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I I 
I SUMMARY i 
1
1 

1. The local demand for small fruits, peas and beans, bunch ! 
vegetables, sweet corn, lettuce, rhubarb, spinach, celery, cauli- I 

j flower, and possibly other commodities is in excess of the local j 
j supply and there appears to be opportunity for some expansion • 
j in production. ! 
j 2. The local demand for strawberries, onions, cabbage, early ! 
,
1 

potatoes, peaches, apricots, cantaloups, watermelons, grapes, ! 
,
1 

asparagus, celery,, honey, and other locally grown products is in ! 
• excess of local production, but opportunities for expansion are l 
j limited. = . ! 
t are ~i;;~~:d~~~:i1:

0

~~~:~ttin:~~~:s a~~f:s~a~h~:~=~d p:'u1;:~~ J 
• late potatoes, butter, livestock, grain, and flour. Opportunities = 
! for expansion of local consumption of these commodities appear I 
I to exist through standardization, better seasonal adjustment of 1 
j supply to demand, and similar procedure. j 
I 4. Products usually grown in ample supply for local markets j I include plums, cucumbers, squash, and pumpkin. ! 
! 5. There is a rather close adjustment between the local sup- ! 
! ply and demand for eggs. ! 
! 6. The local market for milk appears to be amply supplied. l 
I The dairy business may expand on a butter and butter-fat ship- I 
j ping basis. f 
l 7. Only 30 percent of the flour consumed is made by local ! 
J mills although production is in excess of local demand. ! 
J 8. The feasibility of establishing a farmers' market and I 
i other local enterprises to facilitate handling and marketing of j 
:.I local products should be considered on the basis of the facts •.I 

_ presented in this report and supplemental data which should be 
! assembled according to circumstances. Educational work in ! 
I standardization and some plan for bringing merchants and farm- 1 

j ers together to discuss problems on which there is lack of un- ! 
j derstanding are advisable. J 
j 9. Attention is called to the fact that the most important f 
,
1 

commercial movement is through the stores, but home-growing ,
1 of supplies and direct purchase by consumers from farmers and ! peddlers in some instances exceed the store trade. f 

i • • j 
+,-1111-1111-1111-1111-1111-MJ-1111-u11-1111-1111-1111-,111-1111-1111-1111-,r11-,r1-nu-..11u-1111-1111-n-mr-11+ 
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FOREWORD 

T HIS publication represents a forward step in the constructive en· 
deavor of Union county citizens to formulate a program for future 
development in agriculture based on a careful study of all available 

facts bearing on the situation. 
In March, 1924, the county held its first agricultural economic con• 

ference in cooperation with the College Extension Service. Available 
information on production and markets was considered. A program was 
adopted and printed for distribution. This program has been reviewed 
from year to year at succeeding economic conferences and modified to 
conform to changing conditions. It is gratifying to learn that all this 
has been o-f some avail; that changes are being made in Union county 
agriculture in conformance with recommendations. 

Out of the conference held in February, 1928, there grew a demand 
for additional information relative to the home market situation. It was 
thought that a knowledge of the amounts of various commodities con
sumed within the county from month to month during the year, the 
pricl!s paid, the quantities produced locally and quantities shipped in, 
would provide the basis for adjustments mutually beneficial to producers, 
merchants, and consumers and therefore to the community as a whole. 
Such information could be obtained only by an actual survey. Accord
ingly a survey was undertaken and this report is the reisult. 

Many agencies cooperated in the study. The Union County Cham
ber of Commerce, Union County Pomona Grange, La Grande Labor 
Council, Union County Cooperative Poultry Association, La Grande 
Dairymen's Association, Neighborhood Club, the Bureau of Agricultural 
Economics of the United States Department of Agriculture, and the 
Extension Service of Oregon State Agricultural College jointly signed 
the project agreement under which the work was carried forward. The 
press, by favorable publicity, did much to stimulate an interest and 
create an attitude of cooperation so essential to success. 

The Specialist in Agricultural Economics of the College Extension 
Service, L. R. Breithaupt, planned and in a general way supervised the 
entire survey and preparation of the report. By Wm. A. Schoenfeld the 
experience of the United States Bureau of Agricultural Economics in 
making similar surveys in other parts of the country was made available. 
Dr. M. N. Nelson, head of the department of Economics and Soci
ology, Oregon State Agricultural College, gave valuable assistance. 
The painstaking task of collecting, analyzing, and tabulating the vast 
amount of data, and writing the manuscript was performed by Robert M. 
Haley of the department of Economics of Oregon State Agricultural Col· 
lege, who was employed temporarily by the Extension Service as Assist
ant County Agricultural Agent in Union county. Mr. Haley's work 
occupied seven months' time, his salary being paid by the Extension Ser
vice and his travel expenses by the Union County Chamber of Com
merce. Special acknowledgment is due Frank McKennon, Chairman of 
the Home Markets Committee of the Union County Chamber of Com
merce, who had charge of local cooperating agencies and gave unstint
ingly of his time and council. County Agricultural Agent H. G. Avery 
placed the facilities of his office at the disposal of his assistant, Mr. 



Haley, and at all times gave him the benefit of his knowledge and wide
spread acquaintance. 

A word should be said with reference to the limitations of the sur
vey and report based upon it. Those who seek complete and final recom
mendations with respect to what should be done about increasing or de
creasing the production of this or that commodity will be disappointed. 
Such judgment can more wisely be formulated by those residing within 
the county. The work of the Economic Conference Committee begins 
where the survey stops. Attention is called to possible adjustments here 
and there, but this report is intended to present the facts only. The 
Extension Service submits the report as an addition to the Economic 
series of publications dealing with Oregon Agriculture. 

PAUL V. MARIS, 
Director of E.i-tension Service. 



Union County Home Markets Survey 
A Study of the Relationship Between Consumer Demand and 

Local Supply, Market Conditions, and Related Facts. 

By 

L. R. BREITHAUPT* and ROBERT M. HALEYt 

This bulletin reports facts gathered concerning the relationship be· 
tween commercial demand for certain food products in Union county and 
local supplies, and other related information. It is hoped that the publi• 
cation of the results of this survey will assist the producers and con· 
sumers of this area in making adjustments between local supply and 
demand that will be beneficial economically and result in the g1·eatest 
good to the greatest number. No doubt both present and prospective 
residents of the district may learn much from this report that will be 
useful individually and collectively. Its ultimate influence may not be 
measurable, but it will be limited only by the vigor with which confer· 
ences and committees a, well as individuals and firms digest and use the 
information. 

A glance at the Table of Contents will show the order in which the 
parts of this bulletin are presented. Briefly, there are two main sections: 
(1) a study of individual commodities and (2) a general description of 
the area, its markets and marketing agencies. 

FOOD PRODUCTS COMMODITY ANALYSIS 

The information about food products contained in this bulletin is 
grouped under the following headings: (1) Fruits, (2) Vegetables, (3) 
Poultry products, (4) Dairy products, (5) Cereals, (6) Meats, and (7) 
Honey. So far as possible within the time and resources available, data 
were obtained showing the total monthly volume of consumption, the 
sources of supply, the trend of prices, and other information including 
reasons why different practices occurred. 

Nearly all the retail stores+ of the county, a goodly number of pro• 
ducers, the creameries and bakeries, a large number of consumers and 
different transportation agencies, all contributed information used as a 
basis for this report. The exact records of seven widely separated rep· 
resentative stores, showing daily activity, were useful in furnishing a 
solid f.ramework for the whole study. 

An analysis of the facts disclosed by the Survey follows. 

FRUITS 

Apples, pears, prunes, plums, cherries, strawberries, raspberries, and 
a small amount of peaches, loganberries, and other. fruits are produced 
locally, although outside supplies are of more or less importance. Com· 

*Extension Specialist in Agricultural Economics. 
t Assistant County Agent of Union County. 
+All except two of the smallest. 

7 



8 UNION COUNTY HOJl.,fE MARKETS SURVEY 

petitive fruits consist chiefly of apricots, peaches, cantaloups, watermel
ons, grapes, oranges, bananas, and grapefruit. The volume of trade and 
other information about each of these fruits is presented. 

APPLES 

The Survey indicated a total consum.ption of apples through retail 
stores of 6,121 boxes, the equivalent of about 8 or 9 car-loads; 85 to 95 
percent of the apples consumed in Union coun-1:y are home grown. Mer
chants reported that from 75 to 90 percent of their purchases were from 
Union county farmers, from 5 to 25 percent from local wholesalers, and 
5 to 10 percent from out-of-county truckers. The wholesale trade includ
ed about 20 percent from out-of-county dealers. 

The important months of local supply are from October to May, 
with the peak in October and November. Wholesale-house trade be
comes important with early apples in August, which are obtained mostly 
from out-of-county dealers, and increases toward winter and spring when 
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the source is mostly from local producers, except in late spring when the 
shipments are made from out-of-county sources. The wholesalers hold 
their trade because of ability to fill in at slack periods and because o-f 
dependability of supply. Truckers from out of the county are important 
in the apple trade from June to September, with the heaviest trade the 
last of :July and first of August. Trucked-in apples are very good in 
quality early in the season. 

*Throughout this publication the charts showing the trend of consumption, supplies, 
and prices uniformly represent consumption through retail stores and· total supplies for 
retail store trade by a single solid curved line. The proportion of the supply from out
side sources in all instances where local supplies are handled by the retail stores is 
illustrated by the shaded area below the consumption-supply line; the unshaded area 
remaining thus represents the proportion of the supply obtained from local sources. 
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TABLE I. APPLES: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA* 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
192St Percentage stocke 

boxes 
Accurate record, 

6 7 stores _______ 541 14 10 7 4 3 2 4 3 15 18 14 
Estimates, 7 

17 other stores ___ 3,075 11 11 7 4 3 2 6 10 17 15 16 
Estimate, all 

stores ------·----· 6,121 11 9 7 4 3 2 4 12 17 13 13 
*Prices per box, recorded purchases, 7 stores· 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest ----------------------$4.50 $2.50 $1.00 $3.00 $2.25 $2.25 $3.75 $1.25 $2.00 $1.55 $1.75 $1.35 
Lowest --------·------------ 1.00 .75 .70 .60 .75 1.75 1.10 .75 .65 .35 1.00 .80 

"Price data published in this bulletin were obtained from the actual records of seven 
stores for the year 1928 and supplemented with similar data for 1927_ These data are 
~iven to indicate the general range and trend of prices paid by retai_lers t_o produ~ers, 
Jobbers, and truckers. A record of all transactions would doubtless give shghtly differ
ent results but neither time nor money was adequate for an extensive price analysis and 
the data obtained were inadequate for compiling averages of prices paid. 

tThe method of obtaining information about the volume of the various food products 
handled by retail stores and the seasonal distribution of demand for each consisted in 
(I) a check of the books of seven stores, (2) obtaining of estimates from other stores, 
(3) a grand total and estimate of the percentage thereof stocked' each month based on 
(I) and (2) with supplemental information of sundry nature. These data appear for 
each commodity as a matter of record. The nature of the returns made it impracticable 
to reduce the estimates of "other stores" to a basis to total 100 percent. 

Prices. In June the stores paid from $1.50 to $2.25 per box for early 
apples. In July and August prices began to take more definite shape 
according to generally accepted types and qualities. In September there 
was some purchase of good grades at $2.00 per box, but the bulk of pur
chase was of apples costing approximately 75c per box. In August and 
September there was a wide range of prices of locally produced fruit, 
from 35c for the left-overs to $1.55 for a combination grade of Delicious. 
From October to December sorted local apples made up the bulk of sup
plies and brought fair prices. Some outside apples brought as high as 
$4.50 per box in January. The supply of local fruit was apparently about 
finished in March, when another low price prevailed. By April the trade 
was dependent on imported apples, prices in mo~t cases being about 
$3.00 per box. Some of the local fruit was still selling for considerably 
less. Ma,y was an uncertain month and prices were unsteady, but seemed 
to average about $2.00. The earliest of the new apples were reported 
by other stores the last of May. 

Supply factors_ A large surplus of apples is produced in Union 
county and the physical possibilities for increasing production are ex
cellent. There has been a gradual increase in the volume of production 
but a decrease in number of apple trees as shown by the following 
census figures: 1890, 24,448 bushels; 1900, 40,702 bushels; 1910, 127,979 
bushels; 1920, 233,942 bushels; 1925, 265,140 bushels. Census figures for 
trees, however, show some reduction in number of trees and it is proba
ble that the next census will show a further decrease in trees: 1890, 
25,025 trees of bearing age; 1900, 161,781 trees; 1910, 154,671 trees; 1920, 
129,332 trees; 1925, 99,343 trees. 

The principal varieties are Rome Beauty, Jonathan, Delicious and 
Winter Banana. Other varieties do well, but early varieties meet stiff 
competition from outside districts. Most of the harvesting is done in 
October with not more than 10 percent earlier or later. 
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The bulk of the apples are shipped out of Union county. There is a 
tendency to offer the low-grade apples on local markets. This may ex
plain partly the purchase by dealers of better grade apples from the 
outside. 

The local product is packed in three grades, Extra Fancy, which 
run from 25 to 35 percent of the pack; Fancy, from 35 to 50 percent of 
the pack; and "C" grade from 25 to 35 percent of the pack; or in the 
3-grade combination. Most of the apples are packed in boxes, but some 
have been put up in baskets. The Survey showed a shipment of 411 cars 
in the period from Sei:tember, 1927, to August, 1928, inclusive, as follows: 

Date 

1927 
September 

October 

November 

December 

1928 

January 

February 

Cars Shipped from 

1 Elgin. 

56 La Grande, 4; Imbler, 22; 
Elgin, 30. 

134 La Grande, 22; Union, 10; 
Imbler, 53; Elgin, 49. 

82 La Grande, 16; Imbler, 40; 
Elgin, 26, 

83 La Grande, 19; Union, 1; 
Imbler, 49; Elgin, 14. 

47 La Grande, 17; Imbler, 22; 
Elgin, 8. 

March 8 La Grande, 8. 

Total 411 

Destination 

New York. 

Portland, 3; Colorado, 2; Illinois, 
9; Idaho, 2; Kansas, 2; Massa
chusetts, 2; Missouri, 9; Nebras
ka, 5; New York, 19; South Da-
kota, 1 ; Tennessee, 2. • 

Portland, 7; Colorado, 15; Georgia, 
1; Idaho, 7; Illinois, 16; Kansas, 
8; Massachusetts, 1 ; Missouri, 4; 
Nebraska, 1 ; New York, 47; 
Pennsylvania, 5; South Dakota, 
1; Te,cas, 5; Utah, 8; Wisconsin, 
2; Wyoming, 5; Canada, I. 

Colorado, 5; Idaho, 13; Illinois, 13; 
Kansas, 11; Missouri, 5; N ebras
ka, 23; New York, 3; Oklahoma, 
1; Texas, 3; Utah, 2; Wyoming, 
2; Local, I. 

Portland, 3; Colorado, 15; Idaho, 
14; Illinois, 4; Kansas, 14; Mass
achusetts, 1; Missouri, 4; Nebras
ka, 10; New York, 7; Oklahoma, 
7; Texas, 3; Utah, I. 

Portland, 2; Colorado, 17; Idaho, 
2; · Illinois, 1; Iowa, 1; Kansas, 
8; Minnesota, 1; Nebraska, 5; 
New York, 1 ; Oklahoma, 2; 
Washington, 5; Local, . 2. 

Colorado, l; Kansas, 3; Nebraska, 
1; \Vashington, 2; Wyoming, I. 

An estimate of from 425 to 450 cars of out-shipments of apples for 1928 was made 
at the time of writing of this report. 

Increasing local production and demand. Some of the growers of 
small lots of apples registered the complaint that, though they tried to 
market a good grade of fruit, poorer grades at lower prices worked 
against them. Those who take care to market high quality fruit appar
ently pay the penalty for markets flooded with low-grade apples. This 
suggests the need for some method of standardization. 

More good fruit could be disposed of in the local market. It is not 
certain that, with all the cheap fruit abounding, Union county consumers 
would care to pay the price which producers can obtain by shipping to 
outside markets, but they do pay higher prices to obtain better quality 
than is offered for the packs of locally produced apples. 
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PEARS 

Stores reported consumption of 996 boxes of pears, or about 1/7 of 
the trade in apples. Pears appear on the market from July to Novem
ber, but September is the peak month and October the next most im
portant. Nearly all the pears on the market are produced locally. Some 
early Bartletts-about 2 percent of all pear requirements-come from 
California. Out-of-county truckers are an unimportant source of pears, 
except late in August and early in September. 

CONSUMPTION ..-----,----,----r----r-----.. 
&,,a 

fgJg ----
t4.00 

so 3,co 

40 2,QO 

20 1.00 
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Fig. 2. Pears: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE II. CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade July Sept. Oct. 
1928 ~---

Aug. 
Percentage stocked -----------------

boxes 
Accurate record, 7 stores_···---··-··-···-·-- 106 
Estimates, 6 other stores.................... 395 
Estimate, all stores .. ·-·-·-··-·-··--·········-·-· 996 
Prices per box, fecorded purchases, 7 stores 1927. 

July 
Highest ··················································-···-·-·-·-- 1 $4.50 
Lowest ············-·-·······························-······-···-······ 4.50 

2 
17 
5 

Aug. 
$4.50 

4.50 

68 27 
55 28 
63 27 

Sept. Oct. 
$3.40 $1.90 

1.00 1.75 

Nov. 

2 
5 
4 

Nov. 
$2.00 

2.00 

Prices. Price data for 1928 were not sufficiently complete to enable 
definite conclusions to be drawn that would give a picture of the changes, 
but 1927 prices showed what is believed the characteristic movement 
and are explained thus: 

August prices are relatively high; quotations of $4.50 per box being 
repo1·ted. September p,rices ranged from a top price of $3.40 per box 
early, to $1.60 late in the month. Quotations of $1.70, $1.90, and $2.00 
per box prevailed for October. This trend seemed to prevail in 1928 al
though prices ranged considerably lower-50c per box or so lower 
throughout the season. The price curve has been adjusted to approxi
mate the 1928 conditions on the basis of the comparisons between the 
two years. 

Supplies. The census shows the following results regarding pea1·s in 
Union county: 1890, trees of bearing age, 1,103; bushels, 1,392. 1900, 
trees of all ages, 16,727; bushels, 1,681. 1910, trees of all ages, 8,077; 
bushels, 10,625. 1920, trees not of bearing age, 2,609; trees of bearing 
age, 11,443; bushels, 5,096. 1925, trees of all ages, 12,965; yield not 
reported. 
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Some pears are shipped out, as they were this year, along with con
signments of apples, b11t there are not many straight car-loads of pears 
recorded. The shipments were made to Middle West points. 

Pears are graded, particularly for rail shipment, and the proportions 
of grades as reported for 1928 were 30 percent Extra Fancy, SO percent 
Fancy, and 20 percent "C" grade. The ordinary pack is in regular p·ear 
boxes. 

Increasing Local Production and Consumption. Due to the element 
of uncertainty in the production of pears and the risk of infecting apples 
with blight, hortic11'itural experts do not encourage the production of 
pears in this part of the country. 

PRUNES 

Stores reported consumption of 1,764 boxes of fresh prunes in 1928. 
Purchases from local farmers ranged all the way from none to 90 per
cent. Outside growers and truckers, mainly from Milton-Freewater and 
Walla Walla, compete beginning the last of August, two weeks before 
local prunes are ready, and continue until October. Local prunes are 
available the last part of September. 

CoNSUMPTION &Rt--~- ~ 
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Fig. 3. Prunes: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE III. PRUNES: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

,~~;! iF:r~~o~es;!~;_!_!::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Prices per box, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 

Trade 
19.28 

boxes 
2461; 
238 

1,764 
1928. 

Highest 
Lowest 

*1927. 

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

Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. 
~--Percentage stocked-~ 

2 

Aug. 
$1.60* 

1.60* 

67 
53 
60 

Sept. 
$1.64 

.65 

28 
58 
28 

Oct. 
$0.50 

.50 

5 
10 
10 

Nov. 
$0.50. 

.50 

Prices. Prune prices in 1927 and 1928 ranged relatively high until 
about time for harvesting local prunes, whereupon prices went to a 
rather low level and remained low throughout the season. Some sea
sons may be better than others, depending perhap•s on the supply of, and 
prices for, competitive fruits. 
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Supply. Census figures for prunes indicate an expansion of the 
industry from 1890 to 1925 both in Union county and in Oregon general
ly. State figures include the dried prune industry. Most of the prunes 
from Union county are shipped out fresh. Number of trees and amount 
of production are given under the heading "Plums and Prunes" but 
plums are not important in Union county. The county census figures 
show: 1890, trees of bearing age, 10,129; bushels 4,657. 1900, trees of 
all ages, 59,792, bushels, 4,862. 1910, trees of all ages, 32,529; bushels, 
40,997. 1920, trees not of bearing age, 7,613; trees of bearing age, 26,912; 
bushels, 35,714. 1925, trees of all ages, 56,500; bushels not reported. 
This shows the greatest number of trees in 1900, but larger production 
in the later years. Apparently there was stimulation of the industry in 
1900 and contraction afterward, with production per tree heavier as 
the industry devel~ped. 

Out-shipments. The prune industry is based on shipments to out
side markets in competition with prunes from other districts. The 
quality of Union county prunes is excellent, perhap•s as goo<l as anywhere 
for shipping. Last year there were no car-load movements of prunes, but 
this year approximately 115 cars were shipped to eastern markets; one 
shipper mentioned New York, Boston, Detroit, Chicago, Pittsburgh, 
Cincinnati, as destinations. The pack is a single grade, all one standard, 
three-inch-faced lug, paper-lined, holding about 16 pounds net. On the 
local market a large number were disposed of in bushel baskets and a 
fair percentage in apple boxes. 

Increasing local production and demand. Prunes yield well on the 
average, but growers consider their culture less profitable than that of 
other farm enterprises. Expansion is not advocated. Probably something 
could be done in the way of capturing more of the local market if con
sumers could be shown that as good or better prunes would be available 
from local sources a little later in the season. 

PLUMS 

Plums are not important on the local market; 352 boxes of all sizes, 
from the four-basket crate of the early season to the apple box, were 
reported from all Union county stores. July and August are the months 
of greatest volume. 

Fig. 4. Plums: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 
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TABLE IV. PLUMS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Trade 
1928 ~---Percentage stocked---~ 

boxes 
Accurate record, 7 stores ......... -........... 22 
Estimates, 6 other stores_~-----·-···-····~--- 142 
Estimate, all stores ···························-·•· 352 

9 
24 
15 

Prices per box, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 
June 

Highest ·-··-········•·······································•········ $3.25 
Lowe st ·······················•·······················-··············· 2.2 5 

36 
37 
33 

July 
$2.25 

I.SO 

32 18 5 
SI 10 
43 10 

Aug. Sept. Oct. 
Lowering $0.80 Nore-

prices .80 port 

Prices. Very few price records for plums were available. Consider
able variation was noted in prices according to variety, source, and 
season. For example, prices of some outside plum~ were reported at 
$2.25 per box at the same time that peach-plums were quoted at $1.50 
per box. The later plums bring the lowest prices. 

Supply and demand. Data on local production are incomplete, the 
census figures being combined with prunes. Merchants report a tendency 
to obtain most of their stock from wholesale sources because the sit
uation seems to call for keeping small stocks only as wanted by con• 
sumers. The local product is reported as being of a satisfactory quality, 
but not dependable in the matter o.f supply. The wholesalers reported 
that the demand for plums is not good. Twenty-five percent of their 
stocks are obtained from California dealers, the rest as opp>0rtunity 
and occasion dictate. Merdiants state that the out•of•county truckers 
do not bring in many. Some plums brought in by truckers the past 
season were observed the last two weeks of July and the first week of 
August, and none ,afterwards. 

On the other hand, an authority states that there are possibilities for 
an improved market for large plums of good quality. Thinning, 
pruning, and cultivating for quality are suggested as a means to improve 
volume of sales and price. This industry probably has minor possibili· 
ties, but should be undertaken with caution. 

The earlier p.Jums and fancy stock are packed in crates of four small 
baskets to the crate, but later ones, and particularly the local product, 
are thrown on the market in apple boxes, which practice does not always 
improve the appearance of the fruit. 

CHERRIES 

Consumption of cherries through stores is not important, only 612 
boxes being reported, of which 95 percent were of local production. 
Wholesale houses handle a small amount, about 10 percent, as reported, 
and app,roximately a tenth of this supply comes from the outside. These 
were early cherries, in May and June. Cherry harvesting in Union 
county comes in July and early August. No cherries were observed in 
the hands of out-of-county truckers and none were reported. 

Prices. The prices of outside cherries early in the season are high. 
The outside demand more or less establishes the price for the local 
crop. Irregularity in prices may be accounted for by the appearance of 
different varieties on the market as the season advances. 
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Fig. 5. Cherries: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE V. CHERRIES: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

July Aug. Trade 
1928 

May June 
..-----Percentage stocked-~ 

bo~es 

1m;~i;~:a1;~~~~{ss~~~-~r:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ! iii 3 35 62 
52 52 30 

3 37 55 5 
Prices per pound recorded purchases, 7 stores, I 927 and 1928. 

May June July Aug. 
Highest 
Lowest 

$0.40 $0.17 $0.15 
.11 .08 .IS 

The shortness of supply in outside markets by the time local har
vesting of cherries is over explains why the price turns sharply upward 
toward the last. 

Supply. Census figures show the development as follows: 1890, 
trees of bearing age, 1,004; yield 414 bushels. 1900, trees of all ages, 
18,325; yield, 1,373 bushels. 1910, trees of all ages, 17,757; yield 13,026 
bushels. 1920, trees not of bearing age, 5,245; trees of bearing age, 
25,084; yield, 12,686 bushels. The 1925 census did not quote figures for 
cherries, but the situation today shows a decrease in trees of bearing 
age, due to severe winter-killing a few years ago, while new plantings 
have increased very much the last few years. 

Out-shipments. Forty-two cars of cherries were shipped out in 1928, 
part of them to California, largely for maraschino, manufacturing; about 
half was fancy fruit going to New York, while the remainder, mostly 
Royal Anns, ,vent to the cannery in The Dalles. Last year was reported 
a poor year. In 1925, eight cars of cherries were reported shipped. There 
have been as many as 60 cars shipped in a season. 

Increasing local production and consumption. Cherries yield well 
when the seasons are favorable, but one must count on an off-season 
every four or five years. Profits in years of good yields tempt expansion. 

Lamberts top the market, followed closely by Bings. The general senti
ment seems to be that production of cherries is not likely to be over
done in the near future and that it is a relatively advantageous enter· 
prise. More fruit for a period would probably strengthen rather than 
weaken the position of the growers as it would give them wider distri
bution. The fruit ships well and sells well ·on eastern markets. 
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PEACHES 

Peach supplies come mostly from outside sources. Stores reported 
handling 11,187 packages of p,eaches, some in ordinary peach boxes, some 
in bushel boxes, and a large volume in bushel baskets. A few merchants 
report handling local peaches, not often, however, from choice, but ra
ther as an accommodation. The importance of the outside fruit is the 
competition it gives to other local fruits more than in competing with 
local peaches of which the supply is small because of physical limitations 
in production. The heaviest shipments are from the Walla Walla dis
trict, including Milton-Freewater, from Eagle Valley in Baker county, 
and from the Snake River Valley. Probably three-fourths of the supply 
is handled by wholesalers and the rest by truckers. 

CONSUMPTION,--- ..... ----.----.-----.-----, -· Pg1c:e:-
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Fig. 6. Peaches: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE VI. PEACHES: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Trade 
1928 ~-----Percentage stocked-----~ 

boxes 
Accurate record, 7 stores _______ 1,894 1 1 10 85 3 
Estin1ates, 7 other stores ________ 2,350 2 18 40 52 19 JU 
Estimate, all stores -------------~- 11,187 1 5 15 75 4 
Prices per box, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. 

ri~i:,~~t __ ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::.:::::::::::::: $2.05 $2.00 $1.25 $1.25 $1.75 
2.05 l.10 .85 .54 1.40 

Prices. September is characteristically the peach month with a 
severe drop in prices at the peak of the season. 

Supply. The peach industry was tried out in Union county and 
found impractical. Rather more extensive development than was wise 
took place about 1900. Yields have been consistently low except in 
isolated instances and there has been a reduction in acreage and volume 
of production. Figures of the census indicate the trend: 1890, trees of 
bearing age, 582; bushels, 571. 1900, trees of all ages, 12,022; bushels 
751. 1910, trees of all ages, 3,848; bushels, 2,781. 1920, trees not of 
bearing age, 297, trees of bearing age, 3,370; bushels, 4,208. 1925, trees 
of all ages, 2,507; bushels, 1,407. The next census will likely show still 
further reductions. 
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STRAWBERRIES 

Retail stores estimated handling 5,262 crates of strawberries, the 
most important item among the small fruits. One-half .to three-fourths 
of these berries are produced locally: Nevertheless, the volume of out
side strawberries is important both in quantity and because of the com
petition given to the local product. 

Strawberries enter trade channels in about every conceivable way. 
Stores obtain SO to 80 percent of their supplies direct from local· grow
ers and from 15 to• 40 percent from local wholesalers; of these last about 
65 percent are local berries. The wholesalers hold their trade by hand
ling early berries and because they are a dependable source of supply 
for the retailers. Truckers apparently handle from 5 to 10 percent of 
the supply. Merchants' reasons for handling this fruit appear to be price 
and convenience. Out-of-county dealers and growers furnished from 5 
to 25 percent of the supplies of different merchants. 

CONSUMPTION PR\CE.. , .}-'.!!" crate 

80% ~8.00 
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Fig. 7. Strawberries: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE VII. STRAWBERRIES: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. 
1928 ~-----Percentage stocken-----~ 

crates 
Acc.urate record, 7 stores·-······- 5591; 2 10 
Estimate, 7 other stores ·-·---····- 1,635 S 17 
Estimate, all stores··-·····-········-··· 5,262 2 10 
Price per crate, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

80 
39 
70 

3 
38 
11 

1 
11 
3 

3 
11 
2 

2 
1 

· Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. 
Highest ·······-·······--··-·----·······--··-·-···-··· $0.75* $0.35* $5.75 $3.90 $1.75 $1.75 $1.75 No 
Lowest --··-·---·····--·-··-··-······-··---·--·· 4.20 2.25 1.75 1.60 1.75 1.75 1.75 record 

*Per cup. 

Prices. Prices for strawberries show a wide range because of the 
diversity of sources and varieties. The first berries come through the 
wholesale channels from outside. Kennewick berries were repo,rted in 
April. Oregon berries from Hood River, for example, arrived in May, 
and the quality commanded higher prices. Truckers began to app•ear 
next, while in June, berries from all sources were on the market although 
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local fruit predominated. Subsequently local berries provided the supply. 
After July local fruit did not command prices proportionate to the 
scarcity of the supply. The same trend of prices was noted in 1927 as 
shown in the accompanying chart in 1928, but at a higher level. 

The census indicates that there was once greater development than 
at present: In 1900, acres 75, quarts produced 133,630. 1910, acres 93, 
quarts produced 129,989. 1920, acres 21, quarts p-roduced 26,394. 1925, 
acres 36, yield not reported. Growers complained generally about prices 
the past season and the reaction will likely be shown by lessened pro
duction in 1929. 

Increasing local production and demand. Although strawberries 
yield well and the fruit is of high quality, the marketing conditions are 
not good some years because the local berries ripen late in the season. 

RASPBERRIES 

Retail trade in raspberries amounted to 2,262 crates, of which abot\t 
one half are produced locally. Merchants reported that the local berries 
are of very fine quality and there is a demand for more than are supplied. 
The local fruit does not ripen, however, until late in July and during 
August. The early demand is supplied from outside sources, several 
merchants having direct connections with out-of-county growers. Whole
salers obtain about one-half their supplies from out-of.county dealers. 

CONSISMPTION --------------------------, PRICE; 
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Fig. 8. Raspberries: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE VIII. RASPBERRIES: CONSUMPTION. AND PRICE DATA 

Trade 
1928 

crates 
.\ccurate record, 7 stores .. ____________________________________ 121 
Estimated record, 6 other stores_"" __ -----------···-·-·-- 730 
Estimate, all stores ................................................ 2,262 
Price per crate, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Highest ............................................................................... . 
Lo,vest ····--·-·----···-·--·-·---------------·-·-·-··-·-·---·----·-------------------·-

May June July Aug. 
,---Percentage stocked-------., 

20 

~fay 

23 
38 
20 

June 
$4.00 

I.75 

76 
51 
75 

July 
$1.75 

1.75 

1 
42 

5 

Aug. 
$2.00 

!.75 
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Prices. On the whole, prices are fairly steady after the early season 
has passed. The price figure for August may be a little low, but data 
were inadequate upon which to justify a higher figure. 

Supply. Census figures show that in 1900 there were 43 acres in 
raspberries and loganberries; in 1910 there were 32 acres in raspberries 
and lo.ganberries, and in 1920 there were 15 acres in raspberries alone. 
The yields were reported as follows: 1900, 47,500 quarts of raspberries 
and loganberries; 1910, 65,731 quarts of both fruits, and 1920, 30,342 
quarts of raspberries. 

Increasing local production and demand. It seems that there is an 
opportunity for more locally grown raspberries. Possibilities for ex
pansion seem to depend much on the capacity of the market to. absorb 
a larger total quantity. Better marketing facilities for the growers 
would doubtless help to meet competition with the earlier berries. 

BLACKBERRIES 

Merchants reported 2,145 crates of blackberries for the 1928 retail 
trade, of which about 80 percent were from outside sources. Although 
the quality of local blackberries was not criticized, the merchants have 
come to depend on outside sources. Some stores have direct connections 
with growers in other parts of the state, while local wholesalers obtain 
about 90 percent of their supplies from out-of-county dealers. · 

CONS1.11!!'ru1N 
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Fig. 9. Blackberries: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE IX. BLACKBERRIES; CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

tm;~!~~]:~:~~{l~~~-;:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Prices per crate, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 

Trade June July Aug. Sept. 
1"28 ,------Percentage stocked~ 

crates 
129½ 
615 

2,145 
1928. 

21 
8 

June 

49 
36 
42 

July 
$2.25 

1.75 

42 
56 
40 

Aug. 
$2.10 

1.75 

9 
17 
10 

Sept. 
$2.()() 

2.00 

Supply. Census figures for blackberry production were as follows: 
1900, 21 acres, 27,870 quarts; 1910, 13 acres, 19,766 quarts; 1920, 10 acres, 
11,813 quarts. 
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Prices. There was a period of variation in price in the middle of the 
blackberry season. This is explained by the fact that the early berries 
are dewberries and in the period of shift from dewberries to the other 
types of blackberries there was a recovery of prices. In the 1927 season 
the shift was markedly downward. It is said that 1928 was not a very 
good season for cane fruits in Union county. 

Increasing local production and demand. There appears to be oppor
tunity to increase the production of blackberries up to the capacity of 
the local market, provided growers can successfully compete with 
outside supplies. 

LOGANBERRIES 

The retail trade in loganberries amounted to 1,028 crates in 1928. 
About 80 percent of the supply came from outside, although this figure 
may be above average. Retailers obtain most of their supplies from the 
wholesalers, although some are obtained direct from out-of-county grow
ers and from local growers. 

CONl5JlMPU9N ------------------, C,<,qA,YGHlfl<a"- ~R~ 
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Fig. 10. Loganberries: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE X. LOGANBERRIES: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Accurate re<::ord, 7 stores ------------------------------------·-·-------
Estimates, 6 other storesH••-----------------------------------------~--------
Estirnate, all stores ·-··•·····-······················-················-····-···· 
Price per crate, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Trade 
1928 

crates 
88½ 

355 
1,028 

June July Aug. 
,--Percentage stocked__,_, 

14 
40 
10 

June 

85 
52 
80 

1 
38 
10 

Highest ···············-····-········································································ $!.90 

July 
$2.00 

1.40 

Aug. 
$2.00 

2.00 Lowest ······•····································································-····-··············· 1.25 

Prices. There is a slight drop in prices at the time of greatest local 
supply, but at no time either in 1928 or 1927 was there a great price 
variation. The price of loganberries remained fairly uniform throughout 
the season. 

Increasing local production and demand. There is opportunity to 
increase loganberry production three or four times so far as the volume 
of lo-cal market demand is concerned, provided the local business can 
be taken from outside sources. Physical limitations in their production 
have been experienced, however, so that no recommendation can be 
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made. A good combination of favorable location and good culture is 
probably essential to obtain profits in the local markets, while production 
for shipment could scarcely be expected to pay at all. · 

BLACK CAPS 

A limited volume of locally grown blackcap raspberries appears on 
the local markets. Some of these arrive in June but about 94 percent of 
the business is in July. Prices in 1928 ranged from $3.00 per crate late 
in June to. $1.75 per crate the middle of July and $2.25 per crate the last 
of July. Prices in 1927 were about 25c higher. Production about equals 
local demand, apparently, although some of these berries were marketed 
by Union county growers in Baker and Wallowa counties. Through 
organization and standardization increased local consumption and some 
expansion of shipments to neighboring outside markets might be en
couraged. The growing season is short, however, and further consider
ation should be given to the economic and physical factors involved 
before any program of expansion is launched. 

OUTSIDE FRUITS 

No survey of the volume of food products and the possibilities for 
increasing production and consumption of local products would be com
plete without giving some consideratibn to fruits such as oranges, 
bananas, and other outside fruits. These commodities obviously compete 
against locally produced products according to kind, season, and price. 
There are factors of consumer habits and preferences to be considered. 
Some of these fruits are a part of the trucker business because they can 
be combined with other products to make up well assorted loads of at
tractive ap,pearance, perhaps paying a profit when, without them, truck
ers might not operate so, extensively. 

Bananas. Banana consumption is large; 186,589 pounds are reported 
by the retail stores. In 1928 prices seemed to vary between 6c and 9c 
per pound. 

From September, 1927, to July, 1928, a total of 24 cars of bananas 
were received in Union county, an average of two a month in the last 
of 1927 ,to four a month in June and July of 1928, with none during 
December to February. · 
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Fig. 11. Bananas: Consumption and price trends. 
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TAilLE XI. IlANANAS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stocked--------~ 

lbs. 
Accur:1te record, 

7 11 7 stores ··-·-·---- 30,125 6 6 9 13 13 11 7 6 6 
Estimate 6 oth-

er stores .......... 52,200 9 9 12 12 4 4 5 6 6 
Estimate, all 

stores ·-·-·--··-·· J 86,589 8 8 11 13 12 10 6 4 6 6 9 
Prices per ]\Ottnd, recorded purchases, 7 stores_. 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest ... $0.09 $0.08 $0.08 $0.07 $0.08 $0.09 $0.08 $0.08 $0.08~ $0.07* $0.07* $0.08* 
Lowest~--- .07~ .05 .051, .06 .06 .06 .06 .06 .08 .07* .07* .08* 

*Esti111ated averages. 

Oranges. Among the competitive fruits oranges are important. The 
stores reported a consumption of 3,762 cases. This figure does not 
include purchases by restaurants, lunch counters, and soda fountains 
direct from jobbe1-s. Orange prices vary with general levels and grade, 
and according to source. Three car-loads of oranges were received 
from Calirornia in December, 1927; 2 in April, 1928, and 1 in May, 1928. 

C0NS!JMOO0N ~ ---407. t10.oo 

30 7.50 

20 5.00 

10 2'll0 

0 -00 
JAN MA~ MAY JoLv se.n Nov 

ru~ APR JoNt ALlG Ocr Dee: 

I1ig. 12. Oranges: Consumption, and price trends. 

TABLE XII. ORANGES: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Accttfate record, 
7 stores ---·-·~-·-

Estimate, 6 o1h-
er stores ···-···-

Estimate, all 
stores ···-········ 

Trade Jan, Feb. ]\,far. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stocked_-_-_---~------~----_-_-_-_-_-_~_ 

lJo.t:es 

346 7 9 15 15 10 6 3 4 4 5 3 19 

J,150 9 9 9 8 8 6 5 7 8 12 18 

3,762 8 8 11 11 8 6 3 3 4 7 12 19 
Prices per cnse, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. l•eb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest._ $6.25 $6.00 $7.00 $7.25 $8.25 $9.00 $9.50 $9.50 $9.75 $9.90 $8.00* $5.25* 
Lowest..- 5.25 5.25 4.15 4.75 4.75 8.00 8.25 8.00 8.63 8.75 8.00* 5.25* 

*Estimated. 

Cantaloups. Cantaloups represent another item of heavy volume, as 
4,162 crates were repo1-ted for the retail store trade. The season is some
what long, beginning in May and lasting until October, with the peak in 
August. Apparently they compete in the market with soft fruits and 
with early apples, pears, and prunes. The price breaks in August about 
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the time orchard fruits appear on the market. This is a heavy item of 
trade with the truckers. Their loads of cantaloups were noticed from 
the time of observation in July to September with the heaviest hauling 
in the last two weeks of July. Six car-loads of cantaloups were received, 
nearly all from California: 3 in June, 2 in July, and 1 in August, this last 
from Washington. 

Prices of cantaloups varied according to season, size, grade, and pack; 
and on the same day for the same fruit, according to the distributor. 
Competition among sellers was very keen and prices correspondingly 
low. 
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l?ig. 13. Cantaloups: Consumption, and price trends. 

TABLE XIII. CANTALOUPS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade ]\fay June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~-----Percentage stocked-----~ 

crates 
Accurate record, 7 stores._. ___ 316~ 1 18 25 43 12 1 --5 Esti111ate 6 other stores. ______ 1,275 10 7 20 40 27 12 10 
Estimate: all store 4,162 1 18 20 43 17 1 
Prices per crate, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest .. ~------------------------------------.. ------$0.25* $5.00 $4.75 $2.50 $2.50 ,---No data-----,. 
Lowest ------------------------------------------------.12½* 3.50 2.00 .65 I.35 ~No data--

*Each. 

Watermelons. The retail trade in watermelons was reported as 
270,175 pounds and there is no doubt about the volume being larger 
when all trade is considered. This makes the product one of the largest 
in volume. Car-lot receipts were 14, mostly from California. Perhaps 
some cataloups were loaded in some of these cars, and there was some 
redistribution of watermelons out of La Grande to Baker and Wallowa 
counties. 

Retailers obtained supplies from wholesalers and truckers. The 
wholesalers p,rovide a regular and dependable source of supply, and 
handle most of the early business and the car-lot receipts. Truckers 
probably supply as many melons as the wholesalers during August and 
the first part of September. The melon business assists the truckers in 
marketing other commodities by balancing up their loads. Local grow
ers are not a factor of any consequence in the watermelon trade. 
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Fig. 14. Watermelons: Consumption and price trends. 

TABLE XIV. WATERMELONS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~----Percentage stocked----~ 

lbs. 
Accurate record, 7 stores ............... -. 41,525 32 46 10 7 
Estimate, 8 other stores ... ···········-··· 57,550 28 53 40 3 3 3 
Estimate, all stores ·-··-···········•······· 270,175 3 30 50 15 2 
Prices pel" pound or hundredweight, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest ...................................................................... $0.06 $0.04 $0.05 $0.02 
Lo,vest ............................. ·-·································•······· .OH .03 1.15* 1.15* ....... . 

*Per cwt. 

Apricots. Apricots to the extent of 1,905 boxes were reported dis
tributed by the retail stores; this included the fancy packages of four 
small baskets to the crate and the other extreme of jumbled apple box
fuls. They come on the market and are almost gone in the month of 
July. Some, reported generally not to exceed 5 percent, are raised in 
the county but most of the apricots are handled by the wholesale agen
cies, whose supplies are 95 percent from outside sources. A few heavy 
loads were brought i:n by truckers. The Huntington country is a source of 
supply but more apricots come from the West. It will be observed 
that prices fall gradually and steadily throughout the season. 

Apricots are an item of more than usual interest because there are 
records from the census that show there was an attempt to raise apricots 
locally on a relatively large scale. Between 1900 and 1910, however, the 
number of trees was reduced 80 percent and in the later census reports 
none at all were listed. Growers and merchants agree that the local 
product is of good quality though small, but crop failures are too 
frequent. 
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Fig. 15. Apricots: Consumption, supply and price trends. 
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TABLE XV. APRICOTS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade June July Aug. 
1928 ~Percentage stocked~ 

Accurate records, 7 stores ···---·-···---···--·-···-------··-··-·····-· 
Estimates, 6 other stores ----------······-···----·--·--------------···-· 
Estimate all stores ·-··-····-··-······•·-··················-············-··· 
Prices per box. recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

'boxes 
161 
548 

1,905 

Highest ·············-········•·························-····-·•············--····················· 
Lowest ••H••···-···------·-·--····--------··············----·---···· ... • .. •-----·-------···-·--·--·· 

5 
15 
5 

June 
$3.00 

1.75 

73 
72 
70 

July 
$2.00 

.55 

22 
53 
25 

Aug. 
$0.55 

.55 

Grapes. Grapes reported handled by retailers amounted' to 2,304 
lugs, but some basket Concord grapes were handled in addition. Whole
salers supplied 70 to 80 percent and outside truckers brought the re
mainder. The wholesalers supply the early and late markets and furnish a 
steady supply throughout the season. The truckers are an important 
source of grapes in September and October and bring s'ome as early as 
July. 

The census report gives a record of a few vines in Union county: 
1910, number of vines 49; 1920, vines 77; 1925, vines 146. The quantity 
harvested was not reported as more than 300 pounds at any time. This 
represents a recession from an earlier period when 6,851 vines were 
reported with a yield of 6,700 pounds. Merchants reported no purchases 
from local growers. 

The important point is the competitive nature of this fruit, coming 
about prune and apple time. Prices are highest for the early months 
of grape supply but cheapest from the time the supplies from truckers 
become heavy. 
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Fig. 16. Grapes: Consumption, supply and price trends. 

TABLE XVI. GRAPES: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade July Aug. Sept. Oct. ~ov. Dec. Jan. 
1928 ~----Percentage stocked----~ 

Jugs 
Accurate record, 7 stores ...... ·--··-··· 350 9 34 35 12 8 
Estimate, S other stores ........ ·-··-····· 687 13 35 37 18 16 
Estimate, all stores ..... _..................... 2,304 9 34 35 12 8 
Prices per lug, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

July Auir. Sept. Octa. Nov. Dec. Jan. 
Highest ............................................. ••··•·····-··· $5.00 $3.25 $3.50 $1.75* $2.00* $2.00* ....... . 
Lowest ............................................................ 3.50 2.50 .85 1.75* 2.00* 2.00* ....... . 

*Estimated. 



26 UNLON CouNTY Hm,rE MARKETS SURVEY 

Lemons. Retail trade in lemons was about 1,546 cases. The peak of 
consumption is in the hot weather months, but there is some demand 
throughout the year. It cannot be said that lemons compete seriously 
with any particular local products, but they, of course, take a share of 
the family budget. A car-load was received from California in June, 
1928. 
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Fig. 17. Len1ous: Consumption and price trends. 

TABLE XVII. LEMONS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
I 928 ~--------Percentage stocked--------~ 

boxes 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ------ I 04 3 6 7 4 15 15 I 8 16 
Estimate, 6 oth-

3 3 7 

er stores -------- 394 4 5 5 7 17 21 16 
Estimate, all 

7 7 4 4 

stores ----------- 1,546 4 4 6 13 15 18 15 5 5 4 6 
Prices per case, re~orded purcl1ases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $10.00 $10.00 $8.50 _______ $10.00 $8.00 $11.50 $12.50 $10.00 
Lowest 10.00 8.50 7.50 -----·-- 7.00 8.00 9.50 11.50 10.00 

$8.25 $7.00 $7.50 
5.00 7.00 7.50 

Grapefruit. The 1928 retail trade in grapefruit was reported as 769 
cases. This may be less than the actual volume. A car-load was report
ed received from Florida in November, 1927, but no doubt part of this 
was jobbed out to neighboring markets and the shipment may not have 
been profitable enough to encourage further car-lot buying. Grapefruit 
competes with orchard fruits in the fall and it cuts into, the family fruit 
budget_ 
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Fig. 18. Grapefruit: Consumption and price trend. 
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TABLE XVIII. GRAPEFRUIT: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ---------Percentage stockert---------

boxes 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ···-·-- 44¼ 12 17 15 9 8 2 7 8 16 
Estimate, 6 oth-

er stores --···-- 256 20 30 10 10 18 25 30 
Estimate, all 

stores ··-·-··--·· 769 14 16 15 6 5 3 2 9 12 17 
Prices per crate, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $5.50 $7.00 $7.75 $7.75 $7.50 $7.00 ···----- $10.00* $7.50* $7.25* $6.25* $5.50* 
Lowest 5.50 5.75 6.50 6.75 7.50 6.50 ---·----- -----··· ---·--·· ·-··--··- ·-······- ····--··-

*Estimates adjusted from Portland Market. 

VEGETABLES 
The vegetables of which local supplies are most important are beans, 

beets, cabbage, carrots, corn, cucumbers, onions in some years, parsnips, 
peas, potatoes, squashes, and pumpkins. A small supply of asparagus, 
celery, lettuce, green onions, radishes, rhubarb, spinach, turnips, ruta
bagas, and tomatoes, is produced locally, while cauliflower, peppers, and 
sweet potatoes are obtained almost entirely from outside sources. 

Rail receipts into Union county from September 1927 to March 1928 
included 22 car-loads of vegetables as follows: 10 in September--4 from 
Portland and 6 from Washington; 1 each in November and December 
from Portland; 4 in January 1928, from Portland; 5 in February-3 from 
Portland and 2 from Walla Walla; and 1 in March from Walla Walla. 
Eight additional cars of straight vegetables were received: October, 
1927, 1 car from Portland; March, 1928, 3 cars; April, 1 car, and May, 2 
cars-all from California, and August, 1 car from \Valla Walla. 

GREEN BEANS 

Retail trade in fresh beans was about 12,221 pounds, of which about 
one-half came from outside sources through wholesalers and truckers. 
The local product, however, is in high favor when ready for the market 
because of quality, freshness, and general desirability. During that part 
of the season when the local product is available the demand is good but 
the supply is not very dependable. 
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Fig. 19. Green beans: Consumption, supply and price trends. 
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TABLE XIX_ BEANS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade May June July Aug_ Sept_ Oct. 
1928 ,----Percentage stocked---~ 

lbs_ 
Accurate record, 7 stores____ ______________ _________ 966 

~!~:;:~:: :u 0!~::e:1.~:-~-~:::::::::::::::::::::::.:_:::::: it3g1 
Prices per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928-

3 
10 

3 

28 
29 
28 

38 
48 
43 

20 
22 
20 

3 
7 
3 

May June July Aug_ Sept. 

t~vhees~t .. :~_::-_-_:-_:_-_:-_:::-_::-_::::::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~_::::::::: $0:~g $0:!1 $0:M $0:g~ $0:M 

8 

3 

Oct_ 
$0.08 

-06! 

Price_ Price data late in 1928 were inadequate, but the general trend 
in 1927 and 1928 appeared to be about the same_ Because local beans 
come on the market late, producers are unable to obtain top prices, but 
ar,parently they find steady prices and fair demand under present con· 
ditions_ 

Increasing local production and demand- Local growers may in
crease demand and perhaps the price for their beans by improving the 
quality and the appearance of the product offered to the trade_ A pack
age that would make a good retail display would undoubtedly increase 
the local demand, for beans are bought much on appearance_ In any 
plan for adjusting local production and demand, the commodity is worthy 
of further consideration_ 

GREEN PEAS 

About 16,058 pounds of green peas were handled through retail chan· 
ne!s_ About one-half of this volume came from local sources_ Whole
salers supp-ly all the way from 20 to 70 percent according to the practice 
of individual merchants in purchasing_ Most of the wholesale houses 
supply the early trade, a good share of which is in California peas_ Price 
is another factor in the situation, local growers apparently being unwill
ing to accept wholesale buying rather than retail buying prices_ Whole
sale interest in the local product is thus discouraged and reacts against 
demand for the local peas, because of advantages which wholesale agen· 
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Fig_ 20_ Green peas: Consumption, supply, and price trends_ 
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cies have in the matter of convenience and dependability ot supply in 
serving the retail stores. Quality is considered excellent. 

Truckers provide a considerable part of the supp,ly. Merchants esti
mated that from 10 to 25 percent of the peas came from outside truckers, 
esp

0

ecially from Walla Walla, Milton-Freewater, and neighboring dis
tricts. These trucker supplies are most important in June and July. 

TABLE XX. GREEN PEAS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Accurate record, 
7 stores ________ 

Estimates, 8 oth-
er stores ________ 

Estimate, all 
stores --------·--

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~-------Percentage stocked-------~ 

lbs. 

1,686 4 4 16 50 13 

5,540 4 33 26 25 35 26 15 4 4 

16,058 3 4 15 34 25 10 
Prices per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $0.23 $0.25 $0.20 $0.18 $0.12 $0.08! $0.10 $0.10 $0.121; $0.221; 
Lowest .22 .20 .18 .I! .09 .on .o7 .07 .12§ .221 

Price. A check of the situation for 1927 and 1928 shows that at no 
time 'have prices been unduly depressed. Those districts which can 
raise peas somewhat in advance of the season are able to obtain a premi
um; moreover, there is some slight recovery in price for late peas of 
quality. 

Supply. No statistical data appear to be available regarding the 
production of green peas in Union county other than what this survey 
indicated as shown above. 

Increasing production and demand. There is a general sentiment 
among merchants that more locally grown peas could be sold if the sup
ply might be made regular and dependable both in volume and standards. 
There is no question about the quality being inherently good, and the 
physical possibilities for production appear excellent. It seems reason
able to believe that local growers might materially expand production 
for the present demand if sonie orderly process of marketing could be 
developed. More attention might well be given to extending the season 
for local p·eas in both directions, and it is probable that the gross con_
sumption of this vegetable could be increased considerably by keeping a 
good quality product on the market throughout as long a season as it 
would be profitable to produce peas. 

SPINACH 

The retail stores apparently handled 24,617 pounds of spinach. There 
are two peaks in supply-April and October. From 10 to 25 percent of 
the requirements in 1928 came direct from growers. Wholesalers supply 
many merchants with as much as 90 p-ercent. This is be.cause sufficient 
quantities of the local product could not be obtained. Spinach is a 
rather important item to truckers late in the season. Some merchants 
patronize them very heavily. They like this type of trade because they 
can "see what they are getting." Local supplies, when offered, are ap
preciated for the same reason. In fact the local spinach is preferred if 
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the supply can be depended on. A few expert growers plant in the 
fall and market through February, March, and April, when the local 
supply is small. The Walla Walla district is an important outside source 
of supply for wholesalers and truckers. 
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Fig._ 21. Spinach: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXI. CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~-------Percentage stockedi-------~ 

lbs. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores -·----- 3,202 6 18 32 18 12 2 
Estimate, 5 oth-

er stores -----·- 7,700 9 13 18 22 22 22 17 9 10 8 6 6 
Estimate, all 

stores -----·----24,617 18 30 18 3 10 2 
Prices per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $0.12; $0.27½ $0.15 $0.0Sll $0.05 $0.05 -------- $0.07! $0.07 $0.04 $0.05 
Lowest .12½ .II .03!! .03! .04¼ .05 ·-·----- .07½ .03 .04 .04 

Prices. Prices indicated the same general trend in 1927 and 1928, 
but averaged a little higher in 1927 at midyear and lower in the fall. The 
price advantage of the early trade is well shown in the price curve in the 
accompanying chart. 

Supply. No reliable data are available regarding the volume of local 
spinach production, but this survey showed it to be small and in the 
hands of only a few growers. It is a specialty crop requiring attention 
and hand labor and there are physical limitations to be considered. 

Increasing local consumption and demand. On the whole, however, 
spinach is an item which offers more opportunity for expansion in the 
local market than many others. If the best practices were followed, 
there appears to be no reason why Union county could not supply nearly 
all its spinach requirements. Both the total amount consumed, and the 
amount displacing outside spinach could be increased. To bring this 
about, a study of methods of culture, an understanding of the trade and 
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consumer preferences, and some orderly system of marketing are factors 
to be considered. Further attention might well be given to this com• 
modity by the county economic conferences. 

ASPARAGUS 

According to the survey, retail stores distributed 14,778 pounds of 
asparagus in 1928. Local producers supplied only a small part of the as
paragus, although the merchants reported that the quality of the local 
product is very good. The local asparagus seemed to have preference 
when available and well packed. Growers were not well satisfied, however, 
with prices that prevail. Local asparagus comes on the market after 
there has frequently been a flood of outside asparagus from earlier pro
ducing districts. 

Wholesalers appear to handle less than one-half the asparagus. Their 
business is principally in the early season product, which comes largely 
at first from the south, then in April from Kennewick and similar neigh
boring early-producing districts. Truckers apparently handle the largest 
percentage, or more than one-half, bringing asparagus from the east and 
from the west about \Valla \Valla. The truckers begin with this vege
table the first of May. Toward the last of May local asparagus comes on 
the market but the volume apparently never exceeds 20 percent. 
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Fig. 22. Asparagus: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXII. ASPARAGUS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Mar. A__pr. May June July 
1928 ,-----Percentage stocke,rt-----

lbs. 
Accurate record, 7 stores ---···-------·-----··- 1,649 S 
Estimates, 8 other stores ...................... 4,780 7 
Estimate, all stores ·······························- 14,778 o 

37 54 4 
28 47 51 
35 so 9 

Prices per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 
Mar. Apr. May June July 

Highest ······-···························•····························· $0.38 
Lowest ... .............. ............................................. .17 

$0.15 $0.10 $0.08 
.09~ .07 :07 .07 

Price. Prices on asparagus in graph form show one of the smooth
est curves of any, changes going uniformly from high prices to lower 
and stabilizing toward the end of the season. 

Supply. There are no figures to show the exact extent of asparagus 
raising, but it is known that there are many home patches. The fact that 
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so much of the locally grown product reaches the stores poorly packed 
for market indicates that it is regarded as a side line and its appearance 
leads one to believe that growers' policies represent an attempt to market 
a small surplus. 

Increasing local production and demand. Not much hope can be 
held out for improving the general price conditions as outside competi
tion may be expected to continue. There is a possibility for selling more 
at better prices by sorting and packing the product to make it attractive 
to buyers. 

CABBAGE 

Retail trade in cabbage in 1928 was estimated at 205,429 pounds. 
This is one of the largest items in volume among the vegetables. The 
wholesalers report that local cabbage is normally sufficient for the 
local demand after the middle of September, but in 1928 about 80 percent 
came from outside sources after that date. The chart illustrating source 
of supply, therefore, represents what appears to be an average situation 
rather than the 1928 condition. A car-load of cabbage was received from 
Texas in March. 

Retailers apparently obtain the bulk of their sup,plies direct from 
growers when it is possible to do so, although early cabbage, and some 
late cabbage was obtained in 1928 through local wholesalers. Although 
some cabbage was trucked in during 1928, out-of-county truckers do not 
appear to be an important source of cabbage under usual circumstances. 
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Fig. 23. Cabbage: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXIII. CABBAGE: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 Percentage stocked 

lbs. 
Accurate record, 

19,424 II 7 stores 15 11 8 6 7 7 4 5 6 II 9 
Estimates, 5 -~-ii;_:· 

er stores ____ ,. ___ 38,085 10 9 9 6 4 6 7 7 14 10 II 9 
Estimate, all 

7 7 10 11 10 stores ------------205,429 12 II 8 4 4 4 12 
Prices per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $0.03½ $0.03½ $0.04 $0.07 $0.08 $0.06 $0.02 $0.03l $0.04 Steady or rising.* 
Lowest .02} .03 .03½ .03½ .06 .02½ .01!!! .03 .03 Steady or rising.* 

*Ordinarily lower. 
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Prices. The winter months are the heavy ones for cabbage con
sumption with considerable activitv at harvest when sauerkraut making 
is on. There is a dropping off as -supplies lessen and prices rise in the 
spring. Then in May and June early cabbage increases the supply and 
along with lessened demand in summer months generally brings the 
prices to new low levels. This season's short supply, together with the 
customary demand for sauerkraut purposes, caused an increase in price 
even with the supp.Jy increasing as late cabbage came on the market. 

Local supply. No figures on cabbage production in Union county 
are available. There were not many growers of this crop in 1928. It 
appears that there is a lack of stability in acreage from year to year. 

Out-shipments. There is not a large volume of car-lot shipments 
from Union county but occasionally a few car-loads of late cabbage are 
shipped out. Umatilla county has received some of this cabbage. 

Increasing local production and demand. Cabbage is a good crop 
and yields heavily when handled correctly. There is always some market 
for cabbage even though the price may not be high enough to, satisfy 
the grower. But neither all districts nor all indivi~uals can grow cab
bage. It would seem that education of growers in the production of 
cabbage and the study of the best varieties and the desires of the mar
kets for grade and quality would make possible profitable expansion of 
cabbage growing for local markets on those lands suitable for it. 

LETTUCE 

In 1928, according to the reports, distribution of lettuce through 
retail stores amounted to 4,428 crates. Of this, probably not more than 
10 percent was produced locally. Outside growers probably supplied 5 
percent direct to Union county stores and truckers supplied about 10 
percent. The remaining 75 percent came from more remote producing 
districts via the wholesalers. Some of the lettuce came from the Walla 
Walla area. Truckers bring letttice into Union county in considerable 
quantities in the fall but not so much in the spring. The wholesale 
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Fig. 24. Lettuce: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 
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houses are important in supplying spring and summer lettuce. Ten 
car-loads of lettuce were reported received at La Grande from March to 
August. The sources of these shipments were: California, 1 in March, 
1 in May, 1 in 1August; Washington, 1 in May, 3 in June, 3 in July. 
Washington shipping points were Seattle, Puyallup, and Sumner. 

TABLE XXIV. LETTUCE: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA. 

Accurate record, 
7 stores -----·-

Estimate, 6 oth-
er stores ___ .._ ___ 

Estimate, all 
stores ----···------

Prices per crate, 

Jan. 
Highest $5.50 
Lowest 4.00 

•1927. 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stocked---------

crates 

529 6 9 10 12 12 13 7 7 7 5 7 

1,274 7 9 9 12 11 10 7 7 6 11 8 7 

4,428 6 8 9 11 12 13 6 10 8 7 

recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 
Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
$4.00 $4.25 $4.50 $4.00 $4.00 $4.50 $5.00 $5.00 $3.50 $3.25* $4.50* 

3.00 3.75 4.00 3.00 2.50 3.00 4.50 4.00 2.25 1.60* 2.25* 

Price. Lettuce prices in 1928 appeared to correspond throughout 
the year with 1927 prices. From October to December the price curve 
in the chart was based on 1927 figures. The trend is undoubtedly cor
rect. An important circumstance is that the per-iods of production in 
Union county are the poor periods in prices. It does not necessarily 
follow, however, that local lettuce brings the very lowest p,rices. Local 
lettuce in June comes at a time when outside supplies are decreasing and 
prices are tending to advance. There seems to be a tendency for lettuce 
prices to pass three peaks and three depressions during the year. One 
of the peaks is in August and September but there is some question 
about the physical possibilities of producing lettuce locally at that time. 
There is also some question about the volume of demand. 

There are a few growers who specialize in lettuce, growing a quality 
product that can compete in the trade. With good management in pro
duction and standardization of quality there may be opp,ortunity to 
displace more of the outside supply by the local product and perhaps to 
increase total consumption to some extent. 

BUNCH CARROTS 

It seems advisable to consider bunch carrots separately from bulk 
carrots. 

The bunch-carrot trade of retail stores amounted to, about 16,195 
dozen in 1928. There is a steady demand for a certain volume of car
rots, a part of which, wholesalers reported, it is necessary to obtain from 
outside sources. In fact the survey indicated that the bulk of bunch 
carrots comes to retailers through wholesalers and truckers. The Walla 
Walla district is a very important source of supply. Truckers handle 
carrots most extensively in the period ending with July, and to a less 
extent in the fall. A car-load of carrots was received from California in 
May. 
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Fig. 25. Carrots: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXV. CARROTS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stocken--------~ 

doz. bunches 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ........ 368 4 8 10 20 21 16 
Estimate, 5 oth-

er stores ........ 1,629 7 7 7 11 14 18 15 
Estin1ate, all 

stores ............ 16,195 4 7 17 21 18 7 
· Prices per dozen bunches, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. 
Highest $1.00 $1.00 $0.90 $0.90 $1.00 $1.00 $0.40 $0.40 
Lowest .60 .90 .60 .75 .40 .40 .40 .30 

*1927. 

10 8 

2 

7 4 

8 

Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
$0.40 $0.3 5* $0.40* $0.60* 

.35 .35* .35* .35* 

Price and demand. Prices range comparatively high in winter and 
spring and low in summer and fall. Restricted consump,tion of carrots 
in the summer months is probably more a matter of consumer taste than 
any lack of supplies, as one can readily infer from the chart, where it 
will be seen that prices and supplies drop together, the price drop being 
the sharper. There is a slight revival of supply in the fall but nothing 
to compare with the spring demand. 

Supply and possible increase. There are many more carrots raised 
than find their way into stores. The carrots are used to a great extent 
for feeding stock. The fact that more of the local supply is not on the 
market is explained by the disinclination of growers to go to the trouble 
of bunching, cleaning, and preparing the bunches as the trade demands. 
Growers report that they are not interested in bothering with them, 
since there is not enough in it to pay for the effort. 

If seems possible, however, to replace with local supplies a large 
part of the outside bunch carrots appearing on the local market so far 
as market demand and possibilities for production are concerned. It 
is a matter of meeting competitive prices and quality on a dependable 
basis for regularly supplying the trade. 
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BULK CARROTS 

The bulk-carrot movement is opposite to the bunch-carrot move
ment. Bulk carrots are concerned only with the local market. Figure 
26 and Table XXVI show that the total consumption through retail 
stores is only 15,505 pounds. Bulk carrots appear in greatest quantity 
in the fall and winter and nearly disappear during the summer. Prices 
are highest in the period of greatest consumption. 
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Fig. 26. Bulk carrots: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXVI. BULK CARROTS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stocked--------~ 

lbs. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ----~--- 3,310 30 17 17 3 3 23 
Estimate, 4 oth-

er stores ________ 2,600 14 15 8 16 10 13 16 13 
Estimate, all 

stores ------~ ..... 15,505 24 13 10 3 2 4 7 23 

Prices per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

Highest $0.02½ $0.02½ $0.02~ ·--····· Lower prices $0.02 
Lowest .01 .02 .01~ ........ Lower prices .01¾ 

GREEN CORN 

From the standpoint of p-redominance of local supply, green corn 
1s an outstanding example. Retail trade consisted of 9,187 dozen ears 
in 1928, and merchants obtained from 70 to 100 percent of their supplies 
direct from local growers. Perhaps 5 percent came from truckers and 
the remainder from local wholesalers, who obtained about 80 percent of 
their supplies from local growers. Early corn from outside was supplied 
by wholesalers and truckers, although the latter occasionally brought in 
enough corn at other times to interfere in the local trade. The truckers' 
product was inclined to, receive attention on the basis of price and to 
some extent on appearance, although local corn usually was of better 
quality. Supp,]ies begin to arrive from June to October but are heaviest 
in August when the local product is in season. 
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Fig. 27. Green corn: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXVII. GREEN CORN: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. 
1928 ~-Percentage stockeo---~ 

doz. 
Accurate record, 7 stores·-··························- 579 
Estimate, 10 other stores·-·--·-·····-·-···--··-··· 3,722 
Estimate, all stores ····-··· -·······-··-···-·--·--·-·· ··- 9,187 
Price per dozen ears, recorded purchases, 1928. 

17 33 
2 

10 
21 
10 

68 
44 
60 

11 
48 
20 

11 
20 
8 

May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. 
Highest ·····-··--······-·--···-······--·-··--·-·-·--··-···--··-····-··-·-···-·- $0.40 $0.25 $0.20 No 
Lowest ------·---··--···--···········································-···-····- .30 .20 .20 change 

Prices. The trend of prices appears to be gradually downward 
throughout the season until 20c per dozen and sometimes 18c or even 
15c per dozen is reached. There seems to be very little recovery late 
in the season. This may be due to some falling off in demand which 
may, in turn, be influenced by some lack in quality compared to the early 
offerings. 

Supply. The 1925 Census reported 52 acres of sweet corn in Union 
county. N o--estimate of the 1928 acreage was obtained, but about the 
same amount was probably grown. The business is done by a few ex
perienced growers who have developed their markets during previous 
years. Merchants were unanimously of the opinion that more local corn 
could be sold if it were available, but the survey indicates that, except in 
the early season, p,resent consumption is already supplied locally. It 
follows, therefore, that any expansion must be based mostly on increased 
total consumption. Growers complain when prices go below 20c, while 
demand diminishes with lower qu,tlity and poor appearance even at the 
lower prices. The problems therefore hinge on the ability of growers to 
improve the quality enough to stimulate demand at prices that will be 
profitable. There seems to be so·me possibility in that direction, but the 
answer must rest with the local interests to make progress through the 
economic conference or otherwise. 

POTATOES 

Consumption of potatoes through retail channels was reported as 
1,206,359 p,ounds. It is the largest item among the list of vegetables. 
The market is complicated by new and old crop potatoes being offered 
at the same time through a part of the year. All agencies compete 
actively more on the basis of price than appears justifiable. Quality is 
considered, but not, apparently, as much as it should be. 
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Most of the potatoes consumed in Union county are the local prod
uct, only new potatoes in the early season being important in outside 
supplies. From the physical standpoint at least, it seems that most of the 
volume of ot\tside early potatoes might be crowded out of the local mar
kets by increased production of early locals. 

Wholesalers supply most of the early potatoes, which begin to 
arrive in March. Local early potatoes begin to arrive in June. Truck
ers were bringing potatoes in July and continued to supply considerable 
quantities until August. When digging of local potatoes became im
portant, truckers disposed of their supplies with difficulty and at reduced 
prices; yet in 1928 they persisted in bringing them into the Union county 
markets. 

The proportion of the total supply obtained from wholesalers, truck
ers, and farmers was difficult to ascertain. Wholesalers handled prob
ably more than 10 percent but much less than one-half. Truckers account 
for approximately 10 percent of the total but much more at times. A 
car-load of potatoes came from Vale in August, although there was no 
need for them in the market. One car-load came from Portland in 
April and three car-loads from Baker in May. It seems clear that com
petition may be expected to be keen at times, at least. 
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Fig. 28. Potatoes: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 
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TABLE XXVIII. POTATOES: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ---------Percentage stocked'--------~ 

Jbs. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores --------167,677 5 5 3 4 13 
Estimate, 5 oth-

er stores _______ 205,800 8 8 8 8 8 7 
Estimate, all 

stores -----------1,206,359 9 8 8 8 8 4 
Prices per pound or hundredweight, recorded purchases, 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July 
Old potatoes 

Highest, 
per cwt. $1.10 $1.10 $1.10 $1.10 $1.10 $0.50 $0.50 

Lowest, 
per cwt. 1.10 .85 1.10 1.10 1.10 .so .so 

4 7 10 16 21 7 

8 7 10 10 8 8 

4 7 10 12 10 10 
7 stores, 1928. 
Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

$0.50 No further recorded 

.50 purcheses 



New potatoes 
Highest, 
per lb ... 

Lowest, 
per lb ... 

*Per cwt. 
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$0.15 $0.14 $0.08 $0.04 $0.02 $1.25* $1.00* $1.00* $0.75* $0.75* 

.15 .09 .05 .02! .01¼ 1.25* 1.00• .80* .65* 

Prices. The price trend in 1928 was clearly in favor of early pota
toes and against old potatoes and late potatoes. Prices in 1927 were 
somewhat similar, but it does not follow that the situation would always 
be as depicted. A furthtir study, based on price data covering a longer 
period of years, would be advisable. 

Supply. According to the census there was an increase in potato 
production until 1910 when 1,989 acres yielding 238,272 bushels were 
recorded. In 1920 only 223 acres and 25,099 bushels were reported, while 
in 1925 the acreage was 450 and the production 47,561 bushels. For 1926 
the state statistician rep,orted 1,000 acres and 110,000 bushels; in 1927, 
1,200 acres; in 1928, 1,000 acres. A surplus of late potatoes is still pro
duced. In one year 38 cars were shipped. In January, 1928, 3 cars were 
shipped to Portland; in February, 6 cars to Portland, 1 car to Wallowa, 1 
to Colorado, and 4 to Washington; in March, 4 cars were shipped to 
Portland, 2 to other Oregon points, 3 to Colorado, 15 to Washington; in 
April, 4 cars were shipped to Washington; and in May, 1 car to Washing
ton. Seed potatoes probably made up a large part of the shipments. 
Shipments from La Grande were 13 cars, from Imbler 18 cars, and from 
Union 7 cars. 

Increasing local production and demand. It appears that the physi
cal possibilities for late potato production are very good. New potatoes 
can be placed on the market as early as June, but September and October 
are the important months of harvest. The local product is of excellent 
quality, and on the basis of quality and dependable supply more of the 
local trade might be captured, particularly in June, July, August, Septem
ber, and October, and outside markets possibly expanded esp,ecially for 
seed stock, but there is no opportunity to increase total local consump
tion to any extent. Better prices might be obtained through standardiza
tion. Further study of the possibilities in this commodity are recom
mended for attention of the county economic conference. 

TOMATOES 

Retail trade in tomatoes was reported at 190,770 pounds, which is one 
of the largest items in the vegetable trade. All merchants reported only 
a very small quantity obtained from local growers. One-half or more 
came from wholesale agencies and the wholesalers obtained 90 percent 
from outside. A considerable part of the tomato supply comes from 
other states. Truckers are imp,ortant handlers of tomatoes, this com
modity ranking along with peaches and watermelons in trucker business. 

The truckers bring in large quantities of tomatoes from the second 
half of June to the last half of September. Some stores reported as 
much as 35 percent of the tomato supply obtained from truckers, The 
Walla Walla district and Umatilla and Baker counties are important 
sources of tomatoes in the Union county markets. 
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Local growers supply a small quantity of early, hothouse tomatoes 
in May and later, while during September and later some outdoor 
product comes in the market until frost. 

There is difference of opinion about the quality of the local product; 
some merchants speak of home-grown tomatoes in terms of praise, others 
object to handling them except for "accommodation," because of con• 
sumer preference for outside tomatoes. 
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Fig. 29. Tomatoes: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXIX. TOMATOES: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stocked--------~ 

lbs. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ···-··• 23,460 
Estimate, 10 oth-

er stores ···-··• 56,840 
Estimate, all 

4 4 4 4 4 

4 12 18 50 9 

7 15 33 37 12 

stores -----·-··• 190,770 1 1 1 4 12 20 45 10 
Prices per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores., 1928. 

2 

8 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $0.23 $0.20 $0.25 $0.25 $0.23 $0.39 $0.30½ $0.16 $0.05 $0.04 $0.09* $0.18* 
Lowest .23 .20 .23 .15½ .14 .17 .06 .02 .01 .03~ .07* .10* 

*Estimate from 1927 condition. 

Prices. A full understanding of p-rice trends cannot be gained with
out recognizing the difference in the hothouse and fancy trade product 
and the field-ripened, main-crop tomatoes. On the same day tomatoes 
were quoted at 39c per pound for fancy stock and 17c for the other 
grade. Later on, the price quoted was 16c per pound as compared to 6c 
per pound. Prices drop when the main crop is being marketed and 
recover rapidly after it is gone. 

Local supply and possibilities to increase. Physical limitation as 
well as comp,etition in the markets make it quite unlikely that tomato 
production can be expanded materially for the late season trade. Just 
how profitable expansion of forced tomatoes might be is a problem too 
technical to consider in a survey of this kind. 
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BEETS 

A total of 2,625 dozen bunches of beets and 911 * pounds of bulk 
beets were handled by the retail stores. Most of the beets come through 
the wholesale house. Truckers add a little to their business with beets, 
supplying, perhaps, 10 to 20 percent of the market requirements. Beets 
were recorded on truckers' loads almost throughout the season, but 
usually only a few s·acks at a time to supplement other products. There 
were, of course, a few truckers who catered to an assorted line of vege
tables. Stores reported as reasons for not buying more beets from 
Union county farmers that "there were not many grown nor offered 
often" and "insufficient home supply." 
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Fig. 30. Beets: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXX. BEETS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stocked.--------~ 

doz. bunches 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ·---··- 78 3 8 10 14 37 15 4 
Estimate, 6 oth-• 

er stores ________ 1,427 10 10 8 8 10 19 26 12 8 9 9 10 
Estimate, all 

stores -··········- 2,625 2 8 10 14 30 20 6 2 
Prices per dozen bunches, recorded purchases, 7 store~, I 928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $1.25 $1.20 $1.10 $1.00 $1.00 $0.65 $0.40 $0.40* $0.40* $0.50* $0.45* $0.85t 
Lowest 1.15 1.00 1.00 .80 1.00 .45 .35 .40' .35* .45* .45* .75t 

*1927. 
tEstimates. 

Prices. The p-rice of bunch beets is lowest in July and August and 
highest in the winter months. There is a period of rather high but steady 
prices in the early spring months, dropping rather sharply in late spring 
and early summer. This happens to be the period when local beets are 
ready for market but the price trend is probably more influenced by the 
influx of supplies from outside than because of local offerings. 

*Data incomplete. 



42 UNION COUNTY HOME MARKETS SURVEY 

Altogether the bunch beet business is not very promising. Enough 
could be produced on a small area to supp,Jy the whole local trade and 
it is unlikely that shipments to other markets would be profitable. Bulk 
beets are on the market heaviest in the fall and winter, which is unlike 
the seasonal supply of bunch beets. The price of bulk beets was ap
proximately 3c per pound, which is doubtless high enough to be profit
able, if any quantity could be marketed. 

TURNIPS 

In collecting data on turnips, the survey failed to differentiate suf
ficiently between the bunch and bulk vegetable for the best analysis. A 
limited number of stores reported handling 1,081 dozen bunches of tur
nips, and 12,757 pounds of bulk turnips were rep-orted by retail stores 
as handled in 1928, but a part of this may actually have been bunch 
business. Most of the supply comes from outside, and wholesalers 
handle about 75 percent. A few growers produce satisfactory turnips, 
but there is lack of enthusiasm in the trade for the local product. 

Consumption. Consumption of bunch turnips like other bunch vege
tables is heaviest early in the year, while the .bulk turnip trade is heaviest 
in the fall and winter. The peaks in the bunch turnip business come in 
June and September. 
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Fig. 31. Bunch turnips: Consumption, supply, ~nd price trends. 
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Fig. 32. Bulk turnips: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 
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TABLE XXXI. BUNCH TURNIPS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 Percentage stocked 

dos. bunches 
Accurate record, 

7 stores -------· 212½ 5 6 6 7 10 15 9 9 13 12 7 

Estimate, 2 oth-
er stores -----~· 600 15 15 10 5 5 13 27 15 5 10 10 10 

Estimate, all 
stores ·-------·--· 1,081 5 5 5 7 10 IS 9 5 9 13 J.J 6 

Prices per dozen bunches, recorded purchases, 7 stores I 928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest 1.25 $1.25 $1.10 $1.10 $1.00 $0.65 $0.40 $0.40 $0.50 $0.45 $0.45* $0.45* 
Lowest I.IS 1.10 1.10 1.00 1.00 .35 .35 .40 .45 .45 .45* .45* 

*1927. 

TABLE XXXII. BULK TURNIPS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
!928 Percentage stock 

lbs. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ----~-·-2,467 14 14 13 14 14 7 21 

Estimate, 5 oth-
er stores ________ 2,750 14 11 8 8 8 8 8 8 14 16 23 27 

Estimate, all 
stores ---··-------12,757 12 9 8 8 8 5 10 15 20 

Prices per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 
Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

Highest $0.03½ $0.03 $0.03 $0.04 $0.04 ,--Even level of 4c reported as~ $0.03 
Lowest .03 .03 .03 .04 .04 an average from June to Nov. .02; 

Prices. Bunch turnip p,rices are high early in the season and low 
the rest of the year. Bulk turnip price data were incomplete, but those 
obtained indicated good enough prices, if the volume amounted to any
thing. 

Local production. A few growers might find it practical to produce 
turnips if some system of orderly marketing could be developed for 
home-grown vegetables of this type. 

SQUASH AND PUMPKINS 

Stores estimated that 37,735 pounds of squash and 6,730 pounds of 
pumpkin were handled in 1928. Local supplies almost take care of this 
demand, excep·t that all of the early summer squash comes from outside 
sources; but the volume of this is not large. Local squash comes in 
the market in September, after which outside squash becomes less im
portant. Truckers bring in about one-fourth of the summer squash. 
Wholesalers obtain about 20 percent of their total supplies from outside, 
but this is almost entirely early squash. Harvest is the time of greatest 
competition. Merchants reported the demand never especially keen. 
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Fig. 33. Squash: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXXIIJ. SQUASH· CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. 
1928 ~----Percentage stocked------

lbs. 
Accurate record, 7 stores .. ____ 6,650 1 1 6 25 10 54 1 2 
Estimate, 6 other stores ___ H ___ 8,350 10 8 15 31 31 19 8 10 
Estimate, all stores ·--····----·-··· 37,735 1 1 6 35 32 22 2 1 

Pumpkin 
Accurate record, 7 stores ...... 565½ 2 3 17 41 37 
Estimate, 5 other stores ........ 1,250 16 27 35 25 7 10 
Estimate, all stores ····-··-····--·· 6,730 2 5 20 40 30 2 1 

Prices of Squash per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 
July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. 

Highest -------------------·----···-$0.07 $0.03 $0.02½* $0.02½* $0.03i\* $0.06 $0.03 
Lowest ···-·--··----····----------- .06 -----··· .02 .02½* .02~* .03½* .04 .03 

*EstirrLated prices. 

Prices. Prices for squash vary with varieties somewhat, as well as 
with the season. The small "Danish" squash appears to command a 
premium over Hubbard or Banana squash. Pumpkin prices are harder 
to determine because there is very little demand. 

Supply. More squash is produced locallv than finds its way to mar
ket and there is abundant opportunity physfcally to expand production. 
There is no danger of an undersupply whenever the price encourages 
farmers to bring in supplies on hand. It is possible that consumption 
might be increased during the present season of local supply and that 
through storage and orderly marketing practices local squash could be 
kept on the market longer. There i~ no need of effort being made to 
expand production. 

RADISHES 

The radish business is comparatively unimportant. Only 1,820 dozen 
bunches were handled by the retail stores and the product is not of high 
value. Wholesalers supply most of the radishes and obtain most of their 
supplies from the outside. Approximately one-third of the radishes are 
grown locally, while truckers bring in 5 to 10 percent. The local sup
plies come in May and June and prices are then the lowest. 
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TABLE XXXIV. RADISHES: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stocked--------~ 

doz. bunches 
Accurate record, 

7 stores 
Estimate, 5 -~ti: 216 4 6 19 41 20 2 3 2 

er stores -----·-- 750 5 7 22 31 21 15 11 3 2 2 
Estimate, all 

stores ------------1,820 2 4 19 39 20 7 2 2 2 
Prices per dozen bunches, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. !\far. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $0.90 $0.80 $0.50 $0.50 $0.45 $0.45 
Lowest .50* .75 .50 .35 .30 .45 .45 

*Single quotation. 

SWEET POTATOES 

Sweet potatoes to the extent of 71,206 pounds entered retail trade in 
1928. Sweet potatoes compete with other items such as white potatoes, 
squash, and pumpkin, and perhaps other vegetables. Price trends are 
roughly indicated in the accompanying chart. 
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TABLE XXXV. SWEET POTATOES: CONSUMPTION DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 

lbs. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores 
Estimate, 7 ·;;ih·: 15,931 

er stores ------- 22,580 
Estimate, all 

stores ------------71,206 

Retailers reported 
is not a large volume. 
truckers from outside 
as soon as available. 
is irregular. · 
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Fig. 36. Rhubarb: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXXVI. RHUBARB: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--- Percentage stocked'------

lbs. 
Accurate records, 7 stores........... 1,639 4 10 44 38 3 
Estimate, 6 other stores............... 4,210 33 22 32 35 
Estimate, all stores........................ 9,970 3 10 26 36 21 

31 12 10 
1 1 1 

Prices per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. 
Highest ··•-····--················· $0.25 $0.15 $0.15 $0.07 $0.0H $0.05 $0.03½* $0.02¼* $0.02,* 
Lowest --·-----·-----··--·---····---- .25 .12 .10 .03i .02½ .02~ .03½* .02¼* .02½* 

*1927. 

Increasing local production and demand. Market demand and prices 
are the limiting factors in rhubarb production. It is a product which 
might be expanded enough to supply the local demand for most of the 
season, but scarcely for shipment. It is possible that local consumption 
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could be stimulated by providing a regular supply of well-packed rhu
barb and by some promotion work, as rhubarb comes at a time when 
fruits are compa1·atively scarce and high-priced. 

The volume of dry onions handled by the retail trade was reported 
as 152,499 pounds. Merchants obtained from 60 to 90 percent from 
wholesalers and reported receiving 10 percent or more from truckers. 
Actually, truckers may be a more important source of supply since dry 
onions are rather a regular part of truckers' loads. All reports indicated 
an insufficient local supply. A car-load of onions was received in Novem
ber, 1927, and other car-loads no doubt will be received from time to 
time unless local production is increased. The local p,roduct was said to 
be of good quality. Prices are affected by general levels in outside mar
kets. This fact accounts for low prices at the close of 1927 and high 
prices at the close of 1928. 
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Fig. 37. Dry onions: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXXVII. DRY ONIQNS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr . .May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stockee1--------~ 

lbs. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ----·-- 16,299 8 8 2 6 4 7 14 16 17 18 
Estimate, 6 oth-

er stores --·---- 36,000 9 11 9 15 9 8 6 6 11 11 11 12 
Estimate, all 

stores ·•--······- 152,499 8 6 6 6 4 3 7 14 16 18 17 
Prices per hundredweight, recorded purchases, 7 stores. 

Highest-
Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

(1928) .... 
Lowest-

$3.50 $3.50 $4.90 $4.50 $3.50 $2.25 $2.35 $2.90 $3.50 $4.20 

(1928) .... 2.85 3.10 3.10 4.00 2.35 J.00 J.65 J.95 3.50 4.20 
Highest-

(1927) .... 2.65 3.40 3.75 5.50 4.75 5.50 J.50 J.75 J.75 J.75 !.75 
Lowest-

(1927) .... 2.65 3.40 3.40 4.75 3.00 2.50 J.50 1.40 J.75 J.75 1.25 

Supply. Very little is known about the history of onion culture in 
Union county. The census reported 27 acres in 1900 and 9 acres in 1925. 
The acreage in 1928 was small compared to former years and in relation 
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to demand. From the physical standpoint there appears to be opportuni
ty to increase production. Although local consumption might not be 
increased very much, local onions might crowd the outside product off 
the markets if supplies were ample. It is a question involving no great 
acreage but worthy of further consideration. 

GREEN ONIONS 

Green onions to the extent of 4,046 dozen bunches were reported by 
retail stores for I 928. Nearly all of these were from outside sources. 
For a short period in the spring local growers may have obtained an 
advantage in freshness and supplied the needs of some merchants very 
largely, merchants who handled green onions the year round obtained 
very few direct from farmers. The wholesale house handled most 
of the supply, 70 percent according to one merchant who handled 
a fancy, all-the-year-round stock. The same merchant reported IO per
cent from truckers and others were observed to obtain some of 
their supp.Jies from this source. Truckers' supplies competed at the time 
of local production and sale in May and June. On the whole, however, 
the item is not very important because the value is not high and the 
market is narrowly limited. Probably not many more could be forced 
into consumption. The chief value in calling attention ·to the green
onion trade is because of its place in the spring demand for vegetables 
in general. In this field green onions contribute their mite, and there is 
at least some possibility to replace outside supplies with local onions. 
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Fig. 38. Green onions: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXXVIII. GREEN ONIONS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA. 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stockea--------~ 

doz. bunches 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ---··-·- 162 4 14 24 29 13 4 3 3 
Estitnate, 7 oth-

, er stores ........ 1,395 6 8 14 11 27 22 15 10 7 7 
Estimate, all 

stores ---·--------4,046 4 14 24 29 14 4 3 2 2 2 
Prices per dozen bunches, 1·ec.orded purchases, 7 stores, I 928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $0.90 $0.75 $0.50 $0.50 $0.45 $0.45 $0.45 $0.45 ,.-No records----.. 
Lowest .75 .50 .50 .40 .40 .45 .45 .45 .--No records--. 
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PARSNIPS 

The estimated retail trade in parsnips was 15,476 pounds. Supplies 
in October and November come largely direct from local growers, whose 
practice is to market parsnips in the fall. Stocks for the spring trade 
came mostly from wholesalers, the source of whose stocks was not 
ascertained. 

The possibilities for increasing parsnip production are quite limited, 
so far as the local market is concerned, because of the small volume of 
the t1·ade in this vegetable. 
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Fig. 39. Parsnips: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XXXIX. PARSNIPS: CONSUMPTION. AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug_ Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 --------Perceutage stocked.--------~ 

lbs. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ........ 2,130 15 44 18 6 
Estimate, 6 oth-

er stores -----,- 8,000 15 15 12 10 10 10 
Estimate, all 

stores ............ 15,476 13 25 17 6 2 
Prices per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. 
Highest $0.05 $0.03 $0.03 $0.02 ~No records- $0.03 
Lowest .03 .02; .03 .02 ~No records- .03 

CUCUMBERS 

8 4 

23 26 21 

10 15 12 

Nov. Dec. 
$0.03 $0.03 

.02½ .02½ 

Cucumbers are not important and it seems unlikely that expansion 
of local production would be profitable. Supplies consisted of 1,903 
dozens plus such additional quantity as was handled miscellaneously. 
Local growers supply cucumbers for pickling but do not find satisfaction 
in supplying the salad trade. Merchants are offered cucumbers by grow
ers and truckers at whatever prices are obtainable. Peach crates and 
other kinds of boxes are used for marketing cucumbers. 
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Fig. 40. Cucumbers: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XL. CUCUMBERS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Accurate record, 
7 stores 

Estimate, 6 -~th: 
er stores ________ 

Estimate, all 
stores ------------

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ---------Perceutage stockedl--------~ 

boxes 

115 2 7 20 49 12 7 

565 4 4 4 6 6 4 21 33 28 11 

1,903 2 7 15 32 12 10 7 
Prices per box, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $0.22* $0.25* $2.75 $1.75 $1.60 $1.75 $0.36 $1.04 .---No records__, 
Lowest .22* 2.75 2.00 1.40 1.40 .75 .20 1.04 ,--No records--, 

* Apiece. 

CELERY 

Retail stores reported handling 6,752 dozen bunches of celery, largely 
from outside sources. Some was obtained directlv from outside pro
ducing districts by express. Truckers supplied a· small quantity, but 
from 75 to 90 percent came through wholesale agencies. About 95 per
cent of the wholesalers' supply came from outside sources. Merchants 
reported not more than 10 percent from local producers, and local celery 
came mostly in October and November. Growers confirmed these 
months, but stated that celery might be forced enough to be ready for 
the market by the middle of September. Celery is on the market 
throughout the year, but the main activity comes in November and 
December and the early months of the year. 
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TABLE XLI. CELERY: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stocked--------~ 

doz. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ________ 501 10 10 7 8 2 2 9 12 13 23 
Estimate, 5 oth-

er stores ----·--·- 585 16 12 4 8 14 21 21 
Estimate, all 

stores ___________ 6,752 12 10 8 7 3 2 9 12 13 22 
Prices per dozen, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Au_g. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec_ 
Highest $2.20 $2.00 $2.00 $2.00 $2.50 $2.50 $1.60 $1.50 $1.40 $1.20 $1.05* Rising 
Lowest 1.00 1.05 1.50 1.25 1.75 1.75 1.50 1.40 1.00 1.15 _75* prices 

*1927. 

Prices. Peak prices come in the late spring, with the lowest prices 
in the late fall. 

Supply. Very little celery has been grown in Union county so far 
as it was possible to learn through the survey and by looking over other 
data. 

Increasing local production and demand. Through careful attention 
to details in production and marketing it is possible that more local 
celery could be sold by replacing some of the outside supply. If fresh
ness is stressed along with quality and standardized pack, the total con
sumption might perhaps be increased_ On the whole, however, it is 
necessary again to suggest a more complete analysis of the possibilities 
before large expansion would be advisable_ 

CAULIFLOWER 

The consumption of cauliflower through retail stores amounted to 
1,422 crates of about 40 pounds each. It is handled almost 100 percent 
through dealers who obtain supplies largely out of the county. Mer
chants did not differentiate in terminology between cauliflower and 
broccoli. 

There appear to be two peaks of supply, in early spring and in. the 
fall, with prices reacting downward to help stimulate movement in the 
heavy-supply seasons. Some cauliflower is handled throughout the year 
and, so far as this market is concerned, at nearly uniform prices except 
at the two peaks mentioned. Probably outside truckers handle a very 
small amount in the late season, but no records were obtained and no 
general activity noticed. 
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TABLE XLII. CAULIFLOWER: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar .. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stocked--------~ 

crates 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ···-··- 222i 7 11 14 10 4 2 16 16 9 9 
Estimate, 6 oth-

er stores ________ 638 17 14 6 8 8 15 24 17 13 
Estimate, all 

stores -----------1,422 8 11 14 8 3 2 2 14 18 IO 9 
Prices per crate, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $2.75 $2.50 $2.25 $2.50 no rec- $2.50 $2 . .50 $2.75 $2.50 $2.25 Upward to 
Lowest 2.40 1.35 1.10 2.00 ord 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.08 1.00 $2.25 

Prices. The accompanying chart and table indicate the trend of 
prices as well as it could be determined. It is possible that in some 
seasons the market may be a little firmer from October to December. 

Supply and possibilities for expansion. Very little cauliflower is 
grown in Union county. This is a specialty crop and requires expert 
handling. Merchants and wholesalers report that the quality of the local 
product received on the market is good. Growers with experience re
ported satisfactory results when growing and marketing conditions were 
favorable. It is a question upon which further study might well be 
given. 

PEPPERS 

Retail store distribution of peppers, mostly green peppers, amounted 
to 4,977 pounds. It is significant that growers and dealers agree that 
peppers might be grown locally. The local supply is very small, how
ever, and the time of marketing coincides with the period of low prices. 
Wholesalers report obtaining 100 percent of their supplies from the out
side, although they state that the quality of the local product is good. 
Out-of-county truckers handle peppers during most of the season with 
heaviest trade in July and early August. Data regarding physical possi
bilities for increased production were not obtained, but the accompanying 
chart and statistics will enable growers to understand the marketing 
situation. Before starting upon any p,rogram of expansion it would be 
advisable to make further investigations regarding cultural requirements 
and marketing processes. 
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TABLE XLIII. PEPPERS: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ---------Percentage stocked--------~ 

lbs. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ···-··· 1,121½ 3 2 3 13 50 18 4 3 
Estimate, 7 oth-

er stores ···-··· 1,540 4 4 4 4 4 8 14 18 32 14 11 8 
Estimate, all 

stores ···-······· 4,977 3 2 3 13 50 18 11 3 
Prices of Green Peppers per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores, 1928. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $0.25 $0.25 $0.25 $0.25 $0.25 $0.20 $0.20 $0.20 $0.10 $0.07½ ....... . 
Lowest .20 .22 .25 .20 .20 .20 .20 .12 .06½ .07½ ....... . 

RUTABAGAS 

The retail trade was 5,725 pounds of rutabagas. The commodity is 
generally treated lightly and demand cannot be expected to expand 
materially. No price data were obtained, nor was effort made to obtain 
other information about this commodity. 

TABLE XLIV. RUTABAGAS: CONSUMPTION DATA 

Trade Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. 
1928 ~---Percentage stockedl----

Accurate record, 7 stores .. __________________________ _ 
Estimate, 2 other stores ............. -------------------
Estimate, all stores ---------------------------·----------

lbs. 
105 

1,100 
5,725 

WALNUTS 
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Particulars with regard to walnuts may be of more interest to mer· 
chants than to farmers in Union county, but the conditions in· the trade 
may be useful because of contrast and relation to other products. The 
condition of consumption and price are shown by the graph and table. 
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Figure 44. Walnuts: Consumption and price trends. 



54 UNION CouNTY HoME MARKETS SURVEY 

TABLE XLV. WALNUTS: CONSUMPTION DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~-------Percentage stocked--------

lbs. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores .......... 3,975 3 4 9 2 10 2 4 2 11 14 19 20 
Estimate, 6 oth-

er stores ------· 7,600 13 5 4 4 3 2 2 2 2 10 28 65 
Estimate, all 

stores ·----------- 28,415 6 5 4 3 3 2 2 2 11 12 30 30 

The price curve on the graph is not to be understood as a normal 
trend because a heavy crop m 1927 and a light crop in 1928 caused the 
market to act irregularly. 

POULTRY PRODUCTS-EGGS 
The retail store trade in eggs was 228,417 dozen in 1928. A careful 

check was made on sources of supply, more than 90 percent of which 
was found to come from local sources. It was found that more outside 
eggs were used in 1927 than in 1928-about five times as many. In 1927 
the proportion of outside eggs handled by retailers in relation to the 
total each month was about 1/3 in July, 2/5 in August, 1/2 in September, 
1/3 in October, 1/4 in November, 1/6 to 1/7 in December and January, 
and 1/12 in February. In 1928 the outside eggs were not received in any 
amount until October and November. 

It is of interest to note that the stores obtain a part of the outside 
supply of eggs by mail. The exact quantity so received was difficult to 
ascertain although it is accounted for in the total trade. 

TABLE XLVI. NUMBER OF STORES REPORTING DESIGNATED PERCENTAGE 
OF EGGS OBTAINED FROM RESPECTIVE SOURCES 

Less than 
Number of stores reporting 100% 95% 90% 50-90% 25-49% 25% 

------------------ --------------
From farmers -------·---··----··-··-··--·--·--··---··--
From local dealers --····••··•···-··•·····-·-···· 
From outside dealers ............................... . 

4 
12 

4 
1 

4 
1 2 

1 
5 
9 

The preference of the retailers for eggs from local dealers was evi
dent. The reasons given were that the cooperative association standard
ized, selected, and guaranteed its eggs, and provided a more convenient 
and dependable source of supply. Other merchants emphasized the 
freshness and consumer preference for eggs obtained direct from farm
ers. The eggs from outside the county were used to supplement the 
supply when locals were insufficient. 
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Fig. 45. Eggs: Price and consumption trends. 

TABLE XLVII. EGGS: TOTAL RETAIL TRADE AND DISTRIBUTION 
BY MONTHS 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ~--------Percentage stocke,-j_-------~ 

doz. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores 36,473 6 8 14 13 10 11 6 6 8 8 4 
Estimate, 7 ·;;;1i·: 

er stores ........ 40,665 7 8 7 II II 9 7 8 8 7 7 7 
Estimate, all 

stores •···-··-·-- 228,417 6 8 14 13 II 10 6 6 8 8 4 

TABLE XLVIII. DISTRIBUTION OF EGGS BY MONTHS, 7 STORES, 
OCTOBER, 1927 TO SEPTEMBER, 1928. 

Total Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 Percentage stocked 

Total number 
dozen 36,473 2,449 2,790 5,016 4,679 3,696 4,092 2,235 2,128 3,120 2,806 1,475 1,987 

Percent of total 
each month .... 100 6 8 14 13 10 11 6 6 8 8 4 5 

Percent farn1er's 
eggs each 
month 68 65 82 91 85 86 72 56 67 49 31 23 42 

Percent outside 
each month .... 8 15 8 33 25 15 

Percent cream-
ery locals ...... 24 20 10 9 15 14 28 44 33 51 36 52 43 

Price range per dozen by months. 
Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May 

Highest $0.4 I $0.29 $0.24 $0.22 0.22 
June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
$0.27 $0.30 $0.30 $0.40 $0.53 $0.53 $0.48 

Lowest .30 .23 .18 .17 .19 .I 9 .28 .27 .29 .40 .5 I .42 

Supply. The census is authority for the following figures regarding 
the size of the poultry business in Union county: 

1910 1920 1925 

Eggs produced as reported, dozen ....................................... . 

~ffc'ke~~d~af i;J,°;;-;;;;;b·e;:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Value of chickens and eggs·-················································· 

263,181 381,620 375,904 
135,935 170,394 

71,007 80,901 87,076 
$ 95,446 $185,825 $140:777 

·------
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These statistics show that the poultry business is not large. Sup
plies appear about to balance demand. To offset small in.shipments, 
some eggs are shipped out, especially to Wallowa county. At times 
there is some movement in turn from Wallowa county into Union 
county. 

A certain amount of storage business is done with local supplies. 
These eggs are stored in March, April, May, and June and distributed 
from August until spring, with the bulk of storage in March and the 
heaviest out-movement in October and November. Storage dealers 
reported selling five times as many eggs in October as in March. 

Increasing production and demand. Possibilities for expanding the 
egg business for local consumption are not very promising. Consump
tion is not likely to be increased very much unless prices are lower or 
better eggs are offered at the same cost. Prices are already being main
tained at general levels high enough to attract some outside eggs, al
though local p,roduction makes up almost the entire supply except in the 
season of low production. It is a question of policy regarding whether 
tne district should attempt to become an important egg-shipping terri
tory. For local markets there is now a close adjustment of demand and 
supply. 

DAIRY PRODUCTS 

The survey of the marketing of dairy products was limited somewhat 
by lack of time and resources, but research on a few points was valuable 
in giving a partial understanding of the problem. 

It is estimated that the present number of dairy cows in Union coun
ty is 7,500 to 8,000. Census records indicate that the industry is growing: 

~~~d~:i~;?i{~1i~~=I~::;!;;;~:;:~;;ii:;;;;;:;;;;;;:;:;; 
Butter made on farms, pounds __________________ _ 
Butter sol~ pounds ....................................... . 
Cheese ma e on farms, pounds ------···-·-·-·-·--
Value of dairy products ............................. . 
Average production milk per cow, gallons 

1900 

1,938,924 
200,334 

1,934 

369,338 
185,203 

15,941 
$151,023 

1910 

1,697,818 
97,820 
45,749 

130,174 
224,456 
78,120 

1,670 
$157,814 

1920 

2,186,956 
107,147 
56,714 

276,196 
123,328 
40,819 

300 
$353,733 

426 

1925 

2,485,740 
338,929 

63,135 
381,224 
117,964 

$355,992 
510 

The dairymen now market the product mostly as cream on a butter
fat or sweet-cream basis. Some whole milk is sold both at wholesale 
and by retail delivery. Cream for the manufacture of butter goes both 
to local creameries and to outside creameries. Out of an estimated total 
cream movement equal to 1,165,197 pounds of butter-fat (2½ pounds to 
the gallon of cream) it is estimated that local creameries received 931,812 
pounds, retail stores 14,406 pounds, and outside creameries 218,979 
pounds. Receip,ts of outside cream by local creameries was about 193,630 
pounds, about offsetting out-shipments of cream. No less than 40,000 
pounds of powdered milk were shipped in from the outside. 

Retail trade. The retail stores handled about 246,495 pounds of but
ter in 1928. Nearly all of this was manufactured locally. Some outside 
butter was handled, price and quality being given as reasons for its 
selection rather than inadequate local supplies. The volume of butter 
substitute was 62,136 pounds, all of which came from the outside. About 
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74,916 pounds of American cheese and 8,917 pounds or more of other 
cheeses were handled, none of which was local product. 

Cottage-cheese is a rather important item. Although records were 
not obtained giving the total volume, one store reported 12,480 i:-ounds 
and another 1,044 pounds, all of which came from outside sources. The 
estimated local manufacture of ice-cream was 2,900 gallons, which about 
supplied the local markets although a few firms handled outside ice
cream, giving price, quality, or convenience as reasons for their pref• 
erence. 

The estimated quantity of milk handled by retail stores was 229,874 
quarts of raw milk, and 7,756 cases of condensed and evaporated milk. 
The raw milk was local product but the condensed milk came from out
side. About 328,000 quarts of milk were delivered to families by milk 
routes. 

Out-shipments. The net movement of dairy products out of the 
county is about equal to the butter shipments. Shipments of cream into 
and out of the county are about equal. In 1927 shipments of butter were 
reported as 205,856 pounds. The 1928 out-movement was undoubt'edly 
somewhat larger. From May to August, 7 car-loads were shipped, mostly 
to California but some to New York. 

Butter-fat. Some 1927 records from several combined sources form 
the basis for a chart and table illustrating flow of butter-fat by months 
and trend of prices. 
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Fig. 46. Butter-fat: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

TABLE XLIX. BUTTER-FAT: MONTHLY FLUCTUATION OF VOLUME, 
SUPPLY, AND PRICES 

January ······-·•···-·········-··············-·· 
Februarv --·····---··----------·----------···-· 
March ·····-···-············-······-···-·•····-· 
April···---········-·······-·-··-······-·········· 
May ··-··········•·-··········-·······-··········
June ·········-·················-·····-···-·······
July···-·····-············-·-················-····-· 
August ··········-·····-······-·················· 
September ···--··-·········-·········--·····-
October ············-··-··-···················-· 
November ---··---------···········-·--···---
December -····-------·-···-····-------------

Volume of butter-
fat manufac- Percentage from Average price paid 
tured locally outside sources per pound 

lb~. 
38,050 
39,714 
47,112 
55,585 
70,661 
74,881 
70,181 
60,679 
51,435 
47,155 
36,898 
37,649 

% 
26 
29 
29 
28 
29 
30 
32 
33 
34 
33 
33 
33 

C 

47.8 
48.2 
46.3 
41.4 
39.7 
38.9 
39.9 
43.2 
44.6 
44.9 
48.4 
49.7 
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Butter and butter substitutes. Consumption and price trends of 
butter are indicated in the accompanying chart and table. Possibilities 
for expanding local consumption of home product appear to depend on 
crowding a small supply of outside butter out of the market and cap
turing the butter substitute trade with butter itself. Prices for the sub
stitute were quite steady at about 17½c per pound in 1928, with a range 
from 20½c early in 1927 to 18½c per pound late in that year. Merchants 
rep-orted the greatest consumption of butter substitutes in the fall and 
winter months and least in the summer. 

CompuPTION, 
4!~• 
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Fig. 47. Butter: Consumption and price trends. 

TABLE L. BUTTER: CONSUMPTION AND PRICE DATA 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 ---------Percentage Stockert--------~ 

lbs. 
Accurate record, 

10 7 stores -------~ 180,280 8 7 8 8 7 8 7 8 11 10 7 
Other stores ---- 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 10 10 
Estimate, all 

stores ----------- 246,495 9 7 8 8 7 7 7 8 10 10 9 10 
Prices per pound, recorded purchases, 7 stores. 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
Highest $0.48 $0.47 $0.46 $0.43 $0.41 $0.41 $0.44 $0.48 $0.52 $0.51 $0.51 $0.51 
Lowest.~ .47 .46 .45 .40 .40 .41 .42 .46 .48 .51 .51 .48 

Cheese. A limited check on volume of cheese consumed showed an 
approximate distribution in percent by months thus: 

Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 

10 11 10 10 8 12 8 3 11 

Prices for cheese (Tillamook) were quite steady throughout 1928 
with a range from a low of 30½c per pound in May and June to 32½c per 
pound early and late in the year. Some cheese was found shipped in 
from ld<iho. 

Whole milk. Apparently the monthly consumption of whole milk is 
about the same throughout the year. Prices also were steady, although 
an effort was made in 1928 to increase the wholesale price from 7½c to 9c 
per pound and at retail from 10c to 12c per pound, which resulted in 
some unevenness of quotations during the last part of the year. 
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About 15 dairymen near La Grande sell milk at wholesale, while an 
official check showed that 29 persons with 185 cows operated some sort 
of retail distribution. The wholesalers snpply retailers, restaurants, and 
hotels mostly, while most families obtain milk direct from pe·rsons or 
agencies operating regular routes. The creamery operates a retail milk 
route in addition to its wholesale business. 

Increasing local production and consumption. The dairy industry 
is generally in favor throughout the county. Production of butter al
ready exceeds local consumption, and the milk supply is adequate. The 
possibilities for producing more cottage-cheese locally seem worthy of 
investigation. Some increase in total volume of consumption of all dairy 
products might .be obtained through educational and promotional activi
ties. On the whole, however, it seems p-robable that the industry may 
expand chiefly on the basis of increasing out-shipments of creamery 
butter. 

MEATS 

It is unfortunate that the information gathered about the meat trade 
was not as complete as that of the fruits and vegetables. Merchants did 
not have their figures available or were not inclined to report them in 
detail. Consequently little is known about the monthly variation of 
supply and prices of meat. 

All the btttcher shops in the county, 6 in La Grande and 11 outside, 
reported the volume of meats distributed through their stores. Some 
other stores handled meats but they obtained their supplies from these 
butcher shops; hence, in order to avoid duplication, the figures represent
ing the volume of business of these extra stores were not included. 

The estimates furnished by the butcher shops represented their pur
chases rather than their sales. The figures show that roughly 80 r•ercent 
of the meat products distributed through the stores is sold in La Grande, 
representing 60 percent of the population. This would not mean that 
country folk eat less meat, because, as estimated by one country butcher, 
one-third of the meat consumed in his locality was butchered at home; 
on occasions it might easily be_ more. A survey of consumer sources of 
supply supported the statement. 

Another fact brought out by the survey was that total per capita 
consumption of meat, on the basis of the figures reported, is greater in 
Union county than for the United States in general.* 

The livestock industry, except for its relation to. the supplying of 
meat for local consumption, is beyond the scope of this report, regardless 
of its importance in Union county, as this survey had to do only with 
the local market supply and demand. 

For general reference the number of car-loads of stock shipped out 
and received in Union county is included in tables in the Appendixt 
showing car-load movements of the products taken up by the Su,vey. 

The different kinds of meat were not separated in the railway record 
showing number of "meat" cars shipped into the county. These ship
ments, all from Washington, beginning with September 1927, showed in 

*Based on comparisons with figures in 1927 Agricultural Yearbook. Table 409, P. 
1047. 

tSee pp. 87-94. 
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that month, 2 cars; October, 3; November, 4; December, 3; January 
1928, 4; February, 4; March, 4; April, 4; May, 3; June, 2; July, 4; August, 
4. A large part of this was undoubtedly smoked meats, but the amount 
of fresh meats was likewise imp,ortant. 

There were also some shipments of meat by express. La Grande 
receipts of this nature were reported to consist roughly of 2 boxes per 
week of fresh meat from Walla Walla, and 2 boxes per week of smoked 
meat from the same source, and between 5 and 10 boxes of fish per week 
from Coast shipping points. Other stations reported occasional ship
ments of carcasses and crates of poultry; for example, 25 crates of poul
try during the year from Imbler, 1,000 pounds from Telocasset, and 50 
crates forwarded and 20 crates received at Union. Six beeves and 20 
calves were reported ship,ped from Union by express. Telocasset form
erly shipped meat carcasses but the trucks have now taken over this 
business and there is at present only an occasional express shipment 
when the weather is unsuitable for trucking. North Powder or Elgin 
did not report express shipments but their volume would likely compare 
proportionately with these instances given above. 

BEEF 

The volume of business reported by the 17 butcher shops mentioned 
included 1,251,100 pounds of beef. The only report of monthly distribu
tion gave 10 percent of the year's sup,ply in each of the months from 
October to March, 8 percent each for April and May, and 6 percent for 
each of the four months from June to September. Growers also reported 
the most active marketing in the fall. 

Car-load receipts of cattle consigned to local butchers were not 
heavy. As far as the records show, there was 1 in March, 1 in April, and 
1 in August. There is nothing to indicate whether these were for imme
diate slaughter or for feeder purposes. 

VEAL 

The reported volume of consumption through retail stores included 
182,600 pounds of veal. This is about 1/7 of the beef business. Veal is 
handled in smaller lots than beef but still represents a larger per capita 
consumption than is true in the United States as a whole. 

MUTTON AND LAMB 

The volume reported for retail butcher trade included 34,280 pounds 
of mutton and lamb. In a country abounding in sheep, this represents 
a low per capita consumption relative to the other kinds of meat and 
is below the average per capita for the United States as a whole. 

PORK 

Pork, taken as a whole, ranks ahead of beef as an item of diet in 
Union county. The survey showed 502,840 pounds of fresh pork, 605,031 
pounds of smoked ham and bacon, and 467,060 pounds of lard distributed 
through retail stores. Pork products, mostly of the smoked variety, 
come from outside sources in greater quantity than any other typ,e of 
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meat. Merchants as a whole report fully half their supplies from the 
outside and some merchants obtain all their smoked meats from the 
outside. They give as reasons that, quality considered, the price is 
better for outside smoked meats. 

Prices. A check of p-rices for ham, bacon, lard and lard substitutes 
over a year's time did not show any important movement one way or 
the other. If there was a noticeable change of prices it amounted to a 
cent a pound or so less on pork products during the months from March 
to June, but lard substitutes were unchanged in price throughout the year. 
There were variations in prices, of course, on the basis of grades and 
sizes; bacon varied from 28c to 45c per pound and ham from 27c to 45c 
per pound according to kind and size, while lard fluctuated in price from 
a high point of 18¾c per pound in February through 16½c in spring to 
18½c per pound late in September. Lard substitute prices were illus
trated by a uniform price of $8.43 per case for 12/3s of Crisco and $5.65 
a case of 12 quarts of \,V es son oil maintained throughout the year. 

POULTRY 

Poultry, as an item of meat distributed through retail stores, was 
reported at 119,410 pounds. The consumer survey indicated that only a 
quarter of the total amount consumed, however, was obtained through 
stores; 45 percent was home grown, 25 percent was obtained direct from 
farmers, and the remainder from peddlers or gifts. The importance of 
this item of food to country folk is indicated by the fact that while it is 
a certainty that the country folk actually consume more poultry than 
people living in the city, yet 114,460 pounds of the above-named total 
was sold through the 6 La Grande stores, and only 4,950 pounds were 
distributed by the 11 other stores throughout the county. 

The survey did not reveal information about prices, monthly vari
ations, different kinds of poultry, or extent of shipments to outside mar
kets. A study of the kind would be well worth while. 

FISH 

The item of fish was included in the Survey only as it represented 
somewhat of a competitive item. No extensive study of the movement 
of. fish was made, but the total volume of fresh and smoked fish was 
reported as approximately 40,000 pounds for the year. This is probably 
underestimated rather than overestimated but it is interesting in that 
it represents a greater total than lamb and mutton. 

CEREAL PRODUCTS 

FLOUR 

Consumpion of flour in 1928 was approximately as given in the 
accompanying table, the figures being based partly on 1928 estimates and 
partly on recorded distribution in 1927. The item for "other retail sales" 
applies to warehouses, and miscellaneous dealers. 
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ESTIMATES OF UNION COUNTY CONSUMPTION OF FLOUR 

Agency of distribution No. barrels 

Retail stores -------·--·-··--·-----··-------··----·--·--··---···----~------------·-·-------------···-----····----·--·---·-·-···-·---· 
Bakeries ................................................................................................................................... . 
Known mill and warehouse trade ··----···-·-·--·--·--···-~---------------··-----····---···-··--···-·--·-··--·---· 
Estimated other retail sales ............................................................................................. . 

Total ···-·············································•························· ···························-······················· 

7,310 
6,710 

445 
1.000 

15,465 

A more exhaustive survey would be necessary to obtain exact data 
on the flour trade. Consumption of local flour was 29.3 percent of the 
trade volume according to the best information available. The accompany
ing chart was prepared to show the retail store distribution and prices for 
an outside flour and one local flour for comparative purposes. Flour from 
other sources perhaps would not show the same monthly distribution as 
that from the retail stores. 

Family consumption of flour would be more evenly distributed 
throughout the year than is indicated by the chart, probably with a 
smooth depression in the summer months. The October peak marks an 
advantageous time for merchants to buy, as further indicated in the price 
lines. Flour prices are sufficiently stable to be illustrated by the graph. 

The monthlv flow of local flour coincided with the movement of out
side flour but no·t in the same proportion. Generally, local flour is bought 
about as needed, while outside flour is purchased heavily m car-lots 
during the fall. This is shown in the accompanying chart. 
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Fig. 48. Flour: Consumption, supply, and price trends. 

Supply. The flour trade in Union county does not depend on home 
production so much as upon the national and world markets, although 
there is always more than enough local wheat to supply the local mill 
and flour demand. 

There seems to be a genuine interest in selling the local product 
where possible, but there was some criticism of it on the basis of vari
able quality. 
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TABLE LI. FLOUR: CONSUMPTION DATA 

Total Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May June July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 Pere en tage stocke 

bbls. 
Accurate record, 

7 stores 
Estimate, 4 -~th: 1,023! 7 13 3 7 2 10 6 15 14 10 8 

er stores* 
~"ii 

332 9 9 9 8 8 7 8 8 8 8 8 7 
Estimate, 

stores 8,755* 8 6 8 7 6 8 8 12 15 9 8 
Percentage dis-

tribution of Io-
cal flourt ----- 4,528 8 6 7 19 8 11 11 7 3 6 IO 

*Total estimate for trade in 1928. The figure, 8,755 barrels of flour, includes 7,310 
barrels reported by retail stores, 445 known distribution through mills and warehouses, 
and an estimated 1,000 barrels distributed through other uninvestigated sources, such as 
feed houses, warehouses, and unreported mill distribution. 

tDistribution of local !four by months is based on reports representative of most of 
the local flour. 

Shipments. Flour is shipped both into the county and shipped out. 
Car-load in-shipments in a year totaled 51, divided about evenly between 
Pendleton, Weiser, and Spokane, with an occasional shipment from 
Walla Walla and miscellaneous sources. The rate was from three to five 
cars a month. Out-shipments of flour were comparatively heavy. The 
movement may be seen by a reference to the table in the Appendix 
showing car-loads forwarded. 

Increasing local production and demand. There is some possibility 
of increasing the use of locally manufactured flour through persistent 
education, although all that can be done in this regard has perhaps been 
done, and through the more fundamental steps which may be necessary 
to overcome criticism that the local flour is not as good as the outside 
flour. Apparently a premium of about $1.00 per barrel was paid on about 
10,000 barrels of fl.our coming in from the outside. This is an item wor
thy of consideration in any plan for improving the balance of trade in 
farm commodities which may be produced locally. 

DRIED BEANS 

The equivalent of 1,077 sacks of all kinds of dried beans were dis
tributed through the retail stores of Union county in 1928, according to 
estimates. No comprehensive data were gathered but it is safe to say 
that nearly all the dried beans are shipped in and go to retailers through 
the wholesale channel. 

HONEY 
Honey consump•tion through the stores was reported to be 135 cases 

in jars, 876 cases canned, and 143 cases in comb. Figures on distribution 
were incomplete but indicated that comb honey moves most heavily in 
the fall, moderately through the winter and spring, and not at all in the 
summer. Canned honey in tins seems to move most heavily in the fall 
and winter, but it is reported to run fairly evenly throughout the year. 
The jar honey, as it was reported, moved in fall and winter but not in 
spring or summer trade. It should logically correspond to the trade of 
honey in tins. 
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The survey seemed to indicate that some merchants obtained all their 
honey from local growers and others none at all from that source. 

Honey in tins seemed to be the most important in volume and the 
figures gathered to show distribution and price were limited to this form 
of pack. Prices did not vary widely. Quotations on a similar pack 
remained uniform through 1927 until toward the last, rose in the early 
months of 1928, and dropped in the fall again to approximately the 1927 
level. The range was from $6.95 to $7.30 per case of 12/Ss. 

Monthly distribution of tinned honey is shown in the accompanying 
table but is presented with the warning that a closer, more comp,lete 
study is necessary before statements about the honey trade could be 
made with positive assurance. 

TABLE LII. HONEY: RETAIL STORE CONSUMPTION 

Trade Jan. Feb. Mar. Apr. May Jnne July Aug. Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. 
1928 Percentage stocked 

cases 
Accurate record, 

7 stores ---·---- 74 6 6 12 6 16 9 3 9 12 15 3 3 
Estimate, 5 oth-

er stores _______ 191 10 10 10 8 9 7 7 6 8 8 8 8 
Estimate, all 

stores ----···---- 876 12 15 15 7 8 3 3 14 12 5 

Increasing local production and demand. Honey raising 1s a 
specialty requiring particular skill and knowledge. Little more can 
be recommended now other than that it may be a profitable side line 
under the right kind of care when the necessary conditions for its cul
ture exist. It has the advantage of being a product which can be pushed 
or held according to market conditions over a period from June until 
frost. Some growers have trouble with disease. The demand, as was 
the case in the 1928 season, is not always dependable. The consumer 
survey indicated that honey is obtained almost altogether from stores. 
Expansion of consumption, therefore, might logically be developed by 
cooperation with retail stores in an educational campaign to increase the 
use of honey in the family diet. 

OTHER PRODUCTS 

It is recognized that grain and hay growing, sheep raising, etc., are 
and will continue to be major enterprises in the agriculture of Union 
county, although no detailed study was made of them. The production 
of such commodities must be related to the demand of more distant 
markets. Adjustments in production of these enterprises should be made 
in the light of annual agricultural outlook reports, special farm organiza
tion studies and similar data. 

GENERAL MARKET CONDITIONS 

There are a few general considerations affecting market conditions 
in Union county which deserve attention: 

RELATION BETWEEN MERCHANTS AND PRODUCERS 

This topic may be discussed under the heads of complaints and 
suggested remedies for their removal. · 
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Complaints. It was observed during the course of the survey that 
there were complaints by growers against merchants and complaints by 
merchants against growers. The growers contended that merchants 
misused and took advantage of the farmers in dealings with them. 

On the other hand, there was an equal number of complaints by the 
merchants against the growers. 

The accusation is made that the quality of local produce is very often 
inferior to that brought in from the outside and further that prices for 
this inferior local product are often higher than for the better outside 
product. A number of observations of this kind were made but one very 
specific instance will serve to illustrate. 

A combination grade of Delicious app.Jes of local pack and a box of 
the same variety from outside the county were purchased just as they 
came, with the lids on, and the contents then examined. The local pack 
was a basket wholesaling for $1.60 and retailing for $1.90, while the out-

Fig. 49. Delicious apples. Combination grade. Box out of county; basket of local 
product compared in appearance as offered for sale. 

side box wholesaled for $1.00 and retailed for $1.49 (Fig. 49). On out
ward appearance the basket was given first choice by each of several 
people. Actual count showed that, although the basket weighed the 
least it contained the largest number of apples. There were 169 apples 
in the basket and 137 in the box. A comparison of quality is shown in 
Fig. 51, where the fruit of like inferiority in defects, greenness, and under 
size were compared. There were about 5 defective and 12 under-size 
and green apples in the box but 24 defective and 34 under-size and green 
ones in the basket. 
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In order further to understand the situation the market was then 
canvassed to discover the general opinion among merchants regarding 
the local pack of fruit. The expressions were unanimous that the local 
fruit was "no good," "too much money for that kind of apples," "too 
many wormy and bad ones," etc. 

Fig. 50. Contrast of contents, with poor fruit set out in foreground. 

This illustration brings out one of the most important lessons of the 
whole survey. The condition is not confined to a particular instance and 
is not associated with any particular products or with individual respon
sibility. It is a condition that exists for which there ought logically to 
be some remedy. But if it can not be remedied, the answer is clearly 
given. The preference expressed through the consumers will be for out
side products and no amount of mere propaganda will be able to turn 
aside those consumers from that preference. 

Other general market conditions may be worthy of consideration by 
the County Economic Conference. Some of these pertain to problems in 
farm management, individual experimentation, etc., but the most striking 
market circumstances revealed in the course of the survey were as 
indicated. 

Remedies. Two fundamental methods of improvement are suggest
ed: (1) the establishment of some joint organization of merchants and 
growers to determine rules of fair play and adjust complaints and (2) 
the removal of causes for complaint. 

With regard to the first of these remedies suggested, the value of 
attempts by each group to understand the other's problems can hardly 
be overemphasized. Joint meetings where problems of marketing can 
be discussed freely would p•rove very helpful. Perhaps some form of 



GENERAL MARKET CONDITIONS 67 

permanent committee or representative organization would promote 
good marketing practices. If no· other result of this survey occurred 
than the meeting of growers and consumers on a plane of better under· 
standing, it would have justified the effort and expense of carrying it on. 

Removal of causes for complaint can best be accomplished (a) 
through education and (b) through study and improvement of conditions. 

Fig. 51. A comparative selection of poor, undersized, and green fruit. 
Left, from box. Right, from basket. 

It may seem very obvious to some that certain practices should be 
followed in order that products may be placed on tht, market to best 
advantage. It is an unwarranted assumption, however, that every one is 
well enough informed to follow the best practices. Consequently, educa
tion should be included in the program for improvement. Object lessons 
of definite character demonstrating the pre1>aration of goods for market 
should be provided for those who need such information and can benefit 
by it. Possibly trucker traffic should be regulated if competition is 
found to be unfair. 

ESTABLISHMENT OF INDUSTRY FOR UTILIZATION OF 
AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS 

Canneries, evaporators, cider and vinegar works, creameries, and 
other industries have been suggested as a method of greater utilization 
of the local products. The survey does not answer directly the ques· 
tions of the advisability of particular enterprises, but it sets forth useful 
information that should help to determine the feasibility of any such 
activities. 
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FEASIBILITY OF ESTABLISHING A FARMERS' 
MARKET 

This report contains much valuable data bearing on the feasibility 
of establishing a farmers' market, although the final answer must rest 
upon more detailed study of that particular question_ There follows 
however, information regarding occupations of the La Grande population 
together with summarized data on volume of consumption which is of 
importance_ In the last analysis consumers buy on the basis of con
venience and economy_ 

OCCUPATIONS 

Although agriculture is the largest industry in Union county, local 
demand depends largely upon the p.opulation of La Grande_ The ac· 
companying table showing the number of people in respective occupa
tions provides an index to the volume of this demand_ Foods are sup
plied, of course, not only by retail stores, but by peddlers and home
grown supplies_ 

TABLE LIII_ OCCUPATIONS OF LA GRANDE POPULATION* 

Classification of occnpation 
Number in that 

occupation 

1. Employees ---------------------------------------- 974 

2_ Transportation ------------------------------ 7 49 a_ Managerial ___________________ 36 
b_ Motor employees ________ 54 
C- Rail employees ______________ 656 
.-1. Air service ·········-······-····· 3 

3_ Craftsmen ------------------------------------- 421 
4_ Prnorietors ------------------------------------- 321 
5_ Professional ---------------------------------- 282 

a_ Trade ---------------------------- 87 
Agents, salesmen. 

b_ Scientific ---------------------- 195 
6_ Widows ------------------------------------------- 254 
7_ Students ____ --------------------------------------- 170 

g_ Executive ------------------------------------------ 157 

9_ Public Service -------------------------------- 148 
10_ Agriculture 

a. Enterprisers----··-·------~·-·············-·-····· 11.~ 
b_ Employees -------------------------------- 17 

11. Office employees --------------------------- 90 

12_ Retired --------------------------------------------- 78 

13. Domestic and personal service .. ~- 46 
14. Military ------------------------------------------ 5 
15_ Trapper ----------------------------------------- 1 
16_ Unassigned ------------------------------------ 326 

a_ Male --------------------------- 187 b_ Female _______________________________ 139 
Note: Children under 18 not given_ 

*Polk's La Grande Directory, January, 1928_ 

Explanation 

Including clerks, probably some 
craftsmen and office employees. 
Some might be truck drivers. 
Largest single groupings Mt_ Em
ily Lumber and Bowman-Hicks-

All employees, skilled, unskilled, 
and office_ 

Some of these might be classed as 
executive or proprietor. 

Teachers, ministers, nurses, doctors, 
etc. 

A small percentage were given as 
employed also, none as "skilled" 
or "proprietor.'' 

Probably some of these might be 
classed in with proprietors. 

All in . public service_ 

All types of agriculture_ 

Includes cashiers, stenographers, 
and bookkeepers_ 

With exception of one disabled war 
veteran, all were listed in Direct
ory as "Retired." 

Nothing to indicate occupation; 
very likely not working, at home. 
or in class of "Employees." 



FEASIBILITY OF ESTABLISHING A FARMERS' MARKET 69 

TABLE LVII. CONSUMER SOURCES OF FOOD PRODUCTS* 

Percentage of families reporting purchases from respective 

Items 

Fruits 
Apples ···························-··· 
Apricots ---------~--
Blackberries ·····-······-······· 
Cantaloups 
Cherries ·······-····················· 
Curran ts ---------------------------Goo seb erri es _______ _ 

Grapes ·····-····-···············-·· 
Loganberries ................... . 
Peaches ............................. . 
Pears ··········-----· 
Plums ·-····················-········· 
Prunes -------------------------------
Raspberries ------------------------Strawberries. ____________________ _ 

Watermelon ··-·················· 
Vegetables 

~!~!~:gf~!sh··:=::::::::::::::::::: 
Beets ·············----
Cabbage ·········-······-········· 
Carrots -----------------------------
Cauliflower ·-····················· 
Celery ............................... . 
Corn ···-·-----········ Cucumbers _______________________ _ 

Lettuce ···•·····-··················· 

8~{~~:: :~!eri-·:::::::::::::::::: 
Parsnips --------------· 
Peas, green -----------------------
Peppers ···················-········· 
Potatoes --------------------------
Pumpkin ........................... . 
Radishes ·····················-····· 
Rhubarb ........................... . 
Spinach ·-········-················· 
Squash 
Tomatoes -------------------------
Turnips ------------------------------

Dairy and poultry products 
Milk ................................... . 
Butter ............................... . 
Eggs ................................... . 
Poultry ............................. . 

Meats .....................•..............•. 
Honey ···········-··········--·········· 

Purchase 
from 
store 

% 

19 
45 
51 
76 
17 
30 
35 
73 
59 
58 
27 
35 
35 
39 
37 
77 

61 
36 
31 
41 
39 
56 
82 
39 
36 
52 
48 
40 
40 
39 
68 
29 
35 

·33 
34 
47 
39 
52 
41 

18 
60 
37 
27 
71 
74 

Own 
home• 
grown 
supply 

% 

33 
19 
12 
5 

34 
32 
40 

9 
16 
13 
27 
42 
32 
27 
28 

8 

34 
46 
51 
,40 
46 
27 
14 
38 
46 
42 
36 
48 
46 
47 
21 
37 
40 
54 
53 
41 
37 
29 
43 

40 
34 
42 
45 
26 

7 

sources 
Purchase 

Purchase from Ped• 
direct from dlers from 

farmers outside 
in county county 

% % 

41 
32 3 
32 4 

7 11 
46 1 
32 2 
25 
11 5 
20 1 
11 14 
40 1 
21 
27 4 
33 
32 1 

1 13 

5 
18 1 
14 1 
15 1 
13 1 

4 12 
5 

21 
16 
4 

13 
12 
14 
14 

8 
32 
22 

8 
10 
10 
21 
13 
11 

39 
7 

20 1 
25 2 

3 
8 10 

*Based on 101 reports divided thus: La Grande, 55; Outside, 46. 

Dona. 
tions 

% 

5 
1 
1 

4 

1 
3 
5 
2 
2 
1 
1 

3 
3 
2 

2 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 

3 
1 
2 

4 
1 
3 
1 
5 

THE SOURCES OF CONSUMER SUPPLIES 

Anv 
other 

source 

% 

2 

1 
2 

1 
1 
1 

The results of the consumer survey show that total consumption of 
food products is far from being measured by figures representing volume 
of trade through retail stores. 

(1) Items which seem to be purchased mainly through the stores: 
fruits mostly of outside origin, such as peaches, watermelons, etc.; cane 
fruits, strawberries and prunes; asparagus, cabbage, cauliflower, celery, 
corn, lettuce, onions, peppers, spinach, squash and tomatoes; butter, 
meats, and honey. 



TABLE LIV. ANNUAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CONSUMER DEMAND OF FRUITS AS GIVEN BY UNION COUNTY STORES '-1 
0 I Five selected stores I I All Union county stores es• 

Oct. 1927 - Sept. La Grande stores, (35). Country stores (28) esti-j timates 1928. 
1928 inclusive Estimates 1928 mates 1928. 
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Apples ............... fresh ............. .boxes .......... 541.00 108.00 4,922.00 169.70 29 1,199.50 74.90 16 6,121.50 136.03 45 
z ,., 

dried ........... _.pounds ........ 50.00 10.00 850.00 121.40 7 450.00 90.00 5 1,300.00 108.30 12 ><: canned .. ________ cases .... ~------ 7.00 1.40 129.00 16.10 8 28.00 5.60 5 157.00 12.00 13 
:::r::: 

preserves .. ___ .cases ___________ 5.00 1.00 56.00 6.20 9 32.00 5.30 6 88.00 5.80 15 cider .............. gallons ........ 197.00 40.00 552.00 39.40 14 63.00 15.70 4 615.00 34.10 18 0 vinegar .......... gallons _______ 1,717.00 343.00 10,210.50 340.30 30 5,980.00 260.00 23 16,190.50 305.40 53 ~ Cherries ............ fresh.---·---·····boxes .......... 45.50 9.00 474.50 29.60 16 138.00 13.80 10 612.50 23.50 26 M canned .......... cases ___________ 5.00 1.00 60.50 3.70 16 36.00 6.00 6 96.50 3.01 32 preserves ...... cases ........... 5.50 1.00 24.50 2.70 9 17.00 4.30 4 41.50 3.07 13 ~ Pears ................ .fresh .............. boxes ...•...... 106.00 21.00 792.00 39.60 20 204.00 14.50 14 996.00 29.20 34 
► dried ............ -pounds ....... 626.00 89.40 7 50.00 50.00 1 676.00 84.60 8 ::0 canned _________ cases ........... 25.00 5.00 194.00 8.08 24 158.50 75.40 21 352.50 78.30 45 ~ Prunes ............... fresh .... ~--------·boxes. ....... ____ 246.50 49.00 1,554.00 77.70 20 210.50 16.10 13 1,764.50 534.60 33 M dried .............. pounds ....... 3,862.00 772.40 31,283.00 1,203.10 26 8,478.00 403.70 21 39,761.00 845.90 47 ,., 

canned ............ cases ........... 1.00 .20 45.00 5.60 8 25.00 12.50 2 70.00 7.00 10 Ul 
Plums ................ fresh .............. boxes .......... 22.00 4.40 315.00 24.20 13 37.00 6.20 6 352.00 18.50 19 /'../l canne-d ...... ~ ... cases .......... ~ 3.00 .60 6.00 1.50 4 11.00 3.70 3 17.00 2.40 7 d Apricots ............ fresh .. --··--······boxes ........•. 161.00 32.20 1,642.00 74.60 22 263.00 23.90 11 1,905.00 57.70 33 

~ dried ........... _.pounds ....... 125.00 25.00 1,600.00 94.10 17 1,240.00 88.50 14 2,840.00 91.60 31 canned ..... -.... cases ..... - .... 40.00 8.00 261.00 10.00 26 156.00 8.20 19 417.00 9.20 45 i:'1 Peaches ............ .fresh ............ -boxes .......•.. 1,894.00 379.00 9,375.00 347.20 27 1,812.00 82.30 22 11,187.00 228.30 49 ><: dried ............. pounds ........ 419.00 84.00 6,497.00 341.90 19 2,357.00 196.40 12 8,854.00 285.60 31 canned ..... - ... cases ........... 153.00 31.60 610.00 24.40 25 386.00 18.30 21 996.00 21.60 46 i I Oranges ....... ·--··-······-·······--······cases ........... 346.00 69.00 2,695.50 98.80 30 797.00 37 .. 90 21 3,762.50 73.70 51 Grape£ ru it .. ·--·· fresh .............. cases ............ 44.50 8.80 585.50 25.40 23 183.50 13.10 14 769.00 20.70 37 canned ..... ·--··cases ........... 37.00 7.40 229.00 13.40 17 80.00 7.30 11 309.00 11.03 28 Lemons ........................ - .......... cases·-········- 104.00 20.80 1.071.00 35.70 30 475.50 19.80 24 1,546.50 28.60 54 Bananas ................................... pounds ........ 30,125.00 6,025.00 153,943.00 5,701.50 27 32,646.00 1,632.30 20 186,589.00 3,969.00 47 Pineapple .......... canned ........... cases.- ......... 222.00 44.40 156.50 39.10 4 66.00 22.00 3 222.50 31.70 7 Blackberries .... fresh .............. crates .......... 129.50 26.00 1,678.50 72.90 23 467.00 38.90 12 2,145.50 61.30 35 



canned .......... cases.- .. - ... . 
Logan berries ... fresh ............... era tes .. ···-··-· 

canned .~ ........ cases ..... -·· .. 
Raspberries ...... fresh ... -.-·---··-·crates ......... . 

canned ..... - ... cases·-··---·· 
S tr a wherries .... fresh ···-······-··crates_ ....... . 

canned ........... cases .......... . 
preserves ...... cases ..... -·--·· 

Blackcaps ......... fresh ... _ .......... crates ......... . 
Gooseberries .... fresh .... _ ......... pounds;.. .... -

canned ......... _ cases ........... . 
Misc. berries .. ., ..................... crates ......... . 
Asso. Pre• 

serves ............ canned .. ----•··cases ..... - ... . 
Currants ... -••-··fresh .............. gallons ....... . 
Cr an berries . .-... fresh ... _ ........ boxes .......... . 
Grapes ....... •••···········-··-·•·"'•·····.lugs ..•.......... 
Nu ts ............... -·-· wa ln u ts .. ____ .Poun d s. ·-···-· 

filberts .......... nounds ... -•·· 
others ........... Pounds ....... . 

Cantaloups ............. ·-···•···-·-•··crates ......... . 
Watermelons ......................... pounds ... _ .. . 

19.00 
88.50 
14.00 

121.00 
5.00 

559.50 
10.00 
14.00 
26.50 
24.00 
11.00 
55.00 

43.00 

46.00 
350.00 

3,975.00 
260.00 

2,441.00 
316.50 

41,525.00 

3.80 
17.70 

2.80 
24.00 

1.00 
112.00 

2.00 
2.80 
5.20 
4.80 
2.20 

11.00 

124.00 
753.50 

93.00 
1,786.50 

77.00 
4,320.00 

107.50 
62.00 
18.50 
24.00 

6.00 
55.00 

8.60 296.00 
160.00 

9.20 328.50 
70.00 1,743.00 

795.00 21,460.00 
52.00 1,220.00 

488.00 9,388.00 
65.60 3,41-5.00 

8,305.00 168,837.00 

5.30 23 101.00 
41.80 18 275.00 

4.20 22 91.00 
68.70 26 475.50 

4.05 19 61.00 
154.20 28 942.00 

5.30 20 45.00 
4.40 14 28.00 
6.20 3 8.00 

24.00 1 
1.50 4 5.00 

18.30 3 

17.40 17 161.50 
17.70 9 23.00 
13.10 25 85.00 
69.70 25 561.00 

692.20 31 6,955.00 
87.10 14 560.00 

323.70 29 5,883.00 
142.30 24 747.50 

6,754.00 25 101,338.00 

'Tj 
trj 

8.40 12 225.00 6.40 35 > 
22.90 12 1,028.50 34.20 30 

1.f) ,... 
11.40 8 184.00 6.10 30 Cd 
33.90 14 2,262.00 56.50 40 H r 

8.70 7 138.00 5.30 26 H 

44.80 21 5,262.00 107.30 49 
,., 

6.40 7 152.50 5.60 27 ~ 
4.00 7 90.00 4.30 21 0 
8.00 1 26.50 6.60 4 >rj 

24.00 24.00 1 trJ 1.70 3 11.00 1.50 7 
55.00 18.30 3 1.f) ,., 

9.50 17 457.50 13.40 34 > 
Cd 

7.70 3 183.00 15.20 12 r 
4.40 19 413.50 9.30 44 H 

1.f) 

31.10 18 2,304.00 53.50 43 ::r:: 
331.10 21 28,415.00 546.40 52 H 

56.00 10 1,780.00 74.10 24 :z; 
294.10 20 15,271.00 311.60 49 C) 

32.50 23 4,162.50 88.60 47 > 4,606.20 22 270,175.00 5,748.40 47 

~ 
~ 

~ 
trJ 
~ 
w. 

~ 
► ~ 
;,,: 
trj ,., 

'-1 _. 



TABLE LV. ANNUAL REQUIREMENTS FOR CONSUMER DEMAND OF VEGETABLES 
AS GIVEN BY UNION COUNTY STORES 

!
Five selected stores I I I 

Oct. 1927 - Sept. La Grande stores, (35). Country stores (28) esti• All Union county stores es· 
1928 inclusive Estimates 1928 mates 1928. timates 1928. 
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Asparagus ........ fresh·-····•······POUnds ........ 1,649.00 330.00 11,639.00 554.20 21 3,139.00 261.60 12 14,778.00 447.80 33 
canned. ________ .cases ........... 8.00 1.60 171.50 9.00 19 43.00 4.30 10 214.50 7.30 29 

Beans ................ fresh._ ........... nounds ....... 966.00 193.00 9,357.00 467.90 20 2,864.00 238.70 12 12,221.00 531.30 32 
dried.- ........... pounds ....... 17,022.00 3,405.00 72,851.00 2,698.20 27 34,846.00 1,515.00 23 107,697.00 2,153.90 50 
can11ed ______ ... cases ........... 336.00 67.20 1,303.50 44.90 29 730.50 30.40 24 2,034.00 38.30 53 

Beets ............... -'>unch ............ dozen 
bunches .. 78.00 16.00 1,642.50 91.20 18 982.50 89.30 11 2,625.00 90.50 29 

bulk ............... pounds ........ 231.00 46.00 812.00 162.40 5 99.00 49.50 2 911.00 130.10 7 
canned .. cases __________ 3.00 .60 98.00 7.50 13 21.00 5.20 4 119.00 7.00 17 

Cab bage ........... .iresh._ ........... pounds ... _ ... 19,424.00 3,885.00 173,202.00 6,185.80 28 32,227.00 1,611.40 20 205,429.00 4,279.70 48 
canned ________ ~cases ........... 21.50 4.20 I 61.SO 9.50 17 66.00 5.50 12 227.50 7.80 29 

Carrots.- ......... _',unch ............ dozen 
bunches .. 368.00 73.60 14.560.00 693.30 21 1,635.00 125.80 13 16,195.00 476.30 34 

bulk ............... pounds ........ 3,310.00 662.00 12,964.00 762.50 17 2,541.00 317.60 8 15,505.00 620.20 25 
Cauliflower 222.50 44.50 1,159.50 55.20 21 263.00 20.20 13 1,422.50 41.80 34 

and broc-
coli .. •··-····························-- crates .......... 

Celery ........ --···· ...... ·············-·dozen 
bunches .. 501.00 100.00 5,913.00 227.40 26 839.00 42.00 20 6,752.00 146.70 46 

Corn .................. fresh ............. doz. ears ..... 579.00 ]16.00 7,519.00 289.20 26 1,668.00 92.70 18 9,187.00 208.70 44 
canned .......... cases ........... 452.00 90.40 2,110.00 68.10 31 1,007.00 45.80 22 3,117.00 58.80 53 

Cucumbers·-··-·······-··-·•····-··dozen .......... 115.00 23.00 1,378.00 76.60 18 525.00 43.70 12 1,903.00 48.70 30 
Lettuce·-···••h-------·-···-~-------·-·crates ...... _ ... 529.00 106.00 3,878.50 155.10 25 550.00 26.20 21 4,428.50 96.20 46 
Onions _____________ green ........ _. .. dozen 

bunches .. 162.00 32.40 2,512.50 132.20 19 1,533.50 139.40 11 4,046.00 134.80 30 
dry ........... _ .... ,pounds ........ 16,299.00 3,260.00 105,404.00 3,5 I 3.50 30 47,095.00 2,140.70 22 152,499.00 2,932.60 52 

Parsnips .............................. -.pounds .. ·--· 2,130.00 426.00 11,837.00 623.00 19 3,639.00 404.30 9 15,476.00 552.70 28 

'-1 
N 



Peas .................. fresh ............. pounds ... •-··· 1,686.00 337.00 13,898.00 731.40 19 2,160.00 144.00 15 16.058.00 472.20 34 
cann eel ______ --· .cases.-------·-- 261.00 52.00 1,821.00 58.70 31 693.00 30.10 23 2,514.00 46.50 54 
dried ...... -....... pounds ........ 252.00 50.40 787.00 71.60 II 100.00 100.00 1 887.00 73.90 12 

Peppers ...............•.................. ,pounds ........ 1,121.50 224.00 2,887.50 151.90 19 2,090.00 !30.60 16 4,977.50 142.20 35 
Pickles .............. canned .......... cases ........... 112.00 22.40 478.00 18.40 26 235.50 I J.80 20 713.50 15.50 46 

bulk ............. ..g-allons ........ 1,270.50 66.90 19 637.00 45.50 14 1,907.50 57.80 33 
Potatoes.----------·---·------------------Pounds .... --• 167,677.00 33,535.00 817,377.00 27,246.00 30 388,982.00 16,912.20 23 1,206,359.00 22,761.40 53 
Radishes ................................• dozen 

bunches .. 216.00 43.20 1,424.50 75.00 19 396.00 26.40 .15 1,820.50 53.50 34 
Rhubarb .................................. pounds .... -.. , 1,639.00 328.00 8,047.00 447.00 18 1,923.50 174.90 11 9,970.50 343.80 29 

Spinach .. -------·--~:~!1~~i_-_-_~--~--~----~~~e~~:~:-.:·.::· 3,202.00 640.00 19,808.00 900.40 22 4,809.00 343.50 14 24,617.00 683.80 36 
40.00 8.00 251.00 9.30 27 82.00 5.10 16 333.00 7.70 43 

Squash .............. fresl1. ............ Pounds ........ 6,650.00 1,330.00 22,438.00 1,019.90 22 15,297.00 1,274.80 12 37,735.00 1,109.80 34 
canned ......... ..cases ........... 1.00 .20 37.00 3.10 12 18.00 2.60 7 55.00 2.80 19 

Pumpkin .......... .fresh ............. J>ounds ........ 565.50 113.00 4,424.00 260.20 17 2,306.50 288.30 8 6,730.50 269.20 25 
canned .......... cases ........... 28.00 5.60 182.00 6.50 28 43.00 3.30 13 225.00 5.40 41 

s. Potatoes ...... bulk .............. ,oounds ........ 15,931.00 3,186.00 56,308.00 2,252.30 25 14,892.00 827.70 18 71,206.00 1,655.90 43 
Turnips·-··-······bunch ........... .dozen 

bunches .. 212.50 42.50 948.50 118.60 8 133.00 26.60 5 1,081.50 83.10 13 
bulk ............. pounds ........ 2,467.00 493.00 10,983.00 578.00 19 1,774.00 295.70 6 12,757.00 510.20 25 

Rutabagas ............................. {lounds ........ 105.00 21.00 4,400.00 338.50 13 1,325.00 331.00 4 5,725.00 336.70 17 
Tomatoes ......... fresh .............. pounds ..... -• 23,460.00 4,692.00 148,013.00 5,286.20 28 42,757.00 1,859.00 23 190,770.00 3,740.50 ,1 

canned .......... cases ........... 497.00 99.40 2,394.00 77.20 31 1,287.00 53.60 24 3,681.00 66.90 55 
Misce11aneous 

produce .... •--·-·····-------------~------------------·---$1,555.66 $311.13 $1,478.35 $369.59 4 $]29.47 $43.!5 3 $1,607.82 $229.69 7 



'-1 
TABLE LVI. ANNUAL REQUIREMENT FOR CONSUMER DEMAND OF POULTRY PRODUCTS, DAIRY PRODUCTS, MEAT, .i,.. 

CEREAL PRODUCTS AND HONEY AS GIVEN BY UNION COUNTY STORES 

Eggs ................. .full cases ...... dozen ......... . 
loose _____________ ,dozen ......... . 
totaL. ............. dozen ......... . 

Poultry .................................... pounds ....... . 
Dciiry products 

Milk ............... whole ............ quarts ........ . 
Cheese ...... -~ .. .canned .......... cases .... ., .... . 

crean1 ............ pin ts __________ _ 
Cheese ....... -.American ... __ puuud.s ....... . 

Misc.------------.pounds ....... . 
Butter ·-··········•-·················POUnd s .. ••·-· 
Butter sub-

stitutes .... ______________________ pounds _____ _ 
Meat 

Beef...·-·······························POUnds.- .... . 
Veal.. ................................... pounds ....... . 
Mutton and 

lamb._ .............................. pounds ..... _. 
Pork .............. fresh .............. pounds ....... . 

cured ___________ pounds ______ "' 
lard ..............• pounds ....... . 

Lard •ub-
stitu tes .... _______________________ pounds ______ _ 

Fish .•............ .fresh ............... pounds ...... . 
cured ........... _..pounds ...... . 
cann ed .......... cases .......... . 

Can' d meats ____________________ "'cases ..... . 

I 
Five selected stores ·1 I [ 

Oct. 1927 - Sept. .All La Grande stores, (35). Country stores (28) esti·• All Union county stores es• 
1928 inclusive I Estimated 1928. mates 1928. I timates 1928. 

'ii 
" 0 s 
"' 

11,670.00 
24,803.00 
36,473.00 

29,494.00 
780.50 

3,994.00 
5,969.00 
1,314.00 

30,850.00 

6,894.00 

27,721.00 
17,053.00 

9,060.00 

826.00 
158.50 
134.00 

il 
P-

2,334.00 
4,960.60 

] 
0 
f-< 

7,294.60 159,546.00 4,558.40 
114,460.00 28,615.00 

5,899.00 159,140.00 
156.10 6,181.50 
798.80 28,182.00 

1,194.00 44,875.00 
263.00 7,056.00 

6,170.00 180,280.00 

1,379.00 51,566.00 

4,973.10 
237.80 

1,342.00 
1,402.30 

320.70 
5,302.30 

2,714.00 

908,000.00 151,333.30 
················ 142,560.00 23,760.00 

················ 29,680.00 5,936.00 
287,040.00 47,840.00 

5,544.00 515,198.00 16,839.90 
3,411.00 370,731.00 12,357.70 

1,812.00 

165.00 
31.70 
27.00 

57,502.00 
29,000.00 

2,817.00 
1,151.50 
1,145.00 

1,982.80 
5,800.00 

352.10 
35.90 
38.10 

3 5 68,871.00 
4 4,950.00 

32 70,734.00 
26 1,575.00 
21 17,918.00 
32 30,041.00 
22 1,861.00 
34 66,215.00 

2,754.80 
825.00 

7,859.30 
65.60 

2,986.30 
1,430.50 

155.08 
2,649.00 

19 10,570.00 1,174.40· 

6 343,100.00 28,591.60 
6 40,040.00 4,448.80 

5 4,600.00 766.60 
6 215,800.00 17,983.40 

30 89,833.00 3,905.70 
30 96,329.00 4,013.70 

29 14,183.00 
5 3,060.00 
8 4,864.00 

32 391.00 
30 630.00 

787.90 
765.00 
694.80 

17.70 
31.50 

25 228,417.00 3,806.90 
6 119,410.00 11,941.00 

9 229,874.00 
24 7,756.50 

6 46,100.00 
21 74,916.00 
12 8,917.00 
25 246,495.00 

9 62,136.00 

5,606.60 
155.10 

1,707.40 
1,413.50 

262.20 
4,178.00 

2,219.10 

12 1,251,100.00 69,505.50 
9 182,600.00 12,173.30 

·6 34,280.00 3,116.30 
12 502,840.00 27,935.50 
23 605,031.00 11,415.60 
24 467,060.00 8,649.20 

18 
4 
7 

22 
20 

71,685.00 
32,060.00 

7,681.00 
1,542.50 
1,775.00 

1,525.20 
3,562.20 

512.06 
28.50 
35.50 

60 
10 

41 
50 
27 
53 
34 
59 

28 

18 
15 

11 
18 
53 
54 

47 
9 

15 
54 
50 



Cereal Products 
Wheat cer'Jsflour .. - .......... barrels ....... . 

wheat nk_g. ___ cases __________ _ 
1,023.50 204.70 4,710.00 151.90 

978.00 196.00 5,264.00 17 5.40 
crackers .... ~ .. cases _________ . 777.00 156.00 451.00 150.30 

Oat cereal.. .. hulk .............. bales .......... . 72.00 14.40 596.00 31.30 
oat pkg. ________ cases __________ _ 331.00 66.00 1,827 .oo 57.09 

Corn cereal ... hulk .............. bales .......... . 72.00 14.40 520.00 24.70 
corn nk~C--- cases .......... . 175.00 35.00 2,137.00 71.20 

Bread ................................. loaves ........ . 147,345.00 29,469.00 764,131.00 23,155.40 
Honey · 

in _jars ..... ____ cases __________ _ 2.00 .40 103.00 9.40 
in dns______ cases __________ _ 74.00 15.00 724.00 24.90 
comb ....... _____ cases .......... . ]0.50 2.10 91.00 6.06 

31 2,600.00 100.00 
30 2,453.00 116.80 

3 298.00 149.00 
19 241.00 14.10 
32 810.00 36.80 
21 136.00 8.50 
30 487.00 24.30 
33 306,033.00 13,305.70 

19 32.00 4.40 
29 152.00 7.60 
15 52.50 5.80 

26 7,310.00 
21 7,717.00 

2 749.00 
17 837.00 
22 2,637.00 
16 656.00 
20 2,624.00 
23 1,070,164.00 

7 135.00 
20 876.00 

9 143.50 

128.30 57 
151.30 51 
149.80 5 
23.20 36 
48.80 54 
17.70 37 
52.40 50 

19,110.07 56 

5.10 26 
17.80 49 

5.90 24 
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(2) Items where more is home grown than purchased from stores: 
apples, cherries, plums, currants and gooseberries; peas, beans, root 
vegetables, cucumbers, green onions, radishes, rhubarb, and pumpkin; 
milk, eggs, and poultry. 

(3) Items which are purchased direct from growers more than other· 
wise, and implying a certain amount of peddling: apples, cherries, and 
pears. 

(4) Direct peddling of out-of-town growers is mostly to stores and 
only in small proportions to local consumers direct. The most importarit 
items are cantaloups, peaches, and watermelons. 

SUMMARY OF RETAIL STORE TRADE 

Practicability of a farmers' market depends on the volume of trade 
it can reach within the district. How much of the total trade a 
farmers' market can hope to capture depends on the circumstances asso· 
ciated with each of these products. In order to help in analyzing the 
possibilities, a table has been prepared showing (1) the trade volume of 
certain specific stores accurately checked; (2) the estimated trade of La 
Grande stores; (3) the trade of the country stores, and (4) a total for all 
stores of the county. 

It will be observed that the items are listed according to the manner 
in which they are marketed, whether fresh, dried, or canned, and that a 
few new items not heretofore mentioned have been added in the table 
because of their p·ossible value in understanding the whole marketing 
problem. Pages 70 to 75, ·inclusive, contain the tabulation presenting this 
volume of trade in Union county. 

UNION COUNTY MARKETS AND FACILITIES 

TRADE CENTERS 

La Grande is the largest trading center in Union county. Nearly 
10,000 people or about 60 percent of the population of the county reside 
in this one center. It is also a concentration and distributing point for 
a wide outlying country. The Union Pacific Railway Company main
tains a division headquarters there and two large sawmills provide em• 
ployment for additional workers. Agriculture, however, is the outstand· 
ing industry and on its development rests most of the future possibilities 
for county development. 

Union is next in population, having about 1,700 people. Agriculture 
is the basis of its maintenance, although there are some industries such 
as a sawmill, flour-mill, fruit-packing plant, Experiment Station, state 
fish hatchery, and others. Irrigation is practised rather extensively in 
the Union district. 

Elgin is third in size with a population of about 1,120. It is some
what removed from other centers, being in a subsidiary valley and con• 
venient for trading for a part of the county. Its background is mainly 
agricultural, divided between grain, fruit, and stock, but there are a few 
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separate industries, such as a planing-mill, sawmill, flour-mill, and fruit
packing plant. 

North Powder, with a population of about 600, serves the trade pur
poses of an extensive, heavy producing territory between the Grande 
Ronde Valley and Baker. The inhabitants in the district are too far 
removed from either Baker or La Grande to trade conveniently, there-

Fig. 52. Map of Union county showing position of towns. 

fore have need of North Powder as a trading center. Grain, hay, and 
stock predominate as products, but there are other industries: a saw
mill, flour-mill, grain warehouse, railroad icing plant, and two logging 
outfits. 
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Other independent trade centers in approximate order of population 
are: Pondosa, a new lumber-mill town of about 500 inhabitants; Cove, 
in the cherry and small fruit district,, population about 400; Imbler, an 
apple, grain, and potato shipping center, population about 250; Island 
City, population about 150, an important concentration center for farm 
products and the largest flour-shipping point, only two miles from La 
Grande; and several smaller towns including Kamela, a· railroad town, 
Medical Springs, a farming and health resort town, Telocasset, a railroad 
town, Summerville, Alice], Hilgard, and Starkey. 

POPULATION 

The total population of the county when the 1920 Census was taken 
was 16,636. There were 15,488 native born white, 996 foreign born white, 
and 152 of other races. There seems to have been very little change in 
population during the past 25 or 30 years, except decreases in rural dis
tricts and a rapid increase at La Grande. 

TRANSPORTATION 

Transportation in Union county is reported by users as generally 
satisfactory and adequate as far. as the physical aspect is concerned. A 
transcontinental line, the Union Pacific System, runs through the county 
and a branch line runs north from La Grande into Wallowa county, 
serving the needs of the shippers very well. Complaints of shippers are 
about rates rather than service. 

In number and condition of roads, the county seems to be well
situated. The Oregon Trail Highway forms a main artery of travel 
across the county and another highway very nearly as good runs in a 
northerly direction into Wallowa county. A number of good market 
roads form branches from the main highway to, reach the more import
ant outlying points. Some of the other roads are graded and in fair 
condition. There are a few poor roads, especially during winter and 
spring. Mileages of respective roads were reported as follows: 

Total Oiled Unoiled Improved Unim-
mileage Paved n1acadam macadam e_arth proved 

State highways ............ 85 9 63 13 
County market roads 165 55 25 85 
Other county roads .... 1,250 150 350 750 

Totals -----~---------------- 1,500 9 63 218 375 835 

The highways provide for three different types of transportation 
affecting this study: (1) trucking by concerns operating as common 
carriers, (2) trucking by private companies for hire, and (3) trucking by 
individuals. 

The Public Service Commission reported "truck companies operating 
as common carriers in Union county at the present time under the juris
diction of the Commission," La Grande, S; North Powder, 6; Imbler, 2; 
Cove, 2; Union, 4; Elgin, 2; total, 21. Of these some four or five are 
operating on regular schedule or approximately so, and the remainder of 
them are available as traffic demands. Two or three concerns operate 
on a scale to constitute transportation systems. 
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The extent of motor transportation of food products was not deter
mined, but it is safe to say there is considerable. A driver for one 
freight line said twenty tons a day, but this would include canned goods, 
which are heavy. Fresh produce moves in some volume by regular 
truck lines but not to any great extent. It consists generally in serving 
a regular trade from dealer to dealer and occasionally between grower 
and dealer. 

Another type of trucking upon which some observations were made 
has to do with peddlers from the outside. It appears that there were: 
(I) about seven truckers who made rather regular trips for the greater 
part of the growing season, (2) a few more who made somewhat regular 
trips for particular periods during the season, (3) a number who made 
occasional trips at irregular intervals, and (4) a number, rather difficult 
to enumerate closely, who made one trip or so. 

The character of this kind of transportation' is shown in Table 
LVIII. 

One of the regular truckers admitted a loss of $1,000 from the year's 
operation and there is reason to believe that he meant a money loss, not 
accounting thereby for overhead and his own time. Some of these 
peddlers greatly undersell the market but a number of them do not 
appear to be operating along the lines of sound business practice. Their 
produce is often of good enough quality but their market is unsteady 
and they are subject to competition among themselves. 

An attempt was made to obtain an expression from the merchants 
regarding' the number of out-of-county truckers making trips over a 
year's time and several of the merchants estimated a year-round average 
of from one to two of them per day, more of them in the gro,wing season, 
less or none in the middle of winter. At Island City the estimate was 
an average of one per day for all the gTowing season with some days as 
many as four or five. An Imbler merchant estimated five a week during 
the growing season, mostly from Freewater and Walla Walla. 

CURB MARKETING BY PEDDLERS 

In addition to the truckers selling mainly to stores, there are a few 
instances of those who do a curb market business now and then, although 
there is nothing regular or dependable about that. For example, on 
August 24, there were at least four and possibly six peddlers selling 
peaches from the curb in La Grande, and to some extent from house to 
house. One of these peddlers claimed to have brought into the county 
1,400 crates of strawberries, and a year ago, 20 tons of watermelons and 
cantaloups, 1,000 app,Je boxes of peaches, and 16 tons of grapes. This is 
probably an overestimate but there is no way to check the validity of 
the statement, and it might be correct. 

These curb market peddlers come usually in the peak season of some 
line of produce, like peaches, tomatoes, melons, or grapes. Mixed loads 
of miscellaneous products were not observed to be handled in this way. 
In 1928 these peddlers seemed to be the busiest during the last week in 
September and the first week in October. During this period of two 
weeks there was an average of about one of these curb marketers a day. 
On one day there were two, and one of them appeared for three consecu-
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TABLE LVIII. PEDDLER TRUCKING DATA 

0 I 
z 
... 
" :; E 
"" 0 

"' '"' ll. P< 

I. Umatilla ..... . 

2. Freewater ___ _ 

3. Milton ......... . 
4. Milton ......... . 

5. Walla Walla .. 

6. Source of 
produce ___ _ 

7. Walla Walla .. 

8. Milton-Free• 
water 

9. Baker ........... . 

10. Pasco 
11. Source of 

produce ___ _ 

12. Milton 
13. Freewater .... 
14. West 
IS. Baker 

16. Baker 
17. Eagle Val-

ley 

18. Portland ..... . 
19. Irrigon ....... . 
20. Freewater ... . 

21. No record .... 

9 
unknown Hermiston 

Umatilla 
Freewater 
Walla Walla 
and others .. 

Totals 

., 
·E 
"" " "" ... 
0 
u 
" ~ 

9 

13 

4 
2 

12 

17 

12 

2 

2 

6 

2 
I 
I 
I 

2 

9 

107 

"' .:?: 
.b"' " "' o·E "" " "' a Z" .s 
""= - E 

>,o, 0 0 --"""' 
I 

~ro~ " !:l 
;.:l E"' 

N 0 
ui E-< 

tons tons 
26 

45 

32 
18 

I 26 

3.5 157.S 

1.5 48 
2 36 

48 2.5 120 

42 

46 

2.5 105 

3 138 

18 2 

24 3 

18 2 

48 2 

16 2 
6 1.5 
2 1.5 
6 2.5 

8 

6 1.5 

I 3 
I 2 
s · 1.s 

av. 1.5 

9 av. 1.5 

430 

36 

72 

36 

96 

32 
9 
3 

12 

8 

9 

2 
3 
7.5 

7.5 

13.S 

977 

Range 

Highway to 
Baker 

Highway to 
Baker 

All Union 
county; 
sometimes 
Baker 

La Grande, 
Union 

Mainly La 
Grande 

Mainly La 
Grande 

Highway 

General 

La Grande 
La Grande 
La Grande 
Union coun-

ty except 
La Grande 

Not especially 
La Grande 

Notes 

25 A. all in melons 

Picks up whe-e he 
can find loads 

SO A. and 3 men on 
farm. 

Not regular; drifts 
with the market a 
little 

Entered field last of 
season, and was the 
last to be operating 
regularly 

Picks up where he 
can find loads 

Not regular 
Not regular 
Unloading surnlus 
Hauls f r o m Eagle 

Valley, but gets 
melons in Irrigon 

Met in North Powder 

Hauling for some one 
else 

S o 1 d retail among 
farmers of county 
not in La Grande 

May have come again 
but no record 

Records taken only 
with respect to the 
call and nature of 
load 

tive days. Their loads consisted of tomatoes, peaches, and grapes. An
other 40 or 50 tons of produce could be safely added to the total tonnage 
figured in Table LVIII, or possibly even double that amount. The close 
of the peach season is the end of greatest activity on the part of these 
curb market men. 



UNION CovNTY MARKETS AND FACILITIES 81 

LOCAL TRUCKING 

Within the county there is a host of farmers who haul their own 
products such as milk, cream, vegetables, etc. There was not a thorough 
enough survey of the producers to establish any authentic figures for the 
amount of transportation of this nature. Some approximation of the 
volume of traffic may be gained from the following data collected by 
the State Highway Commission on one day, August 17, 1928, when con
sideration is given to the foregoing discussion of trucking . 

Old Ore(lon Trail 
One mile east of La Grande 
One mile south of Union .... 

La Grande Wallowa Lake 
Highway 

Alice! ················--·-······•-··•-·-··· 
Minan Hill, 10 miles east 

of Elgin •-·•····-··-·-····•···-·-··•· 

.--Passenger~ 
cars 

Ore- Other 
gon states 

734 416 
366 372 

358 47 

124 40 

Stages 
and 

busses 

9 
9 

4 

4 

.--Trucks~ 
1.5 )\fore 

tons than 
and 1.5 

under tons 

48 
41 

44 

10 

37 
13 

30 

4 

MARKETING AGENCIES 

Horse-
drawn 

Motor- vehi- To-
cycles cles ta! 

7 21 1,322 
1 1 803 

8 492 

182 

The di·stribution of food products in Union county is not adjusted 
to any set system, but the customary wholesaler to retailer and retailer 
to consumer practice prevails. The sixty-five stores in the county, to
gether with three bakeries, handle the products in the customary man
ner. There is one ·wholesale produce house, although there were two of 
these in the early months of the year. One wholesale grocery, a branch 
of a Portland organization, is established in the principal market, La 
Grande. 

BesidE these regular channels there are private individuals marketing 
direct, peddlers from out of the county who sell for the most part to the 
stores, and a very small distribution through unorganized curb market
ing. It should be added that some direct selling is accomplished by 
means of established connections which the merchants have with growers 
both in and out of the county. 

There are a half-dozen fruit-packing plants, stressing mostly orchard 
fruits but some of them deal in potatoes and occasionally in other pro
duce, such as small fruits, tomatoes, celery, and lettuce. During the past 
season, however, the wholesale commission house has been the most used 
and most efficient of the regular agencies for the disposal of the miscel
laneous fruits and vegetables such as strawberries, lettuce, etc. 

There is no cannery in the county and certain of the products, cher
ries for example, are shipped to canneries in The Dalles and Portland. 
There has been some agitation for canneries in Union county by persons 
who see the physical possibilities for saving more of products that ordi
narily are wasted. The problem, however, has not yet been worked out 
to its logical conclusion from an economic standpoint. The practicability 
of the enterprise rather than sentiment is the most dependable basis on 
which to judge the probable result in establishing a cannery. 

Some 'cherries from Cove and prunes from Union are marketed co
operatively, but the bulk of products for outside shipment are handled 
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through private agencies. It is quite common for buyers interested in 
particular products to visit the county and make their deals privately. 
There is a cooperative poultry association which has not assumed larger 
proportions than disposal of products to the local market. Practically 
all the surplus eggs of the county are stored locally. The eggs are 
handled through a special arrangement with one of the creameries. 

There are two creameries in the county and several out of the 
county that furnish a market for the dairy industry. The most important 
of these is the Eastern Oregon Coop•erative Creamery. 

Six flour-mills serve to absorb a large amount of wheat and other 
grain, taking nearly all of the surplus above the amounts used for feed 
within the county. The mills also serve to collect grain shipped without 
processing to the primary markets, mainly Portland and for export. 

A meat·packing plant and several small butcher shops absorb the 
equivalent of several car-loads of livestock in a year, drawing mainly 
from Union and Wallowa counties. 

COMMON STORAGE 

The best data that could be gathered about storage facilities revealed 
the following conditions for apples and pears: 

Location 

Cove ··-·-·························································································· 
I.a Grande ................................................................................... . 
Elgin ···········-····································································-··········· 
Imbler ·······························-············································-········-··· 
Union ············-····---·---------·······---······--·········-··············----··-·---------·-· 

Frostproof 

boxes 
16,000 
50,000 
35,000 

140,000 
5,000 

246,000 

Other 

16,000 plus 
more-unknown 

35,000 
100,000 
unknown 

Definite information about prune storage was not obtained, but it 
seems that a part of the storage space in Cove and La Grande might be 
used for prunes for such time as a warehouse would be needed and the 
space later would be available for apples. Prunes, as well as pears are 
shipped from Union "as soon as possible." 

There is inadequate storage for potatoes. The pressure is greatest 
at La Grande, where for two years all the available space has been used. 
One grower at Alice! has a shed which is probably the largest privately 
owned potato storage shed in the county. Many farmers have small 
storage cellars, but not a great deal of good space for surplus stock. A 
report from Union states that the warehouse there "is full of potatoes, 
about 8 or 9 cars;" also that the storage space, that is, the public ware
house and private cellars, "would probably take care of all the potatoes, 
onions, etc., that are raised here at present." 

The storage capacity for eggs exceeds the actual pack. Capacity in 
La Grande is reported at 3,000 cases, and the ordinary pack probably 
does not exceed 2,000 cases. 
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PHYSICAL BACKGROUND OF THE UNION COUNTY 

MARKET AREA 

83 

The 1925 Census showed a total land area of about 1,284,480 acres 
in the county, of which 420,029 acres or 32.7 percent was in farms. This 
indicated a reduction of almost 21,000 acres of land in farms compared 
to the 1920 Census. The census indicates 1,218 farms in 1925 or SO less 
than in 1920 without change in size during that period. 
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Fig. 53. Comparative development of farms in state and county. 

Topography and elevation. The Grande Ronde Valley, about 15 
miles wide and 25 miles long, is the largest and most important unit. It 
is entirely encircled with mountainous land rising abruptly from the 
Valley floor, except a few narrow benches at the base of the mountains. 
The Elgin district to the north is a small valley gently rolling in charac
ter. The North Powder district is separated from the rest of Union 
county topographically and economically, being more directly associated 
with Baker county and the Baker City trade area. 

Several small farming districts and lumbering districts are tributary 
to the Grande Ronde district, and it should be remembered that the 
Grande Ronde Valley is the natural gateway for Wallowa county and is 
closely associated with it economically. The' Wallowa country is a 
market for some Union county produce and supplies some grain, feed, 
livestock, and livestock products. 

A factor of economic importance and especially in determining 
length of growing season and time of maturity is the elevation. The 
main part of the Grande Ronde Valley is between 2,700 and 2,800 feet 
above sea-level. North Powder is nearly a thousand feet higher and 
Medical Springs little less. At Pendleton the altitude is 1,074 feet; at 
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Enterprise, in Wallowa county to the north, 3,750 feet; at Baker Valley 
3,000 to 3,500 feet; at Hermiston 450 feet; at Milton-Freewater about 
1,000 feet; and at Walla \,Valla approximately 1,000 feet. 

Soils and irrigation. The soils of Union county are quite variable in 
character, either in type, fertility, tractability, water supply, drainage, 
alkalinity, or otherwise. These facts are presented in a detailed soil sur
vey made by the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station and the United 
States Bureau of Soils, and need not be elaborated on here. Because of 
the relationship between soils and the physical possibilities O•f production 
valuable information may be gained from· the report of the soils survey 
when it is published. 

It should be stated, however, that certain of the benches are well 
suited to the production of fruit and that there is enough good land for 
truck gardening to· produce all of such products likely to be profitable 
under present market conditions. Only the choicest sites should be 
selected for new plantings of fruit and vegetables. 

Summer-fallowing is practiced extensively and irrigation is practiced 
to a more or less extent on about 56,860 acres. The Grande Ronde 
River and particularly its tributary, Catherine Creek, supp,ly most of the 
irrigation water by direct-flow systems. A number of small areas are 
irrigated from mountain streams and springs about the foot-hills. 

The Grande Ronde River serves as the main drainage channel for 
the Valley. Improvements have been made in this respect, but there are 
swampy areas still to be seen. 

Climate. A summary of temperature and precipitation records taken 
during a long series of years may be found in the bulletin "A Program for 
Union County Agriculture," a digest of the county agricultural economic 
conference of 1924. Briefly, this reveals that precipitation averages from 
14 to 19 inches and the growing season averages 163 days. The average 
date o•f the last killing frost in the spring is given as April 23, and of the 
first killing frost in the fall as October 3. There are, of course, differ
ences in climatic conditions between localities within the area, but on the 
whole it may be said that the physical limitations to production of 
fruits and vegetables because of climate must be borne in mind when 
planning any program of exp·ansion. The selection of sites for pro
ducing early fruit and vegetables might well be undertaken on the basis 
of climatic records to be taken bv the individuals interested or through 
some organized activity in the g~neral interest of the community. 

Land utilization. About two-thirds of the area o,f Union county i~ 
forest and range land most of which will always be available for livestock 
grazing. Furthermore, about three-fourths of the land in farms is used 
for pasture or fallowed, while the farming land is particularly adapted to 
grain and forage production. There is reason to believe that livestock 
raising and dairying will continue to be the most important agricultural 
enterprises, although some development of other commodities should 
•mdoubtedly be encouraged. 
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TABLE LIX. LAND AREA AND FARM LAND 
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Approxintate land area Percent in farms All land in farms 

1925 ........... •-·········-······· 
1920 ..... •·····-··················· 
1910 ............................... . 

acres 
1,284,480 
1,284,480 
1,335,680 

% 
32.7 
34.4 
29.6 

acres 
420,029 
441,735 
395,769 
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Size and organization of farms. Farms from 175 to 500 acres pre
dominate and greatly outnumber the others, but the percentage of cro,p 
land harvested is in inverse ratio to the size of the farms-the larger the 
farm the smaller the percentage of its area in crop land. 

TABLE LX. LAND UTILIZATION IN UNION COUNTY lN 1925 

Percentage of Percent-
Number of Percentage of Landin all lands age of 

farms Size of farms all farms farms in farms Crop land crop land 

acres % acres % acres % 
230 under 10 a. 18.8 1,966 .5 1,209 61.5 
134 20-49 11.0 4,193 1.0 2,508 59.8 
113 50-99 9.3 8,333 2.0 3,923 47.0 
175 100,174 14.4 25,067 6.0 9,692 38.7 
332 175-499 27.3 103,850 24.7 34,295 33.0 
151 500-900 12.4 102,145 24.3 26,080 25.5 
83 1,000 and over 6.8 , 174,475 41.5 21,516 12.3 

Total 1,218 100.0 420,029 100.0 99,223 

The facts with resp•ect to the Union county conditions of tenancy are 
sho':"n in Table LXI giving the condition over a period of years. 

TABLE LXI. TENANCY 

1925 

1,218.0 
962.0 

79.0 
11.0 

.9 
245.0 

20.l 
16.8 

1920 

1,279.0 
1,031.0 

80.6 
12.0 

.9 
236.0 

18.5 
18.8 

1910 1900 

1,309.0 1,481.0 
1,089.0 1,221.0 

83.2 82.4 
18.0 15.0 

1.4 1.0 
202.0 245.0 

15.4 16.6 
15.1 17.8 



APPENDIX 

Note: In the treatment of individual commodities in the text, in 
almost every instance the car-load movements were discussed. In such 
cases they are not repeated in this tabulation. But other car-load move· 
ments seemed to bear on the whole subject enough to justify presenting 
in an appendix. 

Date No. of cars 

Peaches 
1927 
Seot. 
1928 
Aug. 

2 

2 

Sweet potatoes 

1927 
Sept. I 
Oct. I 
Nov. 3 

Flour and feed 

1927 
Dec. 
1928 
Jan. 
June 
July 
Aug. 

Cereals 

1927 
Seot. I 
Dec. 2 
1928 
Mar. I 
Apr. 2 
Aug. 2 

Cattle 

1927 
Sept. IO 

Oct. 3 
Nov. 4 

Dec. 9 
1928 
Jan. 4 
Feb. 8 

Mar. 4 

APr. 2 
May I 
June 2 
July 2 
Aug. 9 

CAR- LOADS RECEIVED 

Origin 

California, 1 ; Home, L----·········-·· 

Walla Walla, I; California, L. .... 

California 
California 
California 

Spokane ·----·---·-·--·---------------·-·-----······ 

~~~t!~~ :=:::::::==::=::. ::::=::::::::::=::::: 
Portland ·-···-····--·---························ 
Spokane ··-·-·----···············-·······---··-··-· 

Utah ·-···-····--·········-------··-··············-· 
Utah, 1 ; Portland, L ....... ·-··-··-··· 

Portland -····-·---···------···-·········-·····---· 
Utah, I; Michigan, L----····-··-····· Pottland, 1; Iowa, !. ____________________ _ 

Oregon City, 1; Weiser, 6; Jun~ 
tura, 2; Baker_, !. ______________________ _ 

Lostine, 1 ; Payette, 2 _________________ _ 
Oregon City, 1; Ontario, 1; El-

gin, I ; Joseph, L ........... _______ ... . 

Robinette, 8; Enterprise, I. ________ _ 

Harper, 2; North Powder, 2 ... - ... 
Robinette, 5; Stanfield, I; Ba-

ker, 2 --·········-----···----------·············· 
Haines, 1; Durkee, 2; Hermis-

ton, 1 ··--------~---~----·~······-·------·~-----
North Powder, 1; Hermiston, 1 
Springfield, I ··-·--------···--···-··········· 
Harper, 1; Elgin. 1 ··--------····------
EJgin, 1; lJnion Junction, L ...... ~ 
Enterprise, 3; Harper, 1; North 

Powder, 1; llaines, 1; Her-
miston, 2; Lostine, !. ..... _________ _ 
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Destination 

La Grande. 

La Grande. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 
La Grande. 

La Grande. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 
La Grande. 
La Grande. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 
La Grande. 

La Grande, 1; Union 1; North 
Powder, 8. 

La Grande, 1; North Powder, 2. 

Imbler, I ; Elgin, I ; La Grande, 
I ; North Powder, I. 

Union, 8; Elgin, I. 

Union, 2; La Grande, 2. 

La Grande, 8. 

La Grande, 4. 
La Grande, 2. 
Telocasset, 1. 
I111bler, 1; La Grande, 1. 
La Grande, 2. 

La Grande, 8; Imbler, I. 
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Date No. of cars 

Hogs 
1927 
Oct. 
Nov. 
Dec. 
1928 
Jan. 
Mar. 
July 

Horses 

1927 
Sept. 
Oct. 
1928 
May 

Sheep 

1927 
SePt. 

Oct. 
Nov. 
1928 
Feb. 
May 
June 
July 
Aug. 

4 
3 
2 

2 
I 
I 

2 
I 

24 

6 
I 

2 
74 

5 
2 
2 

Mixed livestock 

1927 
Sept. 
Dec. 
1928 
July 
Aug. 

Show stock 
1927 
Oct. 
Nov. 

Barley 
1928 
Jan. 
Apr. 

Corn 
1927 
Oct. 
1928 
Mav 
Au~. 

Oats 
1927 
Sept. 
Oct. 
Nov. 
1928 
Jan. 
i\iav 
June 
July 

Feed 
1927 
Nov. 
Dec. 
1928 
Mar. 
May 

2 
J 

I 
3 
2 

I 
2 
2 
I 

I 
2 

Origin 

Wallowa, 2; Enterprise, 2 __________ _ 
Elgin, 2; Weiser, 1-----·-··············· 
Enterprise, 1; North Powder, 1.. 

Imbler, 2 ...................•.....•.............• 
Haines --·····-----···-··············--······--······ 
Island City ..................................... . 

Burns, 1 ; Pendleton, 1. .............. . 
Union Junction ............... ., ____________ _ 

Pasco ---··········-··-········--·····-·······--······ 

Wallowa, 14; Meachem, I; Vin• 
cent, 1 ; 1Ii1gard, 1 ; Burns, 1 ; 
Haines, 4; Joseph, 2 ................. . 

t°ri"t"e1:-~·rite, ·T·:::::~=::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Joseph, I ; Hermiston, !.. ........... . 
Echo, 21 ; Arlington, 53 ............... . 
Pilot Rock, 4 ; Sherman, !.. ....... . 
l"Jgin, 2 ·····-······························-··· 
Pendleton, 1; Wallowa, l. .......... ~ 

Pendleton, I; Elgin, I; Baker, I 
Montana ·······---···------•--W••------·--·-·---·· 

Elgin ····-············································ 
Herrniston -----··--·--··---····--··---····--··-· 

Salem, I 
Portland 

Joseph, 2 ·····-······-························· 
Imbler ·-··········································· 

Neb1·aska ----··---·-·----·-·--·----··-·--··---·--

Colorado ., ...................................... . 
Colorado ....................................... . 

La Grande ..................................... . 
Elgin, 1; .Haines, 1; Union, L. __ 
Joseph, I ; North Powder, !.. ..... . 

North Powder ·······-······················· 
Union, 1; Imbler, L.--------·---··---·--
Imbler, 1 ; Hot Lake, !.. ............. . 
La Grande ..................................... . 

Portland 
Portland 

Portland ···········-··-····•····················· 
Portland, I; Island City, !.. ....... . 

Destination 

La Grande, 4. 
La Grande, 2; North Powder, I. 
La Grande. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 
La Grande. 

Union, I; Elgin, I. 
La Grande. 

La Grande. 

Elgin, 4; Imbler. 2; Union, 1; 
La Grande, 17. 

Imbler, 6. 
La Grande. 

La Grande, I ; Imbler, I. 
La Grande, 7 4. 
La Grande, 5. 
Imbler, 2. 
La Grande, 2. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 

Imbler. 
Imbler. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 

Elgin, I ; La Grande, I. 
La Grande. 

Island City. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 

North Powder. 
La Grande. 
Elgin, I ; La Grande, I. 

La Grande. 
La Grande, 1 ; Telocasset, 1. 
La Grande, 2. 
North Powder. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 

La Grande. 
La Grande, 1 ; Union. 1. 



Date No. of cars 

Wheat 
!927 
Sept. 6 

Oct. 10 

Nov. 21 

Dec. 9 

1928 
Jan. II 
Feb. 17 

Mar. 31 

Apr. 35 

May 18 

June 22 

July 4 

Aug. 7 

Poul try feed 
1927 
Sept. 
19~8 
Feb. ?, 
May I 
June I 

Hay 
!927 
Sept. 6 
Oct. 5 
Nov. 12 

Dec. 
1928 
Feb. I 
]\far. 2 
Apr. 2 
May 4 

Tune I 
July 5 
Aug. 8 

Canned goods 
1927 
Oct. I 
Nov. 3 
Dec. 3 

!928 
Mar. I 
ADr. 2 
June 4 
July 3 
Aug. I 

APPENDIX 

Origin 

La Grande. 2: Minan. 2: · Im-
bler. I : Rinehart. ! ................... . 

Alice!. 6: Telocasset. 2: Imbler. 
2 ··········•··········-····························· 

Alice!. 7: Imbler. 8: Union. I: 
Island City. I: Hot Lake. I: 
Joseph. I : Lostine. 2 ............... . 

Imbler. 3: Hot Lake. 2: Conley. 
2 : Lostine. I : Alice!. !.. ......... . 

Imbler. 5: Conley. 6 ................... . 
Imbler. 3: Enterprise. I: Wal

lowa. I: Mission. I : Hot 
Lake. I : Conley. 10 ...... .-......... . 

Alice!. I: Imbler. 12: Hot Lake. 
6; Conl'c}'. 3 : Mission. 3: EJ. 
gin. I ! Cayeuse. 5.- .................. . 

Alice!. 7: Imbler. 7: Hot Lake. 
5 : Conley. 6 : Clem. I : Elgin. 
4: Cayeuse. 2: North Powder. 
I: Island City. 2 ..................... . 

Alice!. 12: Imbler. I: Elgin. 3: 
Adams. 2 ···············-····-············· 

Alice!. 3: Imbler, 3: Elgin. 6: 
Wallowa. 6: Island City. 4 ..... . 

Imbler. I: Island City 2: Wal. 
Iowa. I ...................... : .•............... 

Alice!. 6: Island City. !.. ............. . 

Portland 

Portland 
Portland 
Portland 

H enniston. 2: Haines. 4 ............. . 
Haines. 3: Umatilla. I: Imbler. I 
North Powder. 9: Rhinehart. I : 

Hot Lake. I : Barnett. !. ........ . 

Hot Lake ....................................... . 

Henkle ........................................... . 
Island City. I: Wallowa. !.. ....... . 
Haines. I: La Grande. !.. ........... . 
Imbler. 2: Island City. I : Haines. I __________________ , ________________ _ 

Imbler ............................................. . 
Imbler. 3: Hermiston. 2 ............. . 
Hermiston. I: Haines. I: Im• 

bier. 3: Stanfield. I: Wal-
lowa. 2 ..........•............................. 

Nampa ........................................... . 
Murray. Utah. I: Portland. 2 ..... . 
Portland. I: Iowa. I: Logan. 

Utah. I ....................................... . 

Nampa ·············-························-··· 

Portland. I: Indiana. I: Utah. 2 
Portland. 2: Nampa. !.. ............... . 
Portland ···········-··•: ........................ . 
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Destination 

La Grande. I : Elgin, 3: Imbler. 
2. 

La Grande. 7 : Elgin. 3. 

Elgin. 5 : La Grande. 16. 

Elgin. 2: Imbler. I: La Grande. 
6. 

Elgin. 4: La Grande. 7. 

Elgin. 4: La Grande. I 3. 

Elgin. 10: Imbler. 3: Union. I: 
La Grande. 17. 

Union. I: Imbler. 3: La Grande. 
31. 

Imbler. I: La Grande. 17. 

La Grande. 22. 

La Grande. 4. 
La Grande. 7. 

La Grande. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 
La Grande. 

Telocasset. 2: La Grande. 4. 
La Grande. 5. 

Telocasset. I : La Grande. 10 : 
Elgin. I. 

La Grande. 

La Grande. 
Telocasset. I : Elgin. I. 
La Grande. I : North Powder. I. 

La Grande. 2: Elgin. I : Telo-
casset. I. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 4: Telocasset. I. 

Elgin. 2; Telocasset. I : La 
Grande. 5. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 

La Grande. 

La Grande. 
La Grande. 
La Grande. 
La Grande. 
La Grande. 
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Date No. of cars 

Butter 
1927 
Sept. 
1928 
May 
June 
July 
Aug. 

Flour 
1927 
Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

1928 
Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Cattle 
1927 
Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

1928 
Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 
May 
June 

July 

Aug. 

2 
I 
I 
3 

40 

51 

34 

35 

49 

29 

63 

34 

12 

4 

10 

10 

24 

16 

22 

13 

12 

II 
2 
9 

20 

15 

CAR-LOADS FORWARDED 

Origin 

La Grande 

La Grande ···································-· 
La Grande ································•··-· 
La Grande ·······•·······•···················-· 
La Grande, 3 ························•····-··· 

Elgin, 8; Union, 9; La Grande, 
23 ·········································-······· 

Elgin, 9; Union, 12; La Grande, 
30 ·················································· 

Elgin, 5; Union, 9; La Grande, 
20 ·················································· 

Elgin, 4; Union, 13; La Grande, 
18 ············································•····· 

Elgin, 11 ; Union, 10; La 
Grande 28 ................................... . 

Union, 10; La Grande, I 9 ........... . 

Union, 14; Elgin, 12; La 
Grande, 37 ................................. . 

Union, 7; Elgin, 9; La Grande, 
18 ············································•····· 

Elgin, I · La Grande, 1 !.. ........... . 

Elgin, I ; La Grande, 10 ............. . 

Elgin, 2; La Grande, 9 ............... . 

La Grande, 4 ...................................• 

Union, 2; Imbler, 2; La 
Grande, 2; North Powder, 4 

Union, 3; Imbler, I; La Grande, 
I; North Powder, 2; Elgin, 3 

Union, 6; Imbler, 7; La Grande, 
I; North Powder, 6; Elgin, 4 

Union, 7; 
Elgin, 1. 

North Powder, 8; 

Union, 8; North Powder, 14; 
Imbler, I ···········-······················· 

Union, 7; North Powder, 5; La 
Grande, I ·-··---·---···-··-·················· 

Union, 3; North Powder, 6; La 
Grande, 3 ..•................................. 

Union, 5; North Powder, 6 ....... . 
North Powder, 2 •........................... 
Union, 4; North Powder, 2; La 

Grande, 3 ·····-····························· 
Union, 4; North Powder, 10; 

La Grande, 6 ............................. . 

North Powder, II; Hilgard, 3; 
La Grande, 1 ............................. . 

Destination 

California. 

Portland, I ; Massachusetts, 1. 
California. 
California. 
California, 3. 

Portland, 36; California, 4. 

Portland, 49; California, I ; Til 4 

lamook, 1. 

Portland, 28; California, 6. 

Portland, 27; California, S ; 
Iowa, I ; Illinois, I ; Baker, 1. 

California, 7; Portland, 41; Wal· 
Iowa, 1. 

California, 6; Portland, 2 i ; 
Iowa, I ; Tennessee, 1. 

Portland, 42; Enterprise, 1 ; 
Missouri, 1; Tennessee, 7; 
California, 1 ; Iowa, 3; Illi
nois, 1; Medford, 1; New 
York, 2; Wisconsin, 1; New 
Jersey, I ; Oklahoma, I ; Colo
rado, 1. 

Portland, 20; California, 4; 
Iowa, 2; Tennessee, 6; Miss
ouri, 2. 

Portland, 4; Enterprise, 1 ; CaH
fornia, 5 ; Tillamook, 1 ; lowa, 
I. 

Portland, 2; Enterprise, 1 ; Cali
fornia, 3; Iowa, 4; Illinois, 1. 

Portland, 1 ; Enterprise, 1 ; Cali
fornia, 5; Tennessee, 2; Il?i
nois, 1 ; Colorado, 1. 

California, 4. 

Portland, 9; Wallowa, I. 

Portland, 9 ; Arlington, 1. 

Portland, I 7; Idaho, I ; Imbler, 
1 ; 5 unknown. 

Portland, 10 ; The Dalles, 3 · 
Pilot Rock, 3. 

Portland, 20; Pilot Rock, I ; 
Union, 2. 

Portland, 10; Lewiston, 3. 

Portland, 12. 
Portland, IO ; La Grande, I. 
Portland, 2. 

Portland, 7; Imbler, I ; Wing, I. 

Portland, 18; La Grande, I ; 
Thorn Hollow, I. 

Portland, 9; 6 unknown. 



Hogs 

1927 
Sept. 
Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

1928 
Jan. 

Feb. 
Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 
Aug. 

Horses 

1927 
Sept. 

Oct. 
Nov. 
Dec. 

1928 
Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 
May 

June 

Aug. 

2 
7 

13 

14 

6 
7 

7 

7 

7 

.1 
6 

13 

I 
4 
4 

4 

14 

4 

I 
3 

7 

Mixed livestock 
1927 
Sept. 3 
Oct. 2 
Nov. 1 
Dec. 4 
1928 
Jan. I 
Feb. I 
Mar. 2 
Apr. l 
June 4 
July 6 

Sheep 
1927 
Sept. 62 
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Elgin, I; North Powder, !.. ..... . 
Eli(in, I: North Powder, 2; 

·union, 2; La Grande, 2-----------
Elgin, 2; North Powder, I; 

Union, 2 -----·--···-················--·-······ 
Imbler, 3; North Powder, 8; 

Union, 2 -----···············-··········-······ 

Imbler, 3; Eli(in, 2; North 
Powder, 8; Union, L .............. . 

North Powder, 3; La Grande, 3 
North Powder, 3.; La Grande, 

3; Te1ocasset, l--·······--·-----------·
Elgin, 2; North Powder, 3; 

Union, I; La Grande, I--·····-··
Elgin, I; North Powder, 3; La 

Grande, 3 ·-·············-···-·············-· 
Eli(in, 2; North Powder, 3; La 

Grande, 2 •................................... 
North Powder, 2; La Grande, I 
North Powder, 2; La Grande, 

3; Union, 1 ................................. . 

Elgin, I ; North Powder, I ; La 
Grande, IO; Hilgard, !.. ........... . 

La Grande, !.. ................................. . 
North Powder, 2; Hilgard, 2 ..... . 
North Powder, 2; Hilgard, I ; 

La Grand, I ·······-····--·-·•···-········ 

North Powder, 4 ........................... . 

North Powder, 5; La Grande, 9 

North Powder, I; Union, I; La 
Grande, 2 -·----·-·-----··-··--············--· 

La Grande, I .•.•.•............................ 
La Grande, 2; Union, L ..... . 

La Grande, I ; Union, 5; Hil-
gard, I ......................•.............•... 

North Powder, 1 ....... .-.................. . 

La Grande, 2; Elgin, 1.. ............. . 
La Grande, I ; Elgin, !.. ............. . 
La Grande, I ············-·····-·····-········· 
La Grande, 2; Imbler, 2 ............. . 

Union, I ··························--···-----·-···· 
La Grande, I -·········---···············•···· 
Union, I; La Grande, ! _______________ _ 
Imbler, I .............•.......................... 
Imbler, 2: La Grande, 2-····-······
Elgin, 4; Imbler, I ; La Grande, 

I ·-·············-····--·-···························· 

Elgin, 12; Imbler, 5; North 
Powder, 2; Union, 31; Hil-
gard, I I ; La Grande, !.. ......... . 
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Portland, 2. 

Portland, 4 · Seattle, 3. 

Portland, 3; La Grande, 2. 

Portland, IO; La Grande, I ; 2 
unknown. 

Portland, I 2 · La Grande, 2. 
Portland, 6. ' 

Portland, 7. 

Portland, 7. 

Portland, 7. 

Portland, 7. 
Portland, 2; La Grande, I. 

Portland, 6. 

Hillsboro, 2; Sunnyside, I ; J a 
Grande, 4; Huntington, 5; 
Enterprise, I. 

Camp Lewis. 
Boise, 2; Portland, 2. 

Boise, I ; Portland, 3. 

Butte, I ; Port1and, I ; 2 un
known. 

Newberg, 2 · Portland, 8; La 
Crosse, I ; Pasco, 2; Tilla
mook, I. 

Portland, 2 · Newberg, I; Dal• 
las, I. 

Portland, I. 
Portland, l ; Seattle, I ; Colo

rado, I. 

Eugene, I ; Dayton, I ; Port
Jand, 4; Denver, I. 

Canada, I. 

Portland, 2; La Grande, I. 
Portland, I ; La Graude, I. 
Wallowa, I. 
Portland, 3; Wallowa, I. 

Portland, I. 
Ontario, I. 
Portland, I; Idaho, I. 
Portland, I. 
Portland, 4. 

Portland, 5; Imbler, I. 

Alicel, 3 ; Baker, 11 ; Boardman, 
4; Durkee, 2; Haines, 6; Ida
ho, I; Illinois, 18; Iowa, IO; 
Letha, I; Notos, 4; Missouri, 
2. 



92 

Date 

Oct. 

Nov. 
1928 
Jan. 
Mar. 
~r. 

ay 
June 

July 

Aug. 

Barley 
1927 
Sept. 
Oct. 
Nov. 
1928 
Jan. 
Feb_ 

Mar. 

Apr. 
May 
June 
July 

Oats 

Rye 

!'927 
Sept. 
Oct. 
Nov. 
Dec_ 
1928 
Jan. 
Feb. 
Mar. 

May 

June 

July 
Aug. 

1927 
Sept. 
Oct. 
Feb. 
Mar. 
Apr. 
July 

Wheat 
1927 
Sept. 

Oct. 

u NION COUNTY Ho ME MARKETS SURVEY 

No. of cars 

20 

2 

1 
1 
6 
7 

24 

96 

182 

2 
4 
1 

4 
4 

8 

1 
1 
5 
2 

2 
1 
1 
1 

1 
3 
.l 

4 

2 
1 

2 
3. 
3 
2 
1 
1 

90 

92 

Origin 

Elgin, 12; La Grande, 1; Union, 
7 

North Powder, 2 ______ _ 

Imbler, 1 _____ _ 
North Powder, 1 
Elgin, 6 -----------·------------------------------N 01·th Powder, 7 _____ _ 
Elgin, 5 ; Union, 2; North Pow-

der, 10; La Grande, 7 ____________ _ 

Elgin, 37; Imbler, 12; North 
Powder, 5; Hilgard, 25; Un-ion, 17 _____________________ _ 

Elgin, 61; Imbler, 7; North 
Powder, 6; Hilgard, 55; Un-
ion, 53 ----------------------------------------

Union, 1; North Powder, !_ ______ _ 
Union, 1; North Powder, 3 _______ _ 
La Grande, !.. _______ _ 

North Powder, 2; La Grande, 2 
North Powder, 4 _________ _ 

Union, 4; North Powder, 1; La 
Grande, 3 -----------------------------------

La Grande, 1 --·-·······--------·-··----···--
Imbler, 1 -----------·------··---------------·-·--
La Grande, 5 -----------------·-···--·-·-----
Imbler, 2 ---------------·-----········----------

Elgin, 1 ; La Grande, !.. _____________ _ 
Elgin, 1 _________________________ _ 
North Powder, 1 _________________________ _ 

Union, 1 ----------------------------------------

North Powder, 1 ------·-··---------------
North Powder, 3 
North Powder, 1 ; Union, 2 ______ _ 

Imbler. 3 ; La Grande, !.. ___________ _ 

J mbler, 2; Elgin, 1 ; North 
Powder, 1; La Grande, 4 _______ _ 

La Grande, 2 _______________________________ _ 

North Powder, 1 -------------------------

La Grande, 1 ; North Powder, 1 
Telocasset, 1 ; La Grande, 2 _______ _ 
North Powder, 3 _________________________ _ 
Union, 1 ; La Grande, !. _____________ _ 

La Grande, '------------------
North Powder, 1 ------------·-··--·-·····-

Elgin, 7; Imbler, 18; North 
Powder, 26; Union, 4 La 
Grande, 35 ______ _ 

Elgin, 6; Imbler, 22; North 
Powder, 21; Union, 11; La 
Grande, 30; Telocasset, 2 _______ _ 

Destination 

Arlmg:_ton, 1 ; Durkee, 6; Eden, 
2; Jameson, 1: Paul, 6; Ru
pert, 4. 

Caldwell, 1 ; Illinois, I. 

Portland, I. 
Huntington, 1. 
Minan, 6. 
Eaton, 7. 

Colorado, 2; Illinois, 13 - Ne
braska, 4; Umatilla, 5. ' 

Illinois, 44; Missouri, 51 ; Ne
braska, I. 

Colorado, 11 ; Idaho, 3; Illinois, 
105; Indiana, 1,; Kansas, 6; 
Missouri, 51 ; Nebraska, 5. 

Portland, 2_ · 
Portland, 4-
Portland, I. 

Medford, 1 ; Portland, 3. 
Portland, 1; Walla Walla, 2 · 

Hillsboro, I. 

Helix, 1; Walla Walla, 1; The 
Dalles, 1 ; Springfield, 1 ; Pen• 
dleton, 4. 

Union, 1. 
Roseburg, I. 
Portland, 5_ 
Portland, 1 ; Helix, I. 

Hermiston, 1 ; Hilgard, 1. 
Hilgard, I. 
----·----------------·-···········-----------

Portland, I. 

Hilgard, I. 
Portland, 2; Bend, I. 
Portland, 1 ; Walkerpoint, 1 ; 

Hermiston, 1. 
La Grande, 2; Seattle, 1; Wal

lowa, 1. 

La Grande, 2; Portland, 4 · 
Bend, 1 ; Hilgard, I. 

Bend, 1; Wallowa, I. 
Baker, I. 

Portland, 2. 
Portland, 3. 
Portland, 3_ 
Portland, 1 · Pendleton, I. 
Portland, 1.' 
Portland. I. 

Portland, 76; Alice!. 1; Baker, 
4; Imbler, 1 ; Albina, 8. 

Portland, 73 ; Albina, 9 ; Elgin, 
4 ; La Grande, 6. 



Date 

Nov. 

Dec. 

1928 
Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

July 

Aug. 

Feed 

1927 
Sept. 

Oct. 

Nov. 

Dec. 

1928 
Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

No. of cars 

116 

43 

50 

43 

47 

63 

69 

35 

12 

18 

13 

21 

14 

9 

17 

15 

14 

11 

4 

2 

APPENDIX 

Origin 

Elgin, 9; Imbler, 22; North 
Powder, 36; Union, 9; La 
Grande, 40 ............................... . 

Elgin, 1; Imbler. 16: North 
Powder. 7; La Grande, 19 ..... . 

Elgin, 6 ; Imbler, 19; North 
Powder, 12; La Grande, 13 .... _ 

Imbler. 17: North Powder, 10; 
La Grande, 16 ·-····-····-······•······ 

Eli,:in, 10; Imbler. 12: North 
Powder, 5 ; La Grande, 20 .. - .. 

Elgin, 8; Imbler, 10; North 
Powder, 6; La Grande, 39 ..... . 

EIJ<in, S; Imbler. 24: N0rto 
Powder, 7; Union, 5; La 
Grande, 28 ................................. . 

Elgin, 5; Imbler. 3 : North 
Powder, 1 ; La Grande, 26 ..... . 

Imbler. 1; North Powder, 2; 
La Grande, 8; Union, L---·······-

Imbler. 3: North Powder, 6; 
La Grande. 8: Hilgard, !.. ..... . 

Elgin, 3; Union, 3; La Grande, 7 

Elgin, 4; Union, 5; La Grande, 
12 ·········································-······· 

Elgin, 2; Union, 4; La Grande, 8 

Elgin, 2; Union, 2; La Grande, 5 

Elgin, 4; Union, 5 ; La Grande,8 

Elgin, 3; Union, 4; La Grande,8 

Elgin, 4; Union, 3; La Grande, 7 

Elgin, 3. Union, 2; La Grande,6 

Union, 1; La Grande, 3 ................ 

La Grande, 2 ··············-·················· 

93 

Destination 

Portland, 82; Elgin, 3 ; Utah, 7; 
La Grande, 11 ; Albina, 13. 

Portland, 38: Elgin, 2; La 
Grande, 2; Albina, I. 

Portland, 43 ; Utah, 1 ; Elgin, 4; 
La Grande, 2. 

Pc,rtlan<l. 0 4; Elgin, 3 · La 
Grande, 16 

Portland. 15; La Grande, 2; El• 
gin, 8; Missouri, 4; La 
Grande, 18. 

Portland. 6; La Grande. 30: 
Utah, 5; Missouri. 17 ; Island 
City, 4; Ontario, 1. 

Pnrtland. 10; La Grande. 17: 
Utah, 12; Missouri, 24; Island 
City, 5 ; Helix, l. 

Portland. 4: La Grande, 12; 
Athena, 2; Missouri, 17. 

Portland, 7 : La Grande, 2; 
Vale, 1; The Dalles, 1; Mis
souri, 1. 

Portland. 9: La Grande, 6; J n• 
diana, 3. 

Portland, 9; Medford, 1; Grants 
Pass, 1 ; Forest Grove, 1 ; 
Kenton, 1. 

Portland, 14; Medford, 1 ; 
Grants Pass, 1; Tillamook, 2; 
Myrtle Creek, 1 ; Baker, 1 ; 
Telocasset, 1. 

Portland, 5; Roseburg, 3; Bak• 
er, 1 ; Corvallis, 1 ; Tillamook, 
4. 

Portland, 3 ; Tillamook, 2; Myr• 
tie Creek, 1 ; Salem, 2; Eu
gene, 1. 

Portland. 5 : Tillamook, 3 ; Sa
lem, 2; Charlton, 1 ; Eugene, 
1 ; Clackamas, 1 ; Roseburg, 
2; Tangent, I ; Grants Pass, 1. 

Portland, 1 ; Tillamook, 1; Sa
lem, 2; Monmouth, 1 ; Eu• 
gene, 2; Roseburg, 2; Inde
pendence, 2 ; Corvallis, 1 ; 
Grants Pass, 1 ; Myrtle Creek, 
1 ; Ashland, 1. 

Portland, 4; Tillamook, 2; Med
ford, 1 ; Monmouth, 1; Eu
gene, 2 ; Clackamas, 1 ; Rose
burg, 1 ; Corvallis, 1 ; Grants 
Pass, 1. 

Portland, 2: Tillamook, 2; Med
ford, 1 ; Salem, 2; Albany, 1; 
Myrtle Creek, 1; Roseburg, 2. 

Ashland, I; Union Junction, 1; 
Roseburg, 1 ; Telocasset, 1. 

The Dalles, 1; Eugene, I. 
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Date No. of cars 

Hay 
1927 
Oct. 
Nov. 
Dec. 
1928 
Mar. 
Apr. 
May 
June 

July 

Aug. 

Screenings 
1928 
Feb. 
Mar. 
June 

Wool 
1928 
May 
June 

2 
:l 
2 

1 
2 
3 
4 

5 

5 

1 
2 
1 

2 
1 

Origin 

Imbler, 1; La Grande, !.. ........... . 
Imbler, 2; La Grande, !.. ........... . 
Imbler, 1; Union, l. ..... --------·······~ 

La Grande, 1·-······························· 
Imbler, 1; La Grande, !.. ........... . 
Imbler, 2; La Grande, !.. ........... . 
Imbler, 4 ................•••..................... 

Imbler, 5 

Imbler, 5 

La Grande, 2 ············•···---··-····--··· Telocasset, 1 _________________________________ _ 

Destination 

Telocasset, 1 ; Hilgard, 1. 
Telocasset, 1 ; Hilg-ar<l. 2 
Telocasset, 1; Looking Glass, I. 

Telocasset, 1. 
Hilgard, 2. 
Portland, 1 ; Telocasset, 2. 
Portland. 1; Hilgard, 1; La 

Grande, 1; Wallowa, 1. 
Portland, 1 ; Hilgard, 2; Telo

casset, 1 ; Wallo,va, 1. 
Hilgard, 3; \Vallowa, 2. 

The Dalles, I. 
Portland, 2. 
The Dalles, I. 

Portland. 1 ; Philadelphia, I. 
Portland, I. 



+11-1111-1111-IN-■-1111-11■-11■-■11-■n-■11-1111-■n-11N-■■-1+ 

! 
i 
i 
i 
i 
I 
i 
i 
i 

"After all, one of the greatest 
benefits of a report is not the direct 
information which it provides, but 
the indirect value of the sugges
tions and ideas which it excites." 

-PERCIVAL WHITE, 

Market Analysis. 
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