork, by end-use made 
of the meat for 1963-67. As indicated, slightly less than half of all 
pork produced annually is believed to be of the type covered by this 
summary. Since there is relatively little foreign trade or storage 
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of fresh or chilled pork, the estimates of production are also indica­
tions of domestic consumption. 

Conswnption over a short period tends to reflect the supplies 
produced. Consumption over a longer period tends to reflect·conswner 
desires. Thus, the decrease in conswnption, from about 12.5 billion 
pounds in 1964 tq 11.1 billion pounds in 1965 is believed primarily 
the result of decreased production in the later year. The decrease 
in annual per capita consumption (of all types of pork) over the last 
20 years is generally regarded as indicative of changing consumer 
preferences. Consumers prefer meats with less fat; much of the pork 
produced in the United States is considered to be higher in fat con­
tent than most consumers would prefer. Pork is generally regarded as 
a meat preferred by low-income groups; as disposable income increases, 
some consumers tend to reduce their conswnption of pork and increase 
their consumption of beef. In addition, poultry is now more readily 
available and at relatively low prices, competing with pork in lower 
income groups. 

People in the Southern and North Central States consume more 
pork, per capita, than do those in the North Atlantic and Western 
States. This is attributable probably to large supplies of pork in 
the high-consumption areas, a plentiful supply of beef in the Western 
States, and a high concentration of people in the Northeastern States 
who consume little or no pork because of religious beliefs or ethnic 

·habits. 

Fresh pork,is produced in virtually all parts of the United 
States. In 1967 several thousand conunercial slaughtering establish­
ments slaughtered swine; 256 of these did so under Federal inspection. 
Most firms receive the bulk of their income by slaughtering other spe­
cies of livestock. The plants inspected by the Federal Government 
tend to be larger than those not so inspected. In 1966 the inspected 
establishments processed 85 percent of all swine slaughtered in the 
United States; the non-Federally inspected establishments processed 
14 percent; and farm slaughter accounted for 1 percent. Pennsylvania, 
Texas, Ohio, Michigan, and Kansas have had the largest numbers of com­
mercial plants slaughtering hogs 

Annual production of fresh or chilled pork is estimated to have 
ranged between 5.2 billion and 6.3 billion pounds in the years 1963-
67 (table 1). Production of fresh or chilled pork is estimated to 
equal about half of total pork production in any given year. (Total 
production of pork (of all types) for the postwar period ranged from 
9.9 billion pounds in 1954 to an estimated 12.6 billion pounds in 
1967.) 

Production of pork within a calendar year fluctuates less now 
than in years past. Formerly, production in a peak month of a year 

was as much as twice as large as production in a month of diminished 
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slaughter: Now, however, production is more uniform in volume during 
the course of a year, notwithstanding a modest increase in the fall 
and winter months. 

U.S. exports 

Exports of fresh, chilled, or frozen pork accounted for less than 
1 percent of U.S. production or consumption in recent years. In the 
years 1963-67, U.S. exports of fresh, chilled, and frozen pork ranged 
.from 27 million pounds (1965) to about 106 million pounds (1963) 
(table 2). Canada was, by far, the principal market f0r U.S. exports; 
other important markets were countries in Latin America and the Carib­
bean area. The share of exports accounted for by frozen pork is not 
known but is believed to have been small. In 1963 and 1964 higher 
prices for pork in Europe, increased U.S. production, and lower prices 
for the domestic product resulted in increased exports to Europe. 

U.S. imports 

Imports of fresh and chilled pork are small in relation to domes­
tic production. In 1967 somewhat les~ than 5 million pounds were .im­
ported compared to a domestic output of 6 bill~on pounds. In recent 
years virtually all of the imports have come from Canada (table 3). 
Canadian pork is generally comparable to domestic pork in quality and 
type of cuts. 

Sanitary regulations and the necessity for shipping pork in a 
·frozen condition over long distances tend to limit imports of fresh or 
chilled pork. 

Foreign trade 

Most fresh, chilled, or frozen pork entering world trade in 
recent years has been supplied by countries in Europe.· In 1963-65 the 
principal exporting countries in Europe were the Netherlands, Denmark, 
and Yugoslavia. In that period, the United States supplied about 10 
percent of world exports (table 4). The principal importing countries 
have been countries in Western Europe (table 5). In 1965 France was 
the largest importer, taking about one-fifth of the total world im­
ports. · 
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Table l.~-Pork, fresh or chilled: U.S. production, 
by type of end-use, 1963-67 

{Billion pounds) 

Type 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 
. . 

For use as fresn pork~---------: 
For manufacturing Y--·-----------: 
For prepared or p~eserved 

pork products {except : 

6.o 
2.1 

6.3 
2.1 

5.2 
1.9 

5 4 
1.9 

6.o 
2.1 

sausage) 'l/-------------------- :...,,..,4;.;.'""'3 .-_.,,..4,,,..;._,,;;l.....;..~4 ';....,,0--~4~. o~~...-::-:40:-·~ 
12. 12.5 11.1 11.3 1 12. 

1 Estimated. 
?J Estimated; believed used predominantly in a ground form, as in 

sausages. 
:JI Estimated; derived by combining canned pork production under Fed­

eral inspection {believed to account for most of the production of 
canned pork) and the estimated quantity of pork processed or cured, 
not canned or made into sausage. 

Source: Estimated from official statistics of the U.S. Department 
of Agriculture. 
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Table 2.--Pork, fresh, chilled, or frozen: U.S. exports of domestic 
merchandise, by principal markets, 1963-67 

1963 1964 ~ 1965 y . 
1966 y 1967 y ' Market . . . 

. Quantity {1,000 pounds) . . . ' 
Canada----------------: 70,247 39,648 20,175 22,152 22,211 
Venezuela-------------: 4,284 7,727 : 1,188 893 1,669 
Bahamas------------·---: 698 1,271 1,055 859 1,517 
Mexico----------------: 6,444 7,458 1,764 1,865 . 1,502 
Belgium-------~-------: 492 2,963 520 40 249 / 
Japan----~------------: 15,660 . 8,282 . 292 96 . 595 . . . 
France----------------: 2,299 9,840 10 2,274 321 
All other-------------: 52594 182969 1 2832 1 2431 22633 

Total-------------: 1052718 9t> 2158 2t> 283t> 292bl0 302b97 
Value {l,000 dollars) 

Canada----------------: 19,010 10,859 6,297 8,186 7,077 
Venezuela-------------: 1,809 3,251 521 464 806 
Bahamas---------------: 228. 417 372 355 650 
Mexico----------------: 653 975 236 . 264 . 207. . . 
Belgium---------------: 95 670 134 19 87 
Japan-----------------: 5,237 2,523 59 14 75 
France----------------: 798 3,745 5 1,003 68 
All other-------------: 1 2396 52516 609 531 687 

Total--------------: 29,226 27,955 8,233 l0,836 9,657 . . . . . . . . . . 
1/ Due to changes in the statistical reporting schedule, data are 

not exactly comparable to earlier years. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of t.he U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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Table 3.--Pork, fresh or chilled: U.S. iinports 
for consumption by sources, 1963-67 

Year 

. . 
1963 !/-----------------------------------: 
1964--------------------------------------: 
1965--------------------------------------: 
1966--------------------------------------: 
1967--------------------------------------: 

: 
1963 !/-----------------------------------: 
1964--------------------------------------: 
1965--------------------------------------: 
1966--------------------------------------: 
1967--------------------------------------: 

1/ Partly estimated. 

Canada : All other Total . 
Quantity (l,000 pounds) 

3,859 3,859 
1,758 1,758 
4,393 4,393 
2,197 9 2,206 
4,657 5 4~662 

Value {l,000 dollars) 

1,425 1,425 
668 - : 668 

1,951 . 1,951 . . 
1,036 2 1,038 
1,995 1 1,996 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce, except as noted. 
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Table 4.--Pork, fresh, chilled, or frozen: World exports, 
by principal exporting countries, 1963-65 

Country 

Netherlands------------------------------: 
Derunark----------------------------------: 
Yugoslavia-------------------------------: 
Poland-----------------------------------: 
Canada- - --- --- - ----- -------- - - - - -- - --- - - - - : 
Belgium-Luxembourg-----------------------: 
Ireland----------------------------------: 
Hungary----------------------------------: 
United States---------~------------------: 
Sweden-----------------------------------: 
All other--------------------------------: 

Total--------------------------------: 

. 
Netherlands------------------------------: 
Denmark----------------------------------: 
Yugoslavia-------------------------------: 
Poland-----------------------------------: 
Canada-----------------------------------: 
Belgium-Luxembourg-----------------------: 
Ireland----------------------------------: 
Hungary----------------------------------: 
United States----------------------------: 
sw·eden-----------------------------------: 

. All other--------------------------------: 
Total--------------------------------: 

1963 1964 1965 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

125,539 159,895 201,033 
131,132 157,697 207,590 

36,360 93,508 122,889 
23,860 4,548 88,453 
34,830 39,828 43,087 
33,971 18,397 40,144 
25,450 19,046 45,551 
24,473 28.860 52,930 

105,717 96~156 26,837 
24,897 30,051 28,248 
82,329 ·67 ,210 121,979 

1)48,558 715,191) 978,741 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

45,248 57,815 70,779 
44,903 53,641 58,163 
12,737 29,607 35,170 
5,854 1)274 22,406 

13,244 14,856 18,422 
14,017 7,972 16,655 
7,406 6;457 15,413 
7,384 8,i83 14 '394 

29,226 27,956 8,232 
7,446 10,166 7,637 

25,929 22z926 35z492 
213,394 240,853 302,71)3 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the Food and Agricul­
tural Organization of the United Nations. 

Note.--The share accounted for by frozen pork, and· thus not included 
in this swmnary, is not known. 
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Table 5.--Pork, fresh, chilled, or frozen: World imports, 
by principal importing countries, 1963-65 

Country 1963 1964 . 1965 .. 
Quantity ( l·, 000 pounds) 

France-----------------------------------: 160,925 203,529 188,745 
Federal Republic of Germany--------------: 62,004 38,483 88,537 
Czechoslovakia---------------------------: 81,440 95,054 95,173 
Belgium-Luxembourg-----------------------: 26,945 36,316 57,234 
United States----------------------------: 37,035 39,187 47,948 
Italy------------------~-----------------: 83,003 54,346 50,682 
United Kingdom----------------.-----------: 25,353 21,775 46,125 
Poland-----------------------------------: 64,795 50,505 70,926 
Canada-----------------------------------: 76,899 42,172 27,513 
Hungary----------------------------------: 24,870 38,614 42,401 
Switzerland------------------------------: 32,401 32,979 7,881 

1142093 134,761 192,599 
789,7E')3 787,721 915,7b4 

All other-----·---------------------------: 
Total--------------------------------: 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

France-----------------------------------: 61,727 79,034 70,300 
Federal Republic of Germany--------------: 18,854 12,497 27,828 
Czechoslovakia---------------------------: 19,627 22,248 20,471 
Belgium-Luxembourg-----------------------: 9,062 12,515 19,271 
United States----------------------------: 13,828 14,222 19,176 
Italy------------------------------------: 28,387 20,630 16,082 
United Kingdom~--------------------------: 7,990 7,377 14,762 
Poland-----------------------------------: 15,736 10,745 14,449 
Canada-----------------------------------: 21,263 11,557 9,832 
Hungary-----~----------------------------: 5,916 . 9,861 9,602 
Switzerland---------------------~--------: 11,705 12,157 2,426 

38,381 47,136 56,331 
252,47E') 259,979 : 280,530 

All other--------------------------------: 
Total---~----------------------------: 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the Food and Agricul­
tural Organization of the United Nations. 

Note.--The share accounted for by frozen pork, and thus not included 
in this summary is not known. 
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TSUS 
Connnodity item 

Meat of game animals, 
fresh, chilled,or frozen: 

Deer (except reindeer)----------------- 106.50 
Other---------------------------------- 106.55 

Note.--For the' statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

147 

Most of the game m~at consumed in the United States is of domes­
tic origin. The bulk of the imported game meat herein considered is 
rabbit meat. 

Comment 

The meat in this summary is that of animals of the kind hunted 
and killed (other than fish and birds) for sport or food, the meat of 
which is fit for human consumption. Included here is rabbit meat and 
venison (deer meat), appreciable quantities of which are consumed in 
the United States. There is also a variety of meats of such animals 

. as squirrels, antelope, bear, elk, and moose consumed in relatively 
small quantities. The meat of game birds (see items 105.09 (pt.) et 
seq.) and game fish (see volume 2 of schedule 1) are not provided for 
here. 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to 
imports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 

TSUS 
item Connnodity 

:Meat of game animals, 
f'resh, chilled, 

: or f'rozen: : 
106.50: Deer (except reindeer)--: . 
106.55: Other-------------------: 

Rate 
prior. to 
Jan. 1, 
1968 

1. 5¢· per 
lb . 

2.5¢ per 
lb. 

U.S. concessions ·granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) 

:First stage,:Final stage, 
• effective • effective 
~Jan. 1, 1968~Jan. 1, 1972 

1¢ per lb. Free 

1J The rate of duty was not affected by the trade conference. 
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. The above tabulation shows the colwnn 1 rates of duty in effect 
prior.to January 1, 1968, and ·modifications thereis as a result of 
concessions granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade 
negotiations under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GA.TT). 
O!Lcy' the first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications 
are shown above {see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). 

Ga.zne meat other than deer meat continues to be dutiable at the 
rate of 2.5 cents per pound pursuant to a concession granted by the 
United States under the GATT, effective January 1948; it ~as not 
affected by the recent trade negotiations. As shown above, a conces­
sion on deer meat was granted by the United States in the most recent 
negotiations, ultimately resulting in duty-free treatment in January 
1972 •. 

The average ad valorem equivalent of the specified rates of duty 
in effect on December 31, 1967, based on imports during 1967, were as 
follows: 

TSUS item Percent 

106.50--------------- 3.8 
106.55--------------- 5.7 

The ad valorem equivalent of imports from different countries ranged 
from 2.5 to 8.3 percent for item 106.50 and from 2.9 to 6.2 percent 
for item 106.55. 

GB.me animals (including birds and fish) killed abroad by a U.S. 
citizen and imported by the hunter for noncommercial purposes may be 
entered duty-free under item 813.20 of the TSUS. Official statistics 
on these imports are not reported separately, but are included in the 
statistical class applicable for the meat of such animals. Thus, it 
is likelY that the ad valorem equivalents cited above are based, to a 

'degree, on noncommercial duty-free shipments, the value of which may 
not be typical of the remainder of the class. 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, the importation 
of certain types of fresh, chilled, or frozen meat (including some 
types or game meat) is prohibited from countries in which foot-and­
mouth disease and rinderpest exist. ·Furthermore, imports of some 
types of meat are subject to regulations of the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare regarding wholesomeness and labeling. 

Complete data on U.S. consumption of game meats are not available. 
An unknown quantity of game is killed and conswned by hunters; small 
amounts of game meat are known to be sold, usually in the immediate 
geogr~phic area. Game meat has a limited appeal and a sizeable part 
of the population consumes no game meat at all. 
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Ga.tne animals are killed by hunters in all parts of the United 
States; While data on production of game meat as a category are not 
available, the following tabulation compiled from official statistics 
of the U.S. Department of Interior presents numbers of certain large 
game animals killed in the United States in recent years (in· thousands 
of head): 

Type of animal 1963 

Deer-----------------------------------: 1,903 

Elk---~--------------------------------: 75 
Antelope-------------------------------: 78 
Bear-------------------~--------------•: 22 
Moose----------------------------------: 9 

1964 

1,934 
84 
76 
25 
10 

1,876 
75 
61 
24 
10 

1966 

2,021 
85 
58· 
25 
9 

U.S. exports of the meat of game animals are not separately re­
ported. 

U.S. imports of the meat of game animals have averaged in excess 
of 1 million pounds annually in recent years (see accompanying table). 
Australia has supplied the major share of these imports, followed by 
New Zealand, Poland, and Norway. The meat imported in largest volume 
has been rabbit meat. Meat of game animals other than rabbits is not 
imported in significant volume. Some of this meat is believed to be 
the kill of U.S. hunters; some is imported for the gourmet-meat trade. 

Australia is probably the most important world exporter of game 
meat, primarily rabbit meat. Rabbits are considered a pest in that 
country as they consume considerable quantities of forage. Hunting of 
wild rabbits in Australia is encouraged as a conservation measure. 
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Game meat, fresh, chilled, or frozen: U.S. imports for consumption, 
by principal sources, 1963-67 

1963 . ·1964 . 
1965 1966 1967 Source . . . 

. Quantity (pounds) . 
: . . : : . . 

Australia------: 745,305 :1,092,950 : 845,010 : 889,780: 790,340 
New Zealand----: 55,418 : 39,252 z 40,353 : 79,149 : 204,839 
Poland--------: 49,460 : 42,827 1 242, 949 : 50,103 : 230,421 
Norway---------: 19' 651 : 29,305 : 18, 282 : 16,055 : 15,216 
All other------: 47,869 : 14,450 : 207,692 : 223,036 : 293z588 

Total------1 917 2703 :12218z784 :123542280 :12258 2123 : 125342404 . .· . Value 
I 

Australia-----: $271,379 : $413, 219 : $333,505 : $380,388 : $351,852 
New Zealand-~: 24,123 : 17,632: 23,580 : 46, 212 l 121, 976 
Poland-------s 17 ,428 : 15,597 : 96,401 : 19,3351 92,234 
Norway---------: 12,039 : 20, 704 : 14,802 : 13,812 : 12,933 
All other------: Jz053 : 6z593 : 80z 624 : 79zl79 : 77z289 

Total------: 32Bzo22 : 4732 745 : 548 2972 : 538 2925 : o5o2 284 
: Unit value (per pound) 
: 

Australia------: $0.30 : $0.38 : $0.39 : $0.43 : $o.45 
New Zealand----: .44 : • 45 : .58 : .58 : .60 
Poland---------: .35 : .36 : • 40 : .39 : .40 
Norway---------: • 61 : • 71 : .81 : • 86 : .85 
All other------: .06 : .46 : ,39 : • 36 : .26 

Total------: .Jo : .39 : .41 : • 43 : • 43 

Sources Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. 
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Commodity 

Edible meat offal, fresh, chilled,or frozen: 

TSUS 
Item 

Valued not over 20 cents per pound--------- 106.80 
Valued over 20 cents per pound------------- 106.85 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

151 

The United States, a substantial consumer of offal, has exported. 
about 10 percent of its.output and imported less than 1 percent of its 
domestic requirements. 

Description and uses 

Offal in this summary are the edible portions, other than flesh 
or meat, of all animals except fish and birds. The principal offal 
are brains, hearts, kidneys, livers, sweetbreads, tongues, and tripe. 
Other offal of lesser commercial value include various items, such as 
cheek meat, chitterlings, lungs, and spleens. Offal are commonly re­
ferred to as variety meats. 

Offal, among the best sources of certain vitamins, minerals, and 
other nutrients, supp~ a significant portion of the protein diet of 
some consumers. 

Not included in this summary are edible trimmings of the carcass 
(norma~ used as manufacturing meat), prepared and preserved offal, 
inedible portions of the animal, such as hoofs, horns, hides, and 
skins, and intestines and similar portions of the animal. 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column l (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to 
imports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 
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TSUS 
item 

.. . 

.. . 

Comrnodi ty . 

:Edible meat offal, fresh, 
: chilled, or frozen: 

106.80: Valued not over 20 cents 
: per pound. 

106.85: Valued over 20 cents 
per pound. 

Rate 
:prior to: 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) 
--~~--~----------~~ Jan. l,:F. t t :F. 1 t 

1968 • irs s age,. ina s age, 

:. 1¢ per 
lb. 

5°/o ad 
val. 

• effective • effective 
~Jan. 1, 1968~Jan. 1, 1972 

0.9¢ per 
lb. 

4°/o ad val. 

0. 5¢ per 
lb. 

2 . 5°/o ad val. 

The above tabulation shows the column 1 rates of duty in effect 
prior to January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of con­
cessions granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade nego­
tiations under the General Agreement on.Tariffs and Trade. Only the 
first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications are shown 
above (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). 

The average ad valorem equivalent of the specific rate of duty on 
item 106.80 in effect on December 31, 1967, based on dutiable imports 
during 1967, was 7.0 percent. Averages on annual imports from indi­
vidual countries ranged from 3,3 to 11.1 percent. 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, the importation 
of most edible offal is prohibited from countries in which foot-and­
mouth disease or rinderpest.'·exist. The general effect of these regu­
lations has been to limit imports to those from countries in Oceania, 

··:North and Central America, and some parts of Europe. Also, imports of 
offal must have been certified as wholesome by ~he proper authorities 
in countries whose meat inspection service has been deemed by the 
Secretary of Agriculture to be the equivalent to that of the United 
States. The inspection services of the major meat exporting countries 
have bee~ so approved by the Secretary. 

U.S. consumption 

The increase in apparent domestic consumption of offal generally 
has been commensurate with the population growth in the United States. 
During 1963-66 annual consumption increased from 1.9 billion to 2.0 
billion pounds (table 1). 
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During 1963-65 per capita civilian conswnption ranged between 
10.1 and 10.6 pounds (approximately equal to the combined per capita 
consumption of lamb, mutton, and veal). Although statistics relating 
to conswnption are not reported on a geographic basis, some areas of 
the South are believed to be larger consumers, on a per capita basis, 
than the Northeast or West. 

Some offal are considered to be a delicacy, approaching the 
status of gourmet food (e.g., brains) and are conswned by a relatively 
small segment of the population. Other offal, particularly liver, are 
consumed by much of the population. The remaining offal are used in 
sausages either in combination with, or as a substitute for, red meats. 
In recent years increased quantities of some offal have been utilized 
in the production of pet foods. (It is likely that some of these · 
offal might not be fit for human consumption.) 

U.S. producers 

All of the thousands of domestic establisl:unents slaughtering 
livestock produce offal. Some processing of the viscera, including 
the sorting of the various organs, is done in virtually all of these 
plants. Some of the smaller plants either ship the viscera, or some 
p~ts thereof, to dealers handling offal. Slaughtering plants are 
located in virtually all areas of the United States and vary widely in 
size, degree of modernization, and methods of operation. 

U.S. production 

Annual domestic production of offal ranged between 2.0 billion 
and 2.2 billion pounds in the years 1963-66. The following tabulation 
shows production, by species, for recent years (in millions of pounds): 

Lamb 
Year Beef Veal and Pork Total y 

mutton 

: 
1963-------------------------: 1,101 99 39 832 2,071 
1964-------------------------: 1,235 108 36 838 2,2i7 
1965-------------------------: l,252 109 33 746 2,140 
1966-------------------------: l,319 97 33 759 2,209 

y Because of rounding, data may not add to the total shown. 

Production of offal is largely :!etermined by the volume of live­
stock slaughtered, particularly cattle and hogs. The number. slaugh­
tered, more than the total live weight at the time of slaughter, has 
the primary influence on the volume of production. During periods of 
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heavy slaughter, some offal are not retained for edible purposes but 
are converted into tankage (for fertilizers and feedstuffs). 

U.S. exports 

Offal has been one of the major exports of the livestock and meat 
segment of the U.S. economy for a number of years. In 1967 over 200 
million pounds of offal were exported. It is estimated that this was 
equal to about 10 percent of domestic production. Over half of the 
U.S. exports of offal in recent years has gone to the European Econo­
mic Community (EEC) (table 2). The United Kingdom, Mexico, and Sweden 
were also substantial customers. 

The following tabulation presents data relating to exports in 
1967, by species, for the principal U.S. export markets (in millions 
of pounds): 

Lamb 
Market Beef Pork and Veal Other 

EEC-----------------------------: 68.5 1.8 
United Kingdom------------------: 32.4 2.0 
Mexico-----------~--------------: 2.8 .1 
Sweden--------------------------: 4.1 .1 
Israel---------------------------: 2. 8 .1 
Switzerland---------------------: 1.0 y 

mutton 

o.8 
8.7 

y 
61.8 o.8 

.5 .3 
10.5 .1 
y .2 
y 

y 
12.6 All other-----------------------: 3.3 .2 .3 

Total- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - :---ll,._,4.._ . ...,,9----.4-."""'3--_....,.9....,. 8_.....,...,,,__, __ ....,,...~ 
.3 

85.4 1.7 

1J Less than 50,000 pounds. 

Beef and pork offal were the largest export items, reflecting the 
predominance of these species of animal in the United States. Over 
half of the beef offal exported in 1967 consisted of tongues, going 
primarily to the EEC and the United Kingdom. About one-third con­
sisted of beef livers, most of which were shipped to the EEC, Sweden, 
and Israel. The bulk of the remainder consisted of kidneys, tripe, 
brains, etc. which went to the United Kingdom. Trade in veal offal 
was of the same general pattern as beef offal, but much smaller in 
volume. Livers accounted for about two-thirds of the pork offal ex­
ported in 1967. Virtually all of the livers, as well as about half of 
the other pork offal, went to the EEC. Data are not available as to 
composition, by type of offal, of the exports of lamb and mutton offal. 

Notwithstanding the large volume of exports going to the EEC, 
United Kingdom, Sweden, and Switzerland, other countries experiencing 
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a rising standard of living are becoming increasingly important pur­
chasers of offal. As prices of offal are substantially lower than the 
prices of red meats, the offal present an opportunity for the populace 
to increase their protein intake at modest cost. 

U.S. imports 

In 1963-67 annual U.S. imports of offal ranged between 1.8 mil­
lion and 3,5 million pounds (table 3); they were equivalent to less 
than 1 percent of production or consumption in each of the years. The 
principal supplying countries were New Zealand, Canada, Australia, and 
Nicaragua. 

It is believed that only a few types of offal, such as calves' 
livers,constitute the bulk of the trade. Imports are mainly offal 
popular in the United States, the demand for which cannot be supplied 
by domestic production. Offal not popular in the United States (e.g., 
beef liver, kidneys, etc.) are major export items. 

Foreign trade 

Inasmuch as production of offal is dependent on livestock slaugh­
ter, countries with sizable slaughtering operations, such as New Zea­
land, Australia, Argentina, etc., are likely to have significant sup­
plies; detailed data relating to foreign trade in offal are not avail­
able. As discussed earlier, both developed and emerging countries and 
areas are, or are becoming, substantial consumers (and importers) of 
offal. 
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Table 1. --Offal: u·. S. production, imports for consumption, exports 
of domestic merchandise, and apparent consumption, 1963-67 

(In millions of pounds) 

Year 

. . 
1963-------------------------: 
1964-------------------------: 
1965-------------------------: 
1966-------------------------: 
1967--~--------~------~------: 

Produc­
tion 

2,071 
2,217 
2,140 
2,209 
]/ 

Imports 

y3 
2 
2 
3 
4 

Ex­
ports y 

158 
229 
221 
210 
216 

Apparent 
consump­

tion 

l,9l6 
1,990 
1,922 
2,002 
]/ 

1 Because of changes in the statistical series, data for 19 3 and 
19 4 may not be exactly comparable to that for later years. 
~ Data on certain offal not included for part of year. 
]/ Not available. 

Source: Production compiled from official statistics of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture; imports and exports compiled from official 
statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce. 

Note.--Because of differences in statistical treatment of minor 
items (e.g., snouts, lungs, etc.), data relating to production, im­
ports, and exports may not be exactly comparable. 
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Table 2. --Offal: u.s. exports of domestic merchandise, 
by principal markets, 1963-67 

: : 
Market 1963 1964 : 1965 .!/ : 1966 . 1967 

Quantity (million pounds) 
. . 

EEC 3/-------------: 105.o 154.8 143.5 129.3 : 133.9 
United Kingdom-----: 33.6 : 52.7 45.9 : 46.o 44.0 
Mexico-------------: 3.8 4.3 10 . .5 13.7 : 13.5 
Sweden-------------: 3. 4 : 5.7 6.0 .5 • .5 : 4:4 
Israel-------------: .5 1.3 : 3.9 3.2 2.9 
Switzerland--------: .9 L4 L.5 1.0 1.0 
All othe.r----------: 10.7 9.2 : 9.8 : 11.6 16.4 

Total----------: 157.9 229.4 : 221.l 210.3 210.1 

Value (million dollars) 

EEC----------------: 21.1 : 32.3 . 34.5 35.1 34.6 . 
United Kingdom-----: 7.2 : 11.2 . 14.0 14.6 12.l . 
Mexico-------------: • .5 . 6 : 1.9 2.0 2.h· 
Sweden-----~------: .7 1.2 : 1..5 1.4 1.0 
Israel-------------: .1 .3 1.0 1.1 1.0 
Switzerland--------: ,3 .4 .3 . 3/ : ll . 
All other----------: 1.8 1.6 : 2.4 : -3.4 : 4.3 

Total----------: 31. 7 : 47 .o 55.o 57. 6 : 55,4 

1/ Because of changes in the statistical series, data for 1963 and 
l9b4 may not be exactly comparable to that for later years. 

2/ The European Economic Community (EEC) includes Belgium, France, 
Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, and West Germany. 

11 Less than $5.0,000. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department 
of Commerce. 
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Table ).--Offal:· U.S. imports for consumption 
by principal sources, 1963-67 

Source 1963 1964 1965 1966 1967 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

New Zealand--------------1 1,33.3 l 640 970 924 1,070 
Canada---------~---------1 611 l 518 635 1,601 : 1, 626 
Australia----------------1 749 : 162 93 : 184 379 
Nicaragua-----~----------1 408 : 191 : 255 141 98 
All other----------------1 385 l 258 . 290 : 482 336 . 

·Total------.--------1 .32 4815 : 12 7159 : 22 2u3 ~2332 32509 
Value (l,000 dollars) 

: 
New Zealand--------------1 701 330 : u81 . 428 533 . 
Canada-------------------: 187 148 : 149 . 452 l 419 . 
Australia----------------1 351 83 : 49 : 88 174 
Nicaragua----------------: 84 : 28 .36 : 21 24 
All other----------------: 59 : 70 : 53 I 87 So 

Total----------------: 12382 059 : 774 : 1207o 12200 

: 
Unit value (cents per pound) 

~ew Zealand--------------: 52.0 . 5i.5 : so.2 : 4o.3 49.8 . 
Canada-~-----------------: 30.6 : 28. 6 l 23.5 . 28.2 : 25.8 . 
Australia•---------------: 46.9 : Si.1 : s2.9 : 47. 7 l 45.9 
Nicaragua----------------: 20.6 : 14.5 14.2 . 15.0 l 24.5 • 
All other----------------: 15.4 I 27.7 : 18.0 : 18.o : 14.9 

Average-:-----------: 39.o 37.3 I 34.5 I .32.3 34.2 

Source& ' Compiled from official statistics of the U .s. Department 
of Commerce. 

Note.--Data shown for 1963 relate only to imports of brains, hearts, 
kidneys, livers, sweetbreads, tongues, and tripe; data on other offal 
not separately reported, but the volume of such trade is believed to 
have been small: 
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Sausages: 
Pork: 

SAUSAGES 

Commodity 
TSUS 
Item 

Fresh---------------------------- 107.10 
Other---------------------------- 107.15 

B~ef, in airtight containers------- 107.20 
Other-----------~------------------ lq7.25 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

159 

The United States produces virtually all of the sausages that it 
consumes; both exports and imports have been equivalent to less than 
1 percent of domestic output in recent years. 

Description and uses 

Sausages are manufactured products consisting of meats which have 
been ground, chopped, or minced; seasonings, and frequently additional 
ingredients to increase cohesion, are added. The mixture is stuffed 
into casings, either natural (animal) or artificial (manufactured). 
Some of the casings are consumed as part of the sausage; others, .such 
as those used in making skinless f'rankfurters, are removed prior to 
packaging. 

Sausages, like other processed meat products, have become in­
creasingly popular in recent years. There are many types consumed in 
the United States. They range from the lightly seasoned perishable 
f'rankfurter to highly seasoned dry sausages which do not require re­
frigeration; sausages also include some meat varieties of "cold cuts" 
such as bologna and salami. 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The colwnn 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 
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TSUS 
item 

107.10 

107.15 

107.20 

107.25 

: 

: 

SAUSAGES 

Connn.odity 

Sausages: 
Pork: 

Fresh----------------: 

Other----------------: 

Beef, in airtight 
containers. 

Other------~-----------: 

Rate 
prior to 
Jan. 1, 
1968 

3.25¢ 
per lb. 

1.625¢ 
per lb. 

153 ad 
val. 

10% ad 
val. 

U.S. ·concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) 

:First stage,:Final stage, 
: effective : effective 
:Jan. 1, 1968:Jan. 1, 1972 . . 

2.9¢ per 1.6¢ per 
lb. lb. 

y y 
133 ad 7.53 ad 
val. val. 

c;J/o ad 53 ad 
val. val. 

1J The rate of duty was not affected by the trade conference. 

The above tabulation shows the column l·rates of duty in effect 
prior to January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of con­
cessions granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade nego­
tiations under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). 
Only the first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications 
are shown above (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). 

The trade agreement rate of 1.625¢ per pound for pork sausages, 
(item 107.15) was not affected by the Kennedy Round of trade agreement 
negotiations. Concessions a.mounting to a reduction of about 50 per­
cent in duties were granted by the United States on the other items 
listed above. 

The average ad valorem equivalents of the specific rates of duty 
in effect on December 31, 1967, based on dutiable imports during 1967, 
were as follows: 

TSUS item Percent 

107.10--------------- 6.3 
107.15--------------- 2.3 

The ad valorem equivalents of the imports entering under item 107.10 
were 6~3 percent for those from Canada and 1.6 percent for the rela­
tively small quantity from Italy. The average of imports under item 
107.15 from the individual countries ranged from 1.4 percent to 4.4 
percent. 
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Imported sausages must have been certified as wholesome by the 
proper authorities in countries whose meat inspection service has been 
deemed by the Secretary of Agriculture to be the equivalent to that of 
the United States. The inspection services of the major meat export­
ing countries have been so approved by the Secretary. 

U.S. consumption 

In 1967 U.S. apparent consumption of sausages is estimated to 
have totaled 4.4 billion pounds (table 1). Consumption has increased 
annually in recent years. 

There has been a trend in recent years toward increased consump­
tion of prepared foods in general. A preference is growing among 
Americans for prepared foods rather than raw foodstuffs which require 
extensive home preparation and cooking. This trend toward foods re­
quiring less preparation by the consumer includes the group of colillllod­
i ties loosely termed "processed meat products," one of the largest 
components of which is sausage, particularly frankfurters. The in­
creased popularity of outdoor cooking has added impetus to this trend 
and it is expected that consumption of sausages in general will con­
tinue to increase. 

Many of the more highly seasoned sausages originated in European 
countries; their appeal is largely to foreign-born consumers and first­
generation Americans, and to those seeking the prestige of an imported 
product. 

U.S. producers 

The 1963 Census of Manufactures reported 924 establishments, in­
cluding 190 slaughtering plants, specializing in the manufacture of 
sausages. These plants were situated taroughout the United States. 
Sausage production in most of the slaughtering plants is a separate 
department which uses trilillllings and cuts of meat that do not have a 
ready market. Slaughtering plants tend to manufacture a diversified· 
line of sausages. Most of the nonslaughtering producers are small; 

·they often produce a more specialized line of sausages and other man­
ufactured meat products. A small amount is also produced by neighbor­
hood retail meat outlets. 

Sausage recipes are usually closely guarded secrets kept within 
each manufacturing firm, whether foreign or dqmestic. Meat inspection 
regulations do require, however, that the labels list the ingredients 
included in order of their weight. 
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U.S. production 

Total production of sausages in 1the United States is estimated to 
have been 4.4 billion pounds in 1967; the bulk of the output was pro­
duced under Federal inspection. Production has shown a moderate in­
crease in recent years (table 1). 

The following tabulation shows the volwne of production under 
Federal inspection, by type. of product, for recent years (in millions 
of pounds): 

Type of sausage . : 1963 1964 1966 1967 

Not canned: 
Frankf'urters, wieners-------------: 743 
Fresh, finished-------------------: 283 
To be dried or semidried----------: 149 
Other s:rneked or cooked------------: 732 

Canned: 
Viennas--------------~------------: 67 
Sausage in oil--------------------: 9 
Frankf'urters, wieners in brine----: 2 
Bulk sausage----------------------: 6 

784 814 
301 291 
151 168 
788 853 

75 85 
10 10 

3 : . 2 
6 7 

886 
324 
168 
916 

81 
11 

5 
8 

The largest single item was frankfurters andweiners which 
accounted for nearly 40 percent of the production. 

U.S. exports and imports 

Expprts of sausages are small (less than 1 percent of domestic 
production). Shipments go to virtually all parts of the world. 

916 
356 
182 
96o 

94 
11 
7 
7 

Imports of sausages, although larger than exports in recent years, 
have also equaled less than 1 percent of domestic production. In 1967, 
9.2 million pounds were imported (table 2). 

Sausages in the "basket category" (item 107.25), i.e., all sau­
sages except pork and those of beef not in airtight containers, 
account~d for about three-fourths of the imports in 1967. This cate­
~ory is believed to contain primarily sausages made of mixtures of 
meats, e.g., beef and pork and beef and mutton. Imports of cured 
pork sausages (item 107.15) accounted for most of the remaining one­
fourth of the imports in 1967; imports of fresh pork sausages and beef 
sausages in airtight containers were negligible. 
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Due to the perishability of the product, virtually all fresh pork 
sausage is imported from Canada. Pork sausage (other than fresh) 
comes from Italy, Canada, the Netherlands, and Denmark. Beef sausages 
in airtight containers come largely from Uruguay, Argentina, and Para­
guay. Other sausages (item 107.25) are imported from most European 
countries with Denmark, by far, being .the largest supplier (more than 
5 million pounds ,in 1967). The European countries supply almost all 
of the more highly seasoned sausages imported. Generally, imported 
sausages are slightly higher in quality, stronger flavored, and higher 
in price than domestic sausages. 

Table 1.--Sausage: U.S. production, imports for consumption, exports 
of domestic merchandise, and apparent consumption, 1963-67 

Year 

. . 
1963.-----------------------: 
1964-----------------------: 
1965-----------------------: 
1966-----------------------: 
1967-----------------------: 

. . 
1963-----------------------: 
1964-----------------------: 
1965-----------------------: 
1966----~------------------: 
1967-----------------------: 

. . . 
Produc- • • 
t

. 11 : Imports : Exports 
ion :!:! • • 

Apparent 
conswnption . . 

Quantity (million pounds) 
. . 

3,494 : y 10 . 3 . 3,501 . . 
3,706 11 5 : . 3,712 
3,890 9 JI 4 3,895 
4,167 12 ~ 4 4,175 
42382 9 4 42387 

Value (million dollars) 

1,675 5 1. 

Wi 1,742 5 2 
2,072 . 5 J/<2 . 

~ 2,485 6 "]) 2 .. . 
2,469 5 ll 2 

y Estimated. 
gj_ Estimated for January-August. 
]/ Due to changes in reporting schedules, data not exactly compara­

ble to earlier years. 
I.:) Not meaningful. 

Source: Production estimated from official statistics of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture and the U.S. Department of Commerce; imports 
and exports compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department 
of Commerce, except as noted. · 
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Table 2.--Sausages: U.S. imports for consumption, 
by principal sources, 1964-67 

Source • 1964 1966 1967 . 
Quantity (million pounds) 

Denmark---------------------------~--------: 
Canada-------------------------------------: 
West Germany-------------------------------: 
Italy--------------------------------------: 
Nether~ands--------------------------------: 
Urugu~y--------~---------------------------: 
All other-----~----------------------------: 

Total-------~--------------------------: 

. . 
Denma:r;k~-----------------------------------: 
Canada-------------------------------------: 
West Germany-------------------------------: 
Italy------~-------------------------------: 
Netherlands--------------------------------: 
Uruguay------------------------------------: 
All other--------------------------------~-: 

Total----------------------------------: 
1/ Less than 50,000 pounds. 
"gj Less than $50,000. 

4.1 
.6 
.4 

1.2 
.1 

3.6 
1.4 

11.4 .. . 
Value 

1.9 
.4 
.3 

1.1 
.l 
.9 
.5 

5.2 . .. 

4.6 6.o 6.3 
.7 .9 .9 
.4 .4 .5 

1.1 1.3. .4 
.1 .1 .1 

1.6 2.0 y 
.8 .1 1.0 

9.3 12.0 9.2 

(million dollars) 

2.2 2.9 3.2 
.5 .7 .7 
.4 .3 .4 

1.0 1.2 .4 
.1 .l .l 
.4 .4 y 
.2 .5 .4 

4.8 6.1 5.2 

Source: 
·Commerce. 

Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
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TSUS 
Commodity Ttem 

Pork, prepared or preserved (except 
sausages): 

Not boned and cooked and packed in air-
t tght containers------------------------ 107.30 

Boned and cooked and packed in airtight 
containers------------------------------ 107.35 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

In 1967 U.S. imports of canned hams, the principal import item in 
this summary, were equivalent to 42 percent of domestic consumption; 
imports of other processed pork products were small in relation to 
output. Less than 1 percent of the aggregate output of processed 
pork was exported in 1967. 

Description and uses 

Prepared or preserved pork includes the meat of swine which has 
been processed other than by the simple division of the carcass into 
retail cuts. This summary does not include pork sausages (see summary 
on item 107.10 et seq.) or fresh, chilled, or frozen pork (see sum­
maries on items 106.40 and 106.10 et seq.). The term "prepared or pre­
served" is defined in headnote l(b), part 2B, schedule 1 of the TSUS. 
Pork may be processed by cooking, curing, smoking, boning, and can­
ning. These processes have the general effect of altering the meat's 
taste and appearance and usually increasing its storage life. - Pork 
to be included in item 107.35 must have undergone the three processes 
of boning, cooking, and packing in airtight containers. That pork 
which does not meet all three criteria is provided for in item 107.30. 
Included, although of relatively small importance as yet, is pork in 
airtight containers other than cans, such as certain types of plastic 
packages. 

The most important prepared or preserved pork product is ham. 
Such ham is usually prepared by smoking, curing, and canning or some 
combination of these processes. Other items of significance include 
bacon, shoulders, picnics, various forms of chopped pork, and other 
miscellaneous products. (Products of chopped pork and other meats 
are not included. See the sumrnary on miscellaneous meats, item 
lo6.20 (pt.) et seq.) 
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U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 

TSUS 
Conunodity item 

Pork, prepared or pre-
served (except 
sausages): 

107.30: Not boned and cooked 
and packed in air-
tight containers• 

107.35: Boned and cooked and 
packed in airtight 
containers. 

Rate 
:prior to 
:Jan. 1, 

1968 

. . . 

2¢ per 
lb. 

3¢ per 
lb. 

: 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) 
. 

First stage, · 
effective : 

Jan. 1, 1968: . 

"J::./. 

2/ 

Final stage, 
effective 

Jan. 1, 1972 

1/ 

1/ The rate of duty was not affected by the trade conference. 
g/ Binding of existing rate effective January 1, 1968. 

The above tabulation shows the column 1 rates in effect prior to 
January 1, 1968 and the modification therein as a result of a conces­
sion granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade negotia­
tions Under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. The binding 
of the rate of 3 cents per pound for item 107.35 as a concession rate 
became effective on January 1, 1968. 

The rate on item 107.35--3 cents per pound--was established by 
the TSUS on August 31, 1963. To simplify the administration of this 
provision, the TSUS provided for the assessment of duty on the entire 
contents of the airtight containers (with no allowance in weight for 
gelatin as was formerly granted by the Bureau of Customs). 

The average ad valorem equivalents of the specific rates of duty 
in effec.t on December 31, 1967, based on dutiable imports during 1967, 
were as follows: 

TSUS item Percent 

107.30------------- 2.4 
107.35------------- 4.2 
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The ad valorem equivalent of the duty for imports from various 
countries for the different products included in this summary are 
given below: 

Percent 
Product . 

167 

Range :Average 
Not boned and cooked and packed in airtight con-

' 

tainers: • 
Hams and shoulders-------------------------------: 1.2- 7,2 2.1 
Bacon--------------------------------------------: 1.0- 7,5 2.2 
Other--------------------------------------------: 1.4- 7.8 3.6 

Boned and cooked and packed in airtight con-
tainers: : 

Hams and shoulders-------------------------------: 1.5- 8.5 4.o 
Bacon--------------------------------------------: 4.1-· 5.9 5.7 
Other--------------------------------------------: 3.0-12.1 6.o 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume the importation 
of fresh pork is prohibited from countries in which foot-and-mouth 
disease or rinderpest exist. Importation of such meats if processed 
in such a manner as to kill the causative virus (e.g., by cooking) is 
not prohibited. Imported pork, whether fresh or prepared or pre­
served, must have been certified as wholesome by the proper authori­
ties in countries whose meat inspection service has been deemed.by the 
Secretary of Agriculture to be the equivalent to that of the United 
States. The inspection services of the major meat exporting countries 
have been so approved by the Secretary. 

U.S. consumption 

Approximately one-third of the pork consumed in the United States 
is in a prepared or preserved form, as these terms are used in this 
summary. Apparent annual consumption of prepared and preserved pork 
is estimated to have ranged between 4.2 billion and 4.7 billion pounds 
in the years 1963-67 (table 1). rt is estimated that of the 4.2 bil­
lion pounds of prepared and preserved pork consumed in 1963, about 
1.7 billion pounds (40 percent of the total) were hams and shoulders 
and 1.3 billion pounds (about 30 percent) were bacon. The remaining 
1.2 billion pounds (30 percent) was composed of a wide variety of 
products. 

About one-eighth of the prepared and preserved pork consumed in 
the United States is canned; in addition, much of the canned pork is 
cured and/or smoked. The bulk of the prepared and preserved pork 
which is not canned has been smoked and/or cured. 
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U.S. producers 

Most of the plants slaughtering hogs process some of the pork 
produced into a prepared or preserved product. In many plants bacon 
is smoked and hams and shoulders are cured and smoked. 

In 1963, 314 plants specialized in the production of products 
generally comparable to the commodities herein discussed. The 1963 
Census of Manufactures reported 60 meat slaughtering plants and 203 
meat processing plants whose principal meat products were processed 
pork. An additional 51 plants specialized in the production of canned 
meats (including pork). In addition to these plants, many establish­
ments with a larger volume of some· other meat product, e.g., fresh . 
beef, sausage, etc., are known to have produced significant quantities 
of prepared or preserved pork. 

Although prepared or preserved pork is produced in virtually all 
parts of the United States, Iowa, Illinois, California, Ohio, New 
York, and Minnesota have led in production in recent years. 

U.S. production 

In 1963-67 the annual domestic production of prepared or pre­
served pork ranged between 4.o billion and 4.5 billion pounds. Data 
on production of prepared or preserved pork under Federal inspection 
in recent years are given in the following tabulation (in millions of 
pounds): 

Type of product 1963 . 1964 . 
Not canned: 

Pork: . . 
Cured-~--------------------: 3,369 3,392 
Smoked/dried---------------: 2,565 2,617 
Cooked---------------------: 259 238 

Sliced bacon-----------------: 1,134 1,169 
Canned: 

Hams-------------------------: 327 332 
Loins, picnics---------------: 35 42 
Deviled ham---~--------------: 9 9 

Note .--The same meat may be included in more 
a ham that is smoked prior to canning would be 
gories. 

1965 1966 1967 

3,128 3,210 3,467 
2,421 2,458 2,695 

201 210 225 
1,070 1,083 1,230 

·287 291 297 
40 37 34 
10 13 12 

than one category, e.g.' 
included in both cate-
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Due to the multiple-processing of pork it is difficult to deter­
mine the quantities of the various products produced. It is likely, 
however, that hams (whether or not canned), shoulders, and bacon 
account for the bulk of the production. Production of preserved pork 
tends to increase during periods of increased slaughtering of swine, 
e.g., in 1963, and decrease during periods of diminished slaughter, 
e.g., in 1966. . 

Some fresh pork is frozen and held in cold storage. Inasmuch as 
consumers prefer pork that has not been frozen, most frozen pork is· 
processed by smoking, curing, etc. when withdrawn from storage. 

Much of the pork that is prepared or preserved is proqessed under 
Federal inspection. U;S. Department of Agriculture regulations control 
the tYJ?es and amounts of any preserving materials to be used, the 
moisture content of the finished products, and the design and informa­
tion contained on the package label. 

Some prepared or preserved pork has been purchased.by the Federal 
Government for use in activities such as the school lunch program. 
The amounts purchased, however, have been small compared to the domes­
tic production of pork. The following tabulation presents data on 
Government purchases (except military) of pork products in recent 
years (in millions of pounds): 

Year 

. . 
1963--------------------------------: 
1964--------------------------------: 
1965--------------------------------: 
1966--------------------------------: 
1967 (January-June)-----------------: 

'];/ Includes some beef-pork mixtures. 

U.S. exports 

Canned pork in 
natural juices 

30.2 
5 .4· 

- : 
- _: 

Chopped ineat '];/ 

123.4 
38.0 

15.J. 
64.9 

Annual exports of prepared or preserved pork amounted to less 
than 1 percent of domestic production in recent years. In 1963-67, 
annual exports of prepared or preserved pork ranged between 37 million 
and 20 million pounds (table 2). 

Of the prepared or preserved pork exported, the great bulk has 
been cured, cooked, salted, or smoked (or a combination of two or more 
of these processes) but not canned. In 1967 ha.ms (and shoulders) and 
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bacon each accounted for a fourth of the aggregate exports; other forms 
of pork, including retail-type cuts, accounted for the remaining half 
of the exports. 

About one-third of the exports of uncanned pork went to Canada; 
most of the remainder went to countries in the Caribbean areas, 
principally Jamaica, Venezuela, Trinidad, and the Bahama Islands. 
Exports of canned pork went largely to Jamaica and Panama. 

U .s. imports 

.In 1963-67 annual impor~s of prepared or preserved pork ranged 
between 169 million and 257 million pounds; they were equivalent to 
4 to 6 percent of apparent domestic consumption. Hams and shoulders, 
boned, cooked, and packed in airtight containers (commonly referred 
to as canned ha.ms) have accounted for the bulk of the imports of pre­
pared or preserved pork in recent years (table 3); in 1967, for 
example, they accounted for 82 percent of the prepared pork imported. 
Imports of canned hams supply a significant part of domestic consump­
tion of such hams; in 1963-67 it is estimated that imports were equiv­
alent to between a third and two-fifths of domestic consumption 
(table 4). 

Three countries--Denmark, the Netherlands, and Poland--have sup­
plied the bulk of the imports of canned hams in recent years (table 5). 
In 1967 these countries furnished about 90 percent of the canned hams 
imported. Imported hams are generally regarded as being leaner, more 
flavorful, and trimmed and packaged better than the bulk of the domes­
tic ha.ms. This is reputed to be due in part to the workmanship ex­
pended in foreign plants, and also to differences in breeding, feeding, 
and production methods used in producing swine in foreign countries. 
Imported hams generally corrunand a higher price in the U.S. market than 
do domes·tic ha.ms. 

In recent years, imports of prepared and preserved pork other 
. than canned ham have come principally from Poland, Canada, Denmark, 

and Yugoslavia (table 6). In the period 1963-67, imports ranged 
from 29 million pounds (in 1961) to 55 million pounds (in 1966). Can­
ada was the principal supp.Lier of prepared and preserved pork which 
was not boned, cooked, and packed in airtight containers. Denmark 
supplied the bulk of the canned bacon and Poland the bulk of the 
other types of canned pork products. 

Imports from European countries are generally regarded as being 
noticeably superior to their domestic counterparts. Imports from 
Canada are believed to be generally comparable to domestic products. 
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Foreign trade 

Poland and Denmark are the two largest exporters of prepared and 
preserved pork. Table 7 presents data on world exports of pork which 
has been dried, salted, or smoked (but not packed in airtight contain­
ers). Derunark has supplied about 70 percent of the world's exports in 
this category in recent years. As with fresh pork, countries of 
Europe and North J\merica supply most of the exports of prepared and 
preserved pork. Poland and Denmark are believed to be substantial 
exporters of canned pork; statistics are not separately reported. 

The United Kingdom has been the leading importer in recent years, 
taking about nine-tenths of the dried, salted, or smoked pork entering 
world trade (table 8). · The United States, Hong Kong, and Canada im­
port much of the remainder. 
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Table 1.--Pork, prepared or preserved {except sausages): U.S. produc­
tion, imports for consumption, exports of domestic merchandise, and 
apparent consumption, 1963-67 

(Quantity in millions of pounds; value in millions of dollars) 

Year 

. . . 

. . 

Produc­
tion }:/ 

Imports Exports cons'...llll~­

tion 

Quantity 

Ratio 
(percent) 
of imports 
to con­
sumption 

1963-------------: 4,347 172 32 4,198 4 
1964-------------: 4,092 169 37 4,451 4 
1965-------------: 4,ooo 212 2/ 21 4,191 5 
1966-------------: 3,950 254 2/ 21 4,183 6 
1967----- -- -- -- - - : __ 4..._, 5;._0_0 ___ 2.._57..__ __ 2._/ _2_0 ___ 4_._, 7 __ 3;._7 ________ 5 

. . 
1963-------------: 
1964-------------: 
1965-------------: 
1966-------------: 
1967-------------: 

1,813 
1,859 
1,961 
1,825 
1,950 

115 
111 
138 
181 
182 

Value 

9 
11 

2/ 8 
27 10 -g; 8 

3/ 
11 
~ 
~ ]./ 

1/ Estimated. 
g/ Due to changes in reporting schedules, data not exactly compar­

able to earlier years. }/ Not meaningful. 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department 
of Commerce, except as noted. 
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Table 2.--Pork, :prepared or preserved (except sausages): U.S. ex­
ports of domestic merchandise, by principal markets, 1963-67 

Market 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

Canada-----------------: 14,287 11,718 6,871 6,225 5,118 
Bahamas----------------: 1,513 1,705 1,397 1,695 1,971 
Venezuela--------------: 532 1,359 2,059 2,411 1,259 
Jamaica----------------: 4,410 4,503 2,779 2,512 2,775 
Trinidad---------------: 3,171 3,082 1,359 1,368 1,264 
Panama-----------------·: 1,330 1,867 691 1,053 1,158 
Netherlands Antilles---: 976 1,077 654 670 819 
Barbados---------------: 623 684 667 992 829 
Leeward and Windward 

Islands--------------: 622 707 604 502 597 
Bermuda----------------: 801 750 597 401 389 
EEC 2/-----------------: 837 3,809 426 341 332 
Port°Ugal---------------: 1,517 - : - : }/ 
Cuba-------------------: 4 - : - : 
All other--------------: 3,301 4,051 2,714 3,105 3,342 

Tota1--------------:==32~,~4~0=7===3:6:,~s~2=9====2=0:,:s:1s:=~==2~1:,2:1~5=:==1~9~,:s:5:3 

Canada-----------------: 
Bahamas----------------: 
Venezuela--------------: 
Jamaica----------------: 
Trinidad---------------: 
Panama-----------------: 
Netherlands Antilles---: 
Barbados---------------: 
Leeward and Windward 

Islands--------------: 
Bermuda----------------: 
EEC 2/-----------------: 
Port\igal---------------: 

3,821 
544 
243 
774 
729 
447 
291 .: 
164 

188 
368 
181 

- . . 
Cuba-------------------: 2 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

2,933 
640 
605 
746 
734 
539 
292 
201 

221 
330 

1,277 
571 

2,569 
669 
953 
614 
506 
304 
254 
212 

249 
314 
171 

- . . 
- . . 

2,855 
910 

1,198 
682 
590 
487 
304 :· 
358 

234 
267 
193 

- . . 

2,147 
1,004 

576 
499 
482 
455 
308 
280 

255 
218 
198 

~I 

All other--------------: 1,490 1,734 1,358 1,675 1,691 
Total--------------:---9"'"""'-,2~4-2---'--1~0~,~8~2~3--=---~g~,~1~7~3-'---~9~,-75~3-----g~,~1~1-.-3 

1/ Due to change in r~porting schedule, data for i965-67 ar~ not 
exactly comparable with earlier years. 

2/ The European Economic Community (EEC) consists of Belgium, France, 
Italy, Luxembourg, the Netherlands, and West Germany. 

}/ Less than 500 pounds. ~/ Less than $500. 

Source: 
Commerce. 

Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
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174 PORK, PREPARED OR PRESERVED 

Table 3.--Pork, prepared or preserved (except sausages): U.S. imports 
for consumption, by type of product, 1963-67 

Year 

: 
1963--------------.----------: 
1964------------------------: 
1965------------------------: 
1966-·-----------------------: 
1967------------------------: 

. . 
1963------------------------: 
1964------------------------: 
1965------------------------: 
1966------------------------: 
1967------------------------: 

Canned hams Other prepared 

and shoulders or preserved 
pork 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

140,020 31,572 
140,535 28,957 
175,328 37,000 

. 198,231 55,459 
2102847 462184 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

98,413 16,413 
94,263 16,845 

117,546 20,707 
150,724 30,325 
156,933 25,512 

Total 

171, 592 
169,492 
212,328 
253,690. 
2572031 

114,826 
111,108 
138,253 
181,049 
182,445 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Connnerce. 
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Table 4.--Canned hams and shoulders: U.S. production, imports for 
consumption, exports of domestic merchandise, and apparent consump­
tion, 1963-67 

Apparent Ratio of 
Produc- imports to Year tion "J:_/ Imports Exports cons ump-

tion consump-
tion 

Million Million Million Million 
pounds pounds pounds pounds Percent 

: 
1963-------------: 327 140 1 466 . 30 . . 
1964-------------: 332 141 1 472 30 
1965-------------: 287 175 2/ 1 461 38 
1966-------------: 291 198 i; 1 488 41 
1967-------------: 297 211 1 507 42 

1/ Under Federal inspection. 
g/ Estimated. 

Source: Production compiled from official statistics of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture; imports and exports compiled from official 
statistics of the U.S. Department of Commerce, except as noted. 
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176 PORK, PREPARED AND PRESERVED 

Table 5.--Hams, and shoulders, Qoned, cooked, and packed in airtight 
containers: U.S. imports for consumption, by principal sources, 
1963-67 

Source 1964 1966 

Quantity (l,000 pounds) 

Denmark--------------: 58,610 58,280 72,531 87,702 80,384 
-Netherlands----------: 42,421 37,693 45,461 59,179 69,630 
Poland---------------: 28,612 32,347 39,243 38,879 43,970 
Yugos~avia-----------: 5,163 5,235 10,037 6,597 l0,831 
Canada---------------: 3,145 5,466 5,263 2,451 2,047 
Czechoslovakia-------: 1,158 944 1,676 : 1,672 2,423 
West Germany---------: 709 421 596 1,283 844 
All other------------: 197 149 521 468 718 

Total------------:~14~0~,~0~2~0~~1~4~0~,~5~3~5~~1~7=5~,3~2~8..----=-19=s.,....,....,2:-::3~1--2~1~0~,~8T"'=47 
-------------------~-~;;..._--'---'"'--"--~---~ 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

Denmark--------------: 43,449 40,788 51,044 69,823 62,023 
Netherlands----------: 29,763 24,838 29,356 43,586 49,566 
Poland---------------: 17,997 20,334 25,357 27,897 33,741 
Yugoslavia-----------: 3,274 3,072 5,880 4,662 7,139 
Canada---------------: 2,652 4,333 4,184 2,352 1,870 
Czechoslovakia-------: 624 503 937 987 1,429 
West Germany---------: 502 287 425 1,070 660 
All other------------: 152 108 363 347 505 

Total- - - - - - - - - - - - :-9=s ..... , ..... 4-=-1~3-___,,,9 ..... 4-, 2"""'6,.....,3,..._.;.._1,,....,1:-::7=-,"""'5~46:;;;-..;'---::-1=50.,,....,-=7'-2-r4--'-....,1,_5...,.6-, .:.,..93--"-3 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the U.S. Department of 
Corrnnerce. 
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Table 6.--Pork, prepared or preserved (except sausages), not specially 
provided for: U.S. imports for consumption, by principal sources, 
1963-67 

Source 1963 

Poland--------------------: 11,397 
Denmark-------------------: 12,324 
Canada--------------------: 6,65~ 
Yugoslavia-------------.---: 358 
All other-----------------: 839 

Total-----------------: 31,572 

Poland--------------------: 5,511 
Denmark-------------------: 4,801 
Canada--------------------: 5,121 
Yugoslavia----------------: 222 
All other-----------------: 758 

Total-----------------: lb,413 

Source: Compiled from official 
Commerce. 

1964 1965 1966 1967 

Q.uantity (l,000 pounds) 

l0,961 13,635 12, 729 13,239 
8,663 12,545 28,739 20,939 
5,516 6,355 4,553 4,616 
2,739 2,945 2,138 1,271 
1,078 1,520 7,300 6 2119 

28,957 37,000 55,459 4b,l84 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

6,351 
3,823 
4,138 
1,513 
1,020 

lb,845 

statistics 

7,475 . 8,194 9,281 
5,029 .. 12, 742 8,855 . 
5,285 4,367 3,847 
1,645 1,427 814 
1,273 32595 2,715 

20,707 30,325 25,512 

of the U.S. Department of 
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Tab-le 7 .--Pork, dried, salted, or smoked but not packed in airtight 
containers: World exports; by principal countries, 1963-65 

Country 1963 1964 1965 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

Denmark----------------------------------: 637,065 667,531 687,756 
Poland-----------------------------------: 112,424 115,171 114,430 
Ireland~---------------------------------: 58,722 62,240 59,330 
United States----------------------------: 30,157 33,572 20,818 
Sweden-------------~----------------~----: 20,582 21,290 24,024 
Canada~--------~-------------------------: 9,160 8,322 8,896 
Netherlands------------------------------: 27,293 23,029 18,373 
Hungary----------------------------------: 10,492 10,624 12,921 
Yugoslavia-------------------------------: 8,803 4,374 8,600 
United Kingdom---------------------------: 3,005 3,862 3,375 
Czechoslovakia---------------------------: 2,877 3,100 3,563 
France-----------------------------------: 3,062 1,717 1,997 

9z523 12z068 142565 
933 2lti5 9titi2900 978 2ti48 

All other--------------------------------: 
Total--------------------------------: 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

Denmark----------------------------------: 208,211 235,041 229,453 
Poland-----------------------------------: 30,252 33,308 31,108 
Ireland----------------------------------: 18,835 25,378 24,900 
United States-------------...._---------------: 7,887 9,033 8,173 
Sweden---------------------~---:---------: 6,345 6,530 7,371 
Canada-----------------------------------: 5,484 5,165 6,394 
Netherlands------------------------------: 7,920 7,103 5,555 

2,422 2,715 2,974 
2,623 1,210 2,313 

Hungary----------------------------------: 
Yugoslavia-------------------------------: 
United Kingdom---------------------------: 977 1,363 980 
Czechoslovakia---------------------------: 941 844 915 
France-----------------------------------: 1,268 698 728 

6,380 8,900 11,604 
299,545 337,288 332,468 

All other--------------------------------: 
Total--------------------------------: . . . . . . 

Source: Compiled from official statistics of the Food and Agricul­
tural Organization, United Nations. 

Note.--The data in this table do not include canned pork, the traqe 
of which is significant; separate statistics are not available. 
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Table 8.--Pork, dried, salted, or smoked: World imports, 
by principal countries, 1963-65 

Country 

United Kingdom---------------------------: 
United States----------------------------: 
Hong Kong---------·-----------------------: 
France-----------------------------------: 
Canada-----------------------------------: 
Sweden-----------------~-----------------: 
West Germany-----------------------------: 
Barbados---------------------------------: 
Italy------------------------------------: 
Jamaica----------------------------------: 
All other--------------------------------: 

Total--------------------------------: 

. . 
United" Kingdom---------------------------: 
United States----------------------------: 
Hong Kong--------------------------------: 
France-----------------------------------: 
Canada-----------------------------------: 
Sweden-----------------------------------: 
West Germany-----------------------------: 
Barbados- - -- - - - --- -- - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - --·- - - : 
Italy------------------------------------: 
Jamaica----------------------------------: 
All other-----------------------~--------: 

Total--------------------------------: 

1963 1964 . : 1965 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

862,865 876,060 889,750 
25,12l 6,243 6,953 
4,689 8,113 10,615 
1,830 2,659 3,554 

11,587 10,44.1 9,092 
2,438 2,394 3,741 
4,012 2,952 2,632 
4,890 5,053 4,830 
5,542 582 551 
5,302 5,494 

27,932 29,036 37,239 
956,208 949,027 968,957 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

280,993 314,009 304,422 
13,493 4,889 6,045 
1,976 3,670 4,901 
2,245 3,437 4,779 
2,905 2,439 2, 769 
1,376 l,569 2,224 
1,266 1,126 1,403 
1,003 1,042 l,174 
1,790 306 266 
1,500 1,569 
9,767 10,614 . - 12,973 

318,3i4 344,670 340,956 . . . . 
Source: Compiled from official statistics of the Food and Agricul­

tural Organization, United Nations. 

Note.--The data in this table do not include canned pork, the trade 
of which is significant; separate statistics are not available. 

April 1968 
1:1 





BEEF, PREPARED OR PRESERVED · 

Commodity 
TSUS 
item 

Beef in airtight containers-------------- 107.50 (pt.) 
Beef and veal, prepared or 

preserved, not elsewhere. 
enumerated------------------ 107.55 (pt.),-.60 (pt.) 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

181 

In recent years, U.S. imports of prepared or preserved beef and 
veal have been equivalent to about 10 percent of aggregate domestic 
output; for some products, however, the ratio is believed to have been 
somewhat higher. Exports have been negligible. 

Description and uses 

This sunnnary includes beef and veal which have.been prepared or 
preserved (except sausages). (Such meat used for manufacturing pur­
poses is included in the swnmary on item lo6.10 (pt.) et seq.) The 
term "prepared or preserved" is defined in headnote l(b), part 2B, 
schedule 1 of the TSUS. 

A variety of products are included in the category of prepared or 
preserved beef, e.g., canned corned beef, other canned beef (including 
roast beef, beef and gravy, and beef in natural juices), ground beef, 
and cuts of beef (steaks, chops, and roasts). Included, although of 
relatively small importance as yet, is beef in airtight containers other 
than cans., such as certain types of plastic packages. Although cuts of 
beef ana veal are included in this summary for tariff purposes, the 
great bulk is produced by retail establishments and, for convenience, 
discussed elsewhere (see summary on table beef, item lo6.10 (pt.)); 
only domestic production at other-than-retail level is considered com­
parable to the imported product and included herein. 
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182 BEEF, PREPARED OR PRESERVED 

U.S. tariff treatment and other requirements 

The column 1 (trade-agreement) rates of duty applicable to im­
ports (see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) are as follows: 

TSUS 
item Commodity 

107.50: Beef in airtight con­
tainers. 

:,Beef and veal, prepared 
or preserved, not 
elsewhere enumer­
ated (except sau­
sages, and beef and 
veal cured or 

107.55: . . 
107.60: 

pickled): 
Valued not over 30 

cents per pound. 
Valued over 30 cents 

per lb. 

Rate 
prior to 
Jan. 1, 

1968 

153 ad 
val. 

3¢ per 
lb . 

103 ad 
val. 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer~ 

ence (Kennedy Round) 

First stage, : 
effective : 

Jan. l; 1968: 

133 ad val. 

"!:_/ 

"!:_/ 

Final stage, 
effective 

Jan. 1, 1972 

7 .53 ad val. 

"!:_/ 

"!:_/ 

1/ The rate of duty was not affected by the trade conference. 

The above tabulation shows the column 1 rates in effect prior to 
January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of concessions 
granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade negotiations 
under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). Only the 
first and final stages of the five annual rate modifications are shown 
above (see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). 

Other prepared or preserved beef, i.e., beef and veal not cured, 
pickled, and beef not packed in airtight containers (items 107.55 and 
107.60) continue to be dutiable at the rates in effect prior to Janu­
ary 1, 1968, reflecting concessions granted by the United States in 
the GATT, effective January 1948. A concession amounting to a reduc­
tion of 50 percent in the duty was granted by the United States on 
item 107.50. 

The average ad valorem equivalent of the specific rate of duty 
for item 107.55 in effect on December 31, 1967, based on imports dur­
ing 1967, was 14.2 percent. The averages for individual countries 
ranged from 9,9 to 30.0 percent. 
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BEEF, PREPARED OR PRESERVED 

As discussed in the introduction to this volume, the importation 
of fresh beef and veal is prohibited from countries in which foot-and­
mouth disease or rinderpest exist. Importation of such meats, if proc­
essed in such a manner as to kill the causative virus (e.g., by cook­
ing), is permitted. 

Imported be~f and veal, whether fresh or prepared or preserved, 
must have been certified as wholesome by the proper authorities in 
countries whose meat inspection service has been deemed by the Secre­
tary of Agriculture to be the equivalent to that of the United States. 
The inspection services of the major meat exporting countries have been 
so approved by the Secretary. 

U.S. consumption 

Annual domestic consumption of prepared or preserved beef and 
veal (excluding sausages and cuts of beef and veal produced in retail 
establishments) is estimated to have been in excess of one-half billion 
pounds in recent years (see table). This was equivalent to less than 
5 percent of total consumption of beef. 

Total consumption of prepared or preserved beef and veal has in­
creased in recent years due both to the increase in population and to 
increased popularity of easily prepared foods such as canned beef. 

U.S. producers and production 

It is estimated that several hundred establishments, in all parts 
of the United States, produce one or more of the products herein con­
sidered and that the production of prepared or preserved beef products 
is probably not the major activity of most of these establishments. 

Annual U.S. production of prepared or preserved beef (excluding 
that by retail establishments) is estimated to h?ve been in excess of 
one-half billion pounds in recent years. Hamburger (ground beef) and 
canned beef in various forms constitute the bulk of the domestic pro­
duction. Of the canned beef, products such as roast beef, corned beef, 

· beef and gravy, and beef in natural juices are the most significant 
items. Production of prepared or preserved veal is believed to be 
insignificant. 

The Federal Government has purchased prepared or preserved beef 
for school lunch and other programs. The following tabulation presents 
data on such purchases (exclusive of military) in recent years (in 
millions of pounds): 
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Year 
Frozen 
beef --· 

1963-------------- 33 
1964-------------- 179 
1965-------------- 49 
1966-------------- 40 
1967 (Jan.-June)-- 47 

Canned beef 
(includes some pork) 

102 
262 

44 
69 
83 

Purchases have tended to be larger in years when cattle and beef 
were in abundant supply and prices were relatively low. 

U.S. exports, imports, and foreign trade 

Annual U.S. exports of canned beef products have approximated 2 
million to 3 .million pounds in recent years. These exports went to 
many countries. Statistics on exports of other prepared or preserved 
beef and veal are not separately reported; the volume of such trade is 
believed to be insignificant. 

In 1963-67 annual U.S. imports of prepared or preserved beef and 
veal (except sausages) are estimated to have ranged from 58 million to 
77 million pounds. The bulk of the imports consisted of canned beef 
from South America. (Disease control regulations limit imports of 
South American meat to certain forms, including that which has been 
canned, cooked, or cured. Canned corned beef, roast beef, and beef in 
gravy or natural juices, all packed in retail-size containers, have 
constituted the bulk of the trade. The South American production of 
canned beef has declined somewhat in recent years (see summary on item 
1_06.1~ _(pt._)). 

Imports of cuts of beef and veal are permitted from countries 
free of foot-and-mouth disease, e.g., Australia, New Zealand, and 
Ireland, but thus far they have been small in volume relative to domes­
tic consumption. 
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Beef, prepared or preserved (except sausages): U.S. production (under 
Federal inspection), imports for consumption, exports of domestic 
merchandise, and apparent consumption, 1963-67 

Year Produc­
: ·tion '];/ . 

Million 
Eounds . . 

1963----------: 480 
1964----------: 605 
1965----------: 543 
'1966-- --------: 587 
1967----------: 663 

1/ Estimated. 

Apparent 
Imports ~/ Exports consump­

tion 

Ratio of 
imports to 
consump­

tion 

Million Million Million 
Eounds Eounds pounds Percent 

77 2 555 ~ 14 
58 3 
67 2/ 
69 ij 72 

660 9 
3/ 610 11 
3/ 656 11 
]I 735 lo 

2/ Not separately reported. 
]/ Production plus imports. 

Source: Production estimated from official statistics of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture; imports and exports estimated from official 
statistics of the U.S. Department of Connnerce. 
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MEAT EXTRACT 

Connnodity 
TSUS 
item 

187 

Extract of meat, including fluid---- 107.80 

Note.--For the statutory description, see the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA-1968). 

U.S. trade position 

The United States imports virtually all of the meat extract con­
sumed domestically. Exports are believed to be negligible. 

Comment 

Meat extract is obtained by concentrating meat juices (including 
the liquid resulting from the cooking of meat) to the desired moisture 
content. The resulting product, which may be in the form of a solid 
(usually powder) or a liquid, is rich in proteins and minerals. It is 
used principally to impart flavor to foods, such as soups and gravies. 
Preparations containing meat extract are also used in the treatment of 
anemia and as an appetite stimulant. 

Virtually all meat extracts prepared in recent decades have been 
byproducts of the cooking of beef. In the conmlercial preparation of 
cooked beef, large quantities of liquid are generated. Evaporation of 
the water from this cooking liquid yields meat extract, .a dark brown 
pasJte or powder. While it is possible to process meat solely to ob­
tain the extract, in recent years it has not been economical to do so. 

The use of extracts made from meats other than beef is negligible. 
Liver extract for medicinal use and bone stock for food use are not 
classified for tariff purposes as meat extract. 

The colwnn 1 (trade-agreement) rate of duty applicable to imports 
(see general headnote 3 in the TSUSA-1968) is as follows: 

TSUS 
item 

107.80 

Conmlodity 

Extract of meat, 
including fluid. 

Rate 
prior to 
Jan. 1, 

1968 

3.75¢ 
per lb. 

U.S. concessions granted 
in 1964-67 trade confer­

ence (Kennedy Round) 
. . 
:First stage,:Final stage, 
• effective • effective 
:Jan. 1, 1968:Jan. 1, 1972 . 

3¢ per lb. 1¢ per lb. 
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188 MEAT EXTRACT 

The above tabulation shows the column 1 rate in effect prior to 
January 1, 1968, and modifications therein as a result of concessions 
granted by the United States in the sixth round of trade negotiations 
under the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. Only the first and 
final stages of the five annual rate modifications are shown above 
{see the TSUSA-1968 for the intermediate stages). 

The average ad valorem equivalent of the specific rate of duty in 
effect on December 31, 1967, based on dutiable imports during 1967, 
was 1.4 percent. Imports from countries in the major meat-producing 
areas {South America and Oceania) had average ad valorem equivalents 
of 0.6 to 2.1 percent. Imports from the United Kingdom and Canada had 
average equivalents of 2.1 and 3.1 percent, respectively. 

Imported meat extract must have been certified as wholesome by 
the proper authorities in countries where the meat inspection service 
has been deemed by the Secretary of Agriculture to be the equivalent 
to that of the United States. The inspection services of the major 
meat exporting countries have been so approved by the Secretary. 

Domestic consumption of meat extract is equivalent to U.S. im­
ports inasmuch as there is no.known commercial U.S. production of meat 
extract. ~ In 1964-67 annual U.S. imports averaged about 1 million 
pounds, substantially lower than in earlier years {see table). Re­
duced supplies of beef in some producing countries are reflected in 
the decline in imports. Moreover, hydrolyzed plant prot·ein and bone 
stock have been used, in part, as substitutes for meat extract. 

U.S. imports are primarily of the high-valued extract used in the 
manufacture of various food products. Average unit values increased 
from $1.26 per pound in 1963 to $5.01 in 1965 and then declined to 
$2.70 per pound in 1967. Argentina, and in recent years, Australia 
have supplied the bulk of the meat extract imported into the United 
States. Together they accounted for about 90 percent of the U.S. sup­
ply in 1967. 

Exports of meat extract are not separately classified but are 
believed to be nil. Exports of soups, gravy bases, etc. made from 
meat extract are discussed in the swmnaries on those products. 

1J The U.S. Department of Agriculture reports production, under 
Federal inspection, of meat extract totaling 5.8 million pounds in 
1967. This figure, however, refers to products such as bouillon, 
bouillon cubes, and gravy bases for immediate consumer use and not to 
pure meat extract as discussed in this swnmary. 
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MEAT EXTRACT 

Meat extract: U.S. imports for consumption, by 
principal sources, 1963-67 

l89 

Source I 1963 : 1964 : 1965 1 1966 I 1967 

Argentina---------------------: 
Australia--------------;....------: 
Uruguay-----------------------: 
Canada------------------------: 
Brazil------------------------: 
Paraguay----------------------: 
New Zealand---~--------------: 
United Kingdom----------------: 
All other~-------------------: 

Total---------------------: 

Argentina---------------------: 
Australia---------------------: 
Uruguay-----------------------: 
Canada------------------------: 
Brazil------------------------: 
Paraguay----------------------: 
New Zealand-------------------: 
United Kingdom----------------: 
All other---------------------: 

Total---------------------: 

: 
Argentina---------------------: 
Australia---------------------: 
Uruguay--·---------------------: 
Canada------------------------: 
Brazil------------------------: 
Paraguay----------------------: 
New Zealand-------------------: 
United Kingdom----------------: 
All other---------------------: 

Average-------------------: 

1/ Less than 500 pounds. 
:g/ Less than $500. 

l,539 
298 
323 

23 
31 
11 
22 
26 

2z273 

1,594 
338 
747 
19 
65 
27 
44 
24 
-

2z858 

$1.04 
1.13 
2.31 
.BJ 

2.11 
2.45 
l.94 

.91 

1.20 

: : : 

Quantity (1,000 pounds) 

: 
: 269 : 65 I 414 : 690 . 258 352 : 389 +88 . . 206 : 62 : 19 . 33 . . 
: 29 29 25 . 34 . 
: 33 • 33 : 66 . 11 . . 
: 20 : 10 6 . 17 . 
: 39 : 20 : 34 : 14 
: 50 : 42 : 1/ : 1 

15 . - 41 : 9 . 
: 919 . 013 : 994 : 997 . 

Value (1,000 dollars) 

883 410 . 1,101 1,254 . 
1,131 1,858 . 2,631 : 1,218 . 

883 404 . Bo 60 . 
24 30 28 40 

109 . 158 277 38 . 
89 . 61 21 35 . 

169 . 107 90 29 . 
49 : 41 y 1 

: 74 : 43 11 
3z411 . 3,07'5 4z 271 2,585 . 

Unit value (per pound) 
. $3.28 . $0.42 $2.oo : $1.82 . . 

4.38 . 5.27 6. 76 . 6.47 . . 
4.29 : 6.49 : 4.20 1.84 

.84 . 1~04 1.11 1.19 . 
: 3.36 . 4. 72 4.20 3.40 . 
: 4.53 6.17 : 3.60 2.10 

4.JO 5.47 : 2.61 2.03 
• 98 .96 . 2.13 1. 75 . 

4.89 1.04 1.17 
: 3.71 $.Ol : 4.30 2.70 

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

l\pr:Ll J':)(,8 
1:1 





APPENDIX A 

Tariff Schedules of the United States Annotated (1968): 
General headnotes and rules of interpretation, and 
.excerpts relating to the items included in this 
volume. 

NOTE: The shaded areas. in this appendix cover 
headnotes and TSUS items not included in the 
summaries in this volume. 
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APPENDIX A A-3 

TARIFF SCHEOULES OF' THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED (1968) 

GENERAL HEADNOTES AND RULES OF INTERPRETATION 

I, forift Iroatrront of lmportod Articles •. All artlcl<ls 
1..,ort<ld info the customs turrltory of 1he Unltod Status 
from outslJc thereof .ir<l subjuct to duty or exempt thor<!lrom 
as proscrll>tlJ 111 ~ionoral hca<Jnote 3. 

2. Customs Territory of the United Stafos. Tho term 
"customs tcrrl fory of the United Statos 11 , as usod In tho 
schedule~. Includes only the States, the District of Co­
IUllbla, and P~orto Rico. 

3. Rates of Duty. The rates of duty In the "Rates ot 
Duty" oolUOlfls numberud I and 2 of the schedules apply to 
articles Imported Into tho customs territory of tho United 
States as hereinafter provided In this headnote: 

(a) Products of Insular Possessions. 
Cll EKcopt as provided In headnote 6 of 

schedule 7, part 2, subpart E, (and) eKcept as provided 
In headnote 4 ct schedule 7, part 7, subpart A, 
articles Imported from Insular possessions ot the 
ltllted States which are outside tho customs territory 
of the United States are subject to the rates of duty 
set forth In column numbered I of the schedules, eKcept 
that all such articles the growth or product ot any 
such possession, or manufactured or produced In any such 
possession from materials the growth, product, or manu­
facture of any such possession or of the customs terri­
tory of the United States, or of both, which do not con­
tain forel~n materials to the value of more than 50 per­
cent ot their total value, coming to the customs terri­
tory of the \kllted States directly from any such posses­
sion, and all articles previously Imported Into the 
customs territory of the l)>lted States with payment of 
all applicable duties and taKes Imposed upon or by 
reason of Importation which were shipped from the United 
States, without remission, refund, or drawback of such 
duties or taKes, directly to the possession from which 
they are be Ing returned by d I rect sh I pment, are exempt 
from duty • 

•. I 11.) In determining whether an article produced 
or manufactured In any such Insular possession contains 
forelg~ materials to the value of more than 50 percent, 
no material shall be considered foreign which, at the 
tl111& such article Is entered, may· be Imported Into the 
customs territory from a foreign oountry, other than 
Cuba or the Philippine Republic, and entered free ot 
duty, 

(bl Products of Cuba. Products ot Cuba Imported Into 
the customs territory of the United States, whether Imported 
directly or Indirectly, are subject to the rates of duty set 
forth In colUllVl numbered I of the schedules. Preferential 
rates of duty tor such products apply only as shown In-the 
said ootumn I. I"/ 

(cl Products of the Philippine Republic. 
(I) Products of the Phi 1 lpplne Republic Imported 

Into the customs territory of the lk>lted States, whether 
Imported directly or Indirectly, are subject to the rates 
of duty which are set forth In column numbered I ot the 
schedules or to tractlonal parts of the rates In the said 
oolUl!Wl I, as hereinafter prescribed In subdivisions 
(c)( 111 and (c)(ll I I of this headnote. 

(Ill Except as otherwise prescribed In the sched­
ules, a Phi lipplne article, as aetined In subdivision 
(clClvl of this headnote, Imported Into the customs 
territory of the United States and entered on or before 
July 3, 1974, Is subject to that rate which results 

1/ By virtue of section 401 of the Tariff Classification 
Act of 1962, the application to products of Cuba of either 
a preferential or other reduced rate of duty in cCllJ!lln 1 is 
auspended. · See general headnote 3(e), ~nfra. The provi­
sions for preferential Cuban rates continue to be refleutod 
ln the schedules because, under section 401', the rates 
therefor in column 1 sti 11 form the bases· for determining 
the rates of duty applicable to certain products, including 
"Philippine articles". 
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t rom th" app 11 cat I on of the to 11 ow Ing percentages to the 
most favorablo rate of duty (I.e., Including a preferen­
tial rate prescribed tor any product of Cuba) set forth 
In column numbered I of tho schedules: 

lAI 20 percent, during calendar years 
1963 through 1964, 

IBI 40 percent, during calendar years 
1965 through 1967, 

(Cl 60 percent, during calendar years 
1968 through 1970, 

IOI 80 percent, during calendar years 
1971 through 1973, 

IEI 100 percent, during the period from 
January I, 1974, through July 3, 1974. 
11111 Except as otherwise prescribed In the sched­

ules, products of the Philippine Republic, other than 
Phlllpplne articles, are subject to the rates ot duty 
(except any preferential rates prescribed for products 
of Cuba) set forth In column numbered I of the schedules. 

( I v) The term "Ph 11 I pp I ne art I cl e", as used I n the 
schedules, means an article which.· Is the product of the. 
Phlllpplnes, but does not Include any article produced 
with the use of materials Imported Into the Phlllpplnea 
which are products ot any .foreign country (except mate­
rials produced within the customs territory of the lktlted 
States) It the aggregate value of such Imported materials 
when landed at the Phlllpplne port of entry, exclusive of 
any landing cost and Phlllpplne duty, was more than 20 
percent of the appraised customs value of the article 
Imported Into the customs territory of the United States. 

(di Products ot Canada. 
C llProd-uCtSOt Canada Imported Into the custans 

territory ot the United States, whether Imported directly 
or Indirectly, are subject to the rates ot duty set.forth 
In column numbered I ot the schedules. The rates of duty 
for a Canadian article, as defined In subdivision ldlllll 
of this headnote, apply only as shown In the said ool1111n 
numbered I. 

(II) The term "Canadian article", as used In the 
schedules, means an article which Is the product of Cana­
da, but does not Include any article produced with the 
use of materials Imported Into Canada which are products 
of any foreign country (except materials produced within 
the customs territory of the United States), If the aggre­
gate value of such Imported materials when landed at the 
Canadian port ot entry (that Is, the· actual purchase 
price, or It not purchased, the export value, of such ma· 
terlals, plus, If not Included therein, the cost of trans­
porting such materials to Canada but exclusive of any 
I and I ng cost and Canad I an duty I was --

. CAI with regard to any motor vehicle or 
automobl le truck tractor entered on or before 
.December 31, 1967, more than 60 percent of the 
appraised value of the article Imported Into 
the customs territory of the United States; and 

(8) with regard to any other article (In• 
cludlng any motor vehicle or automobl le truck 
tractor entered·afterOecember 31, 1967), more 
than 50 percent of the appraised value of the 
a~tlcle Imported Into the customs territory of 
t~e United States. · 
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TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED (1968) 

General Headnotes and Rules of Interpretation 

(el Products of Conrnunlst Counfrles. Notwithstanding 
any of the foregoing provisions of this headnote, the rates 
of duty shown In column numbered 2 shall apply to products, 
whether Imported directly or Indirectly, of the followlng 
countries and areas pursuant to section 401 of the Tariff 
Classlflcatlon Act of 1962, to section 231 or 2571el12l of 
the Trade Expansion Act of 1962, or to action taken by the 
Pres I dent thereunder:. 

Alban la 
Bulgaria 
China (any·part of which may be under 

Communist domination or control) 
Cuba I/ 
Czechoslovak la 
Estonia 
Germany (the Soviet zone and the Soviet 

·sector of Berllnl 
Hungary 
lndochlna (any part of Cambodia, Laos, or 

Vietnam which may be under Communist 
domination or control l 

Korea (any pa~t of which may be under 
Conrnuillst domination or control l 

Kurl le Islands 
Latvia 
LI thuanl a 
Outer Mongol la 
Ruman la 
Southern Sakhalin 
Tanna Tuva 
Tibet 
Union of Soviet Socialist Rapubllcs and the 

area In East Prussia under the provisional 
administration of the Uilon of Soviet 
Socialist Rapubllcs. 

(fl Products of All Other Countries. Products of all 
QOuntrles not previously mentioned In this headnote Imported 
Into the customs territory of the Uilted States are subject 
to the rates of duty set forth In column numbered I of the 
-chedules. 

lgl Effective Date; Exceptions - Staged Rates of 
· ~· Except as specified below or as may be specified 

•lsewhere, punsuant to section 501(al of the Tariff Classl• 
flcotfon Act bf 1962 IP.L. 87-456, approved May 24, 19621, 
the· rates of duty In columns numbered I and 2 become effec­
tive with respect to articles entered on or after the 10th 
day followlng the date of the President's proclamation 
provided for In section 102 of the said Act. It, In column 
nllllbered I, any rate of duty or part thereof Is set forth 
In parenthesis, the effective date shall be governed as 
fol lows: 

(I l If the rate In column numbered I ·has only one 
part 11.e., 8¢ 110¢) per lb.I, the parenthetical rate 
(viz., 10¢ per lb.I shall be effective as to articles 
entered before July I, 1964, and the other rate (viz., 
8¢ per lb.) shall be effective as to articles entered on 
or after July I, 1964. 

<Ill If the rate In column numbered I has two or 
more parts (I.e., 5¢ per lb. + 50J ad val. l and ~as a 
parenthetical rate tor either or both parts, each part of 
the rate shall be governed as It It were a one-part rate. 
For example, It a rate Is expressed as 114¢ (4.5'1 per lb, 
+ ej (9Jl ad val. 11 , the rate applicable to articles en­
tered before July I, 1964, would be "4.5' per lb. + 9J 
ad va I , "; t.he rate app II cab I e to art I cl es entered on or 
after July I, 1964, would be 11 4¢ per lb. + BJ ad val.". 

(Jill It the rate In column numbered I Is marked 
with an asterisk 1•1, the foregoing provisions of Ill and 
( 111 ~hall apply except that "January I, 196411 shall be 
substituted tor '!July I, 1964", wherever this latter date 
appears. 

j/ Jn Proclamation 3447 •dated Pe~ruary 3, 1962, the Presi­
clont, actlna wider authority of section 620(a) of tho For­
olan Al•l•tance Act of 1961 (75 Stat. 445), as omendod, 
prohibited the laportatlon into the United States of all 
aoods of Cuban origin and all goods Imported from or through 
Ciba, subject to such exceptions as the Secretary of the 
Treasury determines to be consistent with the effective 
operation of the embargo. 

4, ~dlflcatlon or Amendment of Rates of Outf. Except 
as otherwise provided In the Appendix to the Tar ff Sched· 
ules -~ 

(al a statutory rate of duty supersedes and te,...1-
nates the existing rates of duty In both column numbered I 
and column numbered 2 unless otherwise specified In the 
amending statute; 

(bl a rate of duty proclaimed pursuant to 11 cances­
slon granted In a. trade agreement shall be reflected In 
column numbered I and, It higher than the then existing rate 
In column numbered 2, also In the latter column, and shall 
supersede but not terminate the then existing rate (or 
rates> In such column <or columns>; 

(cl a rate of duty proclaimed pursuant to section 3J6 
of the Tariff Act of 1930 shall be· reflected In both col...,, 
numbered I and column numbered 2 and shall supersede but 
not terminate the then existing rates In such columns; eAd 

(dl whenever a proclaimed rate Is te,...lnated or sus• 
pended, the rate shall revert, unless otherwise provided, to 
the next Intervening proclaimed rate previously superseded 
but not.terminated or, It none, to the statutory rate, 

5. Intangibles. For the purposes of headnote I •• 
(al corpses, together with their coff Ins and 

accompanying flowers, 
<bl currency (meta I or paper·> In curr11nt c I rcu-

1 at I on In any country and Imported tor mone­
tary purposes, 

(cl electrlclty, 
Id) securities and similar evidences of value, ond 
(el vessels which are not "yachts or pleasure boats• 

within the purview of subpart D, part 6, of sched• 
ule 6, 

are not articles subject to the provisions of these sched­
ules. 

6. Containers or Holders for Imported Merchandise. 
For the purposes of the tariff schedules, containers or 
holders are subject to tariff treatment as follows: 

(al Imported Enpty: Containers or holders If Im­
ported empty are subject to tariff treatment as lnported 
articles and as such are subject to duty unless they ore 
within the purview of a provision which specltlcally e,,_.,ts 
them from duty. 

(bl Not ir,;orted E~ty: Containers or holders If 
lnported contain iig or ho Ing artlcles are subject to 
tariff treatment es followsi 

(ll The usual or ordinary types of shipping or 
transportation containers or holders, It not designed 
tor, or capable of, reuse, and containers of usual typea 
ordinarily sold at retail with their contents, are not 
subject to treatment as Imported articles. Their cost, 
however, Is, under section 402 or section 402a ot the 
tariff act, a part of the value of thelr·content1 ond 
If the Ir contents are subject to an ad val ore. rate of 
duty such containers or holders are, In effect, dutlllble 
.at the same rate as their contents, except that their 
cost Is deductible from dutlable value upon subClllnlon 
of satisfactory proof that they aro prodU.:ts of the 
Uilted States which aro being returned without having 
been advanced .In val.ue or Improved In condition by ony 
means whlle abroad. 

<Ill The usual or ordinary types of shipping or 
transportation containers or holders, It designed tor, 
or capable of, reuse, are subject to treatment es Im­
ported articles separate and distinct from their con­
tents, Such holders or containers are not pert of the 
dutiable value of their contents and are separately 
subject to duty upon each and every fmportatlon Into the 
customs territory of the Uilted States unless within the 
scope of 11 provision specltlcally exempting them from 
duty. 

<Ill) In the absence of context which requires 
otherwise, al I other containers or holders are subject 
to the same treatment as specified In (Ill above tor 
usual or ordinary types of shipping or transportation 
containers or holders designed tor, or capable of, reuse. 
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7. Cbrmlngl Ing of Articles. (al Whenever articles sub• 
ject to different rate• of duty nro so packed together or 
mingled that the quantl·ty or vatuo of eech class ot nrtlcles 
cnnnot.be rend! ly nscertelned by customs officers (without 
physlcnl segregation of th~ shipment or the contents of any 
entl re· package thereof), by one or more of the follawlng 
means1 

(II sump II ng, . 
1111 verification of pecking lists or other docu• 

mants fl led nt the ti.., of entry, or 
11111 evidence showing performance of cornnerclnl 

settlement tests generally nccepted In the trede and 
filed In such time and manner ns may be prescribed by 
regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury, 

the oonmlnglod articles shall be subject to the highest rate 
of duty nppllcnble to nny port thereof unless the consignee 
or his ngent segregntes the ertlcles pursunnt to subdivision 
(bl hereof. 

(bl Every segregation of nrtlcles made.pursunnt to 
th Is hendnote sha II be nccanp II shed by the cons I gnee or h Is 
agent at the risk and expense of the consignee within 30 
dnys (unless tho Secrotnry authorizes In writing a longer 
tlmal niter the dato of personal delivery or mall Ing, by 
such employee ns the Secretary of the Treasury shall deslg· 
nate, of written notice to the consignee thnt the artlcles 
are oonmlngled nnd thet the quantity or velue of each class 
of articles cannot be rendlly ascertained by customs offi­
cers. Every such segregat I on sha I I be ac~ 11 shed under 
custans supervision, end the compensation and expenses of 
the supervising customs off lcers shnl I be reimbursed to the 
Government by the consignee under such reguletlons ns the 
Secretory of the Treasury may prescribe. 

(cl The foregoing provisions of this hendnote do not 
apply with respect to any part of e shipment If the con­
signee or his agent furnishes, In such time and manner ns 
mny be prescribed by regulotlons of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, sntlsfactory proof --

(11 thnt such part (Al Is comnerclelly negllglble, 
(8) Is not capable of segregation without excessive cost, 
end \~I wlll not be segregated prior to Its use In e 
manufacturing process or otherwise, nnd 

(Ill thnt the commlngllng wes not Intended to ovoid 
the payment of lawful duties. 

Any nrtlcle with respect to which such proof Is furnished 
shnll be considered for all customs purposes as e pert of 
the article, subject to the next lower rate of duty, with 
which It Is comnlngled. 

(di The foregoing provisions of this headnote do not 
apply with respect to any shipment If the consignee or his 
ngent shnll furnish, In such ·time and manner es may be 
prescribed by regulations of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
sat I sfactory proof --

111 that the value of the comnlngled artlcles Is 
less then the aggregate value would be If the shipment 
were segregated; 

1111 thnt the shipment Is not capnble of segrega­
tion without excessive cost and will not be segregated 
prior to Its use In a manufacturing process or otherwise; 
end 

( 111 ) that the comnl ng 11 ng was not I ntendad to 
avoid the payment of lawful duties. 

·Any merchandise with respect to which such proof Is fur­
nished shall be considered for all.customs purposes to be 
dutiable et the rate applicable to the material present In 
greeter quantity than any other material. 

(el The provisions of this headnote shall apply only 
In cases where the schedules do not expressly provide e 
particular tariff treatment for oonmlngled articles. 

Page 5 

8. Abbreviations. In the schedules the folloVin1 S)'ll• 
bob and abbreviations are used with the 1111anin11 respec-
tively indicated below1 · 

$ 

• ' • 
ad val. 
bu, 
cu. 
dot, 
ft, 
1•1. 
in. 
lb. 
ot. 
sq. 
wt. 
yd. 
pcs. 
prs. 
lln. 
I.R.C. 

~llan 
cents 
percent 
plus 
ad valorea ,. 
bushel. 
cubic 
do ten 

·feet 
9allon 

· inches 
pounds 
ounces 
square 

. weight 
yard 
pieces 
pairs 
linear 
.tntemal_ ~ev!l!tYll_.-~. 

9, Definitions. For the purposes of the schedules, 
unless the context otherwise requires --

. · (el the term "entered" menns ontered, or. withdrawn 
from wnrehouse, for cons~tlon In the custans territory of 
the lkllted States;· · 

(bl the tom "entered for consumption" does not In­
clude wlthdrewals from warehouse for consumption; 

<cl the term "withdrawn for consumption" means with• 
drawn from warehouse for consumpt Ion end does not Include 
articles entered for consumption; 

(di the term "rate of duty" Includes a free rate of. 
duty; rates of duty proclaimed by the President shnl 1 b8 
referred to as "proclaimed" rates of duty; rotes of duty 
enacted by the Congress shell be referred to es "stntutory" 
rates of duty; end the rates of duty In col unn nunbered 2 
et the time the schedules become effective shal I be referred 
to as "original statutory" retes· of duty; · 

(el the term "ton" means 2,240 pounds, nnd the term 
"short ton" means 2,000 pounds; 

· <fl. the terms "of", "wholly of", "almost wholly of"~ 
"In part of" end "containing", when used between the d8-· 
scrlptlon of en artlcle end· n material (e.g., "furniture of 
wood", "woven fabrics, wholly of cotton", etc.I, have the­
followlng meanings: 

(I) "of" menns that the article fs wholly or In 
chief value of the named materiel; 

( 11 I "wholly of~ means that the article Is, except 
for negllglble or Insignificant quantities of sane other 
materlal or materials, c:Omposed completely of the named 
materiel; · 

(II II "almost wholly of" means that the essential 
character of the nrtlcl.e Is Imparted by the •nemed 
materlal, notwithstanding the fact that significant 
quantities of sane other materiel or materials may be 
present; and · 

(Iv) "In pert of" or "contnlnlng"-meen that the 
article contelns n slgnlflcnnt quantity of the nemed 
mater I al. 

With regard to the application of the quantitative concepts 
specified In subparagraphs (Ill and (!vi above, It Is In­
tended thet the.!!!!...!!'~ rule apply. 
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10 •. General lntorpretatlve Rules. ·For the purposes of 
these schedules -- . 

(al tho general, schedule, part, and subpart head­
notes, and the provisions describing the classes of Imported 
artlcles and specifying the rates of duty or other Import 
restrictions to be Imposed thereon are subject to the rules 
of Interpretation sot forth herein and to such other rules 
of statutory Interpretation, not Inconsistent therewith, as 
have been or may be developed under admlnlstratlve·or 
Judlclal rullngs~ 

(b) the titles of the various schedules, parts, a~d 
subparts and the footnotes therein are Intended for con­
...enlence In reference only and have no legal or Interpreta­
tive significance; 

(cl an Imported article whlc~. Is described In two or 
more provisions of the schedules Is classifiable In the pro­
vision which mOst specifically describes It; but, in apply­
ing this rule of Interpretation, the following considera­
tions shall govern: 

(I) a superior heading cannot be enlarged by In­
ferior headings Indented under It but can be limited 
thereby; 

(Ill comparisons are to be made only between provi­
sions of coordinate or equal status, I.e., between the 
primary or main superior headings of the schedules or be­
tween coordinate Inferior headings which are subordinate 
to the same superlor•headlng; 

(d) If two or more tariff descriptions are equally 
.ppllcable to an article, such article shall be subject to 
duty under the description for which the original statutory 
rate Is highest, and, •should the highest original statutory 
rate be applicable to two or more of such descriptions, the 
article shall be subject to duty under that one of such 
descriptions which first appears In the schedules; ' 

(e) In the absence of special language or context 
which otherwise requires --

(I) a tariff classification controlled by use (other 
than actual use) Is to be determined In accordance with 
the use In the Uilted States at, or Immediately prior to, 
the date of Importation, of articles of that class or 
kind to which the Imported articles belong, and the con­
trol I Ing use ts the·chfef use, I.e., the use which ex­
ceeds all other uses ·<If anyl combined; 

(ill a tariff classltlcatlon controlled by the 
actual use to which an Imported article Is put In the 
\)nlted States Is satisfied only If such use Is Intended 
at the time of Importation, the article Is so used, and 
proof thereof Is furnished wlthl~ J years after the date 
t~e article Is entered; 

(fl an article Is In chief value of a material If such 
material exceeds In value each other single component mate­
rlol of the article; 

(g) o headnote provision. which enumerates articles 
not Included In a schedule, part, or subpart Is not neces­
sarl ly exhaustive, and the absence of a particular article· 
from such headnote provision shal I not be given weight In 
determining the relative specificity of competing provisions 
which describe such article; 

(h) unless the context requires otherwise, a tariff 
description for an article covers sui:h article, whether 
assembled or not assembled, and whether finished or not 
fl11lshed1 

<IJ> a provision tor "parts" of on article covers a 
product solely .or chiefly uaed as a part of such article, 
but does not prevail over a specific provlelon for such 
part. 

II. Issuance of Rules end Regulations. The Secretary of· 
the Treasury Is hereby authorized to Issue rules and regu­
lations governing the admission of articles under the pro­
visions of the schedules, Th~ ellowance of an Importer's 
clolm for classlflcatlon, under eny of the provisions of 
the schedules which provide for total or partial rellef 

·from duty or other Import restrictions on the basis of facts 
which are not determinable from an examination of the arti­
cle Itself In Its ·condition as Imported, Is dependent upon 
his complying with any rules or tegulatlons which mey be 
Issued pursuant to this headnote. 

12. The Secretary of the Treasury Is authorized to pre­
scribe methods of analyzing, testing, S8111pllng, weighing,· 
gauging, measuring, or other methods of ascertainment when• 
ever he finds that such methods are necessary to determine 
the physical, chemical, or other properties or characteris­
tics of articles for purposes of any law administered by. 
the Customs Service. 

GeMNl statistical headnotes:. 

J, Statistical Re ui.J'6111snts or L ol'tsd Al"tiolee, 
Pe;recme maki'l{I oustom/J snt"lf or rX of· o e W... 
ported into ths oustoms tsn'lto"!f of ths Uni.tad Statae eliGU 
ocmpteu ths snt"lf or wi.thd1'a1Jal folWlll, as pJ'OVidsd hem11 
and in ;regulations i.sausd pUl'suant to 'lai.I, to proinds fOP 
statistical pUl'f'OBBB infomation as folt.owe: · 

{a) ths nunber of ths Custcms dlstriot and of tJae 
port where the a:zoti.c1.8s aN being ente1'Bd for ooneiq:>tiooa 
or IJ<V'ehouss, as shown in Statistical Ann&>: A of thue 

· sohedul.es · 
lbi ths nams of the camer or the ..,.:Z,.. of tl'Gll8-

portation by whi.oh ths a:zotio1.8s ""'"" transported to the 
fi1'8t port of unloading in the Uni.tad States; 

{o) ths fo1'Bi.IJ" port of lading; 
(d) the Uni.tad Statas port of 11111.adi.ng; 
( e) the data of i.nportation; 
(fJ ths oount"lf of ori.gi.n of the arti.olee ezpreeeed 

in ta""s of the dssi.1J114tion thel'Bfor in Statistioal A- B 
of these sohedu1.8s; . 

(9) a dssorlpti.on of the arti.ole11 in •uffioi.ent 
dstaii to permit ths oZassification th.,.•of .....Wr the 
proper statistioal reporting nunber in thue eohedl.Zu; 

{h) the stati.stioal reporting llllnber Under whiola t.\e 
a:zotio1.Bs <ZN oZaseifiabu;. · 

(ij J (Jl'OBB !JBight in pounds for the artiole• OOWNd 
by each reporting nllllber when i.mportad i11 weeele or 
ai.roraft; . 

lie) the nst 'iuantit11 in the unite •£>80lfied "8m11 
for the oZassifioatt.on involwd; 

(Z) the U.S. dollar wlue in aooordanoe with Sise 
dsfi.niti.on in Seoti.on 408 or 1024 of the rart.n Aot of JllO. 
as amendsd, for all """"'handlee inolwmng Uiat ,,... of cl.~ 

. or duti.abu at speolfi.o Ntee; and 
(m) such other in[omati."'1 wlth Nepeo~ to Sise ~ 

ported a:zoti.olu as i.11 pJ'OVidsd for .. r..AlheN i.11 thee" 
eohetb.we. 



APPENDIX A 

TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED frl'ATES ANNOTAT~D (1"8) 

General Headnotes and Rule11 of Interpretatlon 

ll. · Statistical Annotationa. (a) Tit" statistical annota­
tiOllB to the Tariff ScheduZeo of ths Unit8d States oonsiet 
of--· 

(iJ th" ?.-digit statietirul suffi#s, 
(ii) ths indicated 101its of quantity, 
(iii) th" statistiool headnote& and an.....,..s, and 
(iv) tho itaticiBtJd artioto descriptions •. 

(bJ Tlis legal te:rt of. the Tariff S,,/iedutos of ths 
lhri ud States oonsiets of tl1s remaining te:ct as ""'"" speol.fi­
oally idllntified in headnote 10(a) of the genenil headnote• 
<ftd .rwZ.e of interpMtatio11. 

(o) Tlis statistical annotatione aN subordlnate to th• 
pl'OVieions of the legal te:ct and oonnot ciiange their Boop•. 

3. StatiAtical Roportina NJl'lber. (a) Geneml Ruto: 
8-pt as provide.d ln para11raph (b) of this hsadnots, and in 
the absenoo of epecifio instruotiono to the oontra1'y etoe­
wheN, the statistical reporting number for an arti.ots oon­
sis ts of the 7-digi t nun1Jor fomred by oorriJining the 6-digi t 
it»'" number Llith the appropriate 2-digit statistioal suf[U. 
2'1tus, the etatistical roporting nUJJber for Zioo monkoys 
clktiabts wndsr item 100.96 is 11100.9520". 

(b) Whorowr in the tariff sohaduZes an artio'Zs is 
o'l.aesifiabto under a proJlision Llhioh dsriJJes its mte of 
clkty frcm a different provision, the. statistical Nporting 
number is, in the absence of speoifio inatructions to the 
oont~ .ZaeLlheN, the 7-digit n....ber for the basio pro-
11ision fella.Jed by the itam n....ber of the provision frcm 
whit:Ji the nite is dsriwd. ThllB, the statistical Nporting 
number of mi:r:ed appto and grape Juices, not oontaining over 
1.0 percent of ethyl atoohol by volune, is "165.6500-186. fO". 

f, AbbreJliationo. (a) The foZZct.ling symbols and abbNvi­
atione ..,... U3ed Lli th the llJ9anings '1'6SpGctiw ly indicated 
bdow: 

s. ton 
c. . 
CLlt." 
mg. 
M. 
bd. ft. 
M. bd. ft. 
mo. 
oord 
square 

short ton 
one h"71dred 
100 lbs. 
milligram 
1,000 
board feet 
1,000 board feet 

·mi llicurie 
1?.8 aubio feet 
anownt to cover 100 

square feet of 
surfaoe 

sup. ft. superficial foot 
oa. ownoes avoirdupois 
fl· oa. fluid ownoe 
oa. troy troy ounce 
pf. gal. - proof gallon 

{b) An "X" appearing in the OOlU1111 for "71its Of. 
qvan ti ty means that no quantity (other than gross LIBigh t) 
is to be Nported. 

(oJ Whenever two separate wnits of quantity °"" shown 
for the same article, the "un fottouing OIUI of such 
IOli ts means that the value of the article is to be N­

ported t.rith that quantity. 

A-7 
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TARIFP SCRBD~ 01' THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED (1968) 

lb8TORICAL NOTEli 
Notes p. l 
General 
Headnote a 

nov••ll!! 
a.. ._ .............. "Bxcept u provlded ln headnote 6 of 
!l(a)(l) 1c:het111•• 1, ,.rt z •• ...,.rt e," added; 1ansuap 
' "eacept th•t all artlclu". deleted and lansuaae 

"except tllat all 1uch artlcle•" lnaerted ln 
lleu 'henof. Pub. L. 811~805, Secs. l(a), (c}. 
"°¥• iO, 1966, 80 Stlt. 1521, 1522, effective 
date Jan. l, 11167. 

L911auap l'llllcopt u provided ln headnote 4 of 
1chedule 7, part 7, 1...,.rt A," added. Pub. L. 
19-106, Secs.· Z(b), (c), Nov. 10, 11166, 80 Stat. 
'l5ZJ, effective date March ll, 1967. 

PlllYISUllS 

Gen lldnto··lfeadnotes l(d), (e). and (f) redellpated u 
J(d), (e), heaclnotes J(eJ; en; and C1>. respectively, 
(f) and (1) and new headnote l(d) added. Pub. L. ar zas, 

!ecs. 401 (a}, 403, Oct. 11, 1965, 79 Stat. 
IOZI, 1022; entered into force Oct. Z2, 1965, 
by Pres. Proc. 3682, Oct. 21, 1965, l CFR, 
1965 Supp., p. 68. 

Gen Hdnte--Language "and containers of usual trpea ordl-
6(b)(i) narl ly sold at re tall wlth their .contenu," 

added. Pub. L. 89-241, Secs. Z(a), 4, 
Oct. 7, 1965, 19 Stat. 933, 934, effecth• 
date Dec. 7, 1965. 
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TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED {.1968) 

SCHEDULE l.·- ANIMAL AND VEGETABLE PRODUCTS 

Part I - Live Animals 

Part 2 - Meats 
A. Bird Meat 
B. Meats Other Than Bird Meat 

.. :J>;ut3.;;,f\$h·,~;isfr;'ili"!;1;"."'':-:-~~~~~:::~~·Y"'.....,._,...... 
,.; .v~ A.· !?lsh,· l''·l't'!lb~- Cl1ill(.~~ 'oi' 'Fl'o;.oin , 
-><:H· l~lt.!1, J)1~it!c!, S:tl~,:·d, ,flid~l<?d, Sll1<.lkcd, .o.r-~· 

~:G .... ~lctcd~ · · · " 
·· c. l'is1i" i':i fl i.,.U:'.••l Corir.ih1irz 
· D. 'or er' Fish l'rc.duCls · · 
.: Fi. _S~l'llfisli . ' 

rl.ll~·y Pri:..i1•tt:;; J'Jfrds' :Er,~~i ,. ... 
·.A. J.illl; 1111<:1 Cream . 
~tl. ).Juttcf·, Olcoma~r;atin'1, r.i1t1 t;utler. 

i; .. ,1.>stttutcs 
C. Chcc,;:;Q~ 

·L1 •. OthN !.Hli'; Pro<luet~ 
, E. Poultry aml Oilier Dirds• · 1'::;.i;s 

':· '' 

5 - ·mdcs, S!:lns, :..11<! Lcall•ci·; Fu1'sl:Ins 
r-- -·. ,A~ Hh!i::r., Sldnt.·'" nnd L~aU1<::r 
-~'<~ ~-~. F~~r!.~lti~ . ¥ , , • • 

;C~J.-C:tl Gr:tins, MUlccl dratu·Pr~ducts; and 
·"-. ·: .Mnlts and Starchcl.l · ... · ·1 
'.'·'A; Gr:\tus .,. 
· · 'D; MUied 01·all\ Pt•Cl'lucts> 

·c. M:Uls and Starehcs 

:.j ' 

Part e -Vq;ctahks .. . 
" A. Ver,c\ahlcs, }''rcsh, Cb1JlQd1 or_Pr.ozQn .... 

. l3• :Vcgc:tables, Pi:ied, Dostccat~d, or Dehydrated 
.. ;c; Ver;etablcs, Packed 1n Salt, In Brine, l"lchled, 
· or (,)lhcrwise Prepared o.r .Preserved 
'.I>. ,M11s!U'ooms aud Tn1rncs •, ., ... 

I .,· • • 

;; Edible N.,ts nnd Fruits 
A, Edible !luts 
D. ·Edible F.rul\& . 
·c, 'Fruit- Fl<:.>t.lrs,. Peels, Pastes,- Pulps, J"clllefi!; 

' J'ams, Marm:tlades, aod l3utters. · ' · 
D: Glac6 Nuts, E'r\llls; an~ OU}ot Vc11e~J:i\c 

" .. : ' $ub$t.'\\11:es · • · " ... 
"' Pari to ~ i,1~iar. cc-co~; C9iuection(lry '.· · ,:., 

· · A •. f;u(l::irs, Slrupi:i, and f1c;>l~!Jes .. .-
1-'·~ ·~>. ··:--·: t;i ~- C~c~a _ 

,, :-,,, p,. Cqnfecllon1>ry .. ..+· : , , , 

~~~~rt~i't. Cotfce,'Tea, M:;t6, Mcl Sp;~e~"; · ''.,. , .. :, ~. :; : : 
: ! · · A. Coffc<l :;md Coli.la Substitutes, Tea, M.atl' 
"'', :. · ~ ... Splcefl a.nd Spl,te Seeds: :' " · :- ~- · ~ · · · 
I-""-"-~ .... ~~,.._~~..-~,,.,.)~....._,,._..--.. ......,....._..~ ... - ...... -..... 

,, .. 
~' , 

'.~ar~1~:;~~~ .. ~;;i:~; ~~i:~~:;;Z'""~"'::~-0::~~~1~.i-::.'.f ,. L, 
.. " A.. Fr11ltJ\dces .... , .. . ,/.,,, •· ., ; : , : ., r: 

1t '.Ntin .. Ale"Ohotle rieveoges · ->. ';' • . " . ; 
• 1· · • c, Fermente\l J\lc(>bQltc $1:ve.ra{tiis•. • · · '. ' '· · ... a, ·Spirits, ·sptritUOllS BO"!ii#ai;l.!s a\xl Uevcra'!;:e- '-): 

. '. r:e.t1;irallo~s. : ~ .. . : «·: . ·.~ ~ .. ';"' ::. ' ; .. ' 

P;i.rt 15 - Other Animal and Vegcta))le Products''.·;; "· " 
· A, Prollucts of Amerli:an .Fisher'lei:; · ' 

·· ·· 'B;- Edible 'Prepn.rit11>11s' " " " ' "· 
., .. , c; Anhn:il J'Cl'dS . .• . ·. ' <, ; '. ;· ". • " .:~· 

"' D. Featl1er:i'; Downs, nristiclJ, ·ai\d Jtai;- .' 
&.: Shellac and O_t.ljer l..;i.~s; Naturai Quilu1, 

. , Qul'.\l Renln&,.Resln_;;,.and,,Balsams; ;, , 
,'l'11rpenUne and a9111n '· .. , · · . 

1'!1isc:ellanoous. AniJllal PrQduel.ll 
· f · ·. o·· · 
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TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED (196~ 

SCHEDULE 1. - ANIMAL AND VEGETABLE PRODUCTS 
• Part 1. - Live Animals 

Pag(! 11 

I - I - -
100. 01-100. 31 

A-11 

Stat 
Item SU1'­

fix 

Unite 
of 

Quantity 

Rates or niv 
Articles 

PART 1. - LIVE ANIMALS 

Part I headnotes: 

I. This part covers al I I Ive animals, verte­
brate and invertebrate, except f I sh and she I If I sh 
<see parts 3 and 15 of this schedule) and microbial 
cultures (see part 3 of schedule 4), but including 
whales and oTher sea rnarrmals. 

2. Unless the context requires otherwise, each 
provision tor named or described animals applies 
to such animals regardless of their size or age, 
e.g., "sheep 11 Includes lambs. 

3. Certain special provisions applying to Jive 
anlmals are In schedule 8. 

100.01 Animals (except black, silver, or platinum foxes, 
and any fox which is a mutation, or type developed, 
therefrom), certified to the collector of customs 
by the Department of Agriculture as being pure bred 
of a recognized breed and duly registered in a book 
of record recognized by the Secretary of Agriculture 
for that breed, imported by a citizen or agency of 
the United States specially for breeding purposes, 
whether intended to be used by the importer himself 
or for sale for such purposes ....................... . 

Horses: 
10 Male ••.••.•••.•••••••••••.••••••.•••••••••••• 
20 Female •.•.•••.••••••••••.•••••••.•.•.••.••••• 

Cattle: 
30 Nale ........................................ . 

'female: 
40 Dai7!1 .................................. . 
50 Other .................................. . 
80 AnimaZe, nepf ............................ • • • • • • • .. 

Animals, domesticated, straying across the boundary 
line into any foreign country, or driven across 
such bo\Dldary line by the owner for temporary 
pasturage purposes only, together with their 
offspring: 

100.03 00 If brought back to the United States within 
8 months ....................................... . 

100.04 00 Other ............................................ . 

100.05 00 Animals, game, imported to be liberated in the 

100.07 00 

100.09 00 
100.15 00 
100.20 00 

100.25 
20 
40 

100.30 00 
100.31 00 

United States for stocking purposes .•................ 

Live birds: 
Chickens, ducks, geese, guineas, and turkeys: 

In the downy stage with quills not dis-
cernible .................................. . 

Other ....................................... . 
Pigeons, fancy or racing ......................... . 
Quai 1, bobwhite .................................. . 
Other Ii ve birds: 

Valued not over $5 each ..................... . 
C(])1a:ries •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
Other .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Valued over $5 each: 
Canaries ............................... . 
Other .................................. . 

No. 
No. 

No. 

No. 
No. 
No. 

Free 

No...... Free 

1 

No...... Subject to rates set 
forth in this part 

No...... Free 

No ....•. 
Lb ..... . 
No .... .. 
No ..... . 

No. 
No. 

No .... .. 
No ..... . 

2t each 
2t per lb. 
Free 
19¢ each 

!St each 

9\ ad val. 
7\ ad val. 

2 

Free 

Free 
Subject to rates set 
forth in this part 

Free 

4t each 
Bt per lb. 
Free · 
SOt each 

SOt each 

20\ ad val. 
20\ ad val. 
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Page 12 

1 - 1 - -
100. 35-100. 95 

Stat 
Item Bur-

fix 

100.35 00 

100.40 00 

100.43 00 

100.4S 00 

100,SO 00 

100,53 00 

100 .SS 00 

100.60 00 
100.63 00 
100.6S 00 

100. 70 00 

100. 73 00 
100. 7S 00 

100. 77 00 
100. 79 00 
100.81 00 
100.85 00 

100.90 00 
100.9S 

zo 
40 
60 

APPEll'DIX A 

TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED (1968) 

SCHEDULE 1: - ANIMAL AND VEGETABLE PRODUCTS 

Artiolea 

Live animals other than birds: 

Part 1. - Live Animals 

Uni ta 
of' 

~tity 

Asses and burros.. . . . • . . . . .. . . . • • . • • . .. • • • • • . • . • . . No. . . . .. IS\ ad val. 
Cattle: 

Weighing under 200 pounds each: 
For not over 200,000 head entered in 

the 12-month period begiMing April 
in any year........................... No ..... v I.St per lb. 

Lb. 
Other................................... No ... ;.v 2.St per lb. 

Lb. 
Weighing 200 pounds or more but under 700 

pounds each................................ No ..... v 2.St per lb. 
Lb .. 

·Weighing 700 poW!ds or more each: 
Cows imported specially for dairy 

purposes .......................... ·•·• No ..... v 1.3t per lb. 
Lb. 

Foxes: 

Other: 
For not over 400,000 head entered 

in the 12-month period begiMing 
April l in any year, of which 
not over 120,000 shall be en­
tered in any quarter begirming 
April 1, July 1, October 1, or 
January 1. ...................... . 

Other ............................. . 

Silver or black ............................ .. 
Other ....................................... . 

No •...• v I.St per lb. 
Lb. 
No •••• • v 2 .St per lb. 
Lb. 

No ...... 13\ ad val. 
No .....• 7 ,S\ ad val. 

1 

Goats ...•...••.•.•...•... ·•············••······•·· No ...•.. $2. 70 per head 
Horses and mules: 

Imported for illlmediate slaughter ........••.•. 
Other: 

Horses: 
Valued not over $ISO per head ••.... 
Valued over $ISO per head ..•.••..•. 

Mules: 
Valued not over $ISO per head •..... 
Valued over $ISO per head ......... . 

Sheep •.•.•.• · .................................... .. 
Swine ............................................ . 

Turtles .......................................... . 
Other ............................................ . 

Nonkays and othar pr-imates • .................. 
Worms ••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••• 
Other •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

No ...... 

No ...... 
No ...... 

No ...... 
No ...... 
No ...... 
No •••• • v 
Lb. 
Lb ...... 

No. 
x 
x 

Free 

$4. 9S per head 
6% ad val. 

$2~ per head 
18\ ad val. 
60t per head 
0.9t per lb. 

Free 
6.5\ ad val. 

2 

IS\ ad val. 

2.St per lb. 

2.St per lb. 

2.St per lb. 

3t per lb. 

3t per lb. 

3t per lb. 

IS\ ad val. 
IS\ ad val. 
$3 per ·head 

Pree 

$30 per head 
20\ ad val. 

$30 per head 
20\ ad val. 
$3 per head 
2t per lb. 

Free 
IS\ ad val. 
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TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED (1968) 

STAGED RATES AND HISTORICAL NOTES 

Staged Rates 

Modifications of coh.ann I rates of duty by Pres. Proc. 3822 (Kennedy Round). Dec. 16, 1967, 32 F.R. 19002: 

Notes p. I 
Schedule I, 

Part I 

A-13 

Rate of duty, effective with respect to articles·entered on and after January 1 --
TSUS Prior 
item rate 

1968 1969 1970 1971 1972 

100.20 20' each 19f each 18, each 17' each 16' each 15' each 
100.25 17t each 15' each 13f each 11.s, each 10' each 8' each 
100.30 10\ ad val. 9\ ad val. 8\ ad val. 7\ ad val. 6\ ad val. 5\ ad val. 
100.31 8\ ad val. 7\ ad val. 6\ ad val. 5.5\ ad val. 4.5\ ad val. 4\ ad val. 
loo.so 1.s, per lb. 1.3' per lb. 1.2' per lb. It per lb. 0.9, per lb. 0. 7f per lb. 

100.60 15\ ad val. 13\ ad val. 12\ ad val. 10\ ad val. 9\ ad val. 7 .5\ ad val. 
100.65 $3 per head $2. 70 per head $2 .40 per head $2 .10 per head $1. 80 per head $1.50 per head 
100. 73 $5. 50 per head $4.95 per head $4. 40 per head $3.85 per head $3 .30 per head $2. 75 per head 
100. 75 6. 75\ ad val. 6\ ad val. 5\ ad val. 4 .5\ ad val. 4\ ad val. 3\ ad val. 
100. 77 $30 per head $27 per head $24 per head $21 per head $18 per head $15 per head 

100. 79 20\ ad val. 18\ ad val. 16\ ad val. 14\ ad val. 12\ ad val. JO\ ad val. 
100.81 75' per head 60t per head 45' per head 30' per head 15' per head Free 
100.85 H per lb. 0.9t per lb. 0.8f per lb. 0. 7' per lb. 0.6, per lb. 0.5, per lb. 
100.95 7 .5\ ad val. 6 .5\ ad val. 6\ ad val. 5\ ad val. 4\ ad val. 3.5\ ad val. 

Statistical Notes 

PROVISION 

100.01--

Effective 
date 

60--Diso. (tJ'ansfe1'1'6d to 100.0180) .••• ...... •• Jan. 1, 1966 
?0--Diso. do do 
80--Estob. (t1't11'1Bf61'1'6d from 100.0160 & ?0).... do 

PROVISION 

100. 85--

Effective 
date 

00--Unit of quantity ohanged from "Lb." 
to "No .. v" & "Lb."· ••••••••••••••••••••• • Jan. 1,. 198? 
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Stat 
Item Bu1'­

t1x 

lOS .10 
lOS. 20 
lOS.30 

lOS. 40 

lOS.SO 
lOS. SS 
lOS.60 
lOS. 70 

lOS.82 
lOS.84 

00 
00 
00 

00 

00 
00 
00 
00 

00 
00 
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TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED (1968) 

SCHEDULE 1. - ANIMAL AND VEGETABLE PRODUCTS 
Part 2. - Meats 

Artioles 

PART 2. - MEATS 

Part 2 headnotes: 

1, This part covers only meats, Including meat 
offal, tit tor human consu~tlon., The meats of all 
animals, including whales and other sea mammals but 
not fish and shellfish <see parts 3 and 15 of this 
schedule), are covered, and unless the context 
requires otherwise, reference to an animal Includes 
such animal regardless of sl ze or age. 

2. In assessing the duty on meats, no allowance 
sha 11 be rnade for norma I components thereof such 
as bones, fat, and hide or skin. The dutiable 
wel ght of neats In a i rt I ght conta I ners subject to 
specific rates Inc I udes the anti re contents of the 
conta I ners. 

Subpart A. - Bird Meat 

Birds (dead), fresh, chilled, or frozen, if whole, or 
if plucked, beheaded, eviscerated, or cut into pieces 
(including edible offal), but not otherwise prepared 
or preserved: 

Birds, whole, or which have been plucked only: 
Chickens, ducks, geese, and guineas ....•••.•. 
Turkeys .•.•...............•........•......... 
Other ...•••..............•.•.......•.•....... 

Birds which have been plucked, beheaded, and 
eviscerated (including birds with any edible 
offal retained in or returned to the abdominal 
cavity), whether or not the feet have been 
removed, but not cut into pieces: 

Chickens •...... , .•.......•......•... , .......• 
Turkeys: 

Valued under 40 cents per pound ....••... 
Valued 40 or more cents per pound ...... . 

Other ....................................... . 
Other ......•.•.........•......................• , •• 

Birds otherwise prepared or preserved: 
Goose-liver products ....•............•............ 
Uther .. , .....•. , .•.•.•. , .............. ,.,., .. ,, .. . 

Uni ta 
ot 

Qwmtlt;y 

Lb ...••• 
Lb ...•.. 
Lb ..... . 

Lb .....• 

Lb ...... 
Lb •..... 
Lb ...•.. 
Lb ...... 

Lb ...... 
Lb ...... 

3f per lb. 
8.Sf per lb. 
2.s, per lb, 

Sf per lb. 

Sf per lb. 
12.S\ ad val. 
9f per lb. 
10f per lb. 

4f per lb. 
9f per lb. 

l 

Page 13 

1- 2 - A 
105, 10-106. 85 

2 

10' per lb. 
lO• per lb. 
10• per lb. 

10f per lb. 

10f per lb. 
2S\ ad val. 
10f per lb, 
10f per lb. 

lOf per lb. 
10f per lb. 

I 
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l - 2 - B 
106.10-107. 25 

Stat 
Item Suf-

106.10 

106.20 

106.30 
106.40 

106. so 
106.SS 
106.60 
l06.6S 

106. 70 
106. 7S 

106.80 
106. BS 

107.10 
107. lS 
107. 20 
107. 2S 

fix 

}j 

20 
40 
60 
80 
l/ 
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APPENDIX A 

TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED (1968) 

SCHEDULE 1. - ANIMAL AND VEGETABLE PRODUCTS 
Part 2. - Meats 

Units 
of 

Quantity 

Rates or n>ty 
Articles 

Subpart B. - Meats Other Thli!l Bird Mea: 

Subpart B headr.o7e: 

1. For the puroose~ of th Is subpart --
{a) The term 11 f;esh, chi I ~ed, or frozen" cov~rs 

meats even though comp I ete I y deienGor.1 zed and 
deboned, but does oot cover mea~s wh I ch have oee;i 
prapared or preserveo; and 

Cb> the term "p:--epared or p;eserveC 0 covers 
meats even If In a fresn. chi 11eo, or frozen srata 
If such meats have bea~ ground or corrr.ii nuted, 
diced or cut Into sizes for stew meat or slml lar 
uses, rolled and srr.ewered, or specially. processed 
Into fancy cuts. spec la: shapes, o:-- otherw 1 se made 
ready for particular uses by the retal I consumer; 
and also covers meats which have been subjected to 
processes such as drying. curing, smoking, cooking, 
seasoning, flavoring, or 7o ~ny combination of 
such processes. 

Meats {except meat offal), fresil, c.a'1illed, or frozen. 
of all animals (except birds): · 

Cattle ........................................... . 
Beef, u>ith bone: 

Freoh or chit led . ...................... . 
Frozen ••••••••.• , ••••.. ••••••. · .••••••. • 

Beef, u>i th out bone . ......................... . 
Other (veat! ................................ . 

Goats and sheep (exce;>t lambs) ..................•• 
Mutton ............................... ·.·•·· .. 
Goat rreat ................................... . 

Lambs ••••••••••.....••••••••••.•.•••••••••••.••••• 
Swine ........ ,., .. , ...................... , ....... . 

Fresh or chi tied ............................ . 
Frozen •..•..•.........••.....•..•.. , ..•.....• 

Game animals: 
Deer (except :reindeer) ...................... . 
Other ....................................... . 

Frogs ............................................ . 
Horses (except mea't packed in iuunediate 

containers weighing with their contents 
less than 10 pounds each) ...........•........... 

Other: 

Lb. 
Lb. 
Lb. 
Lb. 

Lb. 
Lb. 
Lb ...... 

Lb. 
Lb. 

Lb ..... . 
Lb .... .. 
Lb .... .. 

Lb ...... 

2.5~ par lb. 

3,1¢ per lb. 
lot per lb, 

l' per lb. 
2.S¢ per lb. 
4% ad val. 

Free 

Valued not over 30 cents per pound........... Lb...... 3t per lb. 
Valued over 30 cents per pound. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . Lb... . . . 10\ ad val. 

Edible meat offal, fresh, chilled, o::- frozen, of° 
all animals (except birds): 

Valued not over 20 cents per pound .............. . 
Valued over 20 cents per pound .................. . 

Sausages, whether or not in airtight containel"S: 
Pork: 

Lb ...... 0.9ot per lb. 
Lb ..... · 4\ ad val. 

1 

Fresh." ...............•.....•...........••.... 
Other ....................................... . ~~:::::: u~~e~e~bib. 

Beef, in airtight containers .................... .. 
Other ............•.................•...•.•...•.•.. 

Beef ..••••.•.•...•...•..•.••••••.••.••.•••••• 
Other .••.•••••••.•.•.•...••••...••••.•..•••.. 

l/ Meats covered by the tariff descriptions in items 
107i.10 and 106.20 may be made subject to an absolute 
quota by Presidential proclamation should the annual 
ratio of imports to domestic production increase over 
th8 analogous weighted average annual ratio for the 
period 19S9 through 1963, inclusive. For more precise 
details see Public Law 88-482, TD S62S3. 

Lb...... 13\ ad val. 
9\ ad val. 

Lb. 
Lb. 

2 

6f per lb •. 

St per. lb. 

7' per lb. 
2.St per lb. 

6t per lb. 6• per lb. 
10\ ad val. 

Free 

6t per lb. 
2Ct ad val. 

6~ per lb. 
30\ ad val. 

3,2S¢ per lb. 
3.2St per lb. 
30\ ad val. 
20\ ad val. 
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A-16 APPENDIX A 

TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE VNITED STATES ANNOTATED (1968) 

SCHEDULE 1. - ANIMAL AND VEGETABLE PRODUCTS 
Part 2. - Meats 

Stat 
Item Buf-

1'1x 
Articles 

Pork, prepared or preserved (except sausages): 
107. 30 Not boned and cooked and packed in airtight 

containers ... .................................. . 

Units 
o1' 

~tity 

2t per lb. 

l 

20 Hams and shouidem........................... Lb. 
40 Baoon........................................ Lb. 
60 Other........................................ Lb. 

107. 35 Boned and cooked and packed in airtight 
containers .. ................ , .................. . 3t per lb. 

20 Hams and shouidem........................... Lb. 
40 Baaon •..• , ••..•• , •.••••••...•••...•• ,. . • • • • • . Lb. 
60 Other........................................ Lb. 

107.40 
107. 45 
107 .so 

00 
00 

20 

40 

60 

80 

Beef and veal, prepared or preserved (except 
sausages): 

Beef or veal, cured or pickled: . 
Valued not over 30 cents per polDld .......... . 
Valued over 30 cents per polDld ...• ; ........•• 

Beef in airtight containers ......•..........•..... 
Comed beef: 

In aontainers hol.ding not more than 
2 pounds •......••.•••••••...•.•.•..••• 

In aontainers holding "'°"" than 2 

Other: 
pounds .......................... _. ... .. 

In aontainers holding not '"°"° than 2 
pounds •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

In aontainers holding '"°"" than 2 
pounds ............................... . 

Other: 
107.SS 00 Valued not over 30 cents per polDld .......... . 
107 .60 Valued over 30 cents per polDld ......•.......• 

20 PrepaNd, 1Jhether fl'6sh, ahi lied, or 
frozen, but not othen.>ise preseJ'l>Bd •.• 

40 Other .................................. . 
Other meats and edible meat offal, prepared or 

preserved: 
107. 65 00 Frog meat ........................................ . 
107.66 If product of CUba .......................... . 

Other: 
107.70 00 Valued not over 30 cents per polDld ..........• 
107. 75 00 Valued over 30 cents per polDld ..........•.... 

107.80 00 Extract of meat; including fluid ...................... . 

(s) • Suspended. See general headnote 3(b). 

Lb. . . • . . 3t per lb. 
Lb...... 10\ ad val. 

13\ ad val. 

Lb. 

Lb. 

Lb. 

Lb. 

Lb. . • . . . 3t per lb. 
10\ ad val. 

Lb. 
Lb. 

Lb •..... 10.5\ ad val. 
8\ ad val. (s) 

Lb...... 2.7t per lb. 
Lb...... 9\ ad val. 

Lb...... 3t per lb. 
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107. 30-107. 80 

2 

3.2St per lb. 

3t per lb. 

4.St per lb. 
30\ ad val. 
30\ ad val. 

6t per lb. 
20\ ad val. 

20\ ad val. 

6t per lb. 
20\ ad val. 

IS. per lb. 



APPENDIX A 

TARIFF SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES ANNOTATED (1968) 

STAGED RATES AND HISTORICAL NOTES 

Staged Rates 

Modifications of column I rates of duty by Pres. Proc. 3822 (Kennedy Round). Dec. 16, 1967, 32 F.R. 19002: 

A-17 

Notes p.l 
Schedule I, 

Part 2 

Rate of duty, effective with respect to articles entered on and after January 1 --
TSUS Prior 
item rate 

1968 1969 1970 

lOS .60 !Ot per Jb. 91 per lb. 8t per lb. 71 per lb. 
lOS .82 S4 per lb. 41 per lb. 41 per lb. 41 per lb. 
lOS .84 101 per lb. 91 per lb. Bl per lb. 71 per lb. 
106.30 3.St per lb. 3.11 per lb. 2.8¢ per lb. 2.4¢ per lb. 
106.40 l. 2S¢ per lb. 11 per lb. 11 per lb. O.Bt per lb. 

106.SO I.SI per lb. It per lb. 0.91 per lb. O.S¢ per lb. 
106.60 S\ ad val. 4\ ad val. 4\ ad val. 3\ ad val. 
106.80 II per lb. 0.91 per lb. 0.81 per lb. 0.71 per lb. 
106.85 S\ ad val. 4\ ad val. 4\ ad val. 3\ ad val. 
107 .10 3.251 per lb. 2.91 per lb. 2.s1 per lb. 2.21 per lb. 

107. 20 JS\ ad val. 13\ ad val. 12\ ad val. 10\ ad val. 
107 .2S JO\ ad val. 9\ ad val. 8\ ad val. 7\ ad val. 
107 .so lS\ ad val. 13\ ad val. 12\ ad val. 10\ ad val. 
107.6Sll 12\ ad val. JO.S\ ad val. 9.S\ ad val. 8\ ad val. 
107. 70 31 per lb. 2.71 per lb. 2.41 per lb. 21 per lb. 

107. 7S 10\ ad val. 9\ ad val. 8\ ad val. 7\ ad val. 
107.80 3. 75¢ per lb. 31 per lb. 31 per lb. 21 per lb. 

y Subordinate Cuban provision (item 107 .66) deleted, effective Jan. 1, 1970. 

Other Amendments and Modifications 

~ 

107.11--Items 107.11 and 107.36 (Cuba--2.61 per lb.) deleted. Pres. 
107.36 Proc. 3822 (Kennedy Round), Dec. 16, 1968, 32 F.R. 19002: 

effective date Jan. I, 1968. 

PROVISION 

101.50--
00--Diso. (transferred to 101.5020, 40, 

Statistical Notes 

Effective 
date 

60 & BO) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• .Jan. 1, 1981 
20--Estab. (transfe:rNd from 101.5000pt). •• •••• do 
40--Estab. do do 
60--Estab. do do 
80--Estab. do do 

1971 1972 

61 per lb. St per lb. 
3.SI per lb. 3.SI per lb. 
61 per lb. St per lb. 
21 per lb. 1.71 per lb. 
0. 71 per lb. o.s1 per lb. 

0.31 per lb. Free 
3\ ad val. 2 .S\ ad val. 
0.61 per lb. o.s1 per lb. 
3\ ad val. 2.S\ ad val. 
1.91 per lb. l.61 per lb. 

9\ ad val. 7 .S\ ad val. 
6\ ad val. S\ ad val. 
9\ ad val. 7.5\ ad val. 
7\ ad val. 6\ ad val. 
1.81 per lb. I.SI per lb. 

6\ ad val. S\ ad val. 
21 per lb. H per lb. I 
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Value of U.S. imports for consumption, by 
TSUS items included in the individual 
summaries of this volume, tot~l and from 
the 3 principal suppliers, 1967 
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Al'l'ENDIX- P 

Value of U.B. imports for consumption 1 by TBUS ite11111 included in the individual eunmaries 
of thia vol1uno 1 totnl and from the 3 principal s11ppliers, 1967 

page; 
TSUS item 

.Amount 
in 

1967 

I cent 
:chMge 
: frOJ'll 

I · Country 
I 

Value Country Vaiue Country 

B-3 

Value 

------ _____ , 1966 ·----- ----- ------ ----- ------ -----
Purebred animals for breeding (p. 5) 

l©0.01 15,643 : -2 : Canada 11, 956 : Argentina 

Miscellaneous provisions relating to live animals (p. 11) 
100.03 
100.04 
100.05 25 20 Canada 22 
l00.6o 
l00.63 
100.65 1) y Canada y 
100.95 '!i,083 11 Canada 2,550 

Baby chicks (p. 17) 
100.07 2,480 54 Canada 2,480 

Chickens (p. 21) 
100.09 (pt.): 150 104 Canada 126 
105.10 (pt.): -100 
105.40 : 
105.70 {pt.): 

Turkeys (p. 31) 
100. 09 (pt.).: 
105.20 
105.50 -100 
105.55 : 
105.70 (pt.): 

Argentina 

India 

Spain 

Ducks, gee5e, and guineas; bird. meat other than chicken and turkey (p. 
100.09 ?pt.~: 
105.10 pt. : 
105.3C 1 -84 Norway 1 U.K. 
105.60 43 104 Canada 31 Japan 
105.?C (pt.): 26 8 Canada 20 Hong Kong 

Pigeons, quail, and nonenumerated live biTds (p. 43) 
. 100.15 13 -53 Canada 9 Belg.& Lux.: 

100.20 
100.25 (pt.}: 233 31 Thailand 109 Senegal 
100. 31 111 63 Colombia 27 Paraguay 

Canaries (p. 49) 
100.25 (pt.}: 1,377 -6 Japan 919 Netherlands: 
l00.30 1 -26 Netherlands: l Japan 

See footnotes at end of table. 

37) 

3,262 U.K. 

y 

2 Venezuela 

314 Peru 

12 U.K. 

6 Korea Rep. 
2 Norway 

., Phil. Rep . : _, 

47 Japan 
10 Nethei· : •inds: 

196 : w. Germany 
l : w. Germany 

April 1968 
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3,258 

l 

273 

8 

4 
2 

y 
20 

9 

114 
ll 



APPENDIX :l 

Value of U.S. imports for conllttl!l]Jtbn, by TSUS items ind11ded in the individual elll!V!laries 
of this ·rnl1m1'il, total and from the 3 principal suppliers, 1967 

(In thousands of dollars. The dollar value of imports shown is defined generalry as the market value in 
the foreign coi.u1try and therefore excludes~- import duties, freight, and transporte.tion insurance) 

s · r • ' a · 
1 

All countries , . J.o'irst svpp1ier ' Second supplier Third supplier 
Swnmary 

title and 
page; 

TSUS item in 
1%7 

: Per-
I cent 
: C'he.nge 1 · Country 
: from : 

Vll.lUe Country Value Country 
. I 

I Value 

_________ 1 _____ :_.!2§§_1 _____ ----- ------ ---------- -----

Asses and burros, horses, and mules (p. 53) 
100.35 y -71 Mexico 
100.70 34 -24 Canada 
J.00.73 61 -17 Canada 
100.75 1,747 -19 Canada 
100.77 Y. y Canada 
100.79 II y U.K. 

cattle (p. 59) 
100.40 2,784 -27 Canada 
100.43 
100.45 47,562 -31 Mexico 
100.50 3,863 -30 Canada 
100.53 4,762 -75 Canada 
100.55 

Sheep and lambs (p. 75) 
100.81 236 30 Canada 

Swine (p. 83) 
100.85 895 32 Canada 

Turtles (p. 89) 
100.90 154 : ll : Colombia 

Bird me.at otherwise prepared or preserved (p. 
105.82 390 -19 France 
105.84 260 11 : Hong Kong 

Table beef and veal (p. 99) 
106.10 (pt.): 11,521 : -33 New Zealand: 

Meat for manufacturing (p. 111) 
106.10 (pt.): 332,1+25 18 Australia 
106.20 ~pt.~: 111,051 -13 Australia 
106.40 pt. :')) 17,202 -1 Canada 
107.40 4 y Australia 
107.45 915 200 Brazil 
107. 50 (pt.): l0,669 '?) Argentina 
107.55 (pt.): 1 y Ar13entina 
107.60 (pt.): 18;784 10 Argentina 

Miscellaneous meatc (e. 121) 
106.20 (pt.): 6 -4D Haiti 
l06.6D 2,651 8 Japan 
106.65 2,224 4 Mexico 
106.70 '71 1'70 Costa Rica 
io6.75 l13 8 Auntralia 
107.65 14 -17 Japan 
10'{.66 
107.70 52:: -36 : Denm=k 
107.75 I; ,933 -12 : Derunark 

Sec footnotcr; at nnd of table. 

y 
34 
53 Mexico 

517 Australia 
Y. 
II 

2,333 Mexico 

35,271 Canada 
3,863 
4,030 Mexico 

236 

895 

123 Nicaragua 

93) 
389 Denmark 
161 Canada 

4,303 Canada 

170.543 New Zealand: 
13,968 New Zealand: 
17,170 U.K. 

4 
422 Argentina 

8,1112 Brazil 
1 

18,784 

116 
1,1113 India 
1,485 Canada 

26 Auntralia 
25 Costa Rica 
111 

3'.ll Poland 
3,2<)9 Frunce 

8 Colombia 
320 New Zealand: 

449 France 

12,270 France 

622 France 

12 Seychelles 

1 
39 Korea Rep. 

3,628 Australia 

64,867 Ireland 
69 y 
26 Ireland 

291 Nicaragua 
1,157 Paraguay 

757 Mexico 
726 Argentina 

21 M('xico 
~) Mexico 

l>O Ni>thcrlarnls: 
82!1 Australia 

1 
253 

2 

20 

23 

6 

23 

2,835 

34,828 
y 

4 

86 
729 

340 
13 
19 

5 

26 
2!15 
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Value of U.S. imports for conolllnption, by TSUS l.teme included in the individual Slllm\IU'ies 
of this volume, total e.nd from the 3 principal suppliers, 1967 

B-5 

(In thousands of dollars. The dollar value of irnporta shown is defined general~ as the lllarket value in 
the foreign ~ountry and therefore excludes U.S. import duties, freight, and transportation insurance) 

Sununary 
title and 

~ All countries First supplier Second supplier : Third supplier 

page; 
TSUS item 

Amount 
in 

1%7 

I Per­
l cent 
a change ·Country 
I frOl!I I 

-----____ 1....12§§_1 

Lamb, fresh, chilled, or frozen (p. 131) 
106.30 3,882 : -211 : New Zealand: 

Pork, fresh or chilled (not manufacturing pork) 
106. 4o (pt.): l,99G : 92 : Canada 

Meat of game animals, fresh, chilled, or frozen 
106.50 197 116 : New Zealand: 
106.55 459 : 14 : Australia 

Offal, fresh, chilled, or frozen (p. 151) 
106.8o 150 14 Canada 
106.85 1,050 11 : New Zealand: 

Sausages (p. 159) 
107.10 152 -18 Canada 
107.15 1,525 -19 Canada 
107.20 115 -86 Argentina 
107.25 3,438 1 Denmark 

Pork, prepared or preserved (p. 165) 
107. 30 5 ,043 : -7 Canada 
107.35 177,402 : l : Denmark 

Beef, prepared or preserved 
107.50 (pt.): 27,103 
107.55 (pt.): 24 
107.60 (pt.): 1,265 

Meat extract (p. 187) 
107.80 2,686 

jJ Less than $500. 

(p. 181) 
8. Argentina 

JI : Nicaragua 
44 : Australia 

-31 : Argentina 

Value Country 

2,858 : Australia 

(p. 137) 
1,995 : New Zealand: 

(p. 147) 
120 Ceylon 
352 : Poland 

107 Mexico 
533 Canada 

151 Italy 
538 Deruna.rk 
111 Poland 

2,660 W. Germany 

3,814 W. Germany : 
70,818 Netherlands: 

19,764 Paraguay 
22 Denmark 

708 Canada 

1,254 Australia 

Value 

967 

1 

52 
9£? 

l'{ 

311 

y 
1+91 

~ 
.J 

439 

410 
51,103 

4,1191 
l 

452 

1,218 

. I 

Country 

Canuda 

Haiti 

Indonesia 
Norway 

Australia 
Australia 

Italy 
Haiti 
Italy 

Poland 
Poland 

Brazil 
Costa Rica 
New Zealand: 

Uruguay 

Value 

1 

23 
13 

13 
161 

308 
1 

75 

295 
42,727 

1,647 
1 

53 

60 

3J. There were no imports in 1966. 
3/ More than 200 percent. 
fjj Imports, valued at $14,207, from Austria are reported in the statistics of the U.S. Department of 

Commerce; such imports are prohibited from Austria because of rinderpest and foot-and-mouth disease reg­
ulations of the U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

'J) Does not include imports valuerl at $7,389 from Denmark found to be misclassified. 

April 1968 
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