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Cotton Varieties Plantaed, United Statas
1982 crop

Stonaville was the leading variety of upland cotton planted in the United Staces during the 1982-83
season, according to the Cocton Division, Agricultural Marketing Service, USDA. Stomeville accounted
for 21 paercent cf the nacional acrmage. Deltapine was ther second most popular variety plantad,
accounting for 16 percent of the acreage. Acala, at l4 percenc, was the third most popular variaty.
Tamcot was the next moat popular variety at (Q percent of the acreage, followed by Lankart at =ight
perceat and Paymastar at five percenc of the U. 5. acreage.

Stoneville was the laading variaty of upland cocton planted in the United States in 1982, Stomeville
accountad for 21 percsnt of the acreage planted and was up f£rom 16 percent last season. Stoneville
was the leading variaty planted in Alabama, Arkansas, Mississippi, Missouri and Tennessee and was
the second leading variecy in Arizona and Louisiana. The most popular Stoneville strain was Stome~
villa 825 which accounted for 16 percent of the U. S. acreage.

Deltapine was the sacond moat popular variecy planted in 1982 and accounted for 16 percent of the
U. S. acreage. This was tha same percentage as a year earlier. Deltapine was the leading variecy
planted in Arizona and Louisiana and was the sacond mast popular variaecy ia Alabama, Arkansas, Cali-
fornia, Mississippli and Missouri. Daltapice 41 and Deltapine 41 were the two strains most often
planted, each accounting for five percaant of the U. S. acreage.

The next most popular variaty was Acala, accounting for 14 percent of the U. S. acreage and up from
13 parcent ia 1981. Acala was che laading variety planted in Califormia and New Mexico. Acala SJ-2
vas the leading strain plaoted {n Califormia and accounted for 12 perceat of the U. S. acreage.
Tha leading strain in New Maxico was Acala 1517-7S5.

Tha fourth most popular variecy planted in the U. S. was Tamcot which made up 10 percent of the
acreage. Lo 1981, Tamcoc accouncad for nine percant of the acraage. Tamcot was the leading variecy
slanted in Texas. Tameot SP-21, at four percent of the U. S. acreage, was the most popular Tamcot
scrain.

Lankart was the fifth most popular upland variety planced in 1982, Lankarz accounted for esight
parzant of the TJ. S. acraage and was tha zost popular variety plaanted in Oklahoma. Lankart was ane
of the two second 08t popular variecies planted in Texas. Laankart 61l was the doat popular Laokart
strain. Lankart mada up 10 percant of che 198l acraage.

Paymaster vas the sixth most popular variacy planted. Paymaster accounted for five parcent of the
U. S. acreage, down from aine parcent in 198l. Paymaster was tha second most popular variety io New
Mexico and was one of the two second most popular variecies in Texas. Paymastar 303 and Paymaster
792 ware the most popular strains of Paymaster.

Pima S-5 remained tha most popular scraia of Amarican Pima cottou planted in the United States. Pima
S=5 made up about 91 percantc of the 1982 acreage planced, dowm from 39 perceat a year earlier. Pima
P=34 was the second most planted scrain in 1982. This strain accounted for aine percsat of the
acTeage in 1982 and was up from one percszot a year earlier.

Estimaces of the perczentage of the various varieties of cottom pianted {in the United States in 1982
by counties, markacing services coffice areas and 3tatas are pregentad in this reportc. The varlety

data are btased primarily on escipates furnished by cotton gipnars for the tartitories served bdy
their gins.
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Escimataed percsntage of cotzon acreage planted to specified variaties, Uaiced Staces,

1978-1982
1 - Do 3 - i
Year Acala Defta Lankars fay 2toue= | rimesc Qther Total

oine naster ville i
Pecz. Pet. ez, Pet. Per. Pct. Pct. Sce.
1978 1 18 14 7 i3 3 s 106
1979 13 135 3 3 13 7 29 100
1980 10 13 i 7 15 7 36 100
1981 13 16 10 3 18 3 27 pRale]
1982 & 16 3 35 21 10 2 120
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Table 1. Average fiber test results for varieties of cotton grown commercially
in the United States, crop of 1981 1/
Sampling Lots Scaple Micro- Fiber strength 3/ Fiber length 4/
Variecy offices tested length naire 2/ | Zero gage | 1/8"-gage | 2.5% span 30/2.5
= - § uniformity
No. No. 32d in. Rdg. Mpsi G/tex In. Pet.
G & P 3755 1 2 31 34 86 21 0.97 42
G &P 3774 1 2 31 39 87 22 0.97 43
GSA 71 3 6 31 32 78 21 0.99 44
Lankare 57 3 10 31 42 84 21 0.97 45
Lankart 611 3 6 31 39 82 21 0.98 44
Lankart LX 371 3 6 31 40 86 22 0.97 44
Western 44 2 4 31 41 84 21 0.96 AN
Lockett 77 1 2 32 38 92 23 0.99 44
Paymaster 303 3 ) 32 33 81 21 1,01 43
Paymaster 404 1 2 32 32 78 21 0.99 44
Stripper 31 1 2 32 34 80 24 0.99 45
Stripper 32 1 2 32 3 85 23 1.03 44
Tamcot SP 21 4 8 32 36 81 21 0.99 44
Tamcot SP 37 3 7 32 38 80 21 1.01 43
Westburn M 1 2 32 33 84 23 1.00 42
Coker 312 1 2 33 33 81 22 1.01 42
Paymaster 145 1 1 33 43 80 22 1.03 45
Pavmastar 202 1 2 33 30 80 23 1.04 44
Tamcot SP 37H 1 3 33 39 80 23 1.07 43
Coker 304 3 5 34 48 86 23 1.10 45
Deltapine 41 6 11 34 45 89 24 1.09 44
Deltapine 53 5 11 34 46 87 23 .07 44
DES 56 1 2 34 S1 92 24 1.06 45
Dixie King III 1 2 34 47 82 22 1.05 46
G &P 3774 1 3 34 40 79 22 1.08 44
Stoneville 256 1 3 34 44 86 23 1.08 43
TPSA 9070 i 1 34 43 86 23 1.09 42
Coker 310 3 6 35 46 83 23 1.12 45
Deltapine 61 10 20 35 47 87 24 1.09 44
Deltapine 120 1 2 35 52 90 24 1.05 46
Deltapine 732 1 2 35 45 90 24 1.12 42
Dunn 119 1 2 35 31 85 25 1.06 43
MeNair 220 2 5 35 41 87 24 1.10 45
McNair 235 1 2 35 49 90 25 1.12 46
Stoneville 213 9 19 35 46 as 23 1.08 44
Stoneville 506 2 4 35 48 89 23 1.10 44
Stoneville 825 14 30 35 47 89 23 1.08 44
Tamcor CAMD E 1 1 35 46 87 23 1.13 45
TPSA 1633 1 1 35 42 83 22 1.13 44
Acala SJ 2 6 12 36 42 97 26 1.12 46
Acala S8J 5 4 8 36 43 98 26 1.11 45
Coker 315 2 4 36" 45 85 24 1.11 45
Vail 7 1 2 36 42 38 23 1.11 43
Acala 1517~75 1 2 38 38 91 26 1.19 46

1/ Compiled from "Summary of Cotton Fiber and Spinning Test Results, Crop of 1981", USDA, AMS, Cotton Division,

June 1982.

2/ Micronaire reading is a measure of fiber fineness and maturity.

cotton to air flow.
3/ Fiber strength indicates ability of cotton fibers to withstand force or temsion, and has a strong bearing on

spinning utilicy.
bundle tester.

are adjusted to the Pressley level.

o
~

lel and randomly distribuced.

graph 30/2.5 uniformity ratic values indicate relative uniformity of fiber lemgth in samples.

This test measures resistance of a plug of
Zero gage fiber strength test made without a spacer between clamp jaws using Pressley flac
1/8" gage strength test made with 1/8" spacer betrween clamp jaws using stalometer and results

Digital Fibrograph 2.5% span langth indicates length spanned by 2.5 percent of the fibers when they are para-
This measure is closely related to staple length designations.

Digical Fibro-



Table 2., Estimated percentage of cocton planted zo specified variecies, by scates and United Scates, crop of 1382
Variecy | AL AZ aR A | ca LA S MO | WM e oK sc ™ T ;‘;;eg Lous
Pcr. Peg. Pct. Per. Pet. PBer.  Pcc.  Por. Pec. 2ce.  Pce.  Per. Pgor fer.  Per. Pco.

Acala 1517 E-l - * - - - - - - 3 - - - - * - *
Acala 1317 £-2 - b - - - - - - 3 - - - - * x
Acala 1517-73 - i - - - - - - 32 - - - - * - x
Acala 1517-77 - * - - - - - - 2 - - - - % - *
Acala SJ=-2 - - - 76 - - - - - - - - - - 3 12
Acala $J-3 - - - 18 - - - - - - - - - - - 2
dlightmaster A=3 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 3 - 1
Cascot 3~2 - - - - - - - - 2 - 4 - - 2 3 i
Cascot BR~-L - - - - - - - - - - 2 - - * - x
Cascot L-~7 . 2 *® - - - - * - - 1 - - 2 1 1
Coker 304 * - * - 20 - - A - 17 - 22 - * - 1
Coker 310 1 - * - 13 - * 3 - 27 - 20 = * - L
Coker 312 - * * - - - - - * - - - - 1 - *
Coker 315 * * - - 10 - - * - 3 - sl - - - 1
Coker 3131 - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - "
Coker 5110 - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - 1 - *
Delcoz 311 - - * - - - - 1 - - - - - - - *
Deltapine 16 1 - - - - - - - - - * - - * - *
Ddeltapine 26 - - - - - * - - - - - 2 - - - *
Deltapine 21 18 4 19 * 1 23 13 ] - i 2 L 4 1 39 3
Deltapine 35 1 3 4 - 3 21 12 14 - - - - 5 1 1 4
Deltapine &1 11 )N 9 b 1 3 9 6 - - 2 1 2 * 24 5
Deltapine 62 - 21 - * * - * - - - - - - - - 1
Deltapine 70 - 16 - 1 - - - - - - - - - * - i
Delzapine 90 b 5 - * - 1 - - - - - - - - 14 -
Deltapine 120 - 3 - * - - - - - - - - - - - *
Deltapine SR=2 - - - - - - - - - - * - - 1 - *
Deltapine SR~5 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - *
DES 56 * - * - - > a - - - - * - - - 1
DES 422 - - - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - *
Dixie Jng 11T * - - - * - - - - - - - - - *
Ounn 119 - - - - - - - - 4 - - - - 2 - 1
Duan 120 - - - - - - - - 1 - * - - 2 - 1
Dunn 219 - - - - - - - - 1 - * - - 1 - x
Earlycoe 31 - - - - - - - - 3 - * - - * - *
Earlybird G&P 3755 - - - - - - - - - - 2 - - * - *
Zarlybird G&P 1774 - - - - - - - - - - 2 - - 3 - 2
Gregg 45M -~ - - - - - - - 3 - - - - L - *
Growers GSA-71 - - - - - - - - - - * - - 35 - 2
Growers GSA-T4 - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - * - »
Growers GSA-78 - - - - - - - - 2 - - - - * - *
Hancock - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - =
Hurde 3580 - - - - - - - - 1 - * - - * - *
Lambright X~15-4 - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - 1 - *
Lankare 57 - - - - - - - - - - k1A - - 4 - 3
Laokare 611 - - - - - - - - - - 18 - - 7 - 4
Lankarz L[X-371 - - - - - - - - - - [ - - 2 - 1
Lockecr 77 - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - 2 - 1
MeNair 220 * * * - 23 - * * 2 20 * 2 - 1 - i
McNair 230 - - - - - - - - L - - - - - - *
MeNair 235 5 * 2 - 9 * 2 * 2 30 - 8 11 * - A
McNair 308 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 -~ *
Paymastar 18 - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - *
Paymascer 143 - - - - - - - - - - 2 - - 2 - 1
Paymascer 156 - - - - - - - - 2 - - - - 1 - *
Paymascer 303 - - - - - - - - 3 - - - - 4 - 2
Paymagter 404 - - - - - - - - * - - - - 1 - «
Paymascar 792 - - - - - - - - A - * - - A - 2
Pioneer PR-30 - - - - - - - - - - L - - H - *
Quality Seed 137 - - - - 1 - - - - - - - - - -
Quapaw - - - - - - - - 1 - * - - 2 - L
Rilcot %A - - - - - - 4 - * - - - - L
SC-1 - - - - - - - - - - - L - - - -
Stoneville 21 3 L 16 - 1 [} 7 9 * - 2z - 17 2 - -
Sconeville 256 - - * - - - - L - - - - - * - 3
Stoneville 302 - - - - - - - - - - 1 - - * - *
Stoneville 306 - * 4 - - A 1 4 b - * - 1 * - .
Sconeville 825 36 3 45 * 14 39 46 2] * - i - 58 3 - i
Scripper 31 - - - - - - - - 2 - - - - . - H
Tamcot CAMD~E - - - - - - - 3 2 - 2 - - ] - 3
Tamcoc SP21 - - - - - - - - L - - - - 3 - <
Tamcoc SP21S - - - - - - - - - - * - - 3 - M
Tamcot 3223 - - - - - - - - 1 - - - - x - -
Tamcotr 35P27 - - - - - - - - - - * - - 3 - L
Tamcor 3P374 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 2 - i
Vatl 7 - - L - - - - - - - - - - - - *
Westbura M - - - - - - - - - - 9 - - * - i
Wesgcera SP=44 - - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - *
ALl other I/ x 3 * * L * i 1 3 2 7 2 - 2 * B
Taocal 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 1a0 100 100 L00 100 100 L30 130
i/ Includes Florida. Kansas and Nevada.
2/ Includes all varieries accounting for less than 0.5 percent and all varieciss aot liscad.
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Fabie 3. APLIeHE NATKULINYG DULYILLS was snss ssirmasmas wen oo s o
by counties, crop of 1982

State Biight-| T vanks [ ranks | pank- [ ock- | T O b b Testern| West-
Cascot} Cascot} G & P famcot] Tamcot] Tamcot] Tamcot -
and master ! N ’ -7 ‘ 3774 ! art ‘ art } art l ett l CAMU~Fl ap-21 l SP—Z]S’ sp-17 SLnrm~l ern Other ’ FolLa)
County  } A-5 VT 4 b b5 b uksstyoear y o7y U T T T T T oproof bose-44 4
Pet. I'c Pet. Pct. I'ct. Pct. Pct. Pet . Pet. Pct. Pct. Pet, Pct. et ret. Pet,
Texas: vet L e ret Tele rek: L S p3 tet: : St
Fisher - 2 - - - - 5 0 - 2 59 16 - - 3 13 100
flaskelt - z 9 22 7 10 21 3 - - - - ~ 16 100
loward 1/ 8 14 10 - - - ~ - 1 29 - 17 - - 21 100
Jones - - - 3 7 15 63 - 1 1 - - ~ 9 100
Knox - 13 2 1 3 7 26 - 11 8 3 - - 26 100
Martin 1/ - 43 - 1 - - - ~ 6 - 18 2 - 13 - 17 100
Mitchell - - - 2 - 8 - - 16 2 39 - 17 16 100
Runnells - - - 23 11 4 19 - - 33 * 4 - ~ 6 100
Scurry 2/ - - - - - - 10 - - 34 12 4 - 32 8 100
Tom Green - - 12 16 3 9, - - 18 22 2 - - 18 100
All other 3 * 4 9 4 3 16 1 3 24 5 5 1 1 21 100
OFfice Total 5 2 4 7 i) 3 17 2 2 22 6 6 1 4 16 100

/A portion of thiswégﬁﬁfghigwéé}Véﬁ”by Lamesa ﬁarketlné Services Office,
/ A portfon of this county is served by Lubbock Marketing Services Office.
Less than 0.5 percent.

i
i

N =i

*i

Table 4. Altus Marketing Services Office: Estimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specified varieties,
by counties, crop of 1982

State Cascot} Coker Dunn G&P JG&P Lank- Lank- { Lank- | Lock- | Lock- Pay- Tamcot| Tamcot West - .
and B-2 5110 120 3755 1774 art art art ett ett master caMp-l sp-37 burn Other Total
Coumty | " " } "1 57 LX-571 611 77 4789-A 145 M i

Pct., Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct., Pct. Pct, Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct. Pet . Pet. Pct,

Ok Lahoma : T T T -
Beckham - - - - - 31 4 J1 - - 2 - - 10 22 100
Caddo 8 - - - - J3 8 17 5 - 3 2 - 14 10 100
Grady - - - - - 5 3 58 - ~ 4 - - 5 25 100
Greer 6 - - 1 - 63 - 2 2 - - 2 - 6 18 100
Harmon 9 - ~ - - 15 2 1 4 - - - - 11 58 100
Jackson 1 - - 4 18 1 11 1 ~ 1 - - 21 39 100
Klowa 5 - - - 11 24 1 38 1 - I - - 6 13 100
Tillman 2 - 3 57 11 4 - ~ 4 4 * 11 100
Washita 14 - - - 19 2 34 2 ~ - ] - 14 14 100
All other 1 - - - - 24 15 51 - - 1 1 - 5 2 100
Total 4 - * 2 2 34 6 18 1 - 2 2 * 9 20 100

Texas:

Brisco - - 36 - - - 11 19 - - 17 1 * - 16 100
Childress - - - - - - 46 2 9 11 - - - 32 100
Collingsworth 5 - - - 7 3 5 13 * - 20 - 41 100
Cottle - ~ - - 3 7 5 13 - 1 29 - 4 - 38 100
Nall - * - - - 6 - 27 2 11 18 2 1 - 33 100
flardeman - - - - - 15 3 20 28 - - 2 9 - 23 100
Mot ley - - 10 1 3 - - 39 - - * 18 9 - 20 100
Wilbarger - 13 - 6 19 16 8 12 - - - - - 11 15 100
All other 1 - - 5 - 22 9 18 6 - 1 19 3 - 16 100
Total * 2 3 2 3 9 4 22 4 3 8 8 3 2 27 100
Office Total 1/ 2 1 2 2 3 19 5 20 3 2 6 5 2 5 23 100

!/ Includes small acreages in Kansas.
Less than 0.5 percent.

e}



Table 5. Austin Marketing Services Office:  FEstimated percentape of cotton acreage planted to specified varieties,
by counties, cvop of 1982

State o P vetta~| vetea-] vetea-} vetea=] | vank- | tank- | vank- | Stone-} Stome-} . " " A
Cascolt . [H I 4 Tamcot ] FTamcot] Tamcot -
and B2 pinc pine plne plpe V774 art art art ville ville camm-eb sp-2151 sp-171 Other Total
CCounty 4T b Y6 b oAby 055 b eb b T b 52 b kXRS50 61l 1213 ) 825 ) T )T e — I
Pet. Pet . Pet. ber. Pet. bet, Pet. Pet . bet, Pet. bet. Pet. Pet. Pet . Pet.
Texas:
Bell 17 - - - - 6 56 7 6 ~ - 1 - 6 100
Brazos - - - - 3 - - - - 22 71 - - - 4 100
Falls 27 - - - - 40 4 4 - - - 18 - - 7 100
Fort Bend - 24 - 17 17 - - - - 31 4 - - - 7 100
McLennan - - - - - 17 18 - - - - - - 5 100
Milam 5 - - - ~ - - 10 - - - 40 25 i5 5 100
Robertson - - - - - - - ~ ~ 56 37 - 2 - 5 100
Williamson 10 - - - - 6 25 25 3 - - 6 2 2 21 100
Zavala - - 29 - - - - - - 70 - ] - - - 100
ALl other 1 5 * 5 8 - 9 10 2 18 18 6 5 6 7 100
Offfce Total 5 5 2 4 4 5 15 10 1 19 11 6 3 3 7 100

*  Less than 0.5 percent.

U

Table 6. Bakersfield Marketing Services Offilce: FEstimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to speclifed varteties,
by counties, crop of 1982

Acal; cali
and # | Acala — ——— —— —— —— o —— —— —— S —— —— other Total

. S4-2 51-5
ek, Pet.  Per Pot.  Per.  Pet.  Pel.  Pet.
California:
Kera 86 14 - - - - - - - - - - - - * 100
Kings 1/ 95 5 - - - - - - - - - - - - * 100
Tulare 1/ 68 32 - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - 100
Total 85 15 - - - - - - - - - - - - * 100
Nevadas
Total 100 B - - - - - - - - -~ - - - - 100
Giffee Total 85 15 - - - - - - - - - - - - * 100

¥/ A portion of this county s served by Fresno Murklrllng Services Off fee.
* Less than 005 perecat.,



Table 7. Blymingham Marketiog Services Office: FEstimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specllied varietles,
by counties, crop of 1982

bfﬂte Coker Coker Coker Delta-} Delta-} Delta~} Delta-} Delta-~ McNairl MeNair Stone-| Stone- ]

and 104 pine pine pine pine pine 220 215 ville ville - ——— Other fotal
JLounty 4 16 a8l 1 55 {6l 1 90} oo b s h o8 v b b
Pet. Pet.  Pct.  Pet.  Pct,  Pet.  Pet. Pet. Pet.  Pct.  Pct.  TPet, Pet

Alabama:
Cherokee - 2 - 2 - 2 - - - 21 - 73 - - - 100
Colbert - - - - ~ 2 - - - - 13 85 - - - 100
Dallas - 3 - - 34 - 63 - - - - - ' - - - 100
Elmore - - - - 98 - - - - ~ 2 - - - 100
Lauderdale - - - - - - 2 - 1 - 96 - - - 100
Lawrence - - - - 13 - - - - 1 2 84 - - - 100
Limestone - - - - 1 - - - - 9 - 90 - - - 100
Madison - - - - - - - - 2 22 74 - - - 100
All other * 3 ] 2 26 10 22 * 1 8 5 22 - - * 100
Total * 1 * 1 18 3 11 * * 5 5 56 - - * 100

Florida:
Total - - - - 44 13 27 16 - ~ - - - - - 100
Office Total * 1 * 1 19 4 12 1 * 5 5 52 - - k 100

* fLess than 0.5 perceat.

Table 8. Corpus Christi Marketlng Services Offlce: Estimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specified varleties,
by counties, crop of 1982

Siz;e Cascol Dziﬁg_ Dgii:- G&P G &P E;Z; 3;??2‘ 3;??zh 3:??2~ Tamcot! Tamcot Tamcot‘ Tamcot‘ Tamcot Other
County _ YT L s | er 170 1T | ewso | ouy | soe | s | CAME| SP-21 | SP-2US| SPST | SedN| O
Pet.  Pet.  Pct. Pct. Pct. Pet . Pct.  Pct.  Pct.  Pct. Pet. Pet.  Pct. Pet.
Texas:
Nueces 2 - - 2 22 11 - - - 16 - 9 20 23 5 100
San Patricio - -~ - - 7 2 - ~ -~ 8 2 8 21 48 4 100
Wharton - 26 8 - 4 - 9 5 40 1 - - - 1 6 100
All other - 21 5 - 13 - - 2 10 2] - - 10 24 7 100

Off lce Total 1 5 1 1 13 1 ] 1 5 10 1 7 17 31 5 100



b;:sﬁ Cascot] G & P Hurdt Lit:— LZ?t— !
. County IR AT Mo BTN
ket . Pet .
Texas:
Collin 15 25 - 26 -
Eilis - 1 - 44 10
Hill * 28 - 18 52
Hunt - 34 - 65 -
Navarro - - - 59 33
All other 1 4 - 55 11
Total 2 11 - 45 18
Oklalioma:
Total - - 12 21 -
Offtce Toral 2 10 * 45 18
* Less than 0.5 percent. o )

State

and
Lounty
Callfornla:

tmperfal
Riverside

Total
Arizona:

Yuma 1/

Total

O fiee Total

Table 9.

Table 10,

Delta-] belta~
pine

1

Dallas Marketring Services Office:

£l Centro Marketing Services Offlce:

Estimated percentage of cotlon acreage planted to specffied varietles,
by countles, crop of 1982

Estimated percentage of cotton acreage
by counties, crop of 1982

planted

Other

;I:l:- m::f;r m:::r;r Quapaw 3:(;‘1‘2_ Tamcot ] Tamcot] Famcol] Tawmcot
v —fe $ 2 1 3 SP -~
(3TN ETEN BT B 5 | CAMp-ky seo2d ) SEd7 ] seang
Pet. Pet . ket Pet. Pel Pet, Pet . Pet .
17 4 2 10 - - - - -
8 - - - 7 - - 28 -
1 - - - i 4
13 * - 1 - * 7 2 [
8 * * 1 2 * 2 8 2
63 - - - - - - - -
9 * * 1 2 * 2 8 2

Other

Delta-] Delta-} Delta-] Delta-} belta-| Stone-} V7T 7017 17777717 77"
plae pine pine pine pine pine | ville —— — — — ——— .
JAL b 61 4 62 f 70 |90 } 120 | 825 } 1 e SR RO
: P Pet. bct. Pet. LG Pee. Pet Pct bet, Pet Pet. Pet .
* 83 1 12 1 1 - - - - - -
* 82 - 14 1 - - - - - - -
* 83 * 13 2 1 A - - - - B -
6 66 15 1) * - - - - - - -
6 606 15 11 * - - - - - - -
3 75 6 11 | 1 N . . } ) )

1/ A portion of this um”nly is served 'by Phoenlx N”urkellm; Services Off lce.
* Less than .5 percent.

Total

100
100
100
100
100
100

100

100

100

100
100

100

OO

100

100



Table 11. El Paso Marketing Services Office:

Acala |
1517~
E-2

| Acala
1517~

Skate
and
L Lounty

1517- | 1517~
A

“WAéAMQINAEhlhw'

e-1 1. w“;fjgmwww

bet. Pek. Pet. Per. Pet .
Texas:

El Paso 20 23 2 1 -
All other 1 - - - 6

Total 3 3 ¥ * 5

New Mexico:

Chaves 23 - 2
Dona Ana 74 *
Eddy 27 16
Luna 62 6
All other 117 -

12 -

N Wl NN
i

Total 51 4 9 8 -

Arizona:

Cochilse 11 1 1 6 -
All other

Total 10 1 1 4 -

Office Total 22 3 4 4 2

Cascot} Cascotf Coker Coker
L-7 310

Estimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specified varieties,
by counties, crop of 1982

Coker pine
ol i O

Delta-~ Dunn HeNadr Stone-{ Stone-
219 220 ville ville
o N 2 = I |

e, Per.  Pet.  Pet.  Pet.  Pet.  Per.  Per.  Pet.

§

i

'

1

i

i
[
~
[=al

1

!
§
i
1
E T B
o~
H

i
1
1
t
§
i

37 - 6 - 14 - 2 8 6

26 - 4 - 20 - i 5 47

* Less than 0.5 percent.

Other l
J825 b b

Pet.

21
21

28

16
16
45
14

23

11

22

Pet.

100
100

100

100
100
100
100
100

100

100
100

100

100



Table 12, Flovence Marketing Scrvices OFflce:

by counties, crop of 1982

":I:;“ Coker | Coker | Coker “;i:‘z“ ”:i"‘:" ":}:;Z‘ pes | McNatr| MeNatr| oo | L
. Lounty Rt I S BT BRTYOR S TON DA M Mt SO 1
bet, Pet. Pet. bet. Pet. Pet . Pet . bct . Pet. Pet . Pet.

North Carollua:
Cleveland 7 - - - - - - 91 - - - -
Hallax Y 19 3 - 1 - - 15 24 - - -
Northampton - 10 - - - - - 92 9 - - -
Scotland - 11 11 - - - - - 18 - - -
All other 27 35 3 - 1 - - 5 29 - ~ -
Total 17 27 3 -~ 1 - - 20 30 - - -

South Carolina:
Calhoun 5 8 66 15 - - - 3 - - - -
Dillon 25 17 25 - - - - - 33 - - -
Lue 35 14 51 - - - - - - - - -
Marlboro 27 41 6 - 2 4 2 - 14 - - -
Orangeburg 31 23 29 - - - - - 12 - - -
Sumter 8 32 57 8 - - - 7 8 - - ~
All other 13 21 53 - 1 - - 4 k] 4 - -
Tocal 22 20 41 2 i 1 * 2 ) 1 - -
Office Toral 20 24 24 I 1 * * 10 18 L - -

A Less than 0.9 percent.

Table 3. Fresno Markeling Services OfFfice:  Estdmated percentage of cotton acreage planted Lo

by countles, crop of 1982

SLH(,(:‘
Acata Acala

f‘"d 51-2 $1-5 T T o o e -
County e b ISP N
Pet. Pet. Pet. bet. Per.  Pet,
Californla:
Fresno 85 [ 3] - - - - - - - - -
Kings 1/ 80 20 - - - - - - - - - -
Madcra 75 25 - - - - - - - - -
Merced 5% 47 - - - - - -~ - - - .
Tulare B/ 6l 40 - - - - - - - - -
Gt ice Total 74 22 - - - - - - - - - -

1/ A portion of this county i served by !i.xk‘ch'sl“l‘ulJ‘M‘\‘rkbrtli{g Bervices Offjce.
* Less than 009 percent.

- e Ocher Total
© Per.  Per.  Per. Pt

- - 2 100

- - 2 100

- - 9 100

- - - 100

- - * 100

- - * 100

- - 3 100

- - - 100

- - - 100

- - 4 100

- - 5 100

- - ~ 100

- - 1 100

- - 2 100

- - 2 100

Estimated percentage of cotlon acreage planted to specifled varletles,

100
100
100
100
100

100




Table 14,

Greenwood Marketing Services Offlce:

by counties, crop of 1982

Estimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specified varletles,

Cstate | [ vetta-| peita-| Delca-{ pelta-| . Stone-} Stonc-| Stene-| | 1 T
and l 110 ! pine pine l pine plne 223 ?;; M;gzlr M;g;ir ville ’ ville | ville l - l —— Other ] Toral
_ County | 1 @« s5 1 61 | msn | ' 213 506 825 A {f
Pet, Pet. ct, Pct. Pct ., Pct. Pct. Pct . Pct, Pct, Pet. Pet. Pet. Pct. Pct, Pct.
Mlasissippl:
Bolivar - 69 3 8 5 4 - - - - - 11 - - - 100
Coahoma - 3 5 - - 19 - - - 30 - 43 - - - 100
iHinds - - 2 2 - 3 - - 2 38 - 53 - - - 100
llolmes - 9 4 6 - 3 - - - 14 - 63 - ~ 1 100
Humphreys - - 17 22 - - - - 6 1l 6 38 - - - 100
Leflore - 1 21 9 - 9 1 - 1 6 - 52 - - - 100
Madison - 3 58 22 - - - - - 2 - 15 - - - 100
Panola i/ - 34 - - - - - - 1 2 - 62 - - 1 100
Quitman - 19 - - - - - - 4 4 - 69 - - 4 100
Sharkey - 30 26 17 - 26 1 - ~ - - - - - - 100
Sunflower - - - - - 10 12 - 1 6 - 68 - - 3 100
Tallahatchie - 22 - - - 34 1 - ~ - - 43 - - - 100
Tunlea - - 47 8 - 30 - - ~ - - 15 - - - 100
Washington - 15 - 6 - - - - - 15 12 52 - - - 100
Yazoo - 9 5 22 - * - - 63 - - 1 100
All other 1 18 13 20 * 7 - 2 1 11 - 24 - - 3 100
1
e
Offlce Total * 14 10 10 * 9 1 * 1 8 1 45 - - 1 100
l]wuﬁwbs}tion of this county 1s served by Memphis Marketing Services Office. o o
* Less than 0.5 percent.
Table 15. MHNarlingen Marketing Services Office: Estimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specifled varileties,
by counties, crop of 1982
State Delta-] Delta-| Delta-] Delta-| Stone~} Stone-] Stone-} Stone-} | - h
and pine pine { pine plne Di;g §7§AP H;z;ir :;g ville | ville | ville | ville ﬁ:z;ﬁ; ;g?g Other Total
County 41 55 1 170 NSL ) 213 256 506 825 - N
Pet . Pct. Pct. Pct. Pel, Pet, Pct. Per. Pct., Pct. Pet. Pct. - Pct. Pct. Pct. Pet.
Texas: B
Cameron 24 6 * 1 10 7 12 3 1 32 * 2 * 100
lidalgo 2 11 - - 1 21 1 31 3 * 25 - 4 1 160
Willacy 15 * - * - 2 * 22 - * 54 4 * 3 100
ALl orther - - - - - - 60 - 23 - - 17 - - - 100
Office Total 16 5 1 * * 6 8 * 19 2 * 18 2 2 1 100

* Less than 0.5 percent.




Table 16, Hayti Marketlog Services Offfce:  Estimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specified vavrieties,
by counties, crop of 1982

State  } o | . ~ | pelta-| pelta-] belta-] . | Stone-| Stone-] stome-| . | .
and "‘;:;Zl ’ Lf;';:f Df;.ll‘]‘u[’ plne ‘ pine pine M;;{;lr ville | ville | ville é::“:::: Vd;l — ——— Other Total
Lounty RN AR NS SUUNY S R- X T I ) 213 ) 508 825 17
Petr, Pet. ket bet. Pet, Pet, Yet, Pet ., Per, Pet. Pct. Pet Pet. Pet, Pet.
Hissourd:
Dunklin 4 4 1 8 21 12 * 7 7 36 * - - - * 100
New Madrid 5 2 1 1 14 1 - 10 2 48 8 - - - 2 100
Pemlscot 1 - 2 1 - 1 2 12 1 11 * - - - 3 100
Stoddard 20 9 - 12 20 3 - 8 - 24 - - - - 4 100
All other 1 5 - 12 1 - 1 i 6 49 20 - ~ - 4 100
Total 4 3 1 6 14 6 * 9 4 48 3 - - - 2 100
Arkansay:
Cralghead * 2 * 4 1 2 2 16 13 60 - - - - * 100
Mississippl - - - 5 2 3 5 30 3 39 - 10 - - 3 100
Polaselt 1 - - 4 - - 4 18 2 70 - - - - 1 100
All other - - - 9 2 * - 10 8 71 - - - - * 100
Total * & * 5 1 2 3 22 6 56 - 3 - - 2 100
. Office Total 2 2 * 6 8 4 2 14 5 52 1 2 - - 2 100
[ A e 1 8 A A e RS AR e e S 0 83 0 - [ - . et i e v - e -
e *  less than 0.5 percent.
[

Table 17. lamesa Marketing Services 0fflce: Estimated pevcentage of cotton acreage planted ro specifled varileties,
by counties, crop of 1982

T v - . T ~ . e s o - e e e ey e
State Bl llfl‘t bunn Dunn Dunn GSA Lm'k Lam Pay de . Stedp Yamcot}] Tamcot] Tamcatl . o
and master 119 71 ett bright] master] master] Quapaw per camn-gl sp-21 Sp-218 Other Total
_ County 1 X-15-4] 266 303 N i i :
Pet. Pet, Pet. Per. Peb, Pet. Pet. Pet. Pet. Pet . Per.
Texas:
Dawson 16 2 | 3 3 ] 2 6 2 3 - i8 9 27 100
Gainus 5 2 11 3 9 k 3 ] 4 3 [ 1 11 1 40 100
Lynn 1/ - 4 10 14 3 ? 3 2 7 20 6 - 17 100
Martin 9 - - - 4 4 * 6 4 - 1 36 - 36 100
All other 11 i) 2 7 2 - * 5 - )} 5 1 53 100
Total 9 2 7 3 6 2 3 2 5 2 4 k] 13 4 15 100
New Mexico:
Total - 22 4 - - - 4 4 15 4 4 12 - - 31 100
O fee Toral 9 2 7 3 6 2 3 2 5 2 4 3 13 4 15 100

i/ A puuh)u af s county s served 'hyv fubbock MdlkLLh]g‘SLl‘Vl(Fc‘b office.
* Less than 009 percent.



- T -

Pable 18. Lubbock Mavketing Services Office: Estimated percentage of cotton acreage planted Lo specified varieties,
8 I ¥ ¥ P
by counties, crvop of 1982

State Cascot{ Coker bBusnn Dunn GS5A Lank- Pay- Pay- Fay- Pay- Pay- Strip- Tamcot -
and -7 5110 119 120 71 ark master] master} master} master] master| Quapaw} per CAMD-E Other fotal
_Comney ) M il B 61 1 145 | 266 | 303 | 404 | 292 |} m | S A
ket Per. Pet. Pet. Pt . Pet, Pet . Pet. Pet. Pet. Pet . Pet. Pt Pet. Pet. Pet.
Texas:
Bailey 3 - - - - - 1 - 16 * 7 * 21 26 26 100
Castro * - 9 - 1 ~ - - * - 48 - 5 20 17 100
Cochran - - 2 * 16 - * - 12 - ~ 7 2 12 49 100
Crosby 5 7 4 - 8 * 1 - 17 1 21 1 1 19 15 100
bDlckens 7 3 - - - 41 3 - - - - - - 7 13 100
Floyd 8 - 1 - 3l - - 2 11 7 23 * - 13 12 100
Garza 1 22 - 1 8 5 7 2 26 13 6 - - - 9 100
Hale 2 - 4 1 13 - 2 2 14 2 31 1 3 3 22 100
Hockley 1 * 3 1 20 ~ 1 1 13 1 7 3 2 15 32 100
Lamb 5 - 6 - 23 ~ 7 2 9 4 8 2 k] 7 24 100
Lubbock 4 * 5 3 9 4 1 7 19 10 6 * 3 5 24 100
Lynn 1/ 2 2 2 3 21 * 3 6 9 3 1 3 2 5 38 100
Parwer ~ - * - 7, - 2 - * * 38 * 1 45 7 100
Swisher 7 - - - 28 - 4 - - - 16 - 8 21 16 100
Terry 1 1 1 9 16 - 2 4 k] 1 2 17 3 1 39 100
Yoakum 1/ 1 5 19 * 23 - - - 2 * - 3 5 * 32 100
A}) other - - 70 - - - - - -~ - 20 5 5 - - 100
Total 3 2 5 2 13 3 2 2 10 3 12 4 3 9 27 100
New Mexico:
Total 2/ - - - - - - - - 30 - 21 * - - 49 100
Offlce Total 3 2 5 2 13 3 2 2 10 k] 12 4 3 9 27 100

lf—qk portioﬂ of this county is served by Lamesa Marketing Services Office.
2/ 1Includes Quay and Roosevelt countles,
*  Less than 0.5 percent.




-ET_

Table 19. Little Rock Mavketing Services Off lee:  Estimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specified varieties,
by counties, crop of 1982

“State | Delva-] pelta-} Delia-] ULh ' MLN;“ | Stone-| Stone-| Stone-|
and plae pine plue 56 245 ville | ville | ville ——— - —— —— - —— Other Total
Lounty b 4d 55 ey 1. T | 213§ 506 825 | o I R
bet . Pet. Pet. Pek. Pet. Pet, Pet. Pet. L Pet. Pet. Pee, Bee. Pet . bet . Pet,
Ashley 37 3 3 - 3 8 5 41 - - - - - - - 100
Chicot 31 - - 2 - 8 5 54 - - - - - - - 100
besha 14 - 3 - - 19 3 57 - - - - - - - 100
Jefferson 14 2 52 - - - - 32 - - - - - - - 100
lLaFayette 48 7 i - - 25 - 9 - - - - - - e 100
fee 43 - - - - 4 3 50 - - - - - - - 100
Llncoln 24 20 20 - - 24 - 12 - - ~ - - ~ - 100
Lonoke 14 15 15 - 3 9 - 44 - - - - - - - 100
Monvoe 38 - 20 - - 15 - 26 - - ~ - - - 1 100
Phillips 15 - 6 - - 31 14 34 - - - - - - - 100
St. Francls 15 - - - - 17 - 48 - - ~ - - - - 100
All other 27 28 g - - 14 - 22 - - - - - - - 100
Offlee Total 26 5 13 * 1 13 3 39 - - - - - - * 100

* Less than 0.5 perceat,

Table 20, Macon Markering Services Offfice: Estimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specifled varleries,
by countles, crop of 1982

b‘m,“: Coker Cokex Coker Coker belta—{ Delta-p Delta- McNair} McNair Qualley} Stone-} Stone- .
and 104 110 15 11 pine pine pine 290 235 seed ville | ville —— e Other Total
tet, Pet . bet. bet, Pee, Pet, Pee, Per, Pet, Pt Pet . Pet . bet. L 1e Per,

Leorglu:

Burke 4 43 11 - 4 b 6 4 2 - - ] - - - 100
Colquitt 47 - - - - 1 - 26 24 - - i - - 1 100
booly . 29 13 16 4 - - - 14 13 - - i - - - 100
defferson 6 29 29 - - - - b3 - - - 29 - - - 100
All other 15 13 9 - 1] 5 ] 30 7 2 1 15 - ~ 1 100
Mrice Total 20 (] 10 1 1 3 1 23 9 1 1 14 - - Y 100



Table 21. Moemphis Marketing Services Office: Estlmated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specifled variceties,
by countles, crop of 1982

Coker | Delta-] pelta-} belta- m'sw Dixle- Han~ Hela i Stone-} Stone-] Stone~ I D D
and '3]0 pine pine pine 56 King c::k ;35 ville | ville | ville —— ——— —— Other Total
Cownry L T 1 a1 b oss |61 48! : 213 | 506 [ 825 | I R
bet. Pct. Pct. Pet. Pct. Pet, Pct, Pct, Pect. Pct. Pct. Pet. Pet. Pet . Pct. Pet.
Tennessee:
Crockett - - 5 - - 4 - 5 6 2 18 - - - - 100
Dyer - - 3 - - - - - 20 - 17 - - - - 100
Fayette - 21 4 3 - - 11 10 - 49 - - - - 100
Gibson - - 4 - - 4 24 5 4 59 - - - - 100
Hardeman - - - 11 - - 10 21 12 - 46 - - - - 100
Haywood * * 6 5 - 1 - 4 16 - 68 - - - - 100
Lauderdale - 4 2 - - - - - 18 - 76 - - - - 100
Madison 4 - - 4 - - - 45 14 - i3 - - - - 100
Shelby - 2] 2 - - - * 17 2 4 52 - - - - 100
Tipton - - 13 - -~ - 1 3 18 - 5 - - - - 100
All other ~ - 2 * ~ - 13 2 5 - 18 - - - - 100
Toral * 4 5 2 - 1 1 11 17 1 58 - - - - 100
Arkansas:
Toral - 56 - 13 - - - - 3 - 28 - - - - 100
Mississippi:
Calhoun - 9 it - - - - 8 - - 12 - - - - 100
Marshall - - 36 - - .- - 14 - - 50 - - - - 100
Panola 1/ - 15 20 - - - - 17 5 - 43 - - - - 100
Tate - 17 30 - - - - - - 5 48 - - - ~ 100
All other - 9 13 15 3 - - 10 1 49 - - - * 100
Total - 10 19 7 2 - - 10 1 * 51 - - - * 100
Office Total * 8 10 4 1 1 1 10 1] 1 53 - - - * 100

}7WLA purfiﬁﬁ of this county is served by Greenwood Marketing Services Office.
*  Less than 0.5 percent.




Table 22. Phoenix Marketing Services Offlce: Estimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specifled varietles,
by counties, crop of 1982

“State | Deita~| Delta-§ pelta-] Delta-] Delea-} Delta-| Deita-| Delta-] Delta-]| Stone-| Stone-] Stone-|
and pline pine pine plne pine pine pine pine pine | ville } ville | ville == —— Other Total
County 30 4l 55 ] 61 | 62 | 10 90 120 733 213 506 823 |
Pet,  Pet.  Pet,  Pet.  Pet.  Pet.  Pet,  Pet.  Per.  Pct.  Pet.  Pct.  Pet.  Pet.  Pet. Per.
Arfzona:
Maricopa - 1 3 24 217 19 4 18 ] 2 & 1 - - 1 100
Plua - 2 92 2 - 1 - - - - - - 1 100
Pinal * 10 2 30 28 19 6 - 1 - - 2 - - 2 100
Yuma 1/ - 3 - 58 1 19 3 10 - 1 - 2 - - 3 100
All othex - 6 - 27 33 24 4 - - - - 6 - - - 100
Off fce Total * 4 6 29 24 19 b 10 * 1 * 1 - - 1 100

1/ A .)ortluliiﬂV‘yéVf this county ks served by El Centro Marketing Services Office.
* Less than 0.5 percent.

Table 23, Winnsboro Marketlng Services Office: Estimated percentage of cotton acreage planted to specifled varieries,
by parishes, crop of 1982

State | belta-] Pelta-] Delta-] Delia-] Delta-] Delta-] Delta- DES McNadr Stone-] Stone-] Stone-] T o
and pine pine pine pine plae pine plae 56 235 ville § ville } ville ——— ——— Other Total
Parish 25 126 1 4r 1 Asal 58 L e} %0 | T 4 T 213 506 82> 1 L
Pet, Pet, Pet. Per. Pet . Pet. Per. Pet. Pct, Pet . Pet . Pet, Pee. Pet. Pee.
Loulslana:
Bosy ler - - 8 - - 18 - - - - - 14 - - - 100
Caddo - - 7 - - 76 - 4 - - - 13 - - - 100
Catahoula - - 98 - - - - - - - 1 1 - - - 100
East Carroil - - 17 - - 4 - - - 5 - 74 - - - 100
Fraoklin - - * - 11 6 - - * 19 - 64 - - - 100
Morchouse - 2 47 - 19 - - - - - [ 26 - - - 100
Natchitoches 2 - 52 - 18 - - - - 4 - 4 - - - 100
Quachita - - 21 - 22 - - - 8 18 - 31 - - - 100
Rapldes - - 24 - [ - - - 1 8 - - - 100
Richland - - 9 - 39 - 5 - - - 7 40 - - - 100
Tensasy ' - - 68 - 8 8 - - - - - 16 - - - 100
West Carrolld - - - - 26 - - - - 17 - 57 - - - 100
All other - - 24 i 25 313 - - - 2 - 15 - - - 100
Offfee Toral * ® 23 * 21 8 1 * * 6 2 39 - - - 100

A jess than 009 poereoent.



Table 24. Estimated percentage of American Pima cotton acreage
planted to specified varieties, by states, 1981-1982

State
Pima Pima Pima
and -5 P-34 P38 Other Total
Year
Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct.
Arizona
1981 99 1 - - 100
1982 89 11 - - 100
New Mexico
1981 100 - - - 100
1982 92 3 5 - 100
Texas
1981 100 - - - 100
1982 95 5 - - 100
United States 1/
1981 99 1l - - 100
1982 91 9 * - 100

1/ Excludes Califormia.
* Less than 0.5 percent.

Table 25. Estimated percentage of American Pima cotton acreage planted to specified
varieties, by Marketing Services Office areas, crop of 1982

Marketing Serwvices . .
Office areas Pima Pima Pima Other Total
S=5 P=34 P-38
and County
Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct. Pct.
El Paso
Arizona:
Total 90 10 - - 100
New Mexico:
Total 92 3 5 - 160
Texas:
Total 95 5 - - 100
Office Total 93 6 1 - 100
Phoenix
Arizona: ‘
Pinal 97 3 - - 100
All other 85 15 - - 100
Office Total 88 12 - - 100

- 16 =



