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DISTRIBUTION of the VARIETIES and CLASSES of WHEAT 
 
In the UNITED STATES In 1959 
 

By L. P. REITZ and L. W. BRIGGLE, research agronomists, 
 
Crops Research Division, Ag~icultural Research Service 1 
 

Wheat growers have a large number of 
varieties .from which to choose. New varie­
ties become available from time to time. 
Experimental evidence, fa-rm experience, 
and market demand affect the grower's 
choice. The extent to which acceptable 
varieties are being grown is of importance 
to the milling trade. In order to determine 
what farmers are growing, a wheat variety 
survey was conducted in 1959. This was 
similar to variety surveys conducted by the 
United States Department of Agriculture at 
5-year intervals since 1919.% Variety sur­

veys provide a historical record of changes 
and serve as a basis for further wheat 
improvement. 

This bulletin presents estimated acreage s 
as determined from the ninth survey for 
wheat sown for the 1959 crop. The esti ­
mated acreages by varieties and by market 
classes were computed from the prelimi­
nary seeded acreages of wheat by crop­
reporting districts, as estimated by the 
Agricultural Estimates Division, Agricul­
tural Marketing Service. 

VARIETAL-SURVEY METHODS 
 

The survey m.ethods were similar to 
those reported for 1954. Questionnaires 
were sent from the State ofiices of the 
Agricultural Estimates Division to crop 
correspondents of the U. S. Department of 
Agriculture. The form ofthe questionnaires 
was the same as for the 1949 and 1954 
surveys, in which the varieties known to be 
grown most extensively in each region were 
grouped by classes and listed alphabeti ­
cally, leaving space under each class for 
writing in the names of varieties not listed. 
The grower was asked to indicate the num­
ber of acres of each variety seeded on his 
farm for the 1959 harvest. Growers also 
were asked to indicate the acres harvested, 
but harvested acreage data are not included 
in this report. Questionnaires were sent to 

1The writers express appreciation to C. E. Burkhead and 
J. W. KIrkbride, Agricultural Estim.ues Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service, and to State and Federal agricultural st;ltis­
tfcians in the various State offices for cooperating tn collecting 
basic information for this report: and to K. A. Tabler, Aio­
metrical Services, Agricultul'al Research Service, for super­
vising the machine tabulation of the basic data. 

1 Results from the 1,954 survey and reference citations ttl all 
et.rHersurvey reports are given in Agriculture Handbook 108, 
issued in January 1957, by the U.S. Department o[ Agricll)n!re. 

wheat growers in all States for which the 
Agricultural Estimates Division estimated 
wheat acreages in 1959. Louisialla was in­
cluded this year for the first time. 

Approximately 189,000 questionnaires 
were sent out, and about 70,000 usable 
reports were returned. The 70,000 question­
naires on which this survey is based repre­
sent about 5.4 percent of the total number 
of wheat growers in the United States. They 
reported a total of 4,939,040 acres of 
wheat, which was about 8.5 percent of the 
area used for wheat in 1959. The data from 
the questionnaires were placed on punch 
cards for machine analysis. 

Some readers realize that farmers do 
not always use the correct variety name 
and that a sample survey covering only 8.5 
percent of the wheat acreage cannot be 
expected to be entirely accurate. Inaccu­
racies due to sampling probably are greatest 
for varieties grown on very small acreages, 
and the true acreages may be substantially 
different from those reported herein. The 
durum acreage in Califo~nia probably was 
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overestj.rnated by the survey, as the meas­
ured acreage determined by the Com­
modity Stabilization Service was about 7 ,300 
acres. 

Considerable confusion on the part of 
farmers Was evident in reporting varieties 
that exist in several forms in which a 
number should be attached to the name to 
indicate whether the original unimproved 
variety or one of several improved forms 
was intended. Such groups of varieties are 
Baart, Baart 38, and Baart 46, Ramona and 
Ramona 44, and White Federation and White 
Federation 31, for example. It was im­
possible to separate these in certain State 
tabulations; in some other States the sepa­
l'3ted records are in doubt. It is probable 
that most of the acreage was seeded to 
improved forms. 

Much of the reported acreage of Turkey 
in WashinBton is believed to be Rio, the 
reported aC'reage of Onas in California 
probably is Awned Onas for the most part, 
and the reported acreage of Federation in 
California actually is White Federation. 
Where the evidence seemed to warrant it, 
such discrepancies, as in California, for 
example, were taken into account and the 
reports edited accordingly. However, in 
most cases, it seemed better to report the 
results of the survey rather than to sub­
stitute estimates of acreages arrived at by 
a different method. 

Acreages reported under synonymous 
names were recorded under the standard 
name recognized by the U. S. Department 
of Agriculture. All except the newest vari ­
eties, and a very few others, are described 
in Technical Bulletin 1083. 3 

Some farmers reported their wheat under 
local names that could not be identified, or 
did not give a name. These are accounted 
for in the tables as "variety not reported." 

In order to determine the percentage 
that each variety was of the total acreage 
of wheat reported in a crop-reporting 
district, the reported acrealJe for each 
variety was divided by the total acreage of 
wheat reported on usable questionnaires 
for that district. The estimated acreage of 
each variety in the dis ...rict was then cal­
culated from the total acreage of wheat 
seeded in the district, as estimated by the 
Agricultural Estimates Division. All varie­
ties in each commercial class were then 
totaled for each district, State, and the 
United States, to arrive at the class 
acreageg. 

Maps Were made, showing the acreage 
distribution of all Wheat of the <ii£ferent 
classes and of varieties grown on more 
than 500,000 acres in 1959 and for some 
additional varieties of prominence in the 
respective market classes. Eachdotrepre­
sents 5,000 acres on the total-wheat map 
and the market dass maps and 2,000 acres 
on the variety maps. The se maps are based 
on acreages in each crop-reporting dis­
trict. Acreages in ea.ch county were also 
taken into account. but the dots on a county 
basis are not exactly proportional in every 
case. 

In 1919, 1924, 1929, 1934, 1939, 1944, 
1949. 1954, and 1959, a total of 139, 152, 
190, 213, 208, 216, 199. 203, and 212 dis­
tinct varieties, respectively, was reported.' 
In 1959, 45 variet.ies were reported that 
had not appeared in previous surveys, and 
36 varieties that were grown in 1954 were 
not reported in 1959. 

WHEAT ACREAGE 07 THE UNITED STATES 
 

The total seeded area in wheat in the 
United States in 1959 was about 58 million 
acres, or about 4.1 million acres less than 
in 1954. Changes in acreage were caused, 
in part, by wheat allotments made under 
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1935, 
as amended, which provided for a maximum 
for harvest of 55,000,000 acres in i 959. 
Reductions occurred in the acreage sown 

3Bayle..~. B. B.. and Clark. J. A. Classification of Wheat 
Varieties Gtown In t/le United Stares In. 1949. U.S. Dept. Agr. 
Tech. Su!. 1083, 173 Pp•• illus. 1954. 

to hard red winter, hard red l;pring, and. 
dururn val."ieties. Regional shifts occurred 
for these varieties, but only slight changes 
occurred in total soft red winter and white 
wheat acreages. In general, acreages were 
less in 1959 than in 1954 in. the Plains 
States and h'l California and the Pacific 
Northwest. Somewhat larger acreages were 
,aeeded in. the North Central States, the 
Carolinas, Alabama, Louisiana, Arkansas, 
and Arizona. Distribution of all wheat in 
1959 is shown in figure 1. 

2 
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FIGURE l.--Distribution of the total wheat acreagp.. seeded in the United States in 1959. Each dot represents 5,000 acres. 
Estimated area, 57.848,000 acres. 

ESTIMATED ACREAGE OF VAJiUETIES OF WHEAT 

The estimated acreage in 1959 and in 
1954 of each variety and the percentage of 
the total wheat area in each State occupied 
by each variety in 1959 and ia 1954 are 
shown by States in table 1. The table in­
cludes also the percentage occupied by 
each of these varieties in earlier surveys. 
Acreages for which the variety was not 
:Indicated and presumably no\~ known are 
included as "variety not reported." In 
contrast with earlier reports, known varie­
ties reported in surveys previous to 1954 
but not grown recently are not included in 
this latter category. As a consequence, the 
totals of the various columns previous to 
1954 do not add up to 100 percent in all 
cases. This means, among other things, 
that the percentages for the category 
"variety not reported" are comparable 
from year to year and from State to State 
and provide a fair index of the "variety 
consciousness" offarmers in various StG\tes 
and at various times. The discrepancies 
between the totals in each column and 100 

per<:ent indicate the extent to which known 
vadeties grown previous to 1954 have dis­
appeared. Varieties are grouped by market 
cla'sses and arranged in order of declining 
estimated acreages in 1959. Club wheat 
val:ieties, for the sake of convenience, are 
sh'own separately from other white wheats. 

The total acreages of each variety for 
the I'!ntire United States in 1954 and 1959 
aUld the percentage of ea.ch for each survey 
(1919 to 1959) are shown in table 2. Varie­
ties are listed in alphabetical order. For 
l:easons explained in the discussion of 
varietal-survey methods, acreages for 
certain closely related varieties were 
combined. For example, records for Baart, 
Baart 38, and Baart 46 are given on one 
line. in this table. Where individu.a.l State 
reports were rather clear, the full identity 
of such varieties was retained (table 1). 

Each of 16 varietie s was grown on 1 
million acres or more (table 3). The list 

3 
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includes 10 hard red winter varieties, 2 
each of hard red spring and soft red winter, 
and 1 each of common white and club. 
Triumph and Wichita were each grown on 
more tha.n 6 million acres; Selkirk was a 
close third in rank. For the first time 
since the surveys were started, Turkey was 
not listed among the million-acre wheats. 
Cheyenne has appeared among the million­
acre varieties in each of the last 4 surveys; 
Triumph, Wichita, Pawnee, Comanche, and 
Nebred have appeared in the list for 3 
surveys. Omar is unique in having reached 
the million-acre class so quickly; it was 
first grown commercially in 1955. 

Commencing in 1956, the U. S. Depart­
ment of Agl"iculture has applied a lower 
loan value in its pric~', support program to 
certain varieties having undesirable mill­
ing or baking qu~.lity. Thirty-three varie­
ties were designated for discount in the 
1959 survey year. Seventeen of these were 
grown in 1954, each comprising 0.01 per­
cent or more of the national acreage. 
Together they accounted for 6.96 percent 
of the ac reage at that time. In the pre sent 
survey year they comprised 1.19 percent 
of the acreage. Three of the 17 Were not 
reported as grown in 1959,5 others dropped 
to less than C).005 percent each of the 
acreage, and all but 1 declined. The excep­
tion was Spinkcota, which was 0.13 percent 
and 0.18 percent of the acreage in 1954 a.nd 
1959. respectively. 

Hard Red Winter Wheat Varieties 

The estimated acreage of all varieties 
of hard red wintp.r wheat in 1959 and the 
percentage each comprised of "his class of 
Wheat in the 9 survey years are given in 
table 4. Also included are varieties grown 
in 1954 but which were not reported as 
grown in 1959. Triumph with 6.341.167 
acres and Wichita with 6,214,287 acres 
accounted for 38.4 percent of the total ha;>:d 
red winter wheat acreage. Pawr,ee. the 
leading variety 5 years ago, ranked third 
with 3,9Bj,515 acres, or 12.2 percent. 
Seven other varieties were grown on 
acreages ranging from 1-1/4 millil)n to 
2-1/2 million acres. Also, these 3 leading 
varieties rack in the same order for 
earliness as they do in popularity. 

Maps indicating the distribution of the 11 
leading varieties of hard red winter wheat 
are shown in figures 2 to 12. 

'hW'it!W'Hfs'#t~'#tt#jtjttiBtt

I © UPDATA 1981 

Triumph (fig. 2) was grown mostly in the 
south-central Plains. with the larger acre­
ages occurring in Kansas. Oklahoma. and 
Texas. It increased in importance appre­
ciably between 1954 and 1959 and in the 
latter year was the leading variety in 
Oklahoma and Texas and ranked second in 
Kansas and Missouri. 

Pawnee (fig. 3) declirl.ed in acreage, 
especially southwestward. but retained or 
gained in acceptance eastward. It ranked 
fir st in Nebraska, Iowa, illinois. and Mis­
souri. where it occupied 31.0, 71.8, 44.3. 
and 38.8 percent. respectively. of the 
seeded acreages. It occupied 11.2 percent 
of the acreage in Kansas. where it ranked 
fifth. 

Wichita (fig. 4) occurred in about the 
same area and immediately to the north 
and west of Triumph. It was the leading 
variety in Colorado and Kansas and ranked 
second in Oklahoma and Texas. 

Cheyenne (fig. 5) increased in relative 
importance and total acreage. It continued 
to be important in Nebraska. where it 
ranked second and gained greatly in popu­
larity in Wyoming and Montana. The favor­
able attitude by millers regarding Cheyenne 
encouraged many farmers to grow it. 

Comanche. Ponca, and Kiowa (figs. 6 
to 8) were seeded on large acreages. 
principally in Kansas. Nebred (fig. 9) was 
grown extensively in Nebraska. South 
Dakota. and Wyoming. Bison (fig. 10) was 
not released until 1956 but increased very 
rapidly in western Kansas and adjacent 
areas in southern Nebraska. where it has 
proved to be well adapted. Concho (fig. 11) 
was grown principally in Oklahoma, Texas, 
and Kansas. The distribution of Turkey 
(fig. 12) is included mail"J.y for historical 
reasons. In earlier years it dominated the 
hard red winter wheat acreage. It has 
declined steadily, giving way to varieties 
with superior characteristics, until it occu­
pied only 1.8 percent of the acreage sown 
to this class of wheat in 1959. It ranked 
second in Idaho but was a minor variety in 
most States where grown. 

Hard Red Spring Wheat Varieties 

The acreages planted to hard red spring 
wheat varieties in 1959 and the proportion 
each variety comprised of the total in 

4 



survey years from 1919 to 1959 are given 
in table 5. The phenomenal increase of 
Selkirk is the most impressive statistic in 
the table. This variety accounted for only 
0.1 percent of the acreage in 1954, when it 
was just coming into production, but by 
1959 it was seeded on more than half the 
entire hard red spring wheat acreage. Its 
resistance to current races of stern rust 
was the principal reason for its spread; 
however, it has good agronomic charac­
teristics and acceptable grain quality. Lee 
and Thatche r, leading varietie s in 1954, 
ranked second and third in 1959. 

Distribution of Selkirk is shown in fig­
ure 13. Most of the acreage was in North 
Dakota, South Dakota, and Minnesota. In 
these States, 57.1, 31.0, and 91.1 percent, 
respectively. of the wheat acreage was 
seeded to Selkirk. 

Lee (fig. 14) and Thatcher (fig. 15) were 
more important in the western part of the 
spring wheat region than the eastern part, 
because stem rust is less of a threat and 
the se varieties have better adaptation west­
ward than Selkirk. The new variety, Conley, 
was grown mostly in North Dakota and 
Minnesota (fig. 16). Rescue is especially 
valuable where sawfly attacks spring wheat. 
The distribution map (lig. 17) indicates it 
was grown almost exclusively in the affected 
areas of Montana and North Dakota. 

Rushmore declined sharply during the 
5-year period, as did Mida. Centana, re­
leased in 1958, gained rapidly in Montana. 

Soft Red Winte:.: Wheat Varieties 

The soft red winter wheat variety data 
~re !1ummarized in table 6. More varieties 
are included than in any other das s. This 
is because the large area involved per­
mits, and may require, culture of rather 
diverse types of va::ieties. Many varieties 
were seeded on quite limited acreages, 
and only two were seeded on more than a 
million acres each. Sixteen varieties re­
ported as grown in 1954 were nat reported 
in 1959. 

Knox was the leading variety and com­
prised 23.8 percent of the acreage seeded 
to soft red winter wheat. The distribution 
map (fig. 18) shows that Knox was grown 
widely in the Ohio Valley. It was the lead­
ing variety in Indiana and, Kentucky where 

38.6 and 42.6 percent, respectively, of each 
State's ac reage was seeded to this variety. 
It ranked second in Arkansas, illinois, Ohio, 
and Tennessee and was third in Missouri. 
The early maturity, short straw, and good 
agronomic and grain quality characteristics 
have made this variety popular with both 
farmers and millers. 

Dual (fig. 19) and Vermillion (fig. 20) 
are ,.,imilar to Knox in several respects, 
but thus far they have been more restricted 
in area of use. Hessian fly resistance of 
Dual and slightly less loose smut in Ver­
million are advantages over Knox, but both 
are slightly later in maturity. These two 
varieties ranked second and third in im­
portan("f' in Indiana. 

Seneca (fig. 21) and Thorne I[fig. 22) are 
similar varieties and comprised 16.0 and 
8.7 percent, respectively, of the seeded 
acreage of soft red winter wheat in 1959. 
Their combined percentage of 24.7 was 
somewhat less than that of 1954 (35.2 per­
cent). Even so, they were grown over an 
extensive area. Seneca was the leading 
variety in Ohio and ranked second in New 
Jersey, Virginia, and West Virginia. 
Thorne was the leading variety in Mary­
land, Virginia, and West Virginia, and 
ranked second in Pennsylvania and third in 
Ohio, New York, and North Carolina. 

Anderson was seeded in South Atlantic 
States mainly (fig. 23), especially North 
Carolina and South Carolina, with smaller 
acreages in Georgia, Virginia, Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Louisiana. 

Coker 47-27, Chancellor, Blackhawk, 
Bledsoe, Tayland, Atlas 66, and Pennoll 
were leading varieti.es of wheat in one or 
more States. Vigo, the leCi.ding variety in 
the eastern region in the 1954 survey, was 
sown on only 3.1 percent of the soft red 
winter wheat acreage in 1959. 

White and Club Wheat Varieties 

All white wheat varieties, including both 
common and club wheat, are listed in table 7. 
Data on acreages for 1959 and percentage 
data for all survey years are given. Omar, 
a club wheat, and Genesee and Burt, two 
common wheats, comprised 54.7 percent 
of the white wheat acreage SOW!l in 1959. 
Lemhi, Ramona, and. Brevor acreages bring 
the six-variety total to slightly under 70 
percent of all white wheat sown. 

5 
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PH - 1064 

FIGURE: 2.--Distribution of Triumph in 1959. 6,341,167 acres. Each dot represents 2,000 acres. 

PN.1065 

FIGURE 3.--Pawnee. 3.981,51tl acres. 

PN-1066 

FIGURE 4.--Wichita. 6,214,287 acres. 
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PN-1067 

FIGURE 5.--Cheyenne. 2,560,522 acres. 

PN-1068 

FIGURE 6.--Comanche. 1,880,303 acres. 

PN-1069 

I'N -1070 
FIGURE 7.--Ponca. 1,666,719 acres. 

FIGURE 8.--Kiowa. 1,645,114 acres. 

7 
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PH-107l 


FIGURE 9.--Nebred. 1,411,882 acres. 


PH - 1072 
FIGURE 10.--Bison. 1,364,462 acres. 

( 

~. 

PH-1073 
PH.1074 

FIGURE ll.--Concho. 1,225,657 acres. 
FIGURE 12.--Turkey. 602,945 acres. 

PN~ 1075 PH- 1076 

FIGURE 13.--Selkirk. 5,'152,058 acres. FIGURE 14.--Lee. 1,612,030 acres. 
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PN-l07e 

FIGURE 16.--Conley. 495,053 acres. 

PH .1077 

FIGURE 15.--Thatcher. 950,930 acres. 

PH.l079 

FIGURE 17.--Rescue. 484,940 acrf''s. 

PH- 1080 

FIGURE 18.--Knox. 1.753.280 acres. 

PH - 1081 

FIGURE 19.--Dual. 693,442 acres. 
PH-I082 

FIGURE 20~--Vermillion. 684,084 acres. 
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PN-l0S3 

PN-l084 
FIGURE 21.--Seneca. 1,176,400 acres. 

FIGURE 22.--Thorne. 641.684 acres. 

PH-lOSS 

FIGURE 23.--Anderson. 375.894 acres. FIGURE 24.--Omar. 1.537.310 acres. 

PN.1087 PH-TOSS 

FIGURE 25.--Genesee. 1.0Q3.400 acres. FIGURE 26.--Burt. 317.421 acres. 

10 
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The club wheats have been listed sepa­
rately (table 8) for the convenience of some 
readers. Omar accounted for 83.6 pexcent 
of the club wheat acreage and 29.4 percent 
of all white wheat in 1959. It was not avail­
able to growers until 1955, but became 
very popular because of its high resistance 
to stinking smut and good agronomic per­
formance. The distribution ofOmar (fig. 24) 
follows closely the historic pattern for all 
club wheats, ,and, was most important in 
Washington, (:)regon, and northern Idaho. 

Genesee (fig:. 25) was the leading variety 
in New York and Michigan, constituting 
82.4 and 63.0 percent, respectively, of each 
State's wheat acreage. Burt, a hard white 
winter wheat, was sown on 6.0 percent of 
the white wheat acreage, with most of it in 
Washington and Oregon (fig. 26). Lemhi 
spring wheat and the improved Le1l"hi 53 
were l'leeded in Idaho, Utah, and sparingly 
elsewhere, mostly on irrigated land (fig. 27). 
Ramona and the improved Ramona 44 were 
sown principally in California and Arizona 
(fig. 28), where they comprised 43.3 and 
86.4 percent, respectively, of each State's 
acreage. Other white wheats of considerable 
significance are Brevor, Yorkwin, and 
Baart. Together they made up about 10 
percent of the white wheat acreage. Still 
other varieties have local use. 

Durum Wheat Varieties 

Durum varieties are listed in table 9 
with estimated acreages in 1959 and the 
proportion each comprised of the total 
durum acreage in 1954 and 1959, and for 
earlier survey years. The durums were 
grown almost exclusively in the North 
Central States. Twelve varieties were :ce­
ported as being grown in 1959. 

Langdon and Ramsey accounted for 85.8 
percent of the acreage sown to durum 
wheat. These varieties were made available 
to farmers in 1956 because they possessed 
resistance to the devastating ISB stem 
rust. Towner and Yuma were also released 
at this time for the same reas on, but they 
lacked the good agronomic characters of 
Langdon, especially. Mindum and Kubanka, 
long-time favorites, together made up only 
5.2 percent of the durum acreage. 

The acreage of Langdon durum (fig. 29) 
is concentrated in northeastern North 
Dakota, along the Red River Valley in 
adjacent parts of Minnesota, and in eastern 
South Dakota. Other varieties form a simi­
lar distribution pattern. The small acre­
age in California and Oregon is mostly 
Sentry. 

FIGURE 27.--Lemhi. 277.854 acres. 

PN-I090 
PN_I089 

FIGURE 28.--Ramona. 270.649 acres. 

P N- ]091 
FIGURE 29.--Langdon. 777.918 acres. 
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DISTRiBUTION OF MARKET CLASSES OF WHEAT 

The proportion of wh..at comprising each 
of the principal market classes of wheat 
by crop-reporting districts in 1959 is 
indicated in table 10, summarized for each 
State in table II, and for the United States 
in table 12. 

Table 10 was prepared by totaling the 
acreage of varieties belonging to each 
class. The amount sown to unknown va.rie­
ties was determined also; for tables 11 and 
12 a part of the category "variety not 
reported" was cr.~dited to each class ac­
cording to the proportion of each market 
class determined without including this 
category. This was done by crop-reporting 
districts (fig. 30) and then totaled for each 
State and for the United States. The ac reage s 
of the individual varieties making up these 
classes are indicated in tables 4 to 9. The 
distributions of each market class are pre­
sented in figures 31 to 35; each dot repre­
sents 5,000 acres in these figures. 

The white wheat class embraces all 
varieties having white grain (exceptdurum) 
and, as such, covers quite diverse forms. 
Club wheats as well as common are in­
cluded. The club wheats currently grown 
have soft grain and are predominantly of 
winter habit and are fall sown. The common 
white wheats may have hard or soft grain, 
be of winter Or spring habit, and, in the 
case of spring forms, may be sown in the 
fall in mild climates, or in the spring. 
Club wheat varieties were listed separately 
in table 8. Hard- or semihard-grained 
varieties were 'marked in table 7 to facili­
tate interpretation of the results of the 
survey in terms of market subclasses. 

Soft red winter and white wheat were by 
far the most important market classes 
grown in the North Atlantic States (table 10). 
Most of the Wheat in New York was white. 
In the North Central States, white wheat 
predominated in one State (Michigan), s.oft 
red winter in three States, hard red sprmg 
in three States, and hard red winter in five 
States. Almost all of the durum wheat was 
produced in this region. Soft red winter was 
the principal class grown in the South 
Atlantic States. Among South Central States, 
Oklahoma and Texas produced hard red 
winter wheat, whereas all others produced 
mainly soft red winter wheat. White wheat 

predominated or was of major importance 
in seven of the Western States. hard red 
winter was important in seven Western 
States, and hard red spring in one of them 
(Montana). The relative importance of each 
class in each crop-reporting district indi­
cates the classes of wheat locally available. 

Seven States were predominantly single­
class producers (table 11), and 24 other 
States produced a single class on 90 per­
cent or more of the acreage. Some States 
are in transition zones, where more than 1 
class would be about equally well adapted. 
Likewise, land management factors, such 
as irrigation vs. dryland and use of Wheat 
as a companion crop, for example, may 
affect the variety chosen and hence the 
market class of grain produced. Market 
demand and unique opportunity to produce 
a high quality crop are additional reasons 
for producing several market classes with­
in a State. For example, high qualitydurum 
and high quality hard red spring Wheat are 
both readily produced in certain Northern 
States. 

A few States show historical shifts in the 
market classes produced in greatest quan­
tity. Colorado, Id aha, Montana, South 
Dakota, and Wyoming have tended toward 
more hard red winter and less hard red 
spring wheat. illinois has apparently shifted 
back toward more soft r.ed winter, although 
over half of the 1959 acreage was hard red 
winter. There has been a noticeable rise in 
the. importance of hard red winter wheat in 
Kentucky, Missouri. and Tennessee. with 
two-thirds of Missouri's acreage devoted 
to this class in 1959. Minnesota has tended 
to grow more hard red spring and less 
hard red winter wheat. White wheat has 
increased in Oregon and Washington with 
a simultaneous decline in hard red winter 
and hard red spring. Soft red winter has 
increased in Wisconsin, whereas hard red 
spring and hard red winter have declined. 

Hard red winter wheat was seeded on 
32,770,991 acres, or 56.7 percent, of the 
57,848,000 acres grown in the United States 
in 1959 (table 12). Hard red spring, soft 
red winter, white, and durum. comprised 
19.5, 12.7, 9.0, and 2.1 percent, respec­
tively, of the United States acreage in 1959. 
Soft red winter and white wheat were rela­
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tively more important in 1959 than in 1954 
and were the only classes to show an actual 
gain in total acreages. The other classes 
showed declines in acreage and accounted 
for all the decline in total acreage from. 
1954 to 1959. 

As shown in table 12, the proportion of 
hard red spring wheat in the United States 
has remained fairly constant since 1919, 
and the hard red winter class has increased 
regularly from 32.0 percent in 1919 to 

56.7 percent in 1959. The proportion of 
soft red winter wheat in 1959 was only 
slightly more than one-third of the pro­
portion in 1919 and about the same as 
shown for the surveys in 1949 and 1954. 
The proportion of white wheat varied some­
what. but the percentage was higher in 
1954 and again in 1959 than in any previous 
survey. Durum. declined to less than half 
its former importance, but was about the 
sam in 1959 as in 1954. No red durum 
was reported. 

SUMMARY 
 

Farmers in 41 States participated in 
supplying data for this bulletin, the ninth 
in a series of wheat variety surveys con­
ducted by the U. S. Department of Agri­
culture at 5-year intervals commencing 
with 1919. 

Two hundred twelve distinct varieties 
were reported as having been seeded for 
the 1959 crop. Forty-five of these were new 
or were not reported in the survey conducted 
in 1954. 

Sixteen varieties were each sown on 1 
million acres or more in 1959. Triumph, 
with 6,341,167 acres, and Wichita with 
6,214,287 acres. both hard red winter 
wheat varieties, were most extensively 
seeded. Selkirk. a nard red spring wheat, 
ranked third with 5,752,058 acres. Knox 
was the most widely sown soft red winter 
variety. Omar the most popular club wheat, 
Genesee the most favored common white 
variety, and Langdon durum the leader 
among varieties for macaroni products. 
Varieties having good market quality pre­
dominated; those with undesirable milling 
or baking properties declined precipitously. 

The acreage determined for the varieties 
was grouped into the 5 principal market 
classes of wheat and totaled. Hard red 
winter wheat was seeded on 32.770,991 
acres, or 56.7 percent, of the total wheat 
acreage. Hard red spring wheat was seeded 
on 11,282,686 acres (19.5 percent). soft 
red winter wheat on 7,353,452 acres (12.7 
percent), white wheat (including club) on 
5,223,825 acres (9.0 percent), and durum 
wheat on 1,217,046 acres (2.1 percent). 
Hard red winter wheat increased in rela­
tive importance, but the acreage was con­
siderably below that of 5 years ago. Hard 
red spring and. durum wheat classes de­
clined both in percentage and actual acre­
age. Soft red winter and white wheat classes 
increased slightly both in percentage and 
actual acreage. 

The total seeded acreage for the United 
States was 57,848,000 acres in 1959 as 
compared to 61.971,000 acres in 1954. Bya 
series of dot maps, the acreage distribution 
is shown for all wheat, for each market 
class, and for several of the leading varie­
ties. 
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CROP-REPORTING DISTRICTS 
 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT Of AGRICULTURE 
 

• PH- 1092 

FIGURE 30.--Crop-.reporting districts in the United States in 1959. 

PH -1093 

FIGURE 31.--Distribution of hard red winter wheat in 1959. 32,770,991 acres. Each dot represents 5,000 acres. 
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'PH-10U 

FIGURE 32.--Distribution of hard red spring wheat in 1959. 11.282.686 acres. 

PN-1095 

FIGURE 33.--Distribution of soft rf'.d winter wheat in 1959. 7.353,452 acres. 
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PN-l096 

FIGURE 34.--Distribution of white wheat in 1959. 5.223.825 acres. 
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PN-l097 

FIGURE 35.--Distribution of durum wheat in 1959. 
1,217.046 acres. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State at 
S-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959 

Percentage 1/ 1 Acr~e!lState, class, and 
variety 1919 1 1924 1 IS29 1 1934 11939 1 1944 11949 1 1954 11959 J 1954 L 1959 

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

Alabama --------------
Soft red winter: 

(79) (151) 

Coker 47-27--------­ 23.1 40.6 6,921 32,445 
Anderson ----------­ 3.9 29.0 1,167 23,234 
Coastal------------­ 3.8 15.6 1,125 12,516 
Bledsoe------------­ 4.6 3,692 
Atlas 66 -----------­ 1.3 2.9 381 2,318 
Sanford ------------­ 9.8 44.8 16.5 2.5 4,962 2,006 
Knox: --------------­ .6 514 
Vigo --- ..-----------
Purplestraw--------­
Chancellor ---------­

54.4 43.0 50.1 89.9 77.5 80.3 7.6 
1.2 

7.5 
4.5 

22.8 

.6 

.5 

.2 

2,265 
1,356 
6,825 

496 
422 
192 

Thorne ------------­ 2.2 660 
Fulcaster ----------­ 16.8 9.3 6.8 3.4 .2 12.3 2.1 645 
Fultz --------------­ 1.8 3.1 1.0 2.1 630 
Leap--------------­ (*) 3.5 .3 93 
Nured --------------

Variety not reported Y - 17.0 29.9 43.1 3.0 6.0 2.0 10.3 
.2 

9.7 2.9 
48 

2,922 2,165 

Total !I---------­ 90.0 85.3 100.0 92.9 86.9 95.8 7'1.2 100.0 100.0 30,000 80,000 

Arkansas --------------
Hard red winter: 

(103) (368) 

Triumph -----------­
Concho ------------­

5.2 3.7 
2.7 

4,376 6,955 
4,949 

Ponca --------------
Pawnee ------------­ 0.2 1.8 

1.3 
.9 1,462 

2,504 
1,608 

RedChief --------­__ .1 258 
BlueJacket---------­ .4 353 

Soft red winter:
Chancellor _________ _ 
Knox: ­ _____________ _ 1.6 54.0 26.7 

25.6 
45,360 49,585 

47,647 
Taylor--------------Atlas 66 ___________ _ .2 

16.3 
3.9 134 

30,273 
7,345 

Vermillion ---------­ 2.9 5,364 
Anderson ----------­ 1.2 1.9 991 3,524 
Taylor 49 ----------­ 1.4 2,518 
Tayland -----------­
Coker 47-27--------­ 9.7 

1.3 
1.3 8,165 

2,423 
2,359 

Bledsoe------------­ 1.1 2,046 
Vigo ---------------
Coastal------------­

6.3 .6 
.4 

5,326 1,119 
785 

Leap ---------------
Thorne ------------­
Redhart------------­ 1.0 9.7 2.0 

.2 
(*) 

1,655 

381 
19 

Sanford ------------­ 6.8 1.8 1,537 
Purplestraw--------­ 8.4 6.4 4.6 5.3 9.3 7.9 1.5 1.5 1,268 

1./ The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than O. 1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

~/ Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm reports used in Ilom­
puting the data. Thus in Alabama 79 reports in 1954 and 151 in 1959 were used. 

~I The figures in this row include aLL wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not repC't~t­
ed. They also inlllude the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports. 

il The difference between the totals given in this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Contlnued. 

State, class, and 
variety 

Percentage 1/ 

1919 ! 1924 J1929 I 1934 11939 1 1944 11949 I 1954 
I 

I 1959 I 
Acreage 2/ 

1954 I 1959 

Arkansas - Con. 
Soft red winter - Con. 

Atlas 50 -----------­ 1.3 1,109 
Hardired -----------Clarkan ____________ 
Fultz--­____________ 
Vahart - ____________ 

Variety not reported V­
14.5 

16.7 

5.0 

23.9 

17.5 

6.0 

9.5 

15.0 

6.2 

1.9 0 

26.7 
3.6 
3.1 

28.3 

.8 

.6 

.3 

.1 
12.8 

655 
462 
277 
118 

7.7 10,752 14,338 

Total Y---------­ 39.6 35.3 28.1 29.8 17.4 8.9 81. 5 100.0 100.0 84,000 186,000 

Arizona --------------.. 
Hard red winter: 

(80) (167) 

Turkey ------------­ 1.7 0.3 1.6 O.B 0.5 18.3 6.7 10.8 4.4 2,493 4,841 
Kiowa -------------­ 1.2 1,330 
Kanred------------­ .8 .2 176 266 
Relief -------------­ 2.3 550 
Comanche ---------­ 1.4 330 

White: 
Ramona 44---------­ 6.9 1.9 86.4 429 94,139 
Baart -------------­ 55.3 18.6 79.8 85.4 83.2 57.9 31. a 17.4 .5 3,998 497 
Defiance-­ -­ -­ --­--­ 2.6 .3 587 355 
Awned Onas---------
Sonora ------------­ 15.7 42.7 8.1 9.0 1.9 4.4 .4 

5.4 .2 
.1 

1,249 177 
159 

White Federation 38 - 6.4 1.3 5.2 .1 106 
Baarl 38-----------­ 14.6 20.6 25.6 5,886 
Baart 46-----------­ 6.6 1,518 
Federation --------­ 1.9 434 
Onas --------------­ 1.4 313 

Club: 
Big Club -----------

Durum: 
Sentry V-----------

Variety not reported Y ­ 20.1 33.3 8.4 2.4 4.2 .1 29.2 

.1 

21. 8 

2.0 

1.2 
3.4 

28 

5,010 

2,168 

1,352 
3,610 

Total y---------­ 92.8 94.9 97.9 97.6 89.8 95.3 94.8 100.0 100.0 23,000 109,000 

California -------------
Hard red winter: 

(227) (448) 

Columbia ----------­ 0.1 665 
Rio ---------------­ -­ .... ­ 0.1 .1 367 

White: 
Ramona 6/----------
White Federation 7/ ­ 0.4 5.9 

0.1 
17.1 

1.2 
29.4 

2.3 
3.8 

25.3 
32.4 

33.5 
24.3 

43.3 161,027 176,101 
23.9 116,860 96,991 

Onas 8/---------.:----
BaarC9/------------
PacificBluestem 10/­

10.7 
40.4 

32.1 
13.8 

2.6 
24.8 
14.4 

4.6 
27.6 
7.1 

5.2 
26.6 
5.7 

6.2 
31.1 
3.8 

5.0 
19.9 
3.6 

6.6 
18.1 
3.3 

11. 9 31,173 
4.0 86,169 
2.8 15,984 

48,470 
16,155 
11,343 

Marfed -------------
Bunyip -------------
Galgalos ----------­ 1.6 

8.2 
.8 

16.9 
.7 

11. 4 
1.1 

13.0 
1.9 

8.2 
1.7 

1.8 
2.8 

2.9 
4.6 

2.3 
1.4 
1.0 

13,822 
22, 196 

9,494 
5,678 
4,092 

Pilcraw -----------­ .2 753 
Sonora -------------

Club; 
17.5 11. 9 to.7 5.5 2.2 .5 .2 (*) 502 

Big Club 11/--------
Poso 12/-~---------

.2 .1 5.5 
.3 

4.7 
3.2 

4.0 
1.2 

5.2 
2.0 

4.1 
1.8 

2.8 
.8 

19,836 
8,433 

11,285 
3,198 

Omar-:::-----------­ .1 496 
Hymar ------------­ (*) 149 
Elgin -------------­ .1 .3 1,577 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acre~ge in 1954 and 1959-Contimfed. 

State, class, and Percentage !I 1 Acreage Y 
variety 1919 1 1924 11929 1 1934 11939 1 1944 1 1949 11954 J 1959\ 1954 1 1959 

California - Con. 
Durum: 

Sentry ----------- 2.3 9,363 
Variety not reporte£/ 17.3 24.1 9.3 1.5 1.2 0.2 1.4 0.5 3.0 2,421 12,400 

Total !/------- 87.5 91. 5 85.4 81. 8 94.3 53.0 99.8 100.0 100.0 480,000 407,000 

Colorado ----------- (683) (1,817) 
Hard red winter: 

Wichita ---------- 12.8 45.3 64.5 1,393,494 1,832,617 
Cheyenne -------- 2.7 4.4 8.3 9.3 10.8 284,578 308,215 
Comanche ------- 19.2 11. 8 9.6 361,759 272,327 
Tenmarq--------- 2.8 22.6 14.0 4.2 2.0 130,175 55,838 
Turkey ---------- 66.5 51. a 51. 4 53.5 44.2 26.8 9.0 3.3 1.9 101,927 52,711 
Bison------------ 1.6 45,585 
Nebred ---------- .2 .3 .1 1.5 2,665 43,919 
Kiowa ----------- 3.2 1.3 97,658 37,778 
Wasatch --------- 1.3 1.1 39,548 30,065 
Concho ---------- 1.1 29,930 
Pawnee---------- 4.1 1.7 .9 53,446 25,688 
Apache ---------- .1 .8 1,996 22,607 
Triumph --------- 2.3 .5 .7 15,872 18,935 
Blackhull -------- .3 1.8 5.8 9.1 17.2 10.6 3.5 .6 106,950 16,531 
Ponca ----------- (*) .2 1,361 5,006 
Westar ---------- .1 .2 4,021 
Kanred ---------- 23.5 17.5 14.4 19.4 13.7 1.5 1.3 .1 . 40,147 3,448 
Nebraska 60------ 1.1 1.0 .9 .1 .6 (*) 18,700 1,900 
Yogo ------------ .1 .1 (*) 3,570 1,361 
Crockett --------- (*) 331 
!4inter----------- (*) (*) 1,013 244 
Sioux ------------ .4 (*) 10,944 82 
Cache ----------- (*) 25 
BlueJacket------- 3.0 92,691 
Redchief --------- .2 1.7 2.9 87,798 
ChieCkan --------- 3.1 1.2 2.2 68,691 
Early Blackhull -- .1 5.1 1.3 40,179 
lowin ------------ .1 3,175 
RedJacket ------- (*) 1,360 

!J The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than O. 1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

~I Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
puting the data. 

3..1 The figures in this row include all wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not report­
ed. They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports. 

iJ The difference between the totals given in this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 

'il Spring- and fall-sown acreages reported together.
E.I Ramona and Ramona 44 combined. 
 
II White Federation and White Federation 38 combined. The acreage reported as Federation in the last 3 
 

surveys was combined with White Federation 38. 
~I Onas and Awned Onas combined. 
9/ Baart, Baart 38, and Baart 46 combined. 

10/ Pacific Bluestem and Pacific Bluestem 37 combined. 
 
TIl Big Club and Big Club 43 combined. 
 
12/ Poso, Poso 44, and Poso 48 combined. 
 

19 

I © UPDATA 1981 



----

TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each state 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

Acreage .yState, class, and 
variety 1919 1954 1959 

Colorado - Con. 
Hard red spring: 

Lee -.----------- 0.5 0.3 15,364 8,520 
Ceres ----------- 3.0 5.1 3.1 3.6 .4 .3 12,489 7,658 
Thatcher--------- .7 2.8 4.3 .9 .2 27,508 5,044 
Marquis --------- 9.4 13.9 17.0 12.7 7.5 4.3 .5 .1 .1 2,914 2,313 
Komar ---------- .1 4.2 .7 .1 .1 1,956 
Saunders -------- .1 (*) 1,590 1,542 
Reward ---------- .1 .7 (*) 84 
Mida ------------ (*) (*) 397 

Soft red winter: 
Jones Fife ------- (*) 237 
KanQueen-------- .9 26,104 
Clarkan---------- (*) 284 

(*) 74Vigo ------------
White: 

Lemhi ----------- .1 (*) 2,560 1,141 
Dicklow---------- .1 .2 .1 .2 .2 (*) (*) 1,070 228 
Elgin ------------ (*) 170 

Vilriety not reported~ 12.6 8.7 4.9 6.3 .7 (*) 39.8 .1 25,779 3,513_._--- -_.,........,.....--

Total ,!/-______ 
 88.5 97.4 93.8 97.0 97.4 99.6 99.7 100.0 100.0 3,076,000 2,842,000 

(77) (57)Delaware -----------)----
Soft red winter: 

Tayland --------~ ---- 22.9 6,633 
Pennoll---------- 1.7 IS.5 613 5,669 
Thorne ---------- 40.5 45.9 18.4 16,965 5,329 
Nudel ----------- 1.0 17.5 9.0 6,4.81 2,613 

9.0 2,608Dual ------------
Seneca ---------- 1.6 6.3 578 1,830 
Leapland -------- .4 2.3 3.9 882 1,134 
Nittan!l ---------- 0.8 27.0 41.1 45.4 53.0 26.3 12.3 3.6 4,571 1,055 
Anderson -------- 3.3 1.5 1,225 429 
Blackhawk ------- , ---- ---- ---- 3.9 .7 192 

.3 79Atlas 66 ---------~ ---- ---- ----

Leap ------------ 10.1 20.1 34.7 17.9 39.5 28.6 4.5 1.9 
 
Fulcaster -------- 15.0 63.7 19.1 . 24.7 5.8 7.2 2.2 .3 
 

Variety not reported~ 52.6 6. 9 6.3 to. 3 3.9 6.3 12.2 13.2 4.9 429--,--.._.-.-" -, .. ~ -- ... --- -,""~-------~-,.-.", 

Total 4/_______ 1 77. 7 91.5 87.1 95.1 ,.9.!.O 291 000 
..- :-::.;;:.~-:':";:;;=;.,-= ~';;..::~;;:.=~.--:,:-'- _~4:.Q,:c-~~~;6. 1~14}~-~.~~~:.~_=-27' 000 

Georgia ------------ (274) (272) 
Hard red winter: 

Ponca ----------- 0.5 652 
Soft red winter: 

Bledsoe --------- 23.2 28,290 
Anderson -------- 1.4 15.1 1,630 18,397 
Chancellor ------- ---- 1.7 52.1 15.1 63,059 18,393 
Coker 47-27 ----- 1---- 15.0 13.2 18,204 16,058 
Coastal---------- I ---- 5.7 5.1 6,941 6,216 

,Purplestraw ----- !54. 2 69.2 83.4 77.0 71. 9 49.4 5.5 5.0 3.8 6,045 4,331 
Sanford ---------- I ---- 12.9 72.0 13.4 3.3 16,239 4,007 
Atlas 66 --------- 1.1 2.9 1,300 3,527 
Taylor----------- 2.1 2,555 
JRedhart -------- ­ 3.9 21. 3 33.1 15.2 1.9 1.3 2,243 1,603 
Knox ------------ 1.3 1,539 
Thorne ---------- .5 658 
Tayland --------- .3 412 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

Percentage 1/ 1 Acreage 2/State, class, and 
~---,----~--------~~~----

variety 1919 1 1924 1 1929 1 1934 11939 1 1944 11949 11954 1 1959 1 1954 1 1959 

Georgia - Coli.. 
Soft red winter - Con 

Taylor 49 ------- ­ 0.3 357 
Senec~\ ---------- .1 165 

.1 165Dual ------------

Atlas 50 -------- ­ 1.2 1,493 
 
Fulcaster -------- 12.4 7.1 3.2 3.7 1.3 1.8 .2 .6 773 
 
Hardired ------- ­ 1.9 1.9 .2 278 
 
NiUany ---------- .2 177 
 
Vigo -----------~ 
 .1 69 

Variety not reported~/ 4.7 8.8 3.7 4.8 1.0 .1 2.0 2.1 12.0 2,549 14,675
1----------------------------------------------

Total !/_______ 71. 3 85.1 90.3 89.4 95.5 99.2 98.5 100.0 100.0 121,000 122,000 

(904) (1,749) 
Hard red winter: 

Turkey --------- ­ 15.6 26.7 19.9 23.3 26.3 31. 7 18.5 16.2 16.0 205,922 199,128 
Cache ---------- ­ 1.9 9.5 11. 0 120,980 137,086 
Wasatch -------- ­ 14.1 13.3 8.4 169~103 104,737 
Ridit ------------ 2.8 4.3 5.2 3.1 2.7 1.1 2.2 13,596 27,896 
Oro ------------- 12,812 

Idaho ------------- ­

'1. 0 
Columbia ------- ­ 1.0 12,103 
Kiowa ---------- ­ 1.1 .5 14,076 6,559 
Itana ---------- ­ .5 6,535

1---­ .1 .3 909 4,022Rio ------------ ­ ,
Kanred --------- ­ .3 3,655 
Cheyenne ------- ­ .2 1..956 
Comanche ------ ­ .2 (*) 2,020 4;.19 
Mosida --------- ­ 1.9 1.2 1.0 1.6 .5 .2 (*) 2,808 264 
Montana 36 ----- ­ (*) 201 
BlueJacket------­ .5 6,831 
Relief ---------- ­ .7 .6 .3 .4 5,037 
Yogo ----------- ­ .1 1,035 
Karmont-------- ­ .1 621 
Tenmarq -------- (*) 1.5 (*) 30 

Hard red spring: 
Komar --------- ­ (*) .6 3.0 3.2 2.8 41,710 35,129 
Selkirk ---------- .4 4,840 
Thatcher ------- ­ (*) .3 .4 138 4,469 
Centana -------- ­ .2 2,955 
Saunders ------- ­ .7 .2 8,349 2,620 
Marquis -- .----- ­ 11~~2 14.8 7.3 5.1 5.4 4.0 1.6 .4 .2 4,524 1,951 
Ceres---------- ­ ]---- .3 (*) .1 (*) .1 90 1,166 
Redman -------- ­ j---- .3 (*) 3,744 128 
Henry ----------- 1---- 2.4 30,367 
Lee ------------- _--- .2 2,808 
Premier ------- ­ ---- (*) .1 624 
Regent ----- ,---- 1 .2 (*) 312 

1../ The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 0,1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective Slute. 

~I Figures in parentheses opposite the name of ('ach State show the numb('r of farm re'~'nts used in com­
puting the data. 

1/ The figures in this rOW lIlclude all wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not reported 
They also include the categortes "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
cartier r('porls. 

:)J The diffe r('nce between the totals given in this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 

21 

, © UPDATA 1981 



TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

Percentage 1/ Acreage'YState, class, and J 
variety 1919 J 1924 I 1929 I 1934 .11939 J1944 1 1949 11954 11959 1 1954 1 1959 

Idaho - Con. 
 
Hard red spring - Con. 
 

J4ida------------- (*) (*) 140 
 
Soft red winter: 
 

Triplet ----------- 2.3 0.9 0.4 0.7 0.4 0.3 (*) 140 
 
White: 

Lemhi 13/-------- (*) 10.2 9.8 10.6 16.2 135,176 202,250 
Brevor::--------- 5.9 9.1 75,304 113,663 
Federation ------- 2.1 16.3 18.2 16.8 10.6 5.3 4.0 4.8 51,201 60,251 
Baart ------------ 1.3 11.1 8.6 7.1 6.9 7.1 7.0 7.4 3.0 93,638 37,976 

.1 3.8 7.0 5.0 2.2 63,298 27,616Idaed ------------
Golden ----------- .9 1.2 2.6 l.6 .8 19,656 10,092 
DickIow ---------- 14.0 10.6 14.7 14.8 10.4 5.2 .6 .5 .3 6,044 3,468 
Requa------------ (*) .1 .7 .3 9,089 3,341 
Burt------------- .1 707 
J4arfed ----------- (*) .1 (*) 1,248 421 
Ramona ---------- (*) 409 
Florence --------- .1 l.1 .2 .4 .2 .1 (*) (*) 100 360 
OrIed ------------ .7 .1 (*) 624 84 
Rex-------------- 4.6 7.4 6.4 .7 9,188 
Hard Federation 14/ ---- .1 .2 .1 .1 .2 .3 .3 4,841 
Pacific Bluestem-= 12.4 6.8 3.3 1.5 .8 .3 (*) (*) 185 
Wilhelmina (Holland ---- 1.3 .3 (*) .3 (*) 50 

Club: 
Omar ------------ 10.7 133,098 
Elgin (Alice!) ---- 4.4 2.3 .4 29,660 5,334 

9.9 .4 126,136 5,079Elmar -----------
Hybrid 128 ------- .2 .4 2.0 (*) .1 .1 .1 .1 (*) 554 479 

1.9 4.3 2.8 1.6 .8 .2 ("') (*) (*) 70 171Jenkin -----------
Hymar ----------- ---- .8 1.6 .8 .1 1,248 

Variety not reported;!/ 13.2 3.4 2.7 1.7 1.7 .1 .3 .6 6.0 6,776 71,540 
.......... d"........... " .... ___.... ' _,+_" ••__ ______ ...
.~. _.. -- .... ~ -.. -~>-'--

Total !/-_______ 
~ _~ _~ 

74.8 82.7 84.5 80.8 84.9 90.5 90.3 100.0 100.0 1,270,000 1,247,000 
,~ _,.. :=c;::..-:~;c:;.-;:;;~-=~"';:,",;';;':;::-1:"":',''':::_...=:''-__ 

Illinois ------------- (1,655) (3,518) 
Hard red winter: 

Pawnee----------- 32.1 57.9 44.3 914,881 787,201 
Triumph --------- .4 1.3 5.7 20,026 100,486 
Ponca ----------- .3 4.7 4,248 83,131 
Westar----------- 2.5 1.2 39,442 21,591 
Stafford ---------- .1 1,483 
Wichita ---------- (*) (*) 267 87 
Concho----------- (*) 87 
Turkey----------- 26.9 41. 3 35.8 27.6 17.4 11.3 4.0 .4 5,866 
RedJacket-------- (*) 706 
Blackhull - ... ------ 2.7 .3 .2 .1 (*) (*) 627 
RedChief --------- (*) (*) (*) 616 

Hard red spring: 
Selkirk----------- .1 2,330 
Henry------------ .3 .2 (t) 3,617 763 
Russell ---------- (t) 598 
Mida------------- (*) 164 

Soft red winter: 
Knox------------- 23.0 408,928 
Vermillion ------- 6.6 118,041 
Dual------------- 5.7 101,618 
Seneca----------- 3.2 3.6 50,354 64,113 
Thorne---------__ (.) 4.9 12.8 4.8 .5 76,139 9,043 
Vigo ------------- 1.3 10.2 .5 160,960 8,738 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage o! the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Percentage 1/ J Acreage 2/ 

variety 1919 I 1924 I 1929 I 1934 J1939 J 194411949 i 1954 J1959 J 1954 I 1959 

minois - Con. 
Soft red winter - Con 

Saline ---------- ­ 2.6 0.5 41,133 8,308 
Blackhawk ------- 0.1 .3 5,714 
Royal ---------- ­ 4.1 8.9 .1 140,478 3,662 
Fulcaster -------- 2.6 4.0 6.2 3.4 7.6 10.4 5.1 .5 .1 7,741 1,926 
Clarkan -------- ­ (*) 2.4 2.7 .1 .1 1,398 1,703 
LaPorte -------- ­ .1 1,631 
Butler---------- ­ .8 .1 13,187 1,047 
Nigger---------- ­ .7 .7 .5 .3 .6 .8 .3 (*) 687 
Todd ----------- ­ (*) 583 
Fairfield-------­ (*) 3.6 .4 (*) 7,760 513 
Kawvale -------- ­ 1.1 4.0 5.1 .3 (*) 4,218 491 
Pennoll--------- ­ (*) 429 
Newcaster ------ ­ 2.1 .1 (*) 860 422 
Michigan Amber - ­ (*) 377 
Anderson ------- ­ (*) 325 
Fultz ----------- ­ 24.2 23.0 19.8 25.9 18.2 19.2 6.6 1.0 (*) 15,278 227 
Racine --------- ­ (*) 191 
Rudy ----------- ­ .4 .1 .1 .1 .2 1.1 1.0 .4 7,075 
Goens ---------- ­ .3 .8 .3 4,198 
Red May -------- ­ 3.4 2.4 5.9 4.0 2.4 1.8 2.4 .1 1,487 
Fulhio ---------- ­ 3.1 10.0 18.8 16.8 4.7 .1 1,191 
Prairie --------- ­ (*) 2.1 .1 862 
Purplestraw ---- ­ .1 830 
Trumbull -------- (*) .5 .7 .2 .4 .1 (*) 208 

White: 
Cornell S95 ----- ­ .4 .6 (*) 9,293 513 
Genesee --------0 (*) (*) 236 122 
Yorkwin -------- ­ .3 4,298 
Dawson ---------- .7 .1 (*) 497 

Club: 
 
Elgin ------------ (*) 14 
 

Variety not reported!V 7.2 4.6 6.6 5.1 1.2 39,845
6.9.6 2.5 2.7
 39,891 

Total!/------- 65.4 78.8 78.8 79.1 71.7 74.7 93.4 100.0 100.0 1,580,000 1,777,000 

Indiana ------------- ---- (2,400) (I, 154) 
Hard red winter: 

Pawnee ---------- ---- 1.9 3.2 1.9 41,762 26,521 
Ponca ----------- ---- .1 .3 1,333 3,414 
VVestar ---------- ---­ .2 (*) 2,653 626 
Purko!----------- ---- ----, 10.6 10.2 11. 2 8.9 1.0 .3 4,425 
Michikof -------- ---­ 3.S 5.7 3.4 1.9 1.4 .1 602 
Turkey ---------- 4.6 8.0 3.2 1.9 .9 3.7 .3 (*) 131 

]j The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than O. 1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

?:J Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
puting the data. 

3,.1 The figures in tbis row include all wheat lor which the variety name or names each year was not reported 
They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports. 

~J The diffel'ence between the totals given in this rOW and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in. surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as ,grown 10 1954 or in 1959. 

12/ Includes Lemhi 53. 
14/ Reported as Hard Federation 31 in 1954. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

Percentage Y Acreage YState, class, and I 
variety 1919 I 192~ I 1929 \ 1934 \ 1939 I 1944 I 1949 \ 1954 \1959 I 1954 \ 1959 

Indiana - Con. 
Hard red spring: 

Henry ----------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- (*) (*) ---- 291 ----
Soft red winter: 

Knox ------------ ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 0.8 38.6 10,205 524,932 
Dual ----,-------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 25.6 ---- 348,045 
Vermillion ------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 18.9 ---- 257,363 
Seneca ---------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 13.0 6.1 170,589 82,869 
Vigo ------------ ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 20.5 50.4 2.7 663,C98 36,987 
Thorne ---------- ---- ---- ---- ---- (*) 5.1 18.0 10.2 2.2 134,595 29,808 
LaPorte --------- ---- ---- ---- -.,.-- ---- ---- ---- ---- 1.3 ---- 17,999 
Fairfield -------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 2.8 29.2 6.5 .7 84,918 8,894-
Rudy ------------ 8.5 12.4 9.3 10.1 12.9 13.4 7.4 3.5 .3 46,180 3,891 
Butler ----------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .1 4.0 .3 51,842 3,405 
Anderson -------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .1 ---- 783 
Fulcaster -------- 1.3 4.6 1.9 .8 .9 .4 1.0 ---- .1 ---- 775 
Clarkan---------- ---- ---- ---- ---- .... --- ---- ---- .1 .1 1,860 731 
Poole ----------- 25.3 19.1 12.8 11.5 8.4 4.9 .4 .2 (*) 1,96'1 418 
Goens ----------- 2.2 3.3 .6 1.6 3.5 .1 2.4 .9 ---- 12,253 ----
Fultz ------------ 14.7 16.9 17.2 22.3 21. 0 26.4 5.8 .9 ---- 11,812 ----
Trumbull -------- ---- .5 2.9 4.9 9.6 11. 1 2.6 .8 ---- 11,077 ----
Kawvale --------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .3 .3 ---- 4,303 ----
Saline ----------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .3 ---- 3,443 ----
Royal ---.-------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .1 .2 ---- 2,606 ----
Red May --------- 5.3 8.4 15.4 17.4 12.1 7.2 .5 .2 ---- 2,375 ---­
Nigger----------- 3.6 2.9 '3.3 2.3 2.2 (*) 1.2 .1 ---- 1,780 ----
Fulhio ----------- ---- ---- ---- .1 .4 .2 .2 .1 ---- 768 ----
Mediterranean --- 1---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- (*) ---- 59O ----
Valprize --------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- (*) ---- 575 ----
Purdue No. 1 ---- ---- ---- ---- (*) 3.3 2.7 .1 (*) ---- 291 ----

White: 
Cornell 595 ------ ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .2 .7 ---- 8,875 ----
Yorkwin ----- .--- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .1 .1 ---- 682 ----

Variety not reported~ 11. 1 5.0 7.7 7.1 6.4 4.4 5.7 2.8 .8 37,119 13,539 

Total y ------- 76.6 84.4 90.6 93.6 \14.7 92.7 99.0 100.0 100.0 1,315,000 1,361,000 

Iowa --------------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .._-- ---- ---- (159) (699) 
Hard red winter: 

Pawnee ---------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 65.7 54.7 71. 8 74,333 121,303 
Wichita ---------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- (*) 4.1 46 6,912 
Nebred ---------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 0.2 1.3 4.5 3.6 6, 183 6,099 
Ponca ----------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .2 2.5 305 4,292 
Turkey ---------- 52.1 64.8 58.4 52.5 30.1 15.2 4.8 1.3 1.5 1,778 2,455 
Apache ---------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .1 .7 198 1,117 
Iohardi ---------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .1 3.7 .5 5,110 771 
BlueJacket------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- (*) .2 .4 228 711 
Triumph - .•------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .1 .7 .3 910 538 
Iowin ------------ ---- ---- .2 2.4 21. 2 50.3 13.1 15.9 .2 21,629 343 
KanKing --------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .2 ---- 312 
Kiowa ----------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 1.4 .2 1,910 286 
Ioturk ----------- ---- ---- l.0 2.6 2.4 2.7 .4 ---- .1 ---- 207 
Comanchc-------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .1 ---- 166 
Concho ---------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .1 ---- 156 
Sioux ------------ ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .1 ---- 156 
VVestar ---------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .3 .1 391 146 
Bison ----------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .1 ---- 113 
Kanred ---------- ---- 16.6 9.2 8.3 3.5 1.4 .3 1.0 ---- 1,363 ----
RedChief -------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- .7 .3 ---- 423 ---­
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Percentage 1/ , Acr-eage 2/ 

variety 1919 1 1924 11929 , 1934 , 1939 1 1944 1 1949 1 1954 11959 1 1954 1 1959 

Iowa - Con. 

Hard red spring: 


Selkirk --------- ­
 5.9 9,892
Rushmore ------ ­ 0.3 .9 346 1,481
Henry ----------- 2.9 8.2 .7 11,163 1,119
Mida ------------ 2.3 3.7 5,043
Rival ----------- (*) 2.0 1.1 1,480
Lee ---..-------- ­ .1 183 
Ceres ----------- 0.1 0.1 0.1 .1 .1 50


Soft red winter: 

Vermillion ------ ­ .6 961
Knox -----------­ .3 565 
Dual ------------ .3 549
Blackhawk ------ ­ .1 1.1 1,455 

Vigo ------------ .6 818


Variety not reported~ 4.3 5.0 2.2 1.1 4.0 .4 0.0 .5 4.7 655 8,350 

Total!/------- 56.4 86.4 71.1 67.0 61.2 70.3 93.9 100.0 100.0 136,000 169,000 

Kansas ------------ ­ (6,457) (6,757)
Hard. red winter: 


Wichita --------- ­
 9.4 24.3 22.7 2,852,295 2,471,465
Triumph -------- ­ 0.1 6.4 7.4 14.8 871,683 1,605,185
Kiowa ---------- ­ 8.1 13.8 954,257 1,499,147
Ponca ---------- ­ 2.4 11. 6 284,292 1,263,043
Pawnee --------- ­ (*) 36.0 29.0 11.2 3,400,549 1,212,282
Bison----------- ­ 9.8 1,068,086
Comanche ------ ­ .1 20.8 11.1 8.9 1,297,905 964,471
Concho --------- ­ 2.0 214,170
Cheyenne ------- ­ (*) 0.2 .8 .6 .9 1.3 103,118 140,726
Apache --------- ­ 1.3 136,853
Tenmarq ------- ­ 1.3 19.6 36.6 8.5 2.2 1.2 252,697 128,923
Turkey --------- ­ 82.3 61. 6 48.0 44.3 28.9 14.7 1.7 .3 .3 37,629 34,004
Nebred --------- ­ .1 .1 .2 10,898 26,967
Rodco ---------- ­ .2 25,771
Blackhull ------- ­ (*) 10.5 33.4 34.9 31. 0 15.5 3.6 .5 .2 55,534 19,836
RedChief-------- ­ 4.4 3.9 6.1 .2 720,411 17,328
Iowin - .. --------- ­ (*) (*) .1 (*) (*) 4,871 4,949
Kanred --------- ­ .8 19.0 12.0 10.4 4.5 2.7 .2 (*) (*) 2,768 2,111
Westar --------- ­ .4 (*) 49,744 2,086BlueJacket -- ..--- ­ .7 3.3 (*) 393,193 1,423Chiefkrul-------- ­ 2.8 8.6 1.3 .5 (*) 54,347 1,175Reliant --------- ­ (*) (*) 1,977 933Nebraska No. 60-- (*) (*) (*) .1 (*) (*) 2,438 503 
KanKing -------- ­ .1 (*) 8,867 287RedJacket ------ ­ .9 100,326
Stafford -------- ­ .8 90,593
Early Blackhull--- (*) .6 1.6 9.0 4.6 .5 57,497 

]j The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less th".n 0.1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

~/ Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of fa= reports used in com­
puting the data. 

~f The figures in this row include aU wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not reported 
They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports. 

if The' difference between the totals given in this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 
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TABLE 1. - Est.imated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each state 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

Percentage .!I Acreage 2/State, class, and I 
variety 1919 I 1924 11929 11934 11939 11944 J 1949 1 1954 11959 I 1954 I 1959 

Kansas - Can. 
Hard redwinter - Can. 

Yoga ------------ ---- 0.1 7,381 
NewChief -------- ---- (*) 3,579 
Orienta----------- ---- (*) 742 
Sioux------------- ---- (*) 232 

Soft red winter: 
Knox ------------- ---- (*) 3,718 
Clarkan ---------- ---- 0.5 1.3 0.4 .1 (*) 8,475 1,084 
KanQueen -------- ---- .3 34,960 
 
Kawvale ---------- ---- 0.3 6.4 4.4 .7 .1 9,640 
 
Ftoyal ------------ --- .... ("') 709 
 
Blackhawk -------- ---- (*) 495 
 
Fairfield --------- ---- (*) 293 
 
MoKing ----------- ---- (*) 58 
 
Fted Wave--------- 0.1 (*) 0.1 .1 (*) (*) (*) 42 
 

Variety not reported~ 3.9 4.3 1.1 2.1 1.0 .7 .9 .5 0.3 63,505 23,474 

Total i/-------- 87.1 95.4 94.6 94.0 96.5 99.1 99.8 100.0 100.011,738,00010,870,000 

Kentucky ------------ ---- (769) (1,330) 
Hard red winter: 

Triumph---------_ --- ... 3.2 3.7 10,166 10,175
Pawnee - __________ ---- 0.1 .2 1.1 553 3,127 
Westar ----------- ---- .3 855 
Turkey ----------- 0.1 0.1 1.0 1.1 0.8 .9 .1 255 
Ponca ------------ ---- (*) 109 

Soft red winter: 
Knox ------------- ---- li2.6 117,217 
Vigo ------------ ­ ---- 1.6 61. 7 14.7 195,036 40,558 

---- 6.4 17,501!}Ual ------------ ­
Thoi:ne ----------- ---- 9.1 32.7 11. 4 4.4 36,053 12,188 
Vermillion -------- ---- 4.3 11,706 
Todd ------------- ---- 2.1 5,835 
Seneca ----------- ---- .1 1.0 259 2,840 

---- .2 6.9 .5 .5 1,614 1,334Clarkan ----------
Anderson -------- ---- 2.1 .4 6,928 1,152 
Fulcaster -------- 11.8 27.5 10.6 11.5 15.5 1.1.7 2.2 .1 .4 187 1,140 
Blackhawk -------- ---- .3 716 
Coker 47-27 ------ ---- .4 .1 1,494 401 
Russian Red --- ___ ---- 1.1 .1 3,408 323 
Butler ------------ ---- .1 316 
Redhart ---------- ---- .2 13.4 1.0 (*) 3,074 109 
Fultz -----------,- 33.6 23.1 41. 5 41.4 45.1 40.6 8.9 1.7 5,318 
Purplestraw ------ (*) .3 1.0 1.9 2.2 1.2 3,649 
Vahart ----------- ---- .5 1,681 
V.P.I. 131------__ ---- .3 1, 145 
 
Leap ------------- .2 .8 .4 .1 .9 .3 933 
 
Chancellor -------- ---- .2 673 
 
Taylor------------ ---- : 2 599 
 
Leapland --------- ---- .2 575 
 
Goens ------------ ---- .1 .2 520 
 
Sanford_---------_ ---- .2 508 
 
Ashland ---------- ---- 1.3 4.3 .9 .1 1.0 .1 376 
 
Forward----~----- ---- La .3 .1 301 
 
Atlas 66 ---------- ---- .1 255 
 
Fulhio----------- - ---- 1.0 .3 .1 , 213 
 
Atlas 50 ---------- ---- (*) ---- 72 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and 	 Percentage !I 1 Acreage Y 
variety 1919 1 1924 11929 11934 J1939 11944 11949 11954 J 1959 1 1954 1 1959 

Kentucky - Con. 
 
Variety not reported!l10. 9 8.0 6.9 3.8 5.5 0.3 16.0 12.8 17.4 40,410 47,143 
 

Tot.al !/-------- 56.6 60.8 64.6 60.1 66.3 68.7 85.6 100.0 100.0 316,000 275,000 

Louisiana ----------- --- ­	 (122) 
Hard red winter: 

Comanche -------- ---- 0.9 729 
Soft red winter: 

Atlas 66 ---------- ---­ 62.6 52,609 
Anderson --------- --- ­ 20.8 17,486 
Bledsoe----------- ---- 10.5 8,845 
Knox ------------- ---- 1.5 1,266 
Coastal----------- --- ­ 1.4 1,194 
Chancellor-------- --- ­ 1.3 1,065 
Taylor------------ ---- .1 119 
Seneca ----------- ---- .1 107 
Leap ------------- ---- .1 95 
Coker 47-27 ---- .. - --- ­ .1 61 

Variety not reported!! .6 424 

Total !/-~ ·-----1=-=-=--===================1=0=0.=:0==========8=:4:=,=OO=:O 

Maryland ----------- ----	 (691) (496) 
Soft red winter: 

Thorne ----------- ---­ 3.3 45.0 51.4 32.9 107,970 58,816 
Tayland ---------- ---­ 1.5 23.2 3,058 41,491 
Pennoll----------- --- ­ 2.2 12.4 4,545 22,135 
Leap ------------- 6.6 14.5 20.9 28.5 23.1 37.9 4.1 2.8 6.3 5,933 11,349 
Seneca ----------- ---­ 1.7 3.7 3,738 6,682 
Anderson --------- ---­ 2.1 1.6 4,394 2,847 
Taylor------------ ---- 1.0 1,797 
Dual ------------- ---- 1.0 1,742 
Nittany ----------- ---- .3 6.3 7.2 12.0 19.3 12.7 5.9 .9 12,279 1,590 
Tay}.:)r 49 --------- ---- .9 1,543 
Redhart ---------- ---- (*) 1.0 .7 .6 1,452 1,009 
Knox ------------- ---- .5 807 
Leapland --------- ---­ 1.0 10.1 8.0 12.2 .4 25.654 747 
Mammoth Red ---- .2 1.0 9.7 10.3 6.2 7.0 1.7 .8 .2 1,684 426 
Purplestraw ------ 2. ° .6 3.4 .1 1. 3 1.9 1.6 .2 3,260 383 
Atlas 66 ---------- ---- .2 	 .2 432 341 

.1 262Vahart ----------- ---­
Forward---------- --- ­ 1.5 4.0 5.9 1.5 5.1 1.0 2,187 
 
Fulcaster--------- 26.8 42.9 25.5 31. 5 30.8 8.7 1.6 .6 1,326 
 
Fultz ------------ 17.7 
 14.6 7.2 2.3 6.0 4.2 .3 .4 728 
 
Coastal----------- .2 463 
 
Sanford ---------- .2 393 
 

.1 238Vigo ------------ ­

).1 The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as gJ:own, but the estimate of acreage was less than O. 1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

~/ Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
puting the data. 

l) The figures in this row include all wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not reported 
They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports.

:i.! The difference between the totals given 1n this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in fiurveys previous to 1954 but not ·reportcd as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 

27 

. J © UPDATA 1981 



TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Percentage 1/ AcreageyI 
 
variety 
 1919 11924 11929 11934 11939 11944 11949 11954 11959 1 1954 1 1959 

Maryland - Con. 

Soft redwinter - Con. 


Butler------------ (*) 28 

White: 


Genesee -------- ­
 ---- 0.2 323 
Variety not reported~/ 13.9 2.3 8.6 5.3 11.2 0 15.4 14.4 13.7 30,238 24,710._-------- ..... 

Total. !/-------- 67.2 76.2 83.1 89.1 96.3 93.3 96.8 100.0 100.0 210,000 179,000 

Michigan ------------ (3,621) (4,119) 
Hard red winter: 

Pawnee----------- 0.4 0.8 0.3 7,931 3,266 
Ponca------------ .1 1,080 
Triumph --------- (*) 237 
Westar ----------- (*) 144 
Turkey----------- 0.8 0.3 0.1 0.3 1.4 (*) .2 .2 2,068 
BlueJacket ------- (*) 158 

Hard red spring: 
Selltirk----------- (*) 270 
Henry ------------ .2 .1 (*) 1,148 109 

Soft red winter: 
Seneca ----------- 4.8 5.4 48,518 65,626 
Dual ------------- 3.6 43,001 
Thorne----------- 3.2 4.9 5.9 2.3 59,265 27,419 
Knox ------------- .5 6,200 
Vermillion ---.---- .4 4,945 
Pennoll----------- .3 3,411 
Vigo ------------ ­ .4 2.8 .2 28,679 2,576 
Anderson--------- .2 1,871 
Baldrock --------- 3.0 13.2 8.6 .8 .2 .1 2,299 1,567 
Butler ----------- .9 .1 10,028 1,438 
Todd------------- .1 626 
Red Rock--------- 22.1 38.3 28.8 23.4 16.0 14.4 1.1 .2 (*) 1,529 500 
LaPorte ---------- (*) 497 
Blackhawk ------- (*) 492 
Saline ------------ .2 (*) 1,859 441 
Forward --------- .1 (*) .4 .1 (*) 358 
Clarkan ---------- .1 .1 (*) 702 293 
Racine ----------- (*) 175 
Valley---------- -- (*) 100 
Fairfield --------- 1.4 .3 2,464 
Prosperity ------- .2 2,113 
Red May --------- 1.1 1.9 2.6 1.6 .5 .1 .1 1,362 
Trumbull--------- .1 1.0 .7 2.1 .3 .2 .1 1,013 
Rudy------------- 2.1 .4 .5 .3 .7 .2 .1 629 
Royal ------------ (*) 236 
Red Russian ------ ---- (*) 203 

White: 
Genesee ---------- 2.3 63.0 23,631 759,533 
Yorkwin -----:----- (*) 11. 8 67.9 65.1 13.9 657,137 167,455 
Cornell 595 ------- 5.1 9.9 6.0 99,897 72, 105 
Dawbul----------- .1 1,692 
Richmond--------- (*) 569 
American Banner-- (*) 273 
Dawson ---------- 6.1 3.3 2.3 40.4 47.3 46.3 3.3 .2 1,873 
Goldcoin --------- 15.1 20.7 40.4 8.3 4.0 2.9 .4 . 1 687 

Variety not reported!!! 20.6 9.4 8.9 7.5 4.3 7.0 11. 7 5.4 3.4 54,571 37, 6:!.1.--"._--- .. 
Total !I ------- 67.9 74.4 84.7 85.5 89.0 95.6 98,3 100.0 100.0 1,010,000 1,206,OQ9 

-<-< 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and ~he aCl"eage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Percp.p.tage !I 1 Acreage 2/ 

variety 1919 11924 11929 11934 11939 11944 J1949 J1954 J1959 J 1954 j 1959 

!4innesota----------­ (1,034) (2,802) 
Hard red winter: 

Minter ----------­
Minturki --------­
Cheyenne--------­
yogo------------­
Marmin ---------­

1.9 6.2 9.3 6.9 11. ° 
.2 

0.2 
2.3 

(*) 
.9 

2.6 
1.4 

.3 

.4 

2.0 
.2 
(*) 
(*) 

19,298 
10,311 

2,078 
3,063 

20,310 
2,533 

423 
187 

Karmont --------­ .2 .3 1,931 
Pawnee ---------­
Turkey----------­ 1.6 4.0 4.9 .8 1.6 .2 

(*) 
.6 

(*) 
(*) 

203 
201 

Hard red spring: 
Selkirk----------­ .6 91.1 3,971 927,510 
Conley ----------­ 2.6 26,289 
Lee-------------­ 66.0 .5 485,201 4,998 
Henry-----------­ 2.2 1.8 .2 12,954 2,154 
Thatcher --------­ 71. 6 16.8 1.8 1.9 .2 13,739 1,619 
Pilot -------------
Spinkcota--------­

6.1 .5 
(*) 

.1 .1 
.1 

529 1,230 
1, 190 

Rushmore -------­ (*) 14.5 .1 106,699 600 
Rescue----------­ (*) (*) (*) 270 352 
C. T. 231--------­ (*) 242 
Rival------------­
Mida------------­

31. 5 
(*) 

27.!1 
32.7 

1.8 
2.2 

(*) 13,468 
16,054 

99 

Redman ---------­ 4.4 .8 5,982 
Cadet -----------­ 2.0 .6 3,932 
Premier---------­ .1 3.0 .2 1,539 
Regent ----------­ 21. 3 8.1 .1 1,031 
!4arquis ---------­ 57.3 72.2 59.3 44.3 1.5 .1 .3 .1 897 
Newthatch -------­ .2 2.7 .1 476 
Renown----------­ .3 4.8 .7 .1 323 

Soft red winter: 
Blackhawk-------­ .8 .5 .1 3,393 880 

White: 
Cornell 595 ------­ (*) 69 

Durum: 
Langdon---------­
Ramsey----------­

1.6 
.2 

16,182 
2,062 

Mindum ---------­ .7 1. 9 2.8 2. 2 4.3 1.0 1.0 (*) 7,588 277 
Sentry-----------­ (*) 128 
Vernum ---------­
Stewart----------­

(*) 
1.9 

.4 

.4 
3,047 
2,820 

Carleton --------­
Kubanka----------

Variety not reported;' 8.1 
.1 

7.8 
.5 

15.2 
.1 

5.4 
.1 

3.9 

(*) 

.7 

4.1 
(*) 
.5 

.1 
(*) 

1.7 1.0 

1,065 
54 

12,814 8,735 

Total !/-------- 67. ° 86.7 88. ° 62.7 88.1 97.3 98.4 100. ° 100. ° 735,000 1,018,000 

}j The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown. but the estimate of acreage was less than 0.1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective Stat... 

~/ Figures in parentheses opposite the name Qf each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
puting the data. 

'3,.1 The figures in this row include all wheat for wh.ich the variety name or names each year was not reported 
They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports. 

:!/ The difference between. the totals given in this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State r 

at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Percentage Y 1 Acreage!! 
variety 1919 1 1924 11929 1 1934 1 1939 1 1944 1 1949 1 1954 I 1959 I 1954 I 1959 

Mississippi --------- (47) (396) 
Hard red winter: 

Pawnee----------- 0.1 48 
Concho ----------- ---- .1 33 

Soft red winter: 
Chancellor-------- 4.6 79.8 32.1 35,928 16,032 
Anderson--------- .2 20.0 99 9,986 
Atlas 66 ---------- 8.3 13.2 3,735 6,619 
Knox ------------- 12.4 6,219 
Coker 47-27------- 4.4 8.5 1,994 4,234 
Bledsoe ---------- 6.3 3,158 
Coastal ---------- 1.6 819 
Tayland ---------- .4 198 
Taylor 49--------- .4 195 
Thorne----------- .3 174 
Redhart ---------- 18.0 10.0 1.9 .3 846 136 
Vigo ------------- .1 58 
Taylor ----------- ---- ---- .1 48 
Sanford ---------- ---- 2.3 .6 .7 288 
Purplestraw ------ ---- .3 144 

Variety not repo.rted~. 42.8 95.9 3.1 0 0 17.3 4.4 4.1 1,966 2,043 

Total !/------- 42.8 95.9 3.1 0 20.3 32.5 100.0 100.0 45,000 50,000 

l4issouri------------ (1,706) (2,895)
Hard red winter: 

Pawnee----------- 44.4 44.7 38.8 661,316 661,119 
Triumph --------- (*) 3.9 17.1 57,814 290,932 
Ponca------------ 1.8 9.4 26,055 159,764 
Wichita----------- 1.0 0. 2 14,737 3,095 
Concho ----------- ---- .2 2,792 
BlueJacket ------- ---- .5 .1 6,813 1,836 
KanKing ---------- .1 .1 2,030 1,176 
Blackhull--------- .1 950 
RedChief --------- 1.0 .8 (*) 11,192 618 
Westar ----------- .3 (*) 3,952 480 
RedJacke~---~---- (*) 465 
Bison ------------ (*) 47 
Turkey ----------- 13.0 7.6 6.3 4.9 6.0 2.7 .9 .4 6,195 
Reliant ----------- .2 2,713 

Hard red spring: 
Henry ------------ .1 1,392 

Soft red winter: 
Knox ------------- 14.6 248,816 
Vermillion ------- ---- 10.1 172,582 
Vigo ------------- - .. -- .5 30.9 3.3 458,096 55,644 
Fulcaster--------- 6.0 12.3 13.9 9.9 6.1 3.1 1.9 .3 1.1 4,725 19,200 
Clarkan ---------- ---- 3.4 38.6 35.8 5.8 1.1 86,188 18,4.01 
Early Premium --- -... -- 2.5 1.8 .1 2.1 .6 31,874 9, ';94 
Todd------------- .4 6,910 
Thorne----------- .5 .6 .4 .3 5,935 5,380 
Dual ------------- .2 4,260 
Seneca ----------- (*) .2 231 3,119 
LaPorte ------ ... -- .1 1,596 
Royal ------------ 1.2 .1 18,414 1,155 
Michigan Amber -- ---- .1 1,098 
Currell ---------- 3.4 1.4 9.0 5.5 5.8 5.4 2.1 .2 .1 2,836 1,097 
Fultz ------------ 35.2 35.9 24.6 25.7 15.8 13.7 2.6 .4 .1 6,283 1,011 
Butler ----------- ---- .3 (*) 4,630 296 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Acreage Y 
variety 1919 1959 

Missouri - Con. 
Soft redwinter - Con. 

Mediterranean ---- 7.5 4.4 2.6 3.0 1.3 0.6 0.5 0.1 (*) 673 167 
Kawvale---------- 15.5 8.3 3.5 .6 8,883 
Red May --------- 9.7 7.8 18.9 28.0 17.3 9.3 1.7 .2 2,735 

• 1 (*) • 5 3.6 3.7 1.0 .2 2,230Fulhio -----------
Coker 47-27 ------ .1 1,687 
 
Red Wave -------- 1. 7 5.3 2.9 3.3 1.8 3.6 .1 .1 1,563 
 
Hardired -------- ­ .5 .1 1,463 
 
Fairfield -------- ­ .4 .1 1,065 
 
Saline ----------- ­ (*) 174 
 
Kan~een -------- (*) 322 
 

White: 
Cornell 595------- (*) (*) .5 0.2 7,865 3,155 
Genesee -------- ­ (*) 349 
Yorkwin --------- (*) 246 

Variety not reported! 9.2 6.2 7.8 3.3 7.1 2.5 .8 2.6 1.4 38,673 27,696 

Total Y-------- 85.7 81. 0 86.0 84.1 86.2 93.8 98.4 100.0 100.0 1,481,000 1,705,000 

Montana-------·----- (1,132) (4,880) 
Hard red winter: 

Cheyenne--------- 0.1 17.8 4,853 781,411 
Yogo------------- 0.5 3.1 9.4 17.9 10.8 844,703 476,704 
Karmont -------- ­ (*) 1. 7 2.6 2.8 4.4 8.6 7.0 9.0 331,460 393,467 
Newturk -------- ­ .3 .6 1.2 1.4 1.3 1.1 1. 9 53,263 82,081 
Turkey----------- 21.6 18.9 12.5 16.1 16.3 18.9 6.9 3.7 1.8 173,911 80,046 
Itana------------- .6 27,336 
Westmont-------- ­ .5 22,282 
Wasatch---------- (*) .7 .8 .3 38,479 12,151 
Rego------------- .2 9,454 
Montana No. 36 --- (*) .7 .7 .5 .6 .4 .3 (*) .1 950 5,738 
Wichita --------- ­ .1 .1 3,363 4,193 
Nebred---------- ­ .1 4,072 
Concho---------- ­ .1 3,203 
Tenmarq -------- ­ (*) (*) (*) (*) 801 1,391 
Cache----------- ­ .1 (*) (*) (*) 303 373 
Ridit ------------ ­ (*) .2 (*) (*) 365 
Columbia--------­ (*) 248 
Minturki -------- ­ (*) .5 21,405 
Kanred --------- ­ .1 .2 .2 .2 (*) .1 3,878 
Marmin --------- ­ .1 (*) 1,762 
 
Apache----------- (*) 1,058 
 
Rlowa------------ (*) 1,029 
 
Pawnee --------- ­ .1 (*) 490 
Mosida----------- (*) (*) .1 (*) 225 

Hard red spring: 
Thatcher --------- 2.2 22.5 24.9 32.8 18.0 1, 546, 446 789,530 

)j The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 0.1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

~/ Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
puting the data. 

~/ The figures in this row include all wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not repQ rtecl 
They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not rcported)" in 
earlier reports. 

:!/ The difference between the tolals given in this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in b'urveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. The base acreage 
for Montana in 1959 excludes reseeded acres. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

Percentage 1/ Acreage 2/State, class, and I 
variety 1919 1 19241 1929 1 1934 1 1939 1 1944 1 1949 I 1954 1 19591 1954 I 1959 

Montana - Con. 
Hard red spring - Con 

Rescue ---------­ 11. 7 9.7 10.4 454,486 454,903 
Centana -------­ 6.5 287,526 
Ceres ----------­ 0.4 4.4 16.0 13.3 15.6 11.9 5.7 559,228 251,317 
Chinook---------­ .1 5.4 4,197 237,880 
Selkirk ---------­ 2.5 111,810 
Lee ------------­ 1.3 2.5 59,069 109,148 
Marquis --------­ 40.3 72.2 72.8 66.7 55.6 28.4 12.3 4.1 1.1 190,777 48,966 
Rushmore ------­ .1 .5 .4 25,079 16,783 
Mida -----------­ .9 1.0 .4 46,554 15,949 
Spinkcota --------
Pilot -----------­ (*) 2.(j 1,6 1.8 

.2 

.2 83,294 
10,636 
8,466 

Conley ----------
Vesta------------
Saunders --------
Reward ---------
Supreme --------
Canthatch -------
Redman --------­

6.8 5.4 2.7 

(*) 

.9 

.3 

.9 

.1 

.3 
1.0 
.1 
.5 

.2 

.1 

.1 
(*)
(*)
(*)
(*)
(*) 

14,199 
47,661 

6,048 
25,470 

8,553 

3,727 
2,795 

595 
358 
342 

45 
35 

Newthatch ------­ .9 .3 14,616 
Henry ----------­ (*) .3 14,944 
Cadet ----------­ .3 .3 13,301 
Regent ----------
Premier --------

Soft red winter: 

.1 .2 
(*) 

.2 
(*) 

9,960 
268 

Triplet ----------
Jones Fife -------

White: 
1.1 .5 .4 

(*) 
.6 

(*) 
.2 

.1 

.1 
.1 .1 

.1 
(*)
(*) 

2,742 
1,981 

1,520 
1,389 

Goldcoin --------
Lemhi-----------
Onas------------
Baart -----------
Dicklow ---------
Federation ------

Club: 

(*) 

(*)
(*) 

(*) 

.2 
(*) 

(*) 

.1 

.1 

.5 

(*) 

.1 

.1 

.9 

(*) 

.1 

.1 

.3 

.1 

.3 
(*)
(*) 
.1 

(*) 
.2 
.1 
(*) 

(*)
(*) 
.1 
(*) 

(*) 

.1 

.1 

.1 
(*)
(*)
(*) 

1,903 
295 

4,457 
1,989 

121 

5,280 
3,609 
2,393 
1,140 

78 
37 

Omar ----------­ .1 5,280 
Elmar-----------
Little Club ------
Elgin -----------

Durum: 

.1 

(*) 

(*)
(*) 

3,858 

70 

799 
443 

Stewart --------­ .1 .1 1.0 4,559 44,342 
Langdon---------
Mindum --------­ (*) (*) .1 .1 

.6 

.5 2,201 
25,714 
20,006 

Ramsey ---------
Sentry ----------
Vernum --------­ .2 

.1 
(*) 

7,282 

5,339 
30 

Nugget ----------
Carleton --------
Barnatka --------
Peliss ---------­ .1 

Variety not reportedit 24.9 
(>I<) 

4.6 
.1 

1.9 1.0 
(*) 
.9 .5 

(*) 
.4 

(*)
(*)
(*)
(*) 

1.5 .6 

943 
631 
176 

70,709 18,274 

Total il------­ 88.2 
"> • ­97.2 98.5 

.. 
99.2 99.7 97.8 98.3 100.0 100.0 4,7101 000 41 3911 000 

Nebraska ---------­ (2\ 077) (6,782) 
Hard red winter: 

Pawnee---------­ 0.3 33.4 35.7 31. 0 1,335,842 1,069,210 
Cheyenne-------­ 1.2 14.8 22.7 25.2 27.5 28.9 1,028,002 996,383 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-yeair intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Acreage Y 
variety 1919 

Nebraska - Con. 
Hard redwinter - Con 

Nebred ---------­
Bison-----------­
Ponca ----------­
Wichita ---------­
Turkey ---------­ 82.7 6~. 5 68.2 59.5 
Triumph --------­
Comanche-------­
Pawnee Sel. 33 --­
Kiowa ----------­
Nebraska No. 60-­ .5 8.9 18.9 
Tenmarq --------
Sioux -----------­
Kanred ---------­ 26.1 13.5 8.7 
Concho ----------
Iowin -----------
Karmont -------­
Blackhull -------­ (*) .6 1.2 
BlueJacket -----­
Apache ---------­
Chiefkan --------
Stafford --------­
RedChief -------­
Westar ---------­
Yogo -----------­
Iohardi ---------­
RedJacket--------
Mida ------------
Rushmore -------
Lee -------------
Selkirk ---------­
Thatcher -------­
Rival-----------­
Ceres ----------­ 2.9 

Soft red winter: 
Red Russian ----­
Royal----~-------

Vigo ------------
White: 

Galgalos -------­
Variety not reportedY 8.3 4.7 2.7 1.8 

0.2 

58.0 

10.1 
.2 

2.4 

.1 

6.2 

.1 

.3 

1.6 

1.5 

15.3 

43.4 

4.8 
2.8 

.8 

.5 

4.8 

.2 

.9 

.8 

.1 

26.1 

.2 
7.8 

.1 

.2 

.7 
1. 4 

.3 

.1 

1.7 

.4 

.7 

.3 

.2 

.4 

26.6 

.2 
1.5 
2.7 
.3 
.7 

.5 

.5 
1.1 
.2 

.2 

.2 

.1 

.3 

.2 

.1 
(*) 
(*) 
(*)
(*)
(*) 
.7 
.2 

(*) 
.1 
(*) 

(*) 

.2 

(*) 
.2 

25.1 
7.1 
2.4 
1.4 
1. 0 
.6 
.4 
.3 
.2 
.2 
.2 
.1 
(*) 
(*) 
(*) 
(*) 
(*) 
(*) 

.1 
(*) 
(*) 
(*) 
(*) 

(*) 
(*) 
(*) 

1. 0 

997,293 

7,490 
56,924 

101,490 
9,362 

23,968 

19,474 
18,725 
41,570 
7,116 

7,864 

7,115 
5,243 

11,235 
8,239 
2,621 
1,123 

749 
749 
374 
374 

25,092 
5,618 

1,124 
4,120 

749 

1,124 

7,115 

375 
6,741 

1959 

863,170 
242,889 
84,227 
49,695 
33,741 
18,999 
12,494 
11,040 
7,287 
6,810 
6,567 
4,924 
1,262 
1,244 
1,208 

523 
417 
142 

3,496 
1,291 
1,088 
1,078 

186 

1,273 
345 
124 

22,882 

Total!/------- 91.0 94.8 93.9 94.2 95.5 97.4 99.2100.0100.03,745,0003,444,000 

Nevada ------------­ (6) (10) 
White: 

Federation ------- 1---- 21.4 31.2 26.6 30.2 32.0 24.4 49.6 3,418 10,917 

}j The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less thar. 0.1 
percent of thc total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

~/ Figures in parentheses opposite the name cf each State show the number of farm reports used [n com­
puting the data. 

:3...1 The figllreS in this row include all wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not reported 
They also include the categories IIcLub (varietios not reported)" and "du rum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports. 

~.J The difference between the totals given in this row and 100 percent arc due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in surveys previOUS to 1954 but not r<'ported as grown, in 1954 or in 1959. The base acreage 
for Montana in 1959 excludes reseeded acres. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and 
variety 

1919 J 1924 /1929 

.percentage y 

/1934 /1939 /1944 /1949 11954 
I 

11959 1 

Acreage y 
1954 I 1959 

Nevada - Con. 
White - Con. 

Lemhi----------­ 2.4 22.6 75.6 14.9 10,582 3,275 
Pacific Bluestem ­ 1.0 .6 133 
White Federation­ 6.4 1.6 13.1 8.5 6.4 .3 75 
Brevor ---------­ .3 67 

Club: 
Omar -----------

Variety not reportedY 31. ° 7.8 23.1 1.8 7.7 0.0 11.8 
34.1 

.2 
7,500 

33 

Total !/------­ 31. ° 7.8 50.9 34.6 47.4 41.1 73.8 100.0 100.0 14,000 22,000 

New Jersey--------­ (16) (347) 
Hard red winter: 

Ponca ----------­ 0.3 222 
Westar ---------­ .2 161 
Pawnee---------­ 1.3 .2 1,084 123 
Triumph--------­ .2 113 
Turkey ---------­ 0.1 .7 578 

Soft red winter: 
Pennoll­ ---- .• ---­ 4.2 48.7 3,588 32,153 
Seneca ---------­ 12.0 17.9 10,171 11,787 
Thorne ---------­ 12.0 80.0 65.6 10.9 55,782 7,197 
Dual -----------­ 9.6 6,360 
Clarkan---------­ 3.4 1.3 :0,857 833 
Saline ----------­ .3 .9 276 587 
Anderson -------­ .5 347 
Racine----------­ .4 258 
Blackhawk ------­ .2 101 
LaPorte --------­ .1 75 
Todd -----------­ .1 61 
Butler----------­ 1.3 1,152 
Royal ----------­ .3 205 
Fairfield -------­ .2 198 
Nured ----------­ .3 .1 105 
Trumbull-------­ .1 80 

Whlte: 
"':ornell 595 -----­ .6 1.0 1.0 841 687 
Genesee --------­ .7 .2 645 132 
Yorkwin --------­ ---­ 0.2 1.0 1.7 .3 .2 246 101 

Variety not reportedY 29.9 26.8 14.1 3.9 2.1 1.9 4.4 8.5 7.1 7,192 4,702 

Total Y------­ 29.9 26.8 14.1 3.9 2.3 15.0-..,-" ... ---...,.... -,- ..---87.0 
- ~,- .... ----.-. 

100.0 100.0 85'.000 66,000 

New Mexico -------­ (140) (333) 
Hard red winter: 

Comanche ------­ 23.0 29.1 22.4 153,805 63,867 
Blackhull -------­ 1.0 7.0 8.8 67.8 12.2 18.4 20.0 97,297 56,953 
Concho ---------­ 11. 6 33,061 
Turkey ---------­ 61. 5 76.7 57.2 65.4 76.1 22.3 22.9 16.2 9.7 85,643 27,581 
Westar ---------­ 12.1 8.1 9.4 42,706 26,837 
Cheyenne -------­ .3 1.9 8.6 9,828 24,481 
Wichita ---------­ 4.8 6.8 6.2 36,087 17,611 
Tenmarq -------­ 6.6 3.4 4.8 18,237 13,579 
Apache ---------­ 1.9 1.7 9,962 4,786 
Triumph -------­ .5 .6 1.1 3,040 3,040 
Kanred ---------­ 4.9 33.3 19.4 8.9 1.9 4.6 .7 .8 3,862 2,174 
Crockett --------­ .5 1,557 
Ponca ----------­ .4 1,278 

34 

~·_W¥tiMh'$ ·'IJiJiIYMt4ti:'fticifJialW5 

© UPDATA 1981 .1 



TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

Percentage Y 	 Acreage!!State, class, and 
 
variety 
 1919 \ 1924 \1929 \ 1934 \ 1939 \ 1944 \ 1949 \ 1954 \ 1959 1954 \ 1959 

New Mexico - Con. 
Hardredwinter - Con. 

Aztec ---------- ­ 0.2 	 693 
Nebred----------	 .2 522 

.1 257Pawnee ---------
Bisonc----------- (*) 85 
Chiefkan -------- 1.7 1.5 (*) 7,802 42 
Klowa----------- (*) 25 
Sioux------------ 5.3 28,218 
BlueJacket ------ (*) 1.2 6,332 
Wasatch -------- .7 3,445 
RedChief -------- .2 .3 1,675 

Hard red spring: 
Marquis --------- 6.0 3.6 2.4 3.8 3.5 2.8 1.8 .1 .1 408 318 
Thatcher -------- .1 3.2 2.7 .7 .1 3,678 291 
Lee ------------ .1 178 
Rushmore ------- (*) 11 
Ceres----------- .2 .6 3,366 
Komar ---------- .7 .9 .5 .3 1,343 

Soft red winter: 
 
Clarkan --------- .1 .1 273 
 

(*) 20 
Vigo ------------
White: 

Sonora ---------- 14.6 5.7 4.1 2.0 1.0 1.0 (*) .1 340 
Variety not reported~ 12.8 7.3 1.2 2.0 .3 0.0 .7 2.1 1.9 10,973 5,433 

Total !I ------ 94.9 98.2 99.2 99.6 99.4 99.9 94.9 100.0 100.0 528,000 285,000 

New York ----------	 (1,087) (1,237) 
Hard red winter: 

Pawnee---------- 0.1 0.1 0.1 382 399 
Turkey ---------- (*) (*) 65 

Hard red spring: 
Henry----------- .2 (*) 57 

Sort red winter: 
Pennoll---------- 2.4 7,066 
Seneca ---------- .1 .5 237 1,427 
Butler----------- .4 (*) 1,328 115 
Blackhawk ------- (*) (*) 68 
Kent ------------ (*) 50 
Thorne ---------- .1 1.4 4,733 
Nured----------- 4.4 2.1 .2 550 
Fairfield -------- .1 280 

White: 
Genesee--------- 43.7 82.4 148,743 239,830 
Cornell 595 ------ .3 45.4 31. 8 8.7 107,981 25,398 
Yorkwin --------- 43.7 86.7 47.6 20.1 4.2 68,445 12,310 

}j The asterisk (*) indicates a variety- reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 0.1 
percent ol the total wheat acreage of the J:cspective State. 

~I FiguJ:es in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm repoJ:ts used in com­
puting the data. 

3..1 The figures in this J:ow include all wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not reported 
They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "duJ:um (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports.

5..1 The difference between the totals given in this row and 100 percent arc due to the omission of khown 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

Percentage II Acreage ;'State, class, and I 
variety 1919 11924 11929 11934 11939 1 19441 1949 11954 1 1959 I 1954 I 1959 

New York - Con. 
 
Variety not reportedY 14.2 9.4 8.7 2.4 5.2 0.9 3.0 2.1 1.7 7) 256 4,280 
 

Total !/-- _____ 14.2 9.4 8.7 2.4 48.9 92.3 98.5 100.0 100.0 340,000 291,000 

North Carolina------ (1,017) (1,662) 
Hard red winter: 

0.2 748Pawnee ---------
Triumph -------- .1 531 
Comanche ------- .1 512 
Cheyenne -------- .1 360 

Soft red winter: 
Anderson -------- 2.9 31.1 10,535 134,144 
Atlas 66 --------- 0.3 30.9 22.3 112,577 96,278 
Thorne---------- 1.4 17.4 13.1 63,180 56,653 
Knox ------------ 8.7 37,473 
Coker 47-27 ----- 4.5 5.5 16,542 23,717 
Redhart --------- 0.7 11. 0 28.9 54.6 54.4 9.3 3.4 33,788 14,680 
Atlas 50 --------- :4 20.4 3.2 74,495 13,936 
Taylor ---------- .1 2.0 366 8,456 
Seneca ---------- .1 1.9 200 B,170 
Taylor 49-------- .9 3,664 
Fulcaster-------- 32.2 39.6 33.9 21. 7 17.7 5.2 5.6 1.3 .7 4,754 2/826 
Vahart ---------- .2 .6 601 2,414 
Forward -------- 1.6 5.0 5.3 7.2 1.9 .5 6,787 2) 127 
Leap ------------ 24.7 18.0 23.4 28.1 17.4 10.8 5.0 1.9 .4 7,042 1,675 
Tayland --------- .3 1,493 
Purplestraw ----- 13.9 10.9 13.4 16.5 13.6 6.4 5.2 1.5 .3 5,499 1,345 
Chancellor------- .1 .2 470 1,015 
Flint ------------ 5.3 4.7 5.3 9.3 5.4 5.4 .2 .2 1,012 
Bledsoe --------- .2 815 
Coastal---------- .5 .2 1,928 725 
Rice ----------- ­ 1.2 2.2 .3 1.2 1.0 .4 .6 .1 231 
Currell---------- .3 .9 .1 3,093 216 
V.P.I. 131 ------ .4 .9 .3 .5 .6 .1 (*) 413 109 
Pennoll --------- (*) 95 
Leapland -------- .4 .1 (*) 440 64 
Hardired -------- 1.7 5.7 .6 2,000 
Carala ---------- 1.2 7.1 .5 1,983 
Sanford---------- .3 1,088 
 
Nittany ---------- .2 .1 .1 340 
 
Fulhio----------- .1 172 
 
Fultz------------ 3.0 4.6 5.2 2.7 2.0 1.1 .1 (*) 96 
 

White: 
Greeson --------- .8 3.3 2.8 3.3 2.4 2.2 .5 .1 .1 286 315 

Variety not reportedY 9.7 9.4 9.5 2.9 4.2 4.1 5.0 4.2 3.5 15,325 15,201 

Total !/------- 90.8 92.7 94.9 99.2 98.1 99.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 364,000 431,000 

North Dakota ------- (239) (4,912) 
Hard red winter: 

Cheyenne -------- 0.1 6,987 
Yogo ------------ 0.1 (*) 6,905 432 
Minturki -------- .2 14,641 
Newturk --------- (*) .2 11,924 
Turkey ---------- 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 (*) 0.1 .1 6,240 
Minter----------- (*) 685 

Hard red spring: 
Selkirk ---------- .1 57.1 8,576 3,854,238 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wll1'~at area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

Percentage Y Acreage 2/State, class, and I 
variety 1919 1 1924 11929 11934 1 1939 1 1944 1 1949 1 1954 1 1959 1 1954 1 1959 

North Dakota - Con. 
Hard red spring - Con 

Lee -------------
Conley ----------
Thatcher --------
Rusbrnnore-------­
~ida ------------
Chinook---------­

(*) 41.6 .26.4 

.2 

13.9 
(*) 

31. 9 

31. 7 

10.9 
10.4 
13.9 

.1 

13.0 2,611,093 
5.8 
2.0 901,396 
2.0 856,150 
1.7 1,140,693 
.9 3,789 

879,240 
392,557 
137,226 
136,030 
112,186 
62,502 

Rescue ----------
C. T. 231--------­

2.0 2.6 .4 
.4 

218,428 29,252 
26,866 

Spinkcota --------
Pilot ------------
Henry -----------
Centana---------­

(*) 7.0 1.8 
.2 

.1 

.9 

.3 

.3 

.2 

.1 

.1 

9,100 
69,630 
21,869 

21,753 
11,837 
8,895 
8,641 

Crop King--------
Redrnan---------­ .4 1.3 

.1 

.1 106,360 
5,499 
5,000 

Cadet-----------­ 5.1 2.9 .1 240,942 4,640 
Canthatch -------­ .1 4,578 
Ceres -----------
Rival ------------
Karnvor---------­
~arquis---------- 47.0 
Regent-----------
Red Thatcher----­

52.9 

3.0 

52.6 

34.0 

39.4 

20.3 
(*) 

3.0 

2.7 
25.8 

.1 
9.8 

.6 
10.0 

.2 
2.3 

(*) 
4.3 

.3 

.6 

.2 

.1 

.1 
(*)
(*) 

1,151 
358,698 

20,200 
47,656 
20,023 

4,560 
4,465 
1,727 
1,582 

Newthatch -------­ 1.5 .2 19,133 
Supreme ---------
Vesta ----------­ 3.7 

.2 

.6 
.1 
.1 

8,686 
6,198 

Premier --------­ .3 1.1 .1 5,047 
Saunders --------­ (*) 2,584 
Renown ----------
Apex ------------

Durum: 

.6 
(*) 

4.5 
.2 

.1 

.1 
(*)
(*) 

2,251 
1,477 

Langdon----------
Ramsey ---------­
~dum ---------­ 3.0 4.0 8.2 6.0 8.0 12.9 

10.0 
3.8 
.5 1,069,590 

675,219 
256,722 
35,745 

Sentry(Ld. 356) ---
Towner ---------­

(*) .2 
.2 

2,336 15,663 
12,706 

Vernum ---------­ .1 1.0 .1 84,948 3,465 
Lakota -----------
Yuma ------------
Wells ------------
Stewart ---------­ .2 10.4 2.6 

(*) 
(*)
(*) 

219,048 

2,710 
613 
346 

Kubanka---------­ .3 5.3 6.9 6.9 5.0 1.6 2.3 .7 54,459 
Carleton --------­ .1 4.4 .3 20,650 
Nugget-----------
Stewart 221 ------
Ld. 357 ------. --­

.1 
(*) 
(*) 

6,743 
3,013 

733 

1./ The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 0.1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

~/ Figures in parentheses opposite the name 01 each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
puting the data. 

'3.,./ The figures in this row include all wheat for which the variety name or name'.! each year was not reported 
They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports.

:!/ The difference between the totals given in this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Percentage V Acreage y
I
variety 
 1919 I 1924 11929 11934 11939 11944 I 1949 I 1954 1 1959 I 1954 I 1959 

North Dakota - Con. 
 
Variety not reportedY 29.3 
 23.9 23.9 9.0 13.8 8.7 0.5 0.7 0.5 
 55,955 27,118 

Total if ------- 77.0 82.3 89.6 93.4 92.6 97.3 97.8 100.0 100.0 8,239,000 6,751,000 
Ohio--- - -- --_ - ______ (3,888) (2,983)

Hard red winter: 
Pawnee ---------- 0.6 0.2 0.1 3,949 1,442
Triumph -------- ­ (*) 768
Westar---------- ­ (*) 174
Turkey----------- 0.2 0.5 0.6 0.2 0.1 0.2 .2 .2 (*) 3,105 75
Iohardi---------- ­ (*) 220

Hard red spring: 
 
Premier -------- ­ (*) 607
Apex- --.---------- (*) 186

Soft red winter: 
 
Seneca --------- .. ­
 33.7 48.9 601,290 772,227
Kriox------------ ­ 12.0 188,999
Thorne---------- ­ .1 56.0 63.3 23.9 10.3 426,101 161,887
Vermillion ------ ­ 7.1 111,749
Dual ------------ ­ 6.6 103,459
Butler ---------- ­ 2.1 17.0 5.4 302,597 85,850
Vigo ------------ ­ 1.6 12.1 2.8 215,511 43,753
Pennoll --------- ­ .1 1.8 1,624 28,765Nigger ---------- 3.5 5.3 2.9 3.3 3.1 2.8 3.6 .9 .4 15,902 6,470
Fulcaster -------- .8 1.2 .7 .7 .3 .7 .8 .3 .4 6,008 5,660Goens------------ 2.2 2.1 .8 1.8 1.8 2.6 2.1 1.6 .3 27,770 5,047
Anderson--------­ .2 3,827
Saline----------- ­ .4 .2 6,590 3,692
Trurnbull--------- .1 32.1 53.6 50.7 54.0 20.8 10.3 2.5 .2 44,558 3,342
LaPorte--------- ­ .1 1,506
Nittany - ---------- (*) .1 .2 .4 .1 6,353 1,247
Fairfield -------- ­ 2.9 .5 .1 8,170 1,237
Nured------------ .1 .1 .1 2,543 1,107
Royal------------ (*) .1 .1 2,182 995
Todd------------ ­ .1 962
Blackhawk ------- .6 (*) .1 205 949
Clarkan ---------- (*) .1 (*) 861 592
Michigan Amber - ­ (*) 447
Mediterranean ---- 1.9 1.6 .7 .4 .2 .1 .2 .2 (*) 2,927 332
Flint ------ ---- --- (*) 332
Wyandot --------- (*) 248 
Fulhio ----------- 4.4 11.9 15.6 20.4 6.6 2.4 .4 7,878
Fultz- --------- --- 10.3 5.8 2.9 4.1 2.7 2.8 .6 .3 4,779
Rudy --- ------ __ .. - 1.6 .8 .8 .3 .1 .1 .5 .2 3,264
Red May --------- .5 .2 .9 .4 .1 .3 .5 .1 2,559
Poole ------------ 38.8 23.5 9.1 9.0 3.9 .9 .8 .1 1,533
Red Indian ------­ .3 (*) (*) .1 1,314
Forward --------- (*) .2 (*) .5 (*) 730 
Red Wave -------- 8.5 2.1 1.0 1.0 .6 .1 (*) (*) 697
Nabob------------ (*) (*) 383

Harvest Queen --- ­ .1 (*) 335

Gipsy ------------ 2.9 2.1 1.1 
 1.6 .4 (*) .1 (*) 292
Portage ---------- .1 3.1 .8 1.2 .3 (*) (*) 203

White: 
Cornell 595-------

I 2.0 .9 (*) 15,450 613
Genesee---------- ---­ (*) (*) 401 487 
 
Yorkwin---------~ j---- (*) (*) (*) 256 424 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Percentage 1/ I Acreage 2/ 

variety 1919 1 1924 11929 11934 11939 1 1944 1 1949 1 1954 1 1959 1 1954 1 1959 

Ohio - Con. 
 
Variety not reported;! 19.3 4.8 6.6 4.5 6.4 4.5 2.7 3.6 2.6 63,667 39,336 
 

Total y ------- 90.7 89.6 94.4 94.8 95.0 98.7 98.7 100.0 100.0 1,783,000 1,578,000 

Oklahoma ----------- (1,789) (2,040) 
Hard red winter: 

Triumph -------- ­ 1.3 41. 5 40.5 59.0 2,142,982 2,970,912 
Wichita --------- ­ 4.9 19.0 21. 0 1,003,331 1,056,058 
Concho --------- ­ (*) 8.2 325 414,784 
Comanche ------- ­ (*) 11. 0 9.6 3.5 509,532 177,421 
Westar ----------- 1.2 9.5 1.4 502,519 69,604 

.4 1.2 19,222 58,622KIowa -----------
Tenmarq --------- (*) 10.0 40.3 3.6 1.7 1.1 87,606 56,963 

(*) 18.9 4.8 .9 253,912 47,272Pawnee --------- ­
Cheyenne--------- (*) .7 4.0 2.0 .8 .7 42,915 36,202 

2.3 .7 122,486 33,582Ponca ---------- ­
Crockett --------- .4 20,079 

.1 .3 4,775 14,414Apache --------- ­
Turkey ---------- 68.6 52.3 47.4 44.9 29.3 15.0 1.6 .6 .3 32,177 13,281 
Rosetta --------- ­ .2 12,233 
Blackhull--------- 12.2 34.2 32.0 36.6 113.9 1.9 .3 .2 16,472 11,237 

.1 3,756Sioux ----------- ­
yogo------------ ­ (*) .1 99 3,064 
RedChief -------- ­ 3.5 5.0 5.0 .1 265,257 2,716 
KanKlng--------- ­ (*) .1 162 2,667 
Bison ----------- ­ (*) 1,216 
Avoca----------- ­ (*) 834 
Iowin------------ ­ .1 (*) (*) 617 399 
Early Blackhull -- ­ 1.9 7.0 6.1 .7 (*) 38,062 311 
Quanah ---------.. (*) 92 
Nebred --------- ­ (*) (*) (*) (*) 1,388 15 
BlueJacket-------- .2 2.7 142,182 
 
RedJacket ------- ­ .4 22,119 
 
Stafford --------- ­ .2 7,806 
 
Kanred ---------- .2 19.5 7.5 5.0 2.5 .7 .1 .1 7,099 
 
Orienta --------- ­ (*) .1 5,306 
 
Chiefkan --------- 1.5 5.9 .8 .1 2,627 
 

Hard red spring: 
 
Ceres ----------- ­ .3 18,086 
 
Marquis --------- ­ (*) 1,210 
 
Mida ------------- (*) 766 
 

Soft red winter: 
KanQueen ------- ­ .2 .1 10,411 4,310 
Clarkan ---------- .1 .8 .3 (*) (*) 2,052 499 
Knox ------------- (*) 490 
Frisco ---------- ­ (*) 334 
Racine ----------- (*) 199 

}) The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 0.:;' 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

3.1 Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
puting the data. 

}..! The figures in this row include all wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not reported 
They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports. 

:};.I The difference between the totals giy"n. i~ I.his row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

Percentage 1/ Acreage 2/State, class, and 1 

variety 
 1919 1 1924 11929 11934 11939 1 1944 1 1949 1 1954 I 1959 1 1954 1 1959 

Oklahoma - Con. 
Soft redwinter - Con. 

Currell --------- ­ 1.5 1.9 1.6 4.5 3.0 1.0 0.2 8,363 
Early Premium --- (*) .1 4,309 
Fulcaster -------- 6.8 5.3 2.1 2.9 2.5 1.2 (*) (*) 487 
Poole ------------ (*) 268 
Atlas 50---------- (*) 240 
Harvest Queen --- ­ 4.6 3.2 .8 1.8 1.3 .1 0.1 (*) 240 

Variety not reportedY 9.0 2.3 2.7 2.0 2.0 .4 .4 .3 0.4 16,590 20,634 

Total !I -----­ 90.7 96.7 96.3 93.1 91. 4 98.1 99.7 100.0 100.0 5,294,000 5,034,000 

Oregon ------------ ­ (1,394) (1,853) 
Hard red winter: 

13.2 26.0 24.6 20.0 14.2 10.7 3.5 4.9 0.6 45,280 5,310Turkey --------- ­
Columbia--------­ .2 2,131 
~osida --------- ­ (*) .5 .3 .3 .1 .1 1,140 

Rio ------------- ­ .1 .3 1.1 .2 .1 1,100 

Ridit--------- .. -- ­ (*) 70 


Hard red spril1g: 
~arquis 5/ ------ ­ 2.2 1.7 1.3 1.0 2.3 .3 .6 .8 .5 7,172 4,310 
Huston ---:------- ­ 2.1 2.9 .6 1.5 1.5 .5 .4 1.2 .3 10,780 2,800 
Kinney.v ------- ­ 2.2 1.0 .9 .8 .2 .5 .2 .1 1,520 950 
Comet ---------- ­ .1 .1 821 
Henry ----------- .1 (*) 700 200 
Lee ------------- (*) 30 
Komar ---------- ­ (*) (*) 70 

Soft red winter: 
I>ual------------- (*) 80 
Odessa ---------- (*) 25 
Red Russian ----- ­ .7 1.3 .3 .2 .3 .1 .1 .1 580 
Triplet --------- ­ .1 .4 2. '5 .1 (*) (*) 340 

White: 
Burt 5/---------- ­ 12.3 105,110 
Golden ---------- ­ (*) .1 3.8 4.1 9.0 8.8 84,350 75,208 
Alba (Redmond) 5/­ 4.5 38,780 
Federation ----.:-- ­ 1.7 23.1 27.3 24.9 11. 3 23.2 9.7 3.9 91,240 33,478 
Lemhi ---------- ­ (*) .3 .9 2.9 8,560 24,910 
Druchamp 5/---- ­ 2.0 16,750 
Orfed ~i/- -.::.- ----- 3.5 2.3 1.8 21,710 15,214 
Idaed 5/--------- ­ .7 1.4 1.5 13,450 12,459 
Brevor---------- ­ 2.5 1.5 23,870 12,372 
Oregon 

Zimmerman 5/-­ .3 1.7 2.1 1.2 1.8 1.4 1.4 12,770 1.2, 185 
Baart 5/------:-- ­ 3.7 .8 1.3 1.5 2.3 1.8 2.1 1.0 1.1 9, 148 9,620 
Requa-:--------- ­ .4 1.8 1.1 16,910 9,110 
Galgalos -------- ­ 1.5 1.4 .6 .5 .7 .8 1.6 .7 .7 6,200 6,000 
Rex ------------ ­ 28.8 27.5 16.9 12.5 .5 117,710 3,948 
~arfed 5/------- ­ .1 .2 .4 1,740 3,312 
Wilhelmina 

(Holland) 5/----- 2.1 3. 1 3.5 5.8 3.7 5.9 .3 55,500 2,355 
Prohibition-=-----­ 2.3 1.8 .6 .8 .1 (*) .1 75 1,130 
Onas------------ ­ . 1 1,090 
White Winter ---- ­ 4.7 3.2 2.4 1.8 2.7 3.3 .3 .1 .1 650 670 
Hard Federation -- 1.1 3.3 .7 . 9 1.7 (*) 318 
Defiance 5/------ ­ 1.7 .6 .2 .4 .1 (*) (~ ) (*) 60 150 
Dicklow-=--------- .2 .1 (*) .1 .1 (*J (*) 40 110 
Rink. 5/ --------- ­ 1.3 2.2 2.8 .9 .6 .2 .1 .1 (*) 650 100 
PacifIC Bluestem - 11.3 3.2 1.4 .9 .7 .1 (*) .1 1,180 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Percentage 1/ I Acreage 2/ 

variety 1919 I 1924 I 1929 I 1934 I 1939 I 1944 I 1949 I 1954 I 1959 I 1954 I 1!!.~ 

Oregon - Con. 
White - Con. 
 

Hard Federation 31 0.1 770 
 
~ona---------­ (*) (*) 300 
 
Pilcraw ---------- (*) 90 
 

Club: 
Omar 5/--------- ­ 46.0 392,349 
Elmar-5/-.,.------- 36.3 4.6 340,025 39,383 
Elgin (Alice!) ---- ­ 0.3 6.1 29.4 5.4 1.4 50, 120 12, 124 
Jenkin 5/--------- 0.4 2.0 2.0 2.2 .7 .7 .7 .6 .1 5,690 1,080 
Little Ciub ------ ­ (*) (*) 60 125 
Hymar ---------- ­ .1 3.5 .1 .4 3,940 
Hybrid 128 ------- 9.6 29.4 12.6 9.4 1.8 3.6 .1 .1 440 

Durum: 
Sentry ----------- ---­ .1 740 

Variety not reportedY 14.4 3.5 1.4 2.1 2.2 0.0 .4 1.0 5,558 
----------------.__.-

Total !/------- 71. 3 83.0 79.0 79.2 90.7 82.9 95.2 100.0 100.0 936,000 852,395 

Pennsylvania -------- (1,404) (4,039) 
Hard red winter: 

Pawnee --------- ­ 0.1 1.5 0.4 11,225 2,316 
Ponca----------- ­ .1 680 
Triumph --------- .1 531 
Turkey----------- (*) .2 (*) 332 

Hard red spring: 
Henry------------ .1 .1 (*) 758 39 

Soft red winte.;: 
Pennoll ---------- 19.7 47.6 146,297 268,256 
Thorne----------- 19.7 73.9 60.2 23.6 447,511 133,062 
Dual------------- 10.9 61,103 
Seneca---------- ­ 7.1 9.9 52,734 55,592 
LaPorte--------- ­ .4 2,243 
Butler ---------- ­ 1.3 .2 9,665 1,282 
Saline ----------- .2 1,187 
Nittany----------- 22.9 32.9 34.3 41. 9 35.2 3.7 1.0 .2 7,403 1,030 
Anderson--------- .2 998 

.1 573Todd ------------
Fulcaster -------- 23.4 18.2 8.2 8.6 3.4 2.7 1.8 .3 .1 1,859 570 
Racine ----------- .1 538 
Knox------------- .1 347 
Rudy------------- (*) 253 
Leap------------- 1. 8 19.7 25.5 26.4 25.1 20.8 1.1 .1 (*) 949 215 
Vermillion ------- (*) 2J.5 
Goens------------ (*) 146 
Blackhawk ------- .6 (*) 134 
Forward --------- .2 11.7 16.5 19.0 14.7 2.5 .3 (*) 2,070 123 

:::J The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 0.1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

~/ Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
puting the data. 

~/ The figures in this row include all wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not reported 
They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports.

i.l The difference between the totals given in this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in surveys pre.ious to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 

'3..1 Spring- and fall-sown ac.reages reported together. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Percentage Y 1 Acreage 2/ 
variety 1919 11924 11929 1 1934 11939 11944 11949 1 1954 1 1959 1 1954 1959I 

Pennsylvania - Con. 
Soft redwinter - Con. 

Hybrid English 46 - (*) 74 
Red Rock--------- (*) 73 
Clarkan---------- 0.1 (*) (*) 196 39 
Trumbull--------- 0.1 0.3 0.3 (*) 0.2 .3 0.6 4,188 
Fultz ------------ 16.5 7.3 2.1 1.9 0.7 1.0 .3 .3 2,345 
Fairfield --------- (*) .4 .1 622 
Royal. ------------ .1 606 
Nured------------ .3 .7 .1 332 
Red May --------- .8 (*) 299 
Vigo ------------- .1 (*) 116 

White: 
Genesee---------- .2 0.4 1,587 2,485 
Cornell 595------- 1.4 1.4 .3 10,250 1,668 
Yorkwin---------- .1 1.8 1.1 .4 .1 2,901 816 

Variety not reported~ 18.3 13.4 9.0 6.2 2.9 .7 8.8 ·5.2 5.0 38,755 26,412 

Total !/------- 60.0 81. 8 89.7 94.2 93.1 97.1 98.0 100.0 100.0 ...:;43,000 563,000- -.---
South Carolina ------ (637) (1,060) 

Hard red winter: 
Pawnee ---------- (*) 41 
Ponca------------ (*) 38 

Soft red winter: 
Anderson--------- 13.8 61. 3 23,240 122,299 
Coker 47-27 ------ 16.9 10.2 28,455 20,306 
Taylor----------- .5 9.7 756 19,435 
Atlas 66---------- 7.5 6.5 12,566 13,053 
Coastal ---------- 7.0 2.6 11,689 5,163 
Taylor 49 -------- 2.2 4,453 
Redhart---------- 32.5 47.5 49.8 60.6 12.4 1.9 20,929 3,811 
Knox------------- 1.8 3,557 
Purplestraw ------ 38.1 33.1 37.3 34.4 29.1 26.8 5.5 3.1 .4 5,217 718 
Leap------------- 15.3 5.0 4.1 2.8 1.3 .3 .3 .1 .3 154 646 
Chancellor ------- 2.2 19.9 .3 33,508 580 
Tayland ---------- .3 505 
Thorne----------- .1 2.7 .2 4,556 477 
Sanford ---------- 2.5 .5 .1 873 205 
Seneca----------- .1 .1 78 177 
Bledsoe---------- .1 157 
Pennoll ---------- (*) 78 
Purcam ---------- (*) 41 
Atlas 50 --------- 11. 9 19,907 
Carala ----------- 1.0 .3 470 
Fulcaster -------- 3.6 9.1 7.3 1.9 .7 .3 (*) 71 

Variety not reported~ 10.5 10.7 8.2 2.1 2.3 0.0 3.3 3.3 2.0 5,531 4,260---<,-, ..... -+'-_. - ...~ ..... -~-.--- ,.- "'._.--_._--_._, .. 

Total y------- 67.5 57.9 56.9 73.7 80.9 168 000 200 000_."._--_. .., "7~~:~;_~7~-_~??_~q~" 100~9.. . 1. _ .....,;::-.". 'J••.-= 
_,_ - _..., ....... 1+.* ..... 4 ..... 
 '" .~-.... 

South Dakota -------- (1,357) (1,294) 
Hard red winter: 

Nebred ---------- (*) 4.1 7.4 16.7 208,795 448,556 
Wichita ---------- .2 1.7 5,734 45,084 
Cheyenne -------- (*) 1.4 (*) (*) 1.2 882 30,932 
Minter----------- 1---- .3 2.8 .8 78,339 21,406 
Pawnee Sel. 33 --- i---- .4 10,012 
Westar ---------- ---- (*) .2 726 5,453 
Triumph ---------1---- (*) .2 fil6 4,752 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of. the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and Percentage Y J Acreage !I 
variety 1919 1 1924 11929 1 1934 1 1939 1 1944 1 1949 1 1954 1 1959 1 1954 I 1959 

South Dakota - Con. 
Hard redwinter - Con. 

Turkey----------- 1.5 2.3 1.9 4.9 4.6 4.0 2.2 0.3 0.1 9,800 3,944 
(*) .6 .1 16,771 2,045Yogo ----------- ­

Newturk---------- .2 .3 .1 9,9('." 2,002 
Karmont --------- (*) .2 .1 5, l~·q 1,906 
lowin ------------ .2 .1 .2 (*) 5,586 625 
Westmont ------- ­ (*) 226 
BlueJacket ------ ­ 1.1 30,769 
Minturki -------- ­ .7 19,382 
Pawnee --------- ­ .3 8,179 
RedChief --------- .1 1,386 
Marmin ---------- (*) 635 
Blackhull--------- (*) 457 

Hard red spring: 
Selkirk----------- .1 31.0 2,899 831,695 
Lee-------------- 23.7 22.6 664,434 608,128
Rushmore - ______ _ .2 36.2 10.6 1,014,878 284,950 

(*) 35.1 11.2 3.0 314,262 80,121Mida------------­
Conley----------- 2.7 72,480 
Spinkcota ------- ­ .3 2.5 2.7 68,796 71,784 
C. T. 231 ------- ­ .5 14,166 
Centana --------- ­ .4 11,326 
Crop King ------- ­ .3 8,341 
Thatcher --------- 24.5 14.0 3.2 .9 .2 27,830 5,893 
Henry------------ .2 .3 .2 8,759 5,151 
Marquis---------- 61.2 47.1 47.1 43.0 8.3 3.0 .3 .2 .1 5,134 3,220 
Vesta ------------ .3 .4 (*) .1 479 3,211 
Rival------------ - (*) 31. 2 33.6 3.7 .1 102,657 1,900 
Redman ---------- .6 .7 (*) 19,922 1,249 
Pilot------------- (*) 9.4 5.8 .9 (*) 24,044 953 
Ceres ---------- ­ .4 25.2 33.5 20.1 1.2 .3 (*) 9,509 830 
Rescue---------- ­ (*) .1 (*) 3,130 433 
Chinook --------- ­ (*) 216 
Cadet----------- ­ .6 .2 5,725 
Supreme -------- ­ (*) .1 2,335 
Newthatch ------- ­ .8 .1 1,622 
 
Regent ---------- ­ 1.6 1.6 .1 1,515 
 
Saunders --------- (*) 170 
 

Durum: 
Langdon--------- ­ 2.3 60,804 
Mindum ---------- .1 1.4 1.1 .3 2.0 1.0 .2 28,551 6,305 
Yuma ------------ .2 4,817 
Sentry----------- ­ .1 3,229 
Ramsey --------- ­ .1 2,338 
Vernum --------- ­ .1 .3 (*) 9,524 958 
Kubanka---------- ,6 1.5 1.0 2.6 .3 .1 .6 .2 (*) 4,444 756 
Stewart ---------- .!--- 4.0 .7 18,969 

]J The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 0.1 
percent of the lotal wheat acreage of the respective State. 

?:..I Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
puting the dat~. 

2/ The figures in this row include aU wheat for which the variety name or nameS each year was not reported 
They also include the categories "dub (varieties not reported)" and "d\lrum (varieties not reported)" in 
ea r lie r repo rts. 

:!.1 The difference between the totals given in this row and 100 perc... nt are due to the omis!l.ion of known 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not r<'ported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat a.rea occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

--'--Percentage yState, class, and Acreage!! 
variety 1919 1954 1959 

South Dakota - Con. 
Durum - Con. 

Nugget-----------
Carleton -------- ­ ---­ 0.6 

0.1 
.1 

2,236 
1,677 

Variety not reported!!! 21. 3 34.9 
--"-'-­

22.1 6.0 7.7 3.S .2 
---.~-.--- ...-- ­

2.1 1.0 59,336 23,803 

Total y ------­ 84.6 85.8 
-- ­

72.6 83.1 80.2 89.4 98.2_.-----"-_._--­ 100.0 100.0 2,806,000 2,686,000 

Tennessee --------- ­ (889) (1,152) 
Hard red winter: 

Triumph ---------
Pawnee --------- ­

1.4 3.1 
2.0 

3,647 6,365 
4,192 

VVestar---------- ­ .1 109 
Early Blackhull-- ­ .2 418 
VVichita --------- ­ .1 187 

Hard red spring: 
Henry------------
Red Boos ------- ­ .2 

.3 
391 

523 

Soft red winter: 
Vigo-------------
Knox------------ ­

(*) 30.7 17.4 
16.3 

80,242 35,800 
33,633 

Seneca---------- ­ .5 16.1 1,276 33,135 
Thorne---------- ­ 0.1 7.6 19.5 11.8 50,864 24,362 
Fulcaster ------- ­ 40.5 43.0 40.1 44.7 43.0 34.0 24.1 11.0 8.7 28,703 17,996 
Anderson ------- ­ 2.7 4.1 6,941 8,402 
Coker 47-27-----­ .4 1.5 941 2,994 
Purplestraw ------
Goens------------
Dual------------­

1.0 .1 2.1 .2 1.5 3.5 7.5 5.6 1.4 
.9 
.8 

14,692 2,893 
1,827 
1,677 

Vermillion ------ ­ .5 1,090 
Sanford --------- ­ .1 .8 1.9 .3 5,071 550 
LaPorte -------- ­ .2 508 
Rice------------ ­ 2.2 9.0 .3 1.0 .3 1.6 2.0 .3 .2 881 389 
Todd ----------- ­ .2 366 
Currell --------- ­ 4.3 2.9 8.0 6.7 13.6 16.2 5.3 .9 .1 2,506 272 
Butler ---------- ­ .2 .1 424 213 
Nittany­ ----------
Racine---~-------

.1 .1 .7 .4 .3 .1 
.1 

198 
124 

Blackhawk ------ ­ .1 121 
Vahart-----------
Kancom ----­ _____ 1---­

.2 (*) 
(*) 

503 69 
30 

Redhart----------I--- ­ 2.0 6.3 1.4 3,679 
Fultz ----------- ­ 14.0 
Chancellor -------1---­ 10.8 16.8 14.6 12.8 9.7 4.6 

.2 
1.0 
.5 

2,542 
1,360 

Clarkan---------- . --- ­ .5 1,294 
Atlas 66 -------- ­ .4 1,120 
Atlas 50 -------- ­ .3 898 
Forward -------- ­ 5.0 6.1 5.7 2.4 .3 879 
Red May ---------
Leap ------------
Fulhio ---------- ­

3.5 3.6 2.6 1.6 .7 .9 .1 
.3 
.2 
.2 

759 
489 
431 

Mediterranean --- ­ 3.4 7.1 8.0 4.6 1.9 3.5 1.2 .1 365 
V.P.I. 131-------

VVhite: 
----

I , 
.8 .1 .7 .1 165 

Cornell 595 ----- ­ ,--- ­ 1.1 2,190 
Yorkwin ---------
Genesee ---------
Dawson --------- ­

: --- ­1---­
--- ­ .2 

.2 

.1 
590 

478 
230 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupie4 by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, ~d-- - Percentage 1/ I Acreage 2/ 
variety 1919 11924 11929 1193411939J~94~J.]9_49_]..!-}?1_95_um-L-l_9.;..59--,-r_==1=95=4==:1=:1_9-5=9== 

Tennessee - Con. 
 
Variety not reported~ 12.0 10.3 7.2 3.4 6.6 6.2 23.2 18.7 12.2 48,742 25,264 
 

Total ~/-------- 80.9 86.8 85.9 81. 9 86.5 84.2 85.3 100.0 100.0 261,000 206,000 

Texas--------------- (744) (2, 141) 
Hard red winter: 

Triumph --------- ­ (*) 17.1 17.1 30.3 829,092 1,300,572 
Wichita----------- --- ­ 7.9 26.3 16.9 1,273,888 724,888 
Concho ---------- ­ 12.2 521,249 
Comanche ------- ­ 0.3 11.3 10.6 8.7 511,104 373,963 
Crockett --------- ­ 7.9 337,990 
Westar ---------- ­ 26.0 20.0 6.7 968,484 287,852 
Quanah ---------- ­ 1.4 3.2 68,728 135,757 
Tenmarq -------- ­ 0.2 6.7 30.9 7.6 2.0 2.1 98,252 92,044 
Apache ---------- ­ .1 2.0 3,872 84,651 
Blackhull -------- ­ (*) 13.2 22.9 40.8 22.7 6.8 2.8 .9 133,100 36,864 
IGowa ----------- ­ .5 .8 23,716 34,080 
Ponca ----------- ­ .6 23,696 
Turkey ----------- 33.9 43.5 51.4 51. 6 37.7 21. 6 1.4 .5 .4 27,588 17,659 
Cheyenne -------- ­ (*) 1.5 .5 .5 .3 21,780 12,259 
Rosetta---------- ­ .3 11,754 
KanKing --------- ­ .3 .2 15,004 8,538 
RedChief -------- ­ 1.1 .9 3.2 .2 157,300 6,922 
Bison ----------- ­ .1 6,046 
Chiefkan--------- ­ .4 5.7 .9 1.5 .1 74,536 5,957 
Pawnee---------- ­ 2.3 .5 .1 22,264 3,756 
Kanred ---------- ­ 31.4 19.8 16.1 6.0 6.9 1.3 .3 .1 16,456 3,004 
Tascosa --------- ­ (*) 1,043 
Avoca----------- ­ (*) 294 
BlueJacket------- ­ .1 5.4 261,360 
Early Blackhull - - ­ .5 2.9 8.7 1.7 84,216 
KanQueen ------- ­ .4 21,296 
RedJacket ------- ­ .2 9,196 
Nebred-----------I---- .1 .1 2,904 
yogo------------- ---- (*) 484 

H~~;:~-s!..~i~~~----l---- 13,552.3 
Seabreeze -------- ---- .1 .1 2,420 

Soft red winter: 
Knox ------------- 2.8 118,168 
Mediterranean ---- 55.5 14.9 9.8 5.3 5.4 4.5 2.7 1.8 1.1 84,700 45,831 
Frisco -----------, .1 6,006 
Atlas 66 ----------; --- ­ .1 4,118 
Coker 47-27 ------! ---­ .1 4,840 
 
Clarkan ----------1 -~-­ .1 2,901 
 
Blackhawk --------! ---­ .1 2,420 
 
Red May----------I .3 .2 .1 .1 .1 .7 .2 (*) 1,452 
 

1:..1 The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than O. 1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

'l:-I Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
puting the data. 

3,.1 The figures in this row include all wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not l'eported 
They also include thc categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports.

j.J The difference between the totals given in this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not t'cportcd as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

--.-.------------~-------- ---- ----------.-- - T
State, class, and Percentage !I Acreage 2/ 

variety __. 1919 T1924 [1929 1 1934]193-9Ti94411949 ! 1954 1 19591 1954 1959 

Texas - Con. f I 

S~!::~~:n:::_-_~~~~ ____ (*) 968 
Fulcaster -------- 1. & 1.7 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.1 (*) 968 
 

Durum:
 I
Nugget----------- --- ­ (*) 593 
Kubanka-----~---- --- ­ 0.1 (*) 5,324 162 
Stewart -----~---- ---- (*) .2 8,231


Variety not reported~1 5.9 6.0 2.3 1.7 1.0 .4 1.3 1.8 87,604
1.8 81,284 
--~- .----.~-. ---'--'- ._------

Total !/------- 97.4 97.7 97.1 98.2 98.9 99.3 97.2 100.0 100.0 4,840,000 4,287,000. --==-..:.:..:::-.~ :'---====:•. -. 

Utah ----------~---- (89) (736)
Hard red winter: 

Cache ----------- 2.9 28.0 7.6 29.9 28,100 72,881
VVasatch --------- .3 19.0 38.1 21. 6 139,764 52,660
Turkey----------- !31. 0 46.3 38.5 38.5 15.2 31. 9 23.8 21.0 11.4 77,041 27,711
Comanche--------I--- ­ (*) 3.3 8,006
Utah Kanred------ ;---- 7.9 13.1 15.8 7.3 9.7 .1 2.3 411 5,698
Itana ------------ )---­ .8 2,034
Columbia -------- 1---­ .2 369 
Rio -------------- ;--- ­ .1 271
Ridit ------------ .--- ­ (*) 87Hard red spring: , 
Komar----------- r--- 1.7 4,200
Saunders -------- ---­ .2 463
Ceres ----------- ---­ (*) 55VVhite: 
 
Lell'ihi ----------- .1 7.6 9.7 16.7 35,533 
 40,685Baart------------ 1.0 1.8 3.1 3.1 7.1 4.9 16.5 4.1 60,442 10,088
Brevor --------- ­ 3.4 8,200
Federation ------- (*) 6.9 12.8 13.9 18.2 1.9 2.6 .6 9,340 1,465
Dicklow ---------- _ 1.3 13.8 18.4 16.1 10.7 9.5 2.7 3.3 .5 12,264 1,314
VVhite Federation -1---- .9 .2 467 
Idaed ------------ ---­ .1 364 
Rex ------------- ---­ .1 330 

.1 276~~~~~-========== !==== .1 176 
Baart 38 --------- j--- ­ .2 .8 3,057
VVhite Federation 38 .--- ­ .3 1,048 

~~~~in ------------I--~- .1 245 
Elmar ----------- i---­ .1 132 

(*) 30va~~;rn~t-;;~;;t~~-y!iii:9
1---

11.8 6.5 2.4 5.8 .5 .1 2.4 5,793 

Total !/------- 151. 2 72.9 80.0 86.0 64,5 77.8 98.8 100.0 100.0 367,000 2~~,.00~ 
,.- .... -. -- -

Virginia ------------1~---
".. 

(1,355) (960)
Hard red winter: 

Pawnee ----------1---- 5,3161.8 
Hard red spring: I 
 

Lee ------------- 1---- (*) 79

Soft red winter: 

Thorne----------- .-- ... - (*) 17.1 36.6 31. 4 109,454 92,385
Seneca.- ---- ------ ---­ 2.3 21. 0 6,930 61,642
Vahart---------- ­ ---- 12.0 23.8 11. 5 71,304 33,738
Anderson -------- 1---­ 2.0 8.5 6,112 24,939
Atlas 66 --------- /--- ­ 3.7 8.2 11,118 24, 147 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

&a;;~-cla~;:-~d-- -----Pe~-cent~e y--------- J -A~~e~e 2/ 

___ ~_~:~____ 1919~_I~!jjil:93_~Ii.?j~-ll~~~I1949Il~54~LlJi9 ~ 1954 I 1959 

Virginia - Con. 
Soft redwinter - Con. 

Redhart---------­ 0.1 0.7 20.0 16.2 5.1 2.5 15,142 7,461 
Leap ------------
V.P.L 131------­

22.8 17.1 18.8 
11.6 

18.6 
16.7' 

21. 0 
17.5 

19.2 
16.3 

8.8 
14.6 

2.9 
4.8 

2.4 
.7 

8,606 
14,451 

7,096 
1,983 

Flint -----------­ 4.2 5.0 5.8 8.0 8.0 6.7 3.7 .7 .6 2,045 1,842 
Taylor 49 -------­ .6 1,730 
lCnox ------------
Purplestraw -----­ .3 1.1 1.8 4.1 3.2 2.5 1.6 1.4 

.6 

.6 4,160 
1,726 
1,705 

Pennoll ---------­ .1 .5 173 1,596 
Coker 47-27 -----­ .4 1,314 
Forward --------­
Sanford ---------­

.7 2.3 7.8 4.4 7.3 
(*) 

1.5 
.3 

.4 

.4 
4,469 

763 
1,039 

991 
Leapland --------­ .1 1.0 2.1 1.5 .3 4,359 989 
Atlas 50 --------­ 2.2 .3 6,439 930 
Dual------------­ .3 770 
Bledsoe ---------­ .2 734 
Taylor ----------­ .2 652 
Tayland ---------­ .1 244 
Fultz -----------­ 10.5 6.5 2.3 2.9 3.6 1.6 .4 .8 .1 2,546 191 
Nittany----------­ .8 1.4 1.1 .9 .3 .5 .1 1,502 148 
Fulcaster -------­ 38.1 54.5 38.0 38.6 30.5 21. 6 3.5 1.0 3,133 
Mediterranean ---­ 6.2 4.0 .9 .5 .3 (*) .2 .2 668 
F'ulhio ----------­ .2 595 
Vigo ------------­ .1 374 
Nured ----------­ .1 .1 287 
Nudel-----------­ .1 197 

White: 
Pacific Bluestem - .1 172 

Variety not reported~ 12.7 6.8 10.4 2.4 2.2 3.3 9.7 8.0 6.3 23,922 18,692
_____________._. _________________4. ______• ___•_____ 

Total!/------- 94.8 95.0 91.1 95.6 96.0 97.5 97.6 100.0 100.0 299, 000 29~~~00=--=-___._ -.._~7._=•.~ __-_--.-:-_-.~ 

VVashington---------- (1,068) (1, 578) 
Hard red winter: 

Columbia -------­ 7.1 149,283 
Turkey----------- 7.6 24.5 15.6 20.2 21.4 24.3 25.4 11. 3 4.3 257,710 91,253 
Rio -------------- .8 .8 3.6 8.9 2.0 204,790 41,515 
Comanche -------­ .3 .3 5,830 5,897 
Triumph --------- .1 .1 1,900 1,060 

(*) 826Itana ------------
VVasatch --------­ 1.3 .5 (*) 10,560 102 
Ridit -----------­ 5.6 5.8 4.2 .4 1.0 .9 20,020 
Kiowa------------ (*) 720 
Mosida ---------- .1 .3 .1 (*) 540 

Hard red spring: 
Ceres ----------­ (*) .3 620 6,394 
Henry ----------- .1 .1 1,350 1,304 

}) The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 0.1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

3.1 Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
putin~ the data. 

~I The figures in. this row include all Wheat for which th~ variety name or names each year was not reported 
They also include the categOries "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports. 

if The difference between the totals given in this roW and 100 percent are due to the omissiqn of known 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in. 1954 or in 1959. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, class, and 

variety 1919 

--P-;~ntage 1/ ~I--Ac;;-~-;2/-­

193~_ ~94~9 I 1954 I 1959]__J..~?.!_L_~59== 
Washington - Con. 

Hard red spring - Con. 
!4arquis---------­ 9.3 3.3 2.6 1.6 1.3 0.4 1.3 (*) (*) 460 980 
Rival ------------
Saunders -------­
Premier --------

Soft red winter: 

(*)
(*) 

(*) 
110 
10 

10 

Red Russian -----­ 4.3 1.6 1.1 .3 .3 .6 .1 0.3 0.2 6,920 3,220 
Triplet ---------­ 4.7 6.6 5.1 4.4 1.5 1.2 .1 1.... 1,730 1,500 
Sol (Sun) --------­
Jones Fife -------­ 8.7 7.6 2.4 1.1 .7 .4 .1 (*) 

.1 
(*) 170 

1,500 
433 

White: 
Burt ------------­ 10.0 211,300 
!4arfed 5/ -------­
Baart -.:-:--------- 12.3 14.6 20.0 26.0 28.7 26.4 

1.0 
10.2 

2.5 
5.5 

4.2 
4.0 

58,120 
126,330 

88,516 
83,722 

Brevor----------­ 5.9 3.9 135,020 82,607 
ldaed -----------­ .1 1.5 2.8 1.8 64,810 38,143 
Federation 5/----­ .1 9.9 9.8 8.1 15.6 5.8 1.7 1.0 38,550 21,940 
Requa-----~-----­ .1 .2 3.3 2.6 .9 58,630 19,795 
Golden ----------­ 1.5 4.6 4.5 2.2 .7 50,340 14,133 
Pilcraw ---------­
!4ajor -----------­
Pacific Bluestem -­ 24.9 
Orfed 5/---------­

13.0 

.6 

9.0 

1.1 
(*) 

5.0 

1.2 
.3 

3.8 

.6 

.2 
1.3 
(*) 

.1 
(*) 
.4 

4.1 

.4 

.3 
(*) 
.2 

.5 

.3 

.3 

.1 

9,870 
5,830 

490 
3,080 

10,821 
7,245 
6,805 
3,014 

Rex--~----------­ 4.3 3.9 3.7 1.2 (*) 27,980 881 
Lemhi ----------­ (*) .1 (*) 820 853 
Alba (Redmond) --­
Druchamp --------
Onas------------­ (*) 

(*) 
(*) 

740 

270 
100 

Wilhelmina 
(Holland) --------

Club: 
(*) .2 (*) .1 (*) 150 

Omar -----------­ 47.2 998,481 
Elgin (Alicel) ----­ .1 12.B 8.6 6.7 195,840 141,011 
Elmar ----------­ 41. 4 3.7 946,950 78,145 
Hymar ----------­
Hybrid 128 -------
Albit -----------­

7.4 9.2 8.5 
3.3 

3.3 
14.6 

6.1 
1. 6 
3.2 

6.0 
2.7 
1.0 

8.0 
2.4 
.2 

1.8 
.1 
(*) 

.1 42,060 
1,610 

30 

1,860 

Variety not reportedY 8.5 6.3 2.5 .2 .9 0.0 .5 .2 (*) 4,310 81 

West Virginia-------- (270) (484)
Hard red winter: 

Pawnee ---------­ 1.6 467 
Westar ----------­ .2 49 
Triumph --------­ .1 25 
Turkey----------- 0.7 371 

Soft red winter: 
Thorne ----------- 6. ° 49.6 70.4 56.1 40,120 16,830 
Seneca ----------- 1.8 12.1 1,061 3,637 
Anderson ------_- 2.2 3.0 1,249 903 
Fulcaster -------- 29.1 36.2 50.6 41.8 24.5 37.4 7.8 .9 2.1 515 628 
Pen noll ---------- .3 2.0 177 595 
Knox ------------ 1.7 505 
Vigo -------------:---- .9 1.5 528 465 
Dual -------------1---- 1.2 366 
Leapland ---------1---- 2.2 1. 9 .2 1.1 103 325 
Poole ------------ 13.1 7.4 6.8 7.3 5.1 1.0 .6 .7 215 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919. and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

----------,--- Percentage Y - Acreage Y--
State, class, and 

___v_ar_i_e_tY___t-1_9_19_.L-11_92_4_.L-119_2_9-l1__1934 I 1939 I 1944L~~!~1-i95il~~_9 1959 

West Virginia - Con. 
Soft redwinter - Con. 

0.6 173Todd ------------
Nittany----------- (*) 0.4 4.0 4.4 2.2 1.7 0.5 .5 265 138 
Trumbull -------- 0.2 3.6 4.8 3.3 3.0 2.6 .3 98 
Saline------------ .2 73 
Butler----------- - .1 .4 .2 231 70 
V.P.L 131------- (*) .5 .6 .3 .2 49 
Red Wave -------- 6.0 5.4 .8 3.0 2.2 1.4 (*) .1 25 
Racine ----------- .1 16 
Blackhawk-------- (*) 9 
Carala ----------- 1.3 4.6 2,648 
Purplestraw ----- ­ .3 .7 1.5 860 
Forward -------- ­ .4 1.5 3.5 .4 1.0 552 
Fultz ------------ 16.1 8.3 8.6 15.6 16.5 3.0 3.5 .7 391 
Vahart ----------­ .2 .6 346 
Redhart ---------- .4 1.8 .6 334 
Atlas 50--------- ­ .3 211 
Fairfield ------- ­ .1 .3 160 
Atlas 66 -------- ­ .3 154 
Sanford --------- .2 .2 105 
Leap ------------ 3.1 7.0 15.9 16.7 28.8 36.5 4.4 .1 54 

.1 54Currell ----------

Clarkan ---------- ---- .1 (*) 11 
 

Variety not reported;! 15. 4 27.0 6.1 2.4 3.7 0 20.6 11. 4 14.4 6,500 4,339 
=--=---::::--c::-----;:-;=--=--=-=--=---;~_=_-;;-;;__;;:--_=~--:-:~_;;___;_;::~....---..-.- - ----::-::--:-: 

Tclal~ _______ =82=.=8~=9=1.=5~=9=2=.8~=9=6=.=5~9=0=.=6~=96=.=9~=97=.=9~1=0=0.=0~1=0~0:.~~~~--3~ 

Wisconsin ---------- (298) (338) 
Hard red winter: 

6.4 5.6 3,930 3,814Pawnee --------- ­
Minter ---------- ­ 1.0 629 
 
Turkey----------- 7.5 34.0 13.3 11.1 27.4 33.6 1.3 .6 367 
 
Minturki -------- .1 .6 .7 1.9 4.2 1.5 .2 102 
 
Kanred --------- ­ .1 72 

Hard red spring: 
Henry----------- ­ .1 71. 8 61. 6 20.8 37,592 14,145 

11. 6 7,875Russell --------- ­
Selkirk---------- ­ .2 10.3 102 7,030 
Rushmore ------- ­ 1.4 881 
Sturgeon --------- (*) 5.8 7.4 .9 .8 465 

.7 413Lee ------------ ­
Regent----------- .2 .2 .3 203 
 
Progress -------- .3 25.9 53.7 33.2 24.5 .9 .2 121 
 

Soft red winter: 
Blackhawk-------­ 21. 6 18.6 26.4 11,371 17,933 
Racine ----------- 17.3 11,747 

)./ The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than O. 1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

~/ Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farrn reports used in com­
puting the data. 

'3../ The figures in this row include all wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not reported 
They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in 
earlier reports. 

4/ The difference between the totals given in this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of knuwn 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 

~/ Spring- and fall-sown acreages reported together. 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of tht: total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 19M and 1959-Continued. 

--------- ,---------------··----·---U!elT--
State, class, and Percentage _ AcreageY­1 

variety 
1919 1 1924 1 1929 I 1934 I 1939 1 19441 194'9 1 1954 1 1959 1 1954 1 1959 

Wisconsin - Con. 
Soft redwinter - Con. 

Seneca ---------­ 1.4 1.8 828 1,252 
Dual -----------­ .2 139 
Vermillion------­ .1 69 
Butler----------­ .8 458 
Red May--------­ 0,7 3.2 5.4 0.4 0.6 .4 258 
Vigo -----------­ .3 198 

White: 
Cornell 595 -----­ 0.2 .5 319 
Yorkwin --------­ .2 89 
Genesee --------­ .1 41 

Durum: 
Mindum --------­ ---­ .3 201 

Variety not reported~,13. 9 12. 1 7.2 2.3 2.3 (*) 0 3.9 5.9 2,360 3,996 
I---------~-· 

Total !I -----­ 122.1 49.7 52.4 68.2 70.6 70.6 98.4 100.0 100.0 61,000 68,000 

Wyoming ___________ 1---­ (236) (343) 
Hard red winter: 

Cheyenne -------
Nebred ---------­

1---­! , 
2.9 13.2 38.3 

7.8 
54.2 
10.7 

75.1 
6.3 

194,673 
38,406 

220,186 
18,563 

Turkey ----------
Kanred ----------
Yogo -----------
Wichita----------
Tenmarq -------­

!15.7 

1---­---­

9.8 
2.4 

28.2 
11.7 

38.1 
12.6 

26.6 
10.6 

(*) 

39.7 
9.5 

20.0 
3.4 
.2 

5.1 

6.5 
.1 
(*) 

.8 

3.1 
1.2 
.9 
.9 
.6 

23,323 
344 
109 

2,911 

8,950 
3,403 
2,658 
2,583 
1,834 

Blackhull -------­ .6 4.2 .3 15,125 929 
Cache ----------­ .2 676 
Westar ----------
Apache ----------
Bison -----------
RedChief --------

I1---­

1---­---­ .3 

1.5 

.3 

.2 

.2 

.1 

.1 

5,539 

1,009 

521 
482 
395 
211 

Triumph--------- I 

BlueJacket------­ j----
Minter ---------­ 1----
Sioux ----------­ , 
Pawnee---------- 1---­

.5 

1.5 

2.3 
.5 
.1 
.1 

(*) 
8,315 
1,648 

458 
447 

61 

Hard red spring: I 

Mida -----------­ ,---­ 3.2 2.7 3.3 9,745 9,574 
Thatcher -------­ .2 1.0 6.1 4.3 2.3 15,401 6,669 
Pilot -_ .... _------­ 4.7 1.9 .5 6,595 1,478 
Selkirk ---------­ .5 1,352 
Rushmore ------­ 1.4 .4 4,935 1,090 
Marquis ---------
Ceres ----------­

34.5 65.2 42.5 
(*) 

33.0 
2.8 

38.9 
9.8 

15.2 
13.3 

4.9 
.8 

1.0 
.8 

.3 
.3 

3,540 
2,993 

991 
884 

Lee ------------­ .1 .2 139 695 
Centana --------­ .2 660 
Komar ---------­ 1.1 .1 (*) 31 

Soft red winter: 
Vigo ------------
Clarkan --------­

.1 

.1 
272 
156 

White: 
Lemhi ----------­ .4 .4 1,579 1,132 
ldaed ----------­ .2 .3 817 947 
Baarl ----------­ .2 .3 .4 .5 1.2 1.1 .2 4,082 455 
Onas -----------­ .2 .9 .1 3,052 262 
Federation ------­ ,---­ (*) 27 
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TABLE 1. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each variety of wheat in each State 
at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage in 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

State, -cl-as-s-,-an-d-'-- Percentagey I Acreage y 
variety 1919 I 1924 I 1929 I 1934 I 1939 I 1944/ 1949 / 195-4T-1959 I 1954-l--1959 

Wyoming - Con. 
Variety not reported!! 39.7 13.6 7.8 5.5 2.8 1.7 1.1 3.7 1.8 13,387 5,301 

---------­-----­-------­---
Total 4/ ------­ 89.9 91. 2 90.5 92.4 93.4 94.8 98.8 100.0 100.0 359,000 293,000 

!:../ The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage. was less than O. 1 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the respective State. 

~/ Figures in parentheses opposite the name of each State show the number of farm reports used in com­
puting the data. 

~I The fi.gures in this row include all wheat for which the variety name or names each year was not reported. 
They also include the categories "club (varieties not reported)" and "durum (varieties not reported)" in earlier 
reports.

i/ The difference between the totals given in this row and 100 percent are due to the omission of known 
varieties reported in surveys previous to 1954 but not reported as grown in 1954 or in 1959. 
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TABLE 2. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area in the United States occupied by each variety at 
5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage for 1954 and 1959 

Percentage Y AcreageVariety 1 
-- _~9.~~J_~~24-1-1929J)j~~ J~i,93-9].!!l44_I 1949 I 1954 I 1959 I 1954 =r 1959 

Alba (Redmond) ---- ­ 0.07 39,050Albit ---------~----- ,0.13 0.64 0.20 0.04 0.01 (*) 30

Anderson ---------- ­
 0.10 .65 64,511 375,894Apache ------------ ­ .06 .46 38,635 264,909Apex -------------- ­ (*) .03 .01 (*) 1,663
Ashland ------------ (*) .01 .01 (*) .01 (*) (*) 375
Atlas 50 -----------_ (*) .17 .03 104,864 14,866
Atlas 66 ------------ ---- (*) .23, .36 143,772 210,434Avoca -------- ______ (*) 928Aztec --------______ (*) 693Baart 2/------______ 0.69 0.95 1.24 1. 30 
Baldrock -----______ 1.39 1. 52 .77 .64 .28 396,256 159,654 
Barnatka ----_______ 

.04 .17 .13 .01 (*) (*) 2,299 1,567
(*) 176Big Club Y -------- .03 .04 .01 .06 .05 .04 .05 .03 .02 19,864 13,453Bison-------------- ­ 2.36 1,364,462Blackhawk --------- ­ .08 .03 .05 19,339 27,309Blackhull ----------- (*) 2.99 9.77 11.11 12.72 7.05 2.10 .70 .25 432,677 143,716

Bledsoe ----------- ­ .08 47,735BlueJacket--------- ­ .15 1. 54 .01 954,468 4,111Brevor -----------­ .38 .38 234,194 216,907
.06 .19Bunyip ------------1 (*) .12 .15 .07 .02 .02 .01 13,822 5,678Burt --------------- ---­ .55 317,421Butler ---------- ..--- - ___ .06 .64 .16 395,570 94,032Cache ------------- ­ .02 .18 .24 .36 149,382 211,041

Cadet -------------- .74 .43 .01 263,900 4,640Canthatch (CT 233) - ­ .01 4,623Carala -----------­ .01 .09 .01 5,101Carleton ----------- ­ .01 .66 .04 24,023
Centana ----------- ­ .54 311,107Ceres --------,------ ---- .56 7.31 5.61 2.47 1. 39 1.00 .47 621,883 272,864Chancellor----------I--- ­ .01 .30 .15 187,183 86,861Cheyenne ----------- ---­ .07 1. 16 2.13 2.29 2.73 4.43 1,690,629 2,560,522Chiefkan ----------- ­ .75 2.67 .50 .35 .01 216,242 7,174
Chinook ----------- ­ .01 .52 7,986 300,598
Clarkan ------------ .23 1. 37 1.10 .18 .04 111,587 25,507Coastal -----------­ .04 .05 22,146 27,418Coker 47-27 ------- ­ .14 .18 89,243 103,887Columbia ---------- ­ .28 164,799
Comanche --------- ­ .03 6.98 4.63 3.25 2,866,253 1,880,303Comet ------------- ---­ (*) (*) 821Concho -------------j---- (*) 2.12 325 1,225,657Conley-------------- - ___ 

.86 495,053Cornell 595 -------- ­ (*) .40 .42 .18 260,840 106,329Crockett ----------- ­ .62 359,957Crop King---------- ­ .02 13,840CT 231 -----------­ .07 41,273Currell ------------ .88 .51 .69 .79 .69 .50 .10 .03 (*) 16,852 1,584Dawbul -----------­ (*) 1,692Dawson (American 
Banner)---------- .17 .58 (*).12 .07 .59 .70 .07 (*) 2,960 272Defiance ----------- .27 .07 .07 .06 .02 (*) (*) (*) (*) 647 505

Dicklow ------------ .23 .23 .41 .29 .22 .13 .03 .03 .01 19,418 5,198Druchamp----------- 1---­ .03 16,850Dual----------------I-___ 
 
Early Blackhull _____ I ---- 1. 20 693,442
(*) .13 .51 2.56 2.48 .36 (*) 220,372 311Early Premium -----1---- .07 .05 (*) .06 .02 36,183 9,794 
Elgin (Alioe1) -------1---- (*) .10 .98 .45 .27 277,451 158,714
Elmar ------------- ---­ 2.29 .21 1,416,969 124,142Fairfield ----------- - ___ .06 .81 .17 .02 105,930 10,643 
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TABLE 2. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area in the United ~tates occupied by each variety at 
5-year intervals since 1919, . and the acreage for 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

Percentage~/--------------r-----Xcreage----
Variety 

1919 1 1924 11929 1 1934 1 193911944 1 1949 1954 1959 19U 1959
1 1 1 

-. Federation ---------- 0.06 1. 21 1.14 0.93 1. 06 0.66 0.40 0.23 248,971 132,813 
Flint (Little Red) ---- 0.13 .20 .11 .29 .21 .27 .08 (*) (*) 2,045 3,185 
Florence ----------- .02 .21 .20 .22 .07 .01 (*) (*) 100 360 
Forward ------------ .01 .25 .42 .50 .38 .17 .03 (*) 17,975 3,647 
Frisco-------------- .01 6,340 
Fulcaster ----------- 3.53 3.57 2.26 2.29 1. 91 1. 24 .42 .10 .09 62,001 50,721 
Fulhio -------------- .16 .41 .88 1.36 .66 .21 .02 13,478 
Fultz --------------- 6.59 3.51 2.33 3.07 2.28 1. 87 .45 .09 (*) 53,025 1,429 
Galgalos ------------ .05 .03 .02 .02 .03 .03 .05 .05 .02 28,771 10,092 

.28 1. 74 175,284 1,003,400Genesee ----------- ­
Gipsy--------------- .17 .16 .04 .07 .01 (*) (*) (*) 292 

.18 .20 .04 .11 .14 .09 .13 .07 .01 44,741 7,019Goens --------------
Goldcoin ------------ 1. 30 1.32 1.44 .72 .42 .66 .42 (*) .01 2,590 5,280 
Golden ------------- (*) .06 .25 .28 .25 .17 154,346 99,433 
Greeson ------------ .01 .02 .02 .02 .02 .02 (*) (*) (*) 286 315 
Hard Federation 4/--- .03 .10 .03 .02 .02 .04 .01 (*) 5,611 318 
Hardired-------~---- .07 .13 .01 4,396 
Harvest Queen------- 1. 38 .79 .58 .62 .28 .03 .01 (*) 575 
Henry-"-------------- (*) ."20 .24 .06 146,904 34,459 
Huston 5/ ----------- .03 .05 .01 .02 .02 .01 .01 .02 (*) 10,780 2,800 
Hybrid English 46---- (*) 74 
Hybrid 128 ---------- .40 .82 .58 .23 .07 .16 .09 (*) (*) 2,604 479 
Hymar-------------- .20 .31 .32 .08 (*) 47,248 2,009 

,ldaed --------------- (*) .07 .20 .23 .14 142,375 79,529 
Iohardi ------------ (*) .01 (*) 5,704 771 
Ioturk -------------- .01 .02 .03 .01 .01 (*) 207 
Iowin --------------- (*) .01 .17 .18 .11 .07 .01 43,742 7,523 
Itana --------------- .06 36,731 
Jenkin -------------- .09 .22 .15 .08 .03 .02 .02 .01 (*) 5,760 1,252 
Jones Fife ---------- .65 .41 .27 .19 . 10 .04 .02 (*) (*) 2,912 2,059 
Kancom ------------ (*) 30 
KanKing ------------ .04 .02 26,063 12,981 
KanQueen ----------- .15 .01 93,093 4,310 
Kanred ------------- .14 8.48 5.60 4.81 2.41 1. 56 .30 .13 .04 83,281 25,021 
Karmont------------ (*) .14 .15 .18 .29 .60 .55 .68 339,210 395,896 
Karnvor ------------ (*) 1,727 
Kawvale ------------ .07 1. 91 1. 22 .35 .04 (*) 27,044 491 
Kent---------------- (*) 50 
Kinney ~/ ----------- .O~ .02 .02 .01 (*) .01 (*) (*) 1,520 950 
Kiowa -------------- 1. 80 2.85 1,112,588 1,645,114 
Knox --------------- .02 3.03 10,205 1,753,280 
Komar ------------ ­ .02 .17 .09 .07 .07 .07 43,123 41,315 
Kubanka ------------ .07 .94 1.17 1.13 .68 .27 .33 "10 (*) 64,281 918 
Lakota (Ld 392)------ (*) 2,710 
Langdon ------------ 1. 35 777,918 
LaPorte ------------ .05 26,054 
Leap --------------- .72 1. 01 1. 09 1.16 1. 05 1. 00 .15 .04 .04 24,954 21,456 
Leapland ----------- .01 .07 .06 .05 (*) 32,013 3,258 
Lee ---------------- 6.19 2.79 3,838,783 1,612,030 
Lemhi 6/------------ (*) .17 .24 .31 .48 195,105 277,854 
Little Ciub ---------- .15 .04 .03 .05 (*) (*) (*) 60 567 

}j The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the es timate of acreage was less than 0.01 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the United States. 
 

,!!I Includes Baart, Baart 38, and Baart 46. 
 
31 Includes Big Club and Big Club 43. 
 
41 Includes Hard Federation and Hard Federation 31. 
 
51 Soft red spring wheat. 
 
II Includes Lemhi and Lemhi 53. 
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TABLE 2. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area in the United States occupied by each variety at 
5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage for 1954 and 1959-Continued . 

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

Percentage 1/ AcreageVariety 

____!~glJ 1~2~ 1~92~-li934 I l~:iU -~~11949 I 195'4 19~~ _.__1_9~4._J __1959_ 

!4ajor -------------- (*) 0.01 0.01 (*) 0.01 0.01 5,830 7,245
!4ammoth Red - ..----- 0.01 0.01 0.09 0.07 0.04 0.04 0.01 (*) (*) 1,684 426
Marfed -_ ... --------- ---- .04 .10 .18 61,108 101,918 
~min ------------ ---- .01 .03 .01 5,460
!4arquis ------------ ~6.10 18.89 19.02 13.96 5.05 2.33 1.04 .38 .11 237,236 64,630
!4editerranean -----­ 3.80 1.18 .88 .85 .61 .50 .30 .15 .08 89,923 46,329
Michigan Amber 

(Red May) -------- 1. 60 .79 1. 29 1.60 .93 .58 .17 .02 (*) 13,286 1,922
Michikof------------ .10 .22 .15 .15 .05 (*) (*) 602 
!4ida --------------- .03 6.54 2.52 .38 1,558,910 221,326 
!4indum ------------ .02 .52 .73 1.18 1. 03 1.15 1. 79 .11 1,108,131 62,333
Minter-------------- .02 .16 .07 101,612 41,960
!4inturki------------ .07 .14 .27 .24 .25 .04 .11 (*) 65,841 2,533
!4oHlng------------- (*) (*) 58 
Montana No. 36------ (*) .04 .05 .03 .04 .02 .02 (*) .01 950 5,939
!4osida ------------ .02 .03 .04 .06 .02 .01 (*) 4,713 264 
Nabob -------------- (*) (*) .01 (*) (*) (*) 383 
Nebraska No. 60 ---- .03 .56 1.07 .67 .29 .05 .07 .02 40,612 9,212
Nebred ------------ .01 .88 1. 72 2.05 2.44 1,268,532 1,411,882
Newcaster ---------- .05 (*) (*) 860 422 
NewChief ----------- .01 3,579
Newthatch ---------- (*) .33 .06 35,847
Newturk ------------ .02 .04 .08 .09 .10 .12 .15 75,095 84,08~ 
N~ger ------------- .38 .39 .20 .25 .19 .12 .14 .03 .01 17,682 7,157
Nittany ------------- .51 .64 .67 .79 .70 .13 .05 .01 32,890 5,405
Nudel -------------- (*) .01 (*) 6,678 2,613
Nugget ------------- .02 (*) 9,922 593 
Nured -------------- .03 .02 .01 (*) 3,865 1,107
Odessa ------------- .07 .04 .01 .01 (*) (*) (*) 25
Ornar-------------- ­ 2.66 1,537,310
Onas 7/ ------------ .03 .05 .06 .07 .06 .06 .09 40,984 52,392
Oregon Zimmerman - .01 .02 .03 .02 .03 .02 .02 12,770 12,185
Orfed -------------- (*) .21 .04 .03 25,414 18,311
Orienta------------- (*) .01 6,048
Oro ---------------- (*) .01 .08 .02 .02 12,812
Pacific Bluestem y-- 1. 87 .73 .59 .27 .20 .10 .04 .03 .03 18,011 18,282
Pawnee ------------ .02 13.09 10.97 6.89 6,798,140 3,981,515
Pawnee Selection 33 ­ .04 21,052
Pennoll ------------ .25 .64 157,017 370,247
Pilcraw ------------ (*) .02 .04 .04 .02 (*) .02 .02 9,960 11,573
Pilot .-------------- (*) 1. 85 .67 .30 .04 184,092 23,964
Ponca -------------- .72 2.88 447,570 1,666,719 
Poole -------------- 3.37 2.06 .97 1.10 .58 .32 .05 .01 (*) 3,768 633 
Portage ------------ .01 .11 .02 .04 .01 (*) (*) 203 
Paso 9/ ------------ (*) .04 .01 .02 .01 .01 8,433 3, 198 
Prairie ------------ (*) .05 (*) 862 
Premier - ..---------- .04 .19 .01 8,095
Progress ----- •. ----- (*) .05 .15 .09 .03 (*) (*) 121 
Prohibition- -- ------- .03 .03 .01 .01 (*) (*) (*) 75 1,130
PrOf'pOl'lty -----. ---- .06 (*) .01 .01 .03 (*) (*) (*) 2,113
Purcam -----------., (*) 41 
Purdue No. 1 ------- (*) .08 .06 (*) (*) 291 
Purkof------- ------- .32 .49 .56 .24 .07 .01 4,425
Purplestraw -------- .38 .23 .24 .50 .47 .46 .12 .08 .02 46,980 11,796 
Quanah ------------- .11 .24 68,728 135,848
Rac:'ne .• ----------- ­ .02 13,248
RamOlla 10/--------- (*) .u~ .02 .22 .26 .47 161,756 270,649
Ramsey -=---------- .46 266,461
Red Bobs ----------- .03 .03 .01 .02 .01 (*) (*) 391 
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TABLE 2. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area in the United States occupied by each variety at 
5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage for 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

" 
Percentage 1/ --------.,.I---A-C-r-eag-e---

Variety 1---,------.---....---.,-- ­
_______-l--19_1_9,,..J.I_l-'-9_24--L1_19~J,1~~.~ .Li~=!.~.I_i.944_Li~49 J !.~~~,l }.!l_~9_'__1_9_54_...L..1_1_9"-59_ 

RedChief ---------- ­ 1. 24 1. 37 2.01 0.05 1,248,190 28,053 
(*) 0.19 0.43 1. 05 .71 .13 .05 83,142 28,808Redhart ----------- ­

Red Indian --------- ­ (*) .01 (*) (*). (*) 1,314 
RedJacket --------- ­ .22 (*) 134,081 465 

.16 .23 .01 144,561 6,411Redman ------------
Red Rock ---------- ­ 0.30 0.67 0.42 .36 .25 .25 .02 (*) (*) 1,529 573 
Red Russian ------- ­ .21 .10 .09 .04 .02 .03 .01 .01 .01 8,827 4,821 
Red Thatcher-------­ .03 20,023 
Red Wave----------- 1. 53 .86 .41 .50 .26 .18 .01 (*) (*) 2,302 25 
Regent ------- ..----- 2.03 .52 .10 60,677 
Rego -------- ­ ------ .02 9,454 
Reliant ----------- ­ .01 (*) .01 (*) 4,690 933 
Relief ------------- ­ (*) .14 .03 .01 .01 5,587 
Renown ----------- ­ .08 .83 .02 (*) 2,574 
Requa -------------- (*) .01 .13 .14 .06 84,629 32,246 
Rescue ------------ ­ 1. 08 1.09 .84 676,314 484,940 
Reward ----------- ­ .01 .38 .31 .36 .12 .01 (*) 6,048 442 
Rex --------------- ­ .58 .68 .50 .25 .01 154,878 5,158 
Rice--------------- ­ .04 .11 .01 .02 .06 .02 .01 (*) (*) 881 621 
Richmond ---------- ­ (*) 569 
Ridit --------------- (*) .27 .26. .21 .08 .09 .05 .05 33,686 28,348 
Rink --------------- .02 .04 .05 .01 .01 (*) (*) (*) (*) 650 100 

(*) .03 .05 .14 .33 .08 206,799 46,175Rio 	--------------- ­
Rival-- .. ----------- ­ (*) 6.17 3.45 .78 .01 480,423 6,474 
Rodco ------------- ­ .05 25,771 
Rosetta ----------- ­ .04 23,987 
Royal -------------- .10 .27 .01 165,436 6,158 
Rudy --------------- .56 .49 .31 .35 .36 .31 .19 .09 .01 57,148 4,144 

.. 	 Rushmore --------- ­ .02 3.25 .77 2,014,586 442,235 
Russell ----.------ ­ .01 8,473 
Russian Red ------- ­ .24 .10 .10 .05 .01 .07 (*) .01 3,408 
Saline ------------- ­ .09 .02 53,475 14,288 
Sanford ----------- ­ .05 .20 .05 .01 31,828 7,759 
Saunders ---------- ­ .10 .01 60,464 5,220 
Seabreeze -----.--- ­ .01 (*) 2,420 
Selkirk ----------- ­ .03 9.97 15,548 5,752,058 
Seneca ----------- ­ 1. 53 2.03 949,072 1,176,400 
Sentry------------- ­ (*) .05 2,336 30,505 
Sioux-------------- ­ .13 .02 81,422 8,918 
Sol (Sun)----------- ­ (*) 1,500 
Sonora -------------1 .37 .17 .15 .08 .04 .02 (*) (*) (*) 502 499 
Spinkcota ---------- ­ .02 .13 .18 77,896 105,362 
Stafford --------- ...­ .16 (*) 101,020 1,482 
Stewart ----------- ­ .02 1. 58 .41 .08 253,624 44,342 
Stewart 221 -------- ­ .01 3,013 
Sturgeon----------- ­ (*) .01 .01 (*) (*) 465 
Supreme----------- ­ .48 .31 .17 .07 .09 .06 (+) 36,491 342 
Tascosa ----------- ­ (+) 1,043 
Tayland ------------, ---- .01 .09 3,058 53,400 

(*) .11 1,721 63,334Taylor -------------1---­
Taylor 49---------- ­ --- ­	 .03 14,460 

];/ The asterisk (*1 mdicates a variety reported as g nlWn, but the estimat~· of acr(>age was less than 0.01 
percent of the total wheat acreilge of the United Stat(>s.

]J InclUdes Onas and Awned Onas. Most Onas grown in California 10 1959, according to the California 
Agricultural Expenment Station, was Awned Onas, 


~I Indudes P;:'t'ific Blueslem and Paciflc Blu(~st(>m 37. 

']J Includes Poso, Poso 44, and Poso 48. 


10/ Includes Ramona and Ramona 44. 
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TABLE 2. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat area in the United States occupied by each variety at 
5-year intervals since 1919, and the acreage for 1954 and 1959-Continued. 

___v_ar_i_et_y__-+1__1_9_1_9_T,--~_1_9~_~_·-'~~9~9~~r-~~~~:_e.[i~~t~:-~~~~1--"·;9-~·"'·----:9-~-~--'--1-9-59'--+-----"""-1-9-5-9-
Tenmarq-----------­
Thatcher-----------­

0.29 
(*) 

5.51 
8.64 

13.31 
6.78 

3.42 
3.97 

0.98 
4.09 

0.62 
1. 64 

609,434 
2,537,260 

357,139 
950,930 

Thorne ------------­ .---­ .01 2.42 4.06 2.65 1.11 1,639,883 641,684 
Todd --------------­ .03 16,089 
Towner -----------­ .02 12,706 
Triplet -----------­
Triumph -----------­
Trumbull ----------­ (*) 
Turkey -------------29.63 

0.20 

1.17 
28.18 

0.27 

1.46 
25.69 

.20 

1.86 
24.80 

.15 

2.01 
19.77 

.07 

.11 

.90 
12.63 

.05 
6.59 
.36 

3.90 

.01 
6.41 
.10 

1. 96 

(*) 
10.98 

(*) 
1. 04 

4,191 
3,971,486 

61,124 
1,209,230 

3,020 
6,341,167 

3,440 
602,945 

Utah Kanred -------­ ---­ .03 .04 .08 .03 .05 (*) 411 
Vahart ------------­ ----
Valley -------------­ .01 
Valprize ------------1 ---­
Vermillion ---------­ ---­

.01 (*) .01 
.01 

.01 

.03 (*) 

.07 
(*) 
(*) 

.12 

(*) 

.06 
(*) 

1. 18 

74,553 

575 

36,484 
100 

684,084 
Vernum -----------­ .02 .17 .01 104,801 4,423 
Vesta--------------­ .59 .13 .03 .01 20,876 6,006 
Vigo---------------­
V.P.L 131---------­
Wasatch -----------­
Wells (Ld 389) ------­

.13 .18 .15 .16 
(*) 

.53 

.10 

.46 

2.94 
.03 
.65 

.39 
(*) 

.35 
(*) 

1,820,003 
16,174 

400,899 

226,419 
2,140 

199,715 
346 

Westar ------------­ 2.56 2.60 .73 1,611,366 421,309 
Westmont ----------­
White Federation 11/­
White Winter -----=--
Wichita -----------­

.07 
(*) 

.06 
.06 
.04 

.17 

.03 
.36 
.04 

.37 

.05 
.29 
(*) 

3.54 

.10 
(*) 

10.72 

.04 

.16 
(*) 

10.77 

63,241 
650 

6,640,353 

22,508 
92,940 

670 
6,214,287 

Wilhelmina (Holland) - .04 .06 .06 .09 .06 .09 (*) 55,700 2,355 
Wyandot ------------
Yogo ---------------
Yorkwin -----------­

.05 

.19 
.23 
.69 

.66 
1. 30 

1. 43 
1. 19 

(*) 
.84 
.31 

883,884 
734,300 

248 
486,450 
181,585 

Yuma--------------­ .01 5,429 
Others and not 

reported- --------13.27 10.32 8.45 4.32 4.29 2.36 1.43 1.49 1.24 925,740 719,782 

_ .. _::.o~~:=-:=-~=~_~~~ 79,- '~~~7~;5'~~;;-"~-; .-2~- 96. 53···~8.~~- ~~.~;;'~-;.-oo-;;;;0-0-6-1-,97-1-,-00-0-5-7-,848, 000 

]J The asterisk (*) indicates a variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 0.01 
percent of the total wheat acreage of the United States. 

!J:.! Includes White Federation and White .Federation 38. 
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TABLE 3. - Varieties of wheat grown on more than a million acres, listed in order of acreage at each 5-year interval since 1919 

Rank I 1919 

1 ~urkey----------­
2 ~arquis---------­

3 Fultz ----------- ­
4 ~editerranean - -- ­
5 Fulcaster ------- ­
6 Poole----------- ­
7 Preston ----------

V1 8 Haynes Bluestem ­" 9 Pacific Bluestem ­
10 Red ~y -------- ­
11 Red Wave ------- ­
12 Harvest Queen---­
13 -----------­
14 -----------­
15 -----------­
16 ---------- ..... ­
17 -----------­
18 -----------­
19 -----------­

1924 1929 1934 1939 1944 1949 1954 1959 

Turkey----- Turkey-------Turkey------Turkey------Tenmarq ---------Pawnee ----------- Pawnee ----- Triumph. 
~rquis---- ~arquis- -- --- ~arquis-----Blackhull----Turkey------- ----Comanche - ----- --- Wichita - ----Wichita. 
Kanred----- Blackhull-----Blackhull----Thatcher----Blackhull---------Triumph ---------- Triumph----Selkirk. 
Fulcastel'--- Kanred ------Ceres-------Ceres-------Thatcher ---------~ida ------------- Lee --------Pawnee. 
Fultz ------ Fultz --------Kanred------Tenmarq ----Rival ------------Thorne------------ Comanche---Cheyenne. 
Blackhull--- Fulcastel'----- Fultz -------~rquis---- -Chiefkan - --------Thatcher - --------- Thatcher---- Comanche. 
Poole------ Pentad-------Fulcastel'----Kanred------Early Blackhull---Turkey------------ Rushmore---Knox, 

Trumbull----Fultz -------Ceres------------ Wichita ----------- Vigo--------Ponca. 
Tru'llbull----Thorne-----------Rival ------------- Cheyenne ---Kiowa. 
Fulcastel'----~rquis----------Tenmarq ---------- Thorne -----Lee. 
Kawvale-----Cheyenne---------Westar------------ Westar -----Omar. 

Regent ----------- Early Blackhull---- ~ida -------Nebred. 
Pilot .,-----------Cheyenne---------- Elmar ------Bison. 
Fultz ------------Blackhull---------- Nebred -----Concho. 
.Kanred-----------Nebred------------ RedChief----Seneca. 

Stewart ----------- Turkey -----Genesee. 
 
RedChieC ---------- Kiowa -----

Ceres ------------ ~indum---­

Yorkwin--------­




TABLE 4. - Percentage of the total hard red winter wheat acreage occupied by each variety of that class in the 
United States at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the estimated acreage for 1959 

Variety 1919 I 1924 I 1:: '~-pf:;i~r~~~~9f::~~~-:.~9_~_"D~~-1::9-j--·"Acjji:;:-
Triumph ----- ­ 0.2 12.2 11.5 19.4 6,341,167 
 
Wichita ------- 6.6 19.2 19.0 6,214,287 
 
Pawnee ------ ­

Cheyenne-----­

Comanche ---- ­

Ponca--------­

Kiowa--------­

Nebred-------- I 
 
Bison ---------1
Concho--------
Turkey-------- : 99.4 
Yogo --------- I 
Westar-------- I 
Karmont ----- ­
Crockett ------ : 
Tenmarq ------ I 
Apache ------- I 
Cache--------- , 
Wasatch ------ ; 
Columbia------ I 
Blackhull------ ~ (*) 
Quanah-------- 1 

--Newturk------- I 

Rio ---------- ­
Minter --------
Hana---------- , 
Ridit---------- : 
 
RedChieI ----- ­

Rodco---------

Kanred ------- .5 
 
Rosetta ------ ­

Westmont -----

Pawnee Sel. 33 
 
KanKing------- I 
 
Oro ---------- : 
 
Rego---------- l 
 
Nebraska No. 60: 
 
Sioux -------- ­

Iowin -------- ­

Chiefkan ------

Montana 36 ---. (*)

BlueJacket ___• I 
 

Minturki ----- ­

Stafford ------ ­

Tascosa------­

Reliant-------- 1 
 

Avoca--------­

Iohardi---~---. 

Aztec -------- ­

RedJacket ----. ! 
 

Early Blackhull 
 
Mosida-------­

Ioturk--------. ! 
 
Orienta ------. 
 
Relief --------. 
 
Marmin ------. 
 
Purkof -------. 
 
NewChief -----. 
 
Michikof------_ 
 

70.5 

(*) 

7.5 

21. 2 

.1 

.1 

.2 

.3 

.1 24.3 19.6 12.2 3,981,515 
0.2 	 2.5 4.5 4.3 4.9 7.8 2,560,522 

.1 13. ° 8.3 5.7 1,880,303 
1.3 5.1 1,666,719 
3.2 5.0 1,645,114 

3.2 3.7 4.3 1,411,882 
4.2 1,364,462 

(*) 3.7 1,225,657 
59.5 	 55.9 42.0 27.1 7.2 3.5 1.8 602,945 

.1 .5 1.2 2.6 1.5 486,450 
4.8 4.7 1.3 421,309 

.3 .3 .4 .6 1.1 1.0 1.2 395,896 
1.1 359,957 

.7 11. 7 28.6 6.3 1.8 1.1 357,139 
.1 .8 264,909 

.1 .3 .4 .6 211,041
(*) .9 1.2 .6 199,715 

.5 164,799 
22.7 25.1 27.0 15.0 3.9 1.2 .4 143,716 

.2 .4 135,848 
.1 .1 .2 .2 .2 .2 .3 84,082 

(*) .1 .1 .3 .6 .2 46,175
(*) .3 .2 41,960 

.1 36,731 
.6 .6 .4 .2 .2 .1 .1 28,348 

2.7 	 2.5 3.6 .1 28,053 
.1 25,771 

13.0 	 10.9 5.1 3.3 .6 .2 .1 25,021 
.1 23,987 
.1 22,508 
.1 21,052 

.1 (*) 12,981
(*) (*) .2 .1 	 (*) 12,812

(*) 9,454 
1.3 	 2.4 1.4 .6 .1 .1 (*) 9,212 

.2 (*) 8,918
(*) (*) .4 .4 .2 .1 	 (*) 7,523 

1.6 5.7 .9 .6 (*) 7,174 
.1 .1 .1 .1 (*) (*) (*) 5,939 

.3 2.8 (*) 4,111 
.3 .6 .5 .5 .1 .2 (*) 2, 533 

.3 (*) 1,482 
(*) 1,043

(*) (*) (*) (*) 933 
--»- (*) 928 

(*) (*) (*) 771 
(*) 693 

.4 (*) 465 
(*) .3 1.1 5.5 4.6 .6 (*) 311 
.1 .1 .1 .1 (*) (*) (*) 264 
(*) (*) • 1 (*) (*) (*) 207 

(*) (*)

(*) .3 .1 (*) (*)


(*) .1 (*) 
 
.8 1.1 1.2 .5 .1 (*) 
 

(*) 
 
.5 .4 .3 .1 (*) (*) 
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TABLE 4. - Percentage of the total hard red winter wheat acreage occupied by each variety of that class in the 
United States at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the estimated acreage for 1959-Continued. 

=~::~ety ·-f~91~··l-lH-2~-·1~·1·929:·1 P:;;:-~I;~~9~f~af~'~~~_:: 1~..~~:~~~1~p.9.i_. A1~~~ge,-

Utah Kanred 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 (*) 
Variety not 

reported Y --­ 0.9 0.8 264,197 
; ... _,,,,,--_...- .._, -------.-­~ ------ .... 

Total------ ' 99.9 99.9 99.3 98.9 97.0 99.1 99.6 99.7 100.0 32,770,991--_....- •...J "'._--- ..._--- -- -- - -_._..._--- ­.---~. 

J:J The asterisk (*J indicates the variety reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 0.1 
percent. 

~./ Derived by apportioning to each of the 5 principal market classes all wheat acreage for which the variety 
was not reported. 
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TABLE 5. - Percentage of the total hard red spring wheat acreage occupied by each variety of that class in the 
United States at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the estimated acreage for 1959 

-~ .~-----_._..._- - .. ~ ~ -_..." .... ........-_._-

Percentage of acreage 11 

~ 

Acreage,
Variety 1959T-1-939-1 1944-_._ ....... _g)l~1.!.9J!~J .~9.?! J .1934 I 1949 r 1954 1.1959 
 _.----- ­->. --

Selkirk -------- 0.1 50.9 5,752,058 
Lee ----------- 28.9 14.2 1,612,030 
Thatcher------- (*) 41. 6 28.3 19.1 19.2 8.4 950,930 
Conley -------- 4.4 495,053 
Rescue -------- . 5.2 5.1 4.3 484,940 
Rushmore------I .1 15.2 3.9 442,235 
Centana ------- 2.8 311,107 
Chinook ------- (*) 2.7 300,598 
Ceres --------- 2.6 31. 5 27.0 10.3 6.7 4.7 2.4 272,864 
Mida ---------- .1 31. 4 11.8 2.0 221,326 
Spinkcota ------ .1 .6 .9 105,362 

85.4 87.4 60.2 24.3 9.7 5.0 1.8 .6 64,630 
Komar -------- .1 .8 .4 .3 .3 .4 41,315 
CT 231 -------- ~ .4 41,273 
Henry --------- : (*) 1.0 1.1 .3 34,459 
Pilot ---------- ; (*) 7.7 3.2 1.4 .2 23,964 
Crop King------ : .1 13,840 
Russell ------- + .1 8,473 
Rival ---------- : (*) 25.8 16.6 3.6 .1 6,474 
Redman ------- .8 1.1 .1 6,411 
Vesta---------- . 2.5 .6 .2 .1 6,006 
Saunders------- ~ .5 .1 5,220 
Cadet---------- : 3.5 1.9 (*) 4,640 
Canthatch ------ : (*) 4,623 

Marquis -------1 71. 4 

.Huston 2/ ------ ; .1 .2 .1 • .L .1 (*) (*) .1 (*) 2,800 
Karnvor ------- , (*) 1,727 
Kinney 'Y ------ .2 .1 .1 .1 (*) (*) (*) (*) 950 
Comet --------- (*) (*) 821 
Reward ------- .1 1.6 1.5 1.5 .6 (*) (*) 442 
Supreme ------- 2.2 1.3 .8 .3 .4 .3 (*) 342 
Regent--------- . 8.5 2.6 .5 -- ....) 

Newthatch------ (*) 1. ~~ .3 
Red Thatcher--- , .2 
Premier ------- ' .2 1.0 .1 
Renown ------- .4 3.5 .1 (*) 
Apex ---------- (*) .2 (*) (*) 
Sturgeon ------- , (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 
Red Bobs ------ , .1 .1 .1 .1 .1 (*) (*) 
ProgrEss ------ (*) .2 .7 .4 .1 (*) (*) 
Variety not 

reported 3/-- . 1.0 .6 65,773 
- I .. -... -

Total ---- i 71. '7 85.8 92.8 95.7 97.0 99.2 99.8 100.0 100.0 11,282,686 

,!/ The asterisk (*) indicates a variety was r<.>porled as grown. but the estimate of acreage was 1<.>55 than 0.1 
percent. 

~/ Soft red spring wheat. 
lJ Derived by apportioning to each of the 5 principal market claspcs all wheat acreage for which the vadety 

was not reported. 
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TABLE 6. - Percentage of the soft red winter wheat acreage occupied by each variety of that class in the 
United States at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the estimated acreage for 1959 

., . '" , - p-er~~ntage of 'a~reage ~/" . . _~ Ac~;-'~'-

__V~~~~y i9i9'1-i~24 1.1.~i9"·[ ~~~~1~. [i~i_I..i94i~[ 1949-TI954-J:iip.u ... ,..:~: '-
Knox ---------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 0.1 23.8 1,753,280 
Seneca -------- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 12.9 16.0 1,176,400 
Dual----------- ~---- 9.4 693,442 
Vermillion ----- ' 9.3 684,084 
Thorne -----.-, (*) 13.7 33.2 22.3 8.7 641,684 
Anderson -----; .9 5.1 375,894 
Pennoll ------- 1 2.1 5. 1 370,247 
Vigo ---------- : 4.4 24.8 3.1 226,419 
Atlas 66 ------- ; (*) 2.0 2.9 210,434 
Coker 47-27 --- . 1. 2 1. 4 103,887 
Butler --------- : .5 5.4 1. 3 94,032 
Chancellor ----- : .1 2.6 1.2 86,861 
Taylor - ------ ; (*) .9 63,334 
Tayland ------- ; (*) .7 53,400 
Fulcaster------ 12.617.3 14.0 11.8 10.3 7.0 3.4 .9 .7 50,721 
Bledsoe ------- i .6 47,735 
Mediterranean-- 13.6 5.7 5.4 4.4 3.2 2.9 2.4 1. 2 .6 46,329 
Vahart -------- : .6 1. 0 .5 36,484 
Redhart ------- ; (*) 1. 0 2.3 5.9 5.8 1. 1 .4 28,808 
Coastal ------- , .3 .4 27,418 
Blackhawk ----- i .7 .3 .4 27,309 
LaPorte ------- i .4 26,054 
Clarkan ------- ; 1. 2 7.8 9.0 1. 5 .3 25,507 
Leap ---------- I 2.6 4.9 6.7 6.0 5.6 5.7 1. 2 .3 .3 21,456 
Todd ---------- ! .2 16,089 
Atlas 50 ------- i (*) 1. 4 .2 14,866 
Taylor 49------] :2 14,460 
Saline ------.. -- .7 .2 14,288 
Racine -------- ' .2 13,248 
Purplestraw ---; 1. 3 1. 1 1. 5 2.6 2.5 2.6 1. 0 .6 .2 11,796 
Fairfield ------ : .3 6.7 1. 5 .1 10,643 
Early Premium- : .4 .3 (*) .5.1 9,794 
Sanford ------- .3 1. 6 .4 .1 7,759 
Nigger ------.- 1.4 1.9 1.3 1.3 1.0 .7 1.1 .3.1 7,157 
Goens --------- .6 1. 0 .2 .6 .8 .5 1. 1 .6 .1 7,019 
Frisco -------- ~ .1 6,340 
Royal --------- ! .8 2.3 .1 6,158 
Nittany (Penn ; 

#44) ------- ­ 2.5 4.0 3.5 4.2 4.0 1.1 .5 .1 5,405 
Red Russian -- ­ .8 .5 .6 .3 .1 .2 .1 .1 .1 4,821 
KanQueen 2/-- ­ .3 .1 4,310 
Rudy----.::--- ­ 2.0 2.4 1.9 1.8 1.9 l.8 1.6 .8 .1 4,144 
Forward------­ (*) 1.6 2.2 2.7 2.1 1.4 .3 .1 3,647 
Trumbull ------ I (*) 5.7 9.0 9.6 10.8 5.1 2.9 .8 .1 3,4,40I
Leapland------- I (*) .4 .5 .4 .1 3,258 
Flint (Little Red) ; .5 1.0 .7 1.5 1.1 1.5 .6 (*) (*) 3,185 
Triplet -------" i 1.0 1.7 1.1 .8 .4 .4 .1 (*) 3,020 
Nudel---------- \ (*) .1 (*) 2,613 
VPI 131 ------- . .8 .9 .8 .9 .8 .2 (*) 2,140 
Jones Fife ---- ­ 2.3 2.0 1.7 1.0 .5 .2 .2 (*) (*) 2,059 
Michigan Amber 

(Red May)--- I 5.7 3.8 8.0 B.3 5.0 3.3 1.3 .2 (*) 1,922 
3.2 2.5 4.3 4.1 3.7 2.8 .9 .2 (*) 1,584Currell (Prolific) '" 

Baldrock ------	 .2 .9 .7 .1 (*) {*) 1,567 

}:./ The astcrisk (*) indicatcs the variety was reported as grown. but the cstimatc of acrcage was less than 
0.1 	 (lcrcent. 

~I Included among hard red wintcr varieties in 1954. 
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TABLE 	 6. - Percentage of the soft red winter wheat acreage occupied by each variety of that class in the 
United states at 5-year intervals since l!H9, and the estimated acreage for 1959-Continued. --------_.. _-_.- -.. - .__ .. _-_ .•._----.---.----~.--...... -----

Percentage of acreage Y 	 Acreage,Variety 
191~.l~924 [1~2~]~1934[ 1939T-i-944I 1949 [-i954~r1959 1959 

Sol (Sun) ------- (*) (*) (*) (*) (*) 1,500 
Fulb --------- 23.5 17.1 14.5 15.8 12.2 10.4 3.6 0.7 (*) 1,429 
Nured --------- .2 .2 .1 (*) 1,107 
Poole --------- 12.0 10.0 6.0 5.7 3.1 1.8 .4 .1 (*) 633 
Rice ---------- .2 .5 .1 .1 .3 .1 .1 (*) (*) 621 
Red Rock ------ 1.1 3.3 2.6 1.9 1.3 1.4 .2 (*) (*) 573 
Kawvale ------- .4 10.2 6.9 2.9 .4 (*) 491 
Mammoth Red-- (*) .1 .5 .4 .2 .2 .1 (*) (*) 426 
Newcaster ----- .4 (*) (*) 422 
Wyandot ------- (*) 248 
Valley --------- (*) .1 (*) (*) 100 
Hybrid 

English 46- --	 (*) 74 
Kent----------- (*) 50 
 
Purcam ------- (*) 41 
 
Kancom ------- (*) 30 
 
Odessa ------- .3 .2 .1 (*) (*) (*) (*) 25 
 
Red. Wave ----- 5.5 4.2 2.. 6 2.6 104 1.0 .1 (*) (*) 25 
 
Fulhio -------- .8 2.5 4.5 7.3 3.7 1.7 .2 
 
Carala -------- .1 .7 .1 
 
Hardired ------ .4 1.1 .1 
 
Russian Red --- .8 .5 .1 .3 (*) .4 (*) (*) 
 
Seabreeze ----- .1 (*) 
 
Prosperity ---- .2 (*) .1 .1 .1 (*) (*) (*) 
 
Red Indian ---- .3 .1 (*) (*) (*) 
 
Prairie ------- (*) .4 (*) 
 
Harvest Queen-- 4.9 3.9 3.. 6 3.2 1.5 .2 .1 (*) 
 
Valprize ------- (*) .1 (*) (*) (*) 
 
Nabob --------- (*) (*) .1 (*) (*) (*) 
 
Ashland ------- (*) .1 (>I<) (*) (*) (*) (*) 
 
Gipsy --------- .6 .8 .3 .4 .1 (*) (*) (*) 
 
Purdue No. 1 -- (*) .5 .3 (*) (*) 
 
Portage ------- (*) .5 .1 .2 .1 (*) (*) 
 
MoKing ------- (*) (*) 
 
Variety not 
 

reported ~ .-	 5.2 3.9 287,706 
"-----------~ -._------.._" .. -~ - .~- .. - -------~ ....-- ......'-''''----- ­

Total----- L95.7 95.5 96.6 97.9 98.4 98.2 97.6 100.0 100.0 7,353,452-,- ---_.. -_. --------..... '.--...--- --~ ....'_. -._---------... ~----~ 

)j The asterisk (*) indicates the variety was reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 
O. 1 p'ercent. 

~} Derived by apportioning to each of the 5 principal market classes all wheat acreage for which the variety 
was not repo rted. 
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TABLE 7. - Percentage of the total white wheat acreage occupied by each variety of that class in the United 
States at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the estimated acreage for 1959 

---.-----,.--------.-- .. ,..- Per~-;~tag-;7r acreage 2/ ----------,--A-c-r-e-ag-e­

_v_ar~~~~~_. __ ~919 T!~j!.·.r !.9?~J. _ 1934 - rl.93~_l_J'__1_944]_44_-'--1_9....::4-_9._L___'19....::5....::4__'__ 19_5_9__19.:...:5:..;:9_-,-__ 

Omar---------- 29.4 1,537,310 
Genesee ------ ­ 3.4 19.2 1,003,400 
Burt # --------- 6.1 317,421Lemhi 3/______ _ (*) 2.2 3.2 3.8 5.3 277,854
Ramona# 3/___ _ (*) 0.2 .3 3.0 3.1 5.2 270,'549 
Brevor---=-----­ 4.5 4.2 216,907 
Yorkwin ------- 3.0 9.0 17.2 14.2 3.5 181,585
Baart # 3/______ 10.0 16.9 17.1 19.8 21. 6 19.8 10.2 7.6 3.1 159,654
Elgin (Allcel)--­ .1 1.2 12.9 5.4 3.0 158,714 
Federation ----- 1.1 16.8 17.4 14.4 13.8 8.8 4.8 2.5 132,813 
Elmar -------- ­	 27.5 2.4 124,142 
Cornell 595 --- ­ (*) 5.2 5.1 2.0 106,329 
Marfed ------- ­ .5 1.2 2.0 101,918 
Golden -------- (*) .9 3.3 3.6 3.0 1.9 99,433
White 

Federation #Y (*) .9 2.6 5.5 5.0 3.9 1.2 1.8 92,940 
ldaed -------- ­ (*) .9 2.6 2.8 1.5 79,529 
Onas 3/------- ­ .4 .7 .9 1.0 .8 .8 1.0 52,392 
Alba (Redmond)­ .8 39,050 
Requa -------- ­ (*) .1 1.7 1.6 .6 32,246 
Orfed -------- ­ (*) 2.9 .5 .4 18,311
Pacific 

Bluestem # 3/ 27.4 13.0 8.1 4.2 3.1 1.3 .6 .3 .4 18,282 
Druchamp ---::. .3 16,850 
Big Club 3/ --- ­ .6 .4 .3 13,453
Oregon ­

Zimmerman- .1 .4 .4 .2 .3 .2 .2 12,185 
Pilcraw ------- (*) .3 .6 .6 .3 (*) .2 .2 11,573
Galgalos-----__ .7 .5 .3 .3 .5 .4 .6 .6 .2 10,092 
Major --------- (*) .1 .1 (*) .1 .1 7,245 
Bunyip -------- (*) 1.0 2.6 1.8 2.3 1.0 .2 .3 .1 5,678
Goldcoin ------- 19.1 23.4 19.9 10.9 6.5 8.6 5.6 .1 .1 5,280 
Dicklow ------- 3.3 4.0 5.7 4.4 3.4 1.7 .5 .4 .1 5,198 
Rex ----------- 9.0 8.9 6.6 3.0 .1 5,158 
Poso 3/------- ­ .2 .2 .1 3,198 
Wilhelmina 

(Holland) - - -- .5 .9 .9 1.1 .8 1.1 .1 2,355 
Hymar ------- ­ 3.1 4.1 4.2 .9 2,009 
Dawbul ------ ­ ~:~ 1,692 
Jenkin--------­ 1.3 3.9 2.1 1.2 .4 .3 .3 .1 (*) 1,252 
Prohibition----­ .5 .5 .1 .2 (*) 1,130
White Winter--­ 1.1 1.0 .6 .4 .6 .6 .1 ~:~ ~:~ 670 
Richmond ---- ­ (*) 569 
Little Club----- 2.1 .8 .4 .7 .1 (*) (*) 567 
Defiance------- 3.9 1.3 .9 .9 .3 .1 505 
Sonora -------- I 5.3 3.1 2.0 1.3 .6 .3 ~:~ ~:~ ~:~ 499 
Hybrid 128----- 5. 9 14.5 8.0 3.6 1.1 2.1 1.2 .1 479 
Florence #----- I .4 2.9 1.0 3.5 .9 .1 (*) ~:~ 360 
Hard Federation # .4 1.4 .3 .4 .2 .5 .1 (*) 318 
Greeson ------- I .1 .4 .2 .4 .3 .3 .1 (*) (*) 315 
Dawson ------- 2, 5 2.2 .9 8.9 9.2 9.2 .9 .1 272 
Rink ---------- .3 .7 .7 .2 .1 (*) (*) (*) ~:~ 100 
Albit ---------- : 1.7 9.8 3.1 .5 .1 (*)
Variety not t 

reported!!-- I 7.7 5.7 2.8 .5 .4 .1 1.3 1.8 93,944 

Total ---- I !ii.1 94.8 97.4 95.4 96.5 99.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 5,223,825
I 

1/ The sign (") following a variety name indicates this variety is ordinarily regarded as having semihard to 
hard grain. Unmarked varieties have soft grain. 

!:./ The asterisk (*) indlcates the variety was reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 
O. 	 1 pe rcent. 

]) Acreage for numbered varieties by the same name included. 
:1/ Derived by apportioning to each of the 5 principal market classes of wheat acreage for which the variety 

was not repQrt<-d. 
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_ Percentage of the total acreage of club wheat occupied by each variety of that subclass in theTABLE 8. 
United States at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the estimated acreage for 1959 

• • •• .0_' d--
Percentage of acreage Y Acreage, 

Variety -g;!9~I_l~~;~[~~~~.I '.i.~¥! ~I. 1939 1 . ~9.~i~ I'-;~4..9 _ L.l~5~_1_.!9~9n.. -!!~ 
83.6 1,537,310Omar---------­

0.6 13.4 66.1 15.6 &.6 158,714Elgin (Alicel)--- I 
79.7 6.7 124,142Elmar --------- ! 

3.2 1.1 .7 13,453Big Club 2/----- ! 
1.2 .5 .2 3,198Poso 2/ =------- .. 

30.9 43.9 21. 5 2.7 .1 2,009Hymar--------- : 
.3 .1 1,252

Jenkin --------­ 6.1 13.4 12.7 6.9 3.9 2.9 1.3 
Little Club ----- . 9.7 2.6 2.4 4.0 .6 (*) (*) 567 

22.9 6.2 .1 (*) 479Hybrid 128 ----- ~ 23.7 49.8 49.2 20.5 11.3 
Albit----------- j 10.8 56.4 30.6 5.6 .5 (*) 
Club (variety I 

not reported).. 44.2 19.5 17.5 3.0 4.2 1.0 

}) The asterisk (*) indicates the variety was reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 

O. 1 percent.
3.1 Acreage for numbered varieties by the same name inc:luded. 
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TABLE 9. - Percentage of the total acreage of durum wheat occupied by each variety of that class in the 
 
United States at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the estimated acreage for 1959 
 

varie~ .. "F ~ ~J' -_,_.---,~19291_:;;=-~r~:~:~J~~::: 1>1~4~'i-"~-95-4--J-"-1-9~:-"--A-~-~~~_ag-9~e~,~~_ 

Langdo:-==~-1<:~: <::: 
~sey -------1 

63.9 
21.9 

777,918 
266,461 

Mindum -------: 0.3 5.5 15.9 22.5 31. 2 27.4 69.6 5.1 62,333 
Stewart ------- II 
Sentry --------! 

.6 37.6 15.9 
.2 

3.6 
2.5 

44,342 
30,505 

Towner ------- ­ : 1. 1 12,706 
yuma---------- : .5 5,429 
Vernum -------; 
Lakota --------! 

.4 6.6 .4 
.2 

4,423 
2,710 

Kubanka ------- ~ 
Nugget --------! 

1. 2 11. 6 12.5 24.6 12.8 8.3 7.8 4.0 
.6 

.1 
(*) 

918 
593 

Wells---------- ! (*) 346 
Carleton ------- I .3 15.8 1.5 
Stewart 221 ---- : .2 
Barnatka-------; (*) 
Variety not ; 

reported Y- '~._8__74.5 .. 6~:3 41. 7 44.6 46.8 2.4 1.4 .7 8,362 

Total----- 98.0 86.4 78.3 82.2 79.9 87.2 91.4 100.0 100.0 1,217,046J
------- -_. - .-.-.......,-,--- --. -,.­


1./ The asterisk (*) indicates the variety was reported as grown, but the estimate of acreage was less than 
O. 1 percent. 

~/ Derived by apportioning to each of the 5 principal market classes of wheat acreage for which the variety 
was not reported. Also includes "durum (variety not reported)" shown in survey summaries prior to 1954. 
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TABLE 10. - Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district andc: 

"0 State in 1959 1/ 
 

Hard red winter Hard red spring Soft red winter White Durum Variety unknownY
» Division, State, 	 Total
A IPercent- A \percent- A ~tercent- A .Ipercent- A !Ipercent- A Ipercent­~ and district creage age creage age creage age creage age creage age creage age acreage 

•co co... 	 :h Atlantic: 
 
w York: 
 

""",f';;<;:· ----------- ---- ---- ---- ---­ -
----------- 128 0.1 ---- ---­

5 ----------- 434 1. 2 34,524 96.5 840 2.3 35,798 
6 ----------- 215 2.9 57 0.8 172 2.3 6,212 83.9 744 10.1 7,400 
7 ----------- 902 4.6 17,936 92.~ 562 2.9 19,400 
8 ----------- 56 .4 13,795 95.1 649 4.5 14,500 
9 ----------- 5,400 100.0 5,400 
9A --------- 6,900 100.0 6,900 

Total ------- 399 (*) 57 (*) 8,726 3.0 277,538 95.5 	 4,280 1.5 291,000 

New Jersey: 
2 ---------__ 142 0.8 16,972 92.2 446 2.4 841 4.6 18,401 
5 ----------- 355 1. ° 32,700 93.6 118 .3 1,775 5.1 34,948 

~ 8 -----------. 123 1. ° 10,086 79.7 356 2.8 	 2,086 16.5 12,651 

Total ------- 620 .9 59,758 90.6 920 1.4 	 4,702 7.1 66,000 

Pennsylvania: 
1 ----------- , 114 0.4 21,841 84.0 305 1.2 3,739 14.4 25,999 
2 ----------- 457 2.0 19,529 86.8 1,617 7.2 896 4.0 22,499 
3 ----------- 1,147 76.5 300 20.0 53 3.5 1,500 
4 ----------- 155 .3 39 0.1 48,100 90.7 155 .3 4,550 8.6 52,999 
5 ----------- 929 .7 118,788 95.1 539 .4 4,754 3.8 125,010 
6 ----------- 608 1.4 41,574 92.4 960 2.1 1,859 4.1 45,001 
7 ----------- 33 .1 23,152 85.8 3,814 14.1 26,999 
8 ----------- 721 .6 120,574 95.7 1,043 .8 3,658 2.9 125,996 
9 ----------- 511 .4 133,348 97.3 49 (*) 3,089 2.3 136,997 

Total ------- 3,528 .6 39 (*) 528,053 93.8 4,968 .9 	 26,412 4.7 563,000 

North Central: 
Ohio: 

1 ----------- 296 0.1 ---- 376,506 98.0 561 0.1 6,742 1.8 384,105 
2 ---------__ 1,306 .5 250,806 98.1 741 .3 2,750 1.1 255,603 
3 ----------- 155 .1 127,092 96.8 4,053 3.1 131,300 
4 ----------- 223,563 98.9 59 (*) 2,574 1.1 226,196 
5 ----------- 274,079 95.8 12,019 4.2 286,098 
6 ----------- 229 .4 53,539 96.5 163 .3 1,569 2.8 55,500 
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TABLE 10. - Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district and 
@ State in 1959 Y -Continued. 

c: 	 Durum Variety unknown.;'.., Division, State, 	 Total 
A Percent- A Percent­and district 	 acreagecreag age creage age 

----~-~ 
North 
 

Central - Con. 
 
Ohio - Con. 

7 ---------__ I 300 0.2 135,268 97.1 3,~32 2.7 139,400 
8 ----------- I 174 .3 61,371 92.0 5,154 7.7 66,699 
9----------- 32,456 98.1 643 1.9 33,099 

Total ------- 2,460 .2 1,534,680 97.2 1,524 0.1 	 39,336 2.5 1,578,000 

Indiana: 
1----------- 15,926 9.9 144,786 89.6 788 0.5 161,500 
2 ----------- I 1,357 .8 173,216 96.9 4,229 2.3 178,802 
3----------- 181,038 98.8 2,262 1.2 183,300 
4----------- I 9,399 5.9 146,540 92.4 	 2,661 1.7 158,600 
5----------- i 3,412 1.3 262,101 98.2 1,286 .5 266,799 
6----------- I 99,499 100.0 99,499 

467 .2 202,506 99.3 	 927 .5 203,9007-----------1 
"-J 
0\ 	

8----------- 47,114 97.1 1,386 2.9 48,500 
9----------- I 60,100 100.0 60,100 

Total ------- I 30,561 2.2 1,316,900 96.8 	 13,539 1.0 1,361,000 
I

illinois: I 
1----------- : 18,917 82.3 587 2.6 793 3.4 2,702 11.7 22,999 
3----------- 35,385 81. 5 2,236 5.2 4,335 10.0 1,445 3.3 43,401 
4----------- 134,906 94.8 4,360 3.1 2,934 2.1 142,200 
4A --------- 291,432 73.9 94,979 24.1 122 (*) 7,765 2.0 394,298 
5----------- i155,914 93.7 270 .2 6,429 3.8 513 0.3 3,286 2.0 166,412 
6----------- 148,457 92.8 598 .4 7,674 4.9 3,059 1.9 159,788 

147,156 37.0 241,914 60.8 8,927 2.2 397,9976A -------- ­
7----------- 61,899 23.0 202,194 74.9 5,607 2-.1 269,700 
9----------- 176,039 97.7 4,166 2.3 180,205 

Total ------- !994,066 55.9 3,691 .2 738,717 41. 6 635 (*) 39,891. 2.3 1,777,000 

~ichigan: I 
1----------- 128 8.5 271 18.1 112 7.4 989 66.0 1,500 
2----------- 91 .7 109 0.9 400 3.2 10,538 84.3 1,363 10.9 12,501 
3----------- 835 3.6 20,922 91. 0 1,243 5.4 23,0001 

J:./ The asterisk (*) indicates a class reported as grown but occupying less than 0.1 percent of the total wheat acreage of the district or State. 
~/ The figures in this column include all wheat for which the variety name was not reported. 

:::~ 
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TABLE 10. 

Division, State, 
and district 

- Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat ar
7
ea occupied by each of the cr.;;~Qes of wheat grown in each district and 

State in 19591. -Continued. . 
Variety unknown!!Hard red winter Hard red spring Soft red winter 'White uurum Total 

Acreage /percent- Acreagelpe~:nt- Acreage /percent- Acreage /percent- Acreage IPercent- AcreageIpe~~nt- acreage 
age ag.e age age 

~ 
~ 

~~;;;:...< 

North 
Central - Con. 

Michigan - Con. 
4 -------­ --­
5 ----------­
6 ----------­
7 ----------­
8 ----------­
9 ----------­

68 
510 

1,196 
697 

1,724 
314 

0.3 
.4 
.4 
.5 
.5 
.1 

---­

---­
270 

---­
---­
---­

---­
---­
0.. 1 

---­
---­
---­

270 
334 
926 

43,259 
63,717 
51,623 

1.0 
.3 
.3 

30.0 
19.4 
19.0 

23,973 
123,075 
262,830 
94,196 

253,094 
212,887 

92.2 
95.4 
97.4 
65.4 
77.0 
78.6 

---­
---­
---­
---­
---­
---­

---­
---­
---­
---­
---­
---­

1,689 
5,080 
4,779 
5,848 

10,467 
6,173 

6.5 
3.9 
1.8 
4.1 
3.1 
2.3 

26,000 
128,999 
270,001 
144,000 
329,002 
270,997 

Total -------1 4,728 .4 379 (*) 161,635 13.4 1,001,627 83.1 37,631 3.1 1,206,000 

0\ 
00 

Wisconsin: 
1 ----------- I 
2 ----------­

3 -----------1
4 ----------­
5 ----------­ j6 - __________ 1 

7 ----------­
8 ----------­9 ___________ I 

111 
247 
829 

2,626 

0.8 
11.5 
6.6 
9.6 

287 
98 

112 
3,169 
1,632 
8,126 
1,893 
6,704 
7,028 

35.4 
7.0 

10.4 
57.8 
52.3 
58.2 
88.5 
53.7 
25.6 

422 
1,016 

405 
1,406 

976 
4,768 

4,596 
17,553 

52.1 
72.1 
37.5 
25.7 
31.3 
34.2 

36.7 
63.7 

101 
295 
562 
905 
512 
946 

380 
295 

12.5 
20.9 
52.1 
16.5 
16.4 
6.8 

3.0 
1.1 

810 
1,409 
1,079 
5,480 
3,120 

13,951 
2,140 

12,509 
27,502 

Total ------- I 3,813 5.6 29,049 42.7 31,142 45.8 3,996 5.9 68,000 

Mf..~~~~t~~____ / 

2 ----------- I 
3 -----------1 
4 ----------­ .5 ___________ I 

6 ----------- : 
7 ----------­ : 
8 ----.------- . 
9 ----------- i 

3,385 
304 

1,615 
6,412 

401 

8,181 
3,156 

0.7 492,426 
3.9 7,473 

525 
.6 252,364 

10.9 51,259 
15.4 1,958 

41,189 
7.6 97,261 

11. 7 21,827 

96.0 
95.8 
75.0 
98.4 
86.8 
75.3 
95.6 
89.8 
81. 2 

23 

219 

343 
295 

0.3 

.4 

.3 
1.1 

16,715 

78 
1,856 

3.3 

11. 1 
.7 

374 

97 
866 

1,110 
241 

1,911 
2,514 
1,622 

0.1 

13.9 
.3 

1.9 
9.3 
4.4 
2.3 
6.0 

512,900 
7,800 

700 
256,701 

59,000 
2,600 

43,100 
108,299 

26,900 

Total ------­ 1 23,454 2.3 966,282 95.0 880 (*) 18,649 1.8 8,735 .9 1,018,000 

Iowa: 
1 ----------- i 
2 ----------- I 
3 ----------- I 80 7.2 

1,624 
5,498 
1,030 

94.4 
98.2 
92.8 

96 
102 

5.6 
1.8 

1,720 
5,600 
1,110 



	

[I©; TABLE 10. - Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district and 
__ State in 1959 1/-Continued. 

Hard red winter Hard red spring Soft red winter White Durum Variety unknown.Y\ 
O. Division, State 	 Total 
;po.
-I. and district AjPercent- A Ipercent- A ~IPercent- A {percent- A Percent A lpercent-\ acreage~I 	 1 

creage age creage age creage age creage age creage age creage agel> • ---_.--.--	 . -- -~--. 

~I North l 
Central - Con 

IO:~=_~~~~___ 1 34,779 91. 0 2,849 7.5 	 571 1.5 38,199~ 
5----------- 4,270 79.8 616 11.5 	 464 8.7 5,350 
6-----------1 847 59.7 100 7.0 87 6.1 	 387 27.2 1,421 

62,088 97.0 146 .2 	 1,767 2.8 64,001 
87-----------1----------- 15,736 83.2 565 3.0 2,599 13.8 18,900 
9----------- 28,284 86.5 628 1.9 1,423 4.4 2,364 7.2 32,699 

Total -------1 146,_~84 86.5 12,491 7.4 2,075 1.2 8,350 4.9 169,000 
! 

Missouri:
1----_______ 286,174 98.7 1,885 0.6 	 1,943 0.7 290,0022 - __________ 170,097 92.5 11,281 6.1 2,622 1.4 184,000 
3 ----------- 145,699 79.6 34,642 18.9 1,224 0.7 1,435 .8 182,999 
4 ----------- 214,151 91. 6 19,038 8.1 807 .3 233,997 

0'1 
\D 	 5----------- 148,396 61. 6 87,317 36.2 424 .2 4,861 2.0 240,998 

6----------- 33,346 18.2 146,091 79.9 3,565 1.9 183,002 
7 ----------- 124,237 78.6 25,999 16.5 1,725 1.1 6,039 3.8 158,000 
8 ----------- 1,176 3.8 24,382 78.7 131 .4 5,312 17.1 31,001 
9--------___ 199,889 99.4 1,112 .6 201,001 

Total------- ,123,276 65.9 	 550,524 32.3 3,504 .2 27,696 1.6 1,705,000 

North Dakota: 
1----------- 308 (*) 968,771 91. 2 92,331 8.7 1,094 0.1 1,062,504 
2----------- 537,582 67.5 257,546 32.4 876 .1 796,004 
3 ----------- 722,732 62.8 427,996 37.2 265 (*) 1,150,993 
4----------- 1,437 0.2 608,701 94.5 33,617 5.2 760 .1 644,515 
5----------- 584,830 87.0 87,667 13.0 672,497 
6 ----------- 527,226 92.8 39,586 7.0 886 .2 567,698 
7 ----------- 2,429 .3 734,392 97.0 1,998 .3 17,992 2.4 756,811 
8 ----------- 2,563 .5 502,993 97.2 8,994 1.7 3,231 .6 517,781 
9----------- 681 .1 526,050 90.4 53,452 9.2 2,014 .3 582,197 

Total-------I 7,418 .1 5,713,277 84.7 	 ----1,003,187 14.8 27,118 .4 6,751,000 

~r The asterisk (*) indicates a class reported as grown but occupying less than 0.1 percent of the total wheat acreage of the district or State. 
~I The figures in thill column include -all wheat for which the variety Dalne w;a.s not reported. 



@ TABLE 10. - Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district and 
C 	 State in 1959 II-Continued.
." 	 

-- '-r"Hard-red'winterTHard red spring l-Soft red winterl--'-Whit(;-~' - Durum ariety wUrnown 2 

~ Di~~:~t~~~~e, A _._, p~;~ent1"A" -. "-IPe;~~:r '-- .. -- 'IF,'e-;~~~t-rA -_ .. - ]p;;~~-;;t-rA""- Percent- A ----Jiercen;-I a~~~~e 
A . ; creage l age creage1 age. L cr~::.e .. ~.~. _.L creagel ~~.J . ~re~e age .c~Lage 

-0 

(0= ... North 
Central - Conr 

""",,' South Dakota: 
1----------- 54,821 15.7 279,981 80.1 4,498 1.3 10, 198 2.9 349,498 
2----------- 14,964 1,6 902,067 96.1 16,100 1.7 5,632 .6 938,763 
3--------~-- 693 .2 275,400 88.4 31,805 10.9 1,501 .5 309,399 
4----------- 102,221 55.5 79,398 43.1 1,459 .8 1,168 .6 184,246 
5----------- : 41,317 11. 9 2fW,810 83.8 13,757 4.0 1,086 .3 346,970 
6----------- : 1,433 2.3 52,951 83.8 8,305 13.2 441 .7 63,130 
7----------- ; 105,111 94.7 5,227 4.7 682 .6 111,020 
8 ----------- i 235,558 79.3 58,666 19.8 2,600 .9 296,824 
9 ----------- ,20,817 24.2 61,556 71. 4 3,777 4.4 86,150 

! -----.-
Total ------- i 576,935 21. 5 2, OO~-.2.56 74.7 	 79,~06 2.9 .23,8~!i .9 2,686,000

{ 
 
Nebraska: I 
" 	 0 	 1----------- I 820,059 98.4 2,912 0.4 124 0.4 6,487 0.8 829,582 

2----------- ! 21,620 96.7 490 2.2 249 1.1 22,359 
3----------- I 36,954 97.1 706 1.9 97 .3 273 .7 38,030 
5----------- i 229,006 98.5 772 .3 2,732 1.2 232,510 
6-----------1 547,036 98.9 1,018 .2 5,128 .9 553,182 
7 ----------- ! 658,021 99.4 7 (*) 4,285 .6 662,289 
8 -----------1 451,381 99.3 596 .1 2,660 .6 454,637 
9 ----------- , 648,155 99.5 638 .1 1,526 .2 1,068 .2 651,411 

! .--- ---------<-,- -,.-- - .. ----
Total ------- I 3, 412, 232 99.1 7,139 .2 1,747 (*) 22,882 .7 3,444,000 

Kansas: I 
1----------- . 1,092,564 100.0 422 (*) 1,092,986 
2----------- • 1,269,437 100.0 558 (*) 1,269,995 
3 -----------1, 380,117 99.5 959 0.3 921 0.2 381,997 
4-----------! 1,139,817 99.9 1,191 .1 1,141,008 
5-----------11,694,049 99.8 3,958 .2 1,698,007 
6 -----------1 437,929 99.0 1,132 .3 2,948 .7 442,009 
7----------- I 1,998,006 99.7 6,002 .3 2,004;008 
8 -----------12, 238, 757 100.0 5,233 (*) 2,243,990 
9----------- 591,047 99.1 2,712 .5 2,241 .4 596,000 

Total ------- 10 841 723 99.8 4,803 (*) 	 23,474 .2 10,870,000I' , 
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TABLE 10. - Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district and
@ State in 1959 .!I-Continued. 

., 	 Hard red winter I Hard red spring Soft red winter White Durum Variety unknown 2/
Division, State, Total 

and district A .rpercent-i A ~Ipercent- A ./percent- A !/percent- A i/percent- A ilpercent- acreage~ creage age creage age creage age creage age creage age creage age 

... 
co South Atlantic: 
co... Delaware: 

2----------- ---- ---- ---- ---- 11,400 100.0 ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 11,400 
5----------- ---- ---- ---- ---- 11,373 96.4 ---- ---- ---- ---- 427 3.6 11,800v~~ 

8 ----------- ---- ---- ---- ---- 4,798 82.7 ---- ---- ---- ---- 1,002 17.3 5,800 

Total ------- ---- ---- ---- ---- 27,571 95.1 ---- ---- ---- ---- 1,429 4.9 29,000 

Maryland: 
1----------- I• 2,334 86.5 365 13.5 2,699 
2-----------

1 
. 96,316 84.5 323 0.3 17,361 15.2 114,000 

8 ----------- I 16,194 76.0 5,107 24.0 21,301 
9----------- ! 39,123 95.4 1,877 4.6 41,000 

Total ------- i 	 153,967 86.2 323 (*) 24,710 13.8 179,000 

Virginia:
-..J ..... 	 2 ----------- : 189 0.5 36,971 90.1 3,840 9.4 41,000 

4----------- 2, 120 14.9 11,081 78.1 1,000 7.0 14,201 
5----------- ~ 701 .9 73,247 96.1 2,251 3.0 76,199 
6------------ : 489 1.2 40,867 98.2 245 .6 41,601 

620 3.6 12,760 74.6 	 3,720 21. 8 17,100 
332 .5 60,134 92.1 	 4,833 7.4 65,299~ =========== !

9----------- 1 866 2.2 34,931 90.5 	 2,803 7.3 38,600 
--.. 

Total------- I 5,317 1.8 269,991 91. 8 18,692 6.4 294,000 
t 

West Virginia: 
2-----------1 82 1.6 3,923 78.5 995 19.9 5,000 
4----------- 44 1.2 2,852 81. 6 ---- 604 1.7.2 3,500 
6----------- I 415 1.9 18,345 85.3 2,740 12.8 21,500 

Total ------- 1 541 1.8 25,120 83.7 	 4,339 14.5 30,000 

North Carolina: 
1----------- 20,042 96.0 828 4.0 20,870 
2----------- 404 0.4 90,260 93.6 31 (*) 5,826 6.0 96,521
3----------- 41,560 100.0 41,560 
4----------- 344 3.0 10,914 94.8 	 252 2.2 11,510 

~-' The asterisk (*) indicates a class reported as grown but occupying less than 0.1 percent of the total wheat acreage of the district or State. 
'!:..! The figures in this column include all wheat' for which the variety name was not reported. 
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TABLE 10. - Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district and

C 
"'C State in 1959.!.1-Continued. 
C · " Stat [Hard red winter r- Hard red -spring I Soft red winter I White --~l'~~~ Durum IVariety unlmown 2/~ DIVlslon, e, . , _ _ - Total 
~ and district IPercent-' IPercent-l percent-I 

_u 

Percent- acreage 
.... _______TI_A_C_r_eageJ age iAcreagel age 1Acreage _~:._~_ag_el-_ag_e_-L___-L___-L___-L___--''--_____ 
CI) 
01)... I 

South 1 
 
Atlantic - Con. I 
 

North j 

Carolina - Coni 
5 ----------- 1,404 l.6 86,180 95.5 284 0.3 2,332 2.6 90,200 
6 ----------- 39,255 94.3 2,365 5.7 41,620 
8 ----------- 82,300 97.8 1,849 2.2 84,149I 

9 ----------- 42,821 96.1 1,749 3.9 44,570 

Total ------- 2,152 .5 413,332 96.0 315 (*) 15,201 3.5 431,000 

South Carolina: 
1 ----------- 41 0.1 70,286 98.3 1,172 1.6 71,499 
2 --,--------- 9,824 98.2 176 1.8 10,000 
3 ----------- 23,325 95.2 1,175 4.8 24,500 
4 ----------- 26,555 98.4 445 1.6 27,000 
5 ----------- 38 .1 51,171 97.5 1,292 2.5 52,501...., 

N 8 ----------- 14,500 100.0 14,500----- ----_......-. 
Total ------- 79 (*) 195,661 97.9 4,260 2.1 200,000 

Georgia: 
1 ----------- • 9,083 97.1 267 2.9 9,350 
2 ----------- 12,535 85.9 2,065 14.1 14,600 
3 ----------- 30,678 88.9 3,822 11.1 34,500 
4 ----------- 9,100 100.0 9,100 
5 ----------- 15,887 84.1 3,014 15.9 18,901 
6 ----------- 11,454 73.4 4,146 26.6 15,600 
7 ----------- 652 7.0 8,045 86.0 652 7.0 9,349 
8 ----------- 9,891 97.0 309 3.0 10,200 
9 ----------- 400 100.0 400 

Total ------- I 652 .5 106,673 87.5 14,675 12.0 122,000 . I 
 
South Central: I 
 
K~n~~~~:_____ I 
 668 2.2 26,845 8!1.7 2,427 8.1 29,940 

2 ----------- I 9,583 11.6 70,161 85.3 2,535 3.1 82,279 
2,370 5.1 39,014 83.9 5,106 11. ° 46,490 

4 ----------- 542 1.8 16,545 54.5 13,253 43.7 30,3403 -----------" 
5 ----------- 1,275 l.6 56,207 71.9 21,009 26.5 78,491 



@,," TABLE 10. - Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district and 
c State in 1959 1/-Continued. 
-a 
C Hard .red winter Hard red spring I Soft red winter White Durum Variety unknown!!

Division, State, Total 
and district Acreage \percent-i Acreage\percent-1 ACreage!percent- Acreagelpercent- AcreagelPercent- AcreageIPercent- acreage~ --q I age· i age age age age... 

U) 
co... South ~ Central - Con. 

K~~t~:~_=_:~~.. 83 1.1 4,564 61. 2 2,813 37.7 7,460 

Total ------- 14,521 5.3 213,336 77.6 47,143 17.1 275,000 

Tennessee: 
424 1.8 21,536 92.0 1,440 6.2 23,400 
88 .5 177 1.0 14,598 81. 7 406 2.3 2,580 14.5 17,849~ =========== \'3 ----------- 3,584 8.6 35,233 84.6 307 .7 2,527 6.1 41,651 

4 ----------- I 4,575 9.7 198 .4 36,289 77.4 446 .9 5,442 11.6 46,950 
5----------- I 373 1.9 16,100 83.7 175 .9 2,602 13.5 19,250 
6 ----------- I 1,622 2.8 148 .3 42,895 75.4 1,562 2.7 10,673 18.8 56,900 

Total ------- I 10,666 5.2 523 .2 166,651 80.9 2,896 1.4 25,264 12.3 206,000 

t;:; Alabama: I 
1.-----------1' 11,700 100.0 11,700 
2 ----------- 32,242 98.9 358 1.1 32,600 
2A --------- I 1,381 86.2 219 13.8 1,600 
3----------- II 4,100 100.0 4,100 
4 ----------- 1,190 74.4 410 25.6 1,600 

4,978 97.6 122 2.4 5,100~=========== ! 2,143 89.3 257 10.7 2,400 
7 ----------- I 13,500 100.0 13,500 
8 ----------- I 3,529 92.9 271 7.1 3,800 
9 ----------- I 3,072 85.3 528 14.7 3,600 

, 
Total ------- 77,835 97.3 2,165 2.7 80,000 

Mississippi: 
1 ----------- 48 0.2 21,565 98.0 387 1.8 22,000 
2 ----------- 4,250 100.0 4,250 
3 ----------- 1,095 84.3 205 15.7 1,300 
4 ----------- 33 .2 12,981 96.9 386 2.9 13,400 
5 ----------- 2,500 100.0 2,500 
6 ----------- 2,450 100.0 2,450 
7 ----------- 1,665 97.9 35 2.1 1,700 

};j The asterisk (*) indicates a class reported as grov,rn but occupying less than 0.1 percent of the total wheat acreage of the district or State. 
~./ The figures in this column include all wheat for which the variety name was not reported. 
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@ TABLE 10. - Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district and 
c State in 1959 1/-Continued. 
-g 
c Hard red winter Hard red spring Soft red winter White Durum Variety unknown!!Division, State, Total> 
-t and district A IPercent- A ~ /percent- A , I Percent- Ipercent- A ~IPercent- A ~IPercent- acreagecreage age creage age creage age Acreage age creage age creage age~ ... 
C!) 
co.... 

l. 

Mississippi - Con. 
1,370 100.0 1,3708 -----------1 

9 ----------- 1,030 100.0 1,030 
-~---~-----

Total ------- 81 (*) 47,876 95.9 2,043 4.1 50,000 

Arkansas: 
1 ----------- 2,233 39.0 1,328 23.2 2,159 37.8 5,720 
2 ----------- 309 31. 2 681 68.8 990 
3 ----------- 1,110 1.0 105,047 93.7 5,983 5.3 112,140 
4 ----------- 10,970 68.0 3,995 24.7 1,185 7.3 16,150 
5 ----------- 1,962 26.0 5,449 72.2 139 1.8 7,550 
6 ----------- 37,114 96.8 1,216 3.2 38,330 
7 ----------- 650 100.0 650 
8 ----------- 180 100.0 180 

....., 
~ 9 ----------- 2,145 50.0 2,145 50.0 4,290 

Total ------- 16,275 8.8 155,387 83.5 14,338 7.7 186,000 

Louisiana: 
1 ----------- 729 13.3 4,497 81. 7 273 5.0 5,499 
2 ----------- 4,400 100.0 4,400 

51,953 99.9 48 .1 52,001
34 -----------1----------­ 200 100.0 200 
5 ----------- 10,924 99.3 76 .7 11,000 
6 ----------- I 2,000 100.0 2,000 
7 ----------- 8,500 100.0 8,500 
8 ----------- 273 90.9 27 9.1 300 
9 ----------- 100 100.0 100 

---_._------- --- -.. --. 
Total ------- 729 .9 82,847 98.6 424 .5 84,000 

Oklahoma: 
1----------- 1,071,421 99.7 3,589 0.3 1,075,010 
2 ----------- 1,531,177 99.9 199 (*) 1,604 .1 1,532,980 
3 ----------- 167,730 97.5 334 0.2 3,939 2.3 172,003 
4 ----------- 676,387 99.9 602 .1 676,989 
5 ----------- 578,645 99.8 1,363 .2 580,008 
6 ----------- 21,612 81.5 499 1.9 4,389 16.6 26,500 
7 ----------- 906,564 99.0 4,310 .5 4,136 .5 915,010 
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TABLE 10. - Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district and@ 

State in 1959 1/-Continued.
C 
"'tI -n'·--."--s-"- - -i~d~;d·winter Hard red spring Soft red winter White Durum Variety unlmownY C», Total

IVlSlon, tate,! 1 I IPe !r 'll Iand district Acreage Percent- AcreagelPercent- ACreage . rc.ent- Acreage Percent- Acreage Percent Acreage Percent- acreage~ I age age __ ,age age '- age agel 
I
I... 

co Southco... Central - Con . 
Oklahoma - Con.1 

~ 8 ----------- ! 48, 498 97.0 490 1. 0 1,012 2.0 50,000 
9 ----------- ~ 5,500 100.0 5,500 

Total ------- !5, 007, 534 99.5 5,832 .1 20,634 .4 5,034,000 

Texas: 
1N---------- 2,529,988 97.7 60,014 2.3 2,590,002 
1S ---------- 71,134 94.8 3,867 5.2 75,001 
2N----------! 524,822 100.0 179 (*) 525,001 

99.8 934 .2 460,0052S ----------, 459,0713 ----------- 244, 537 99.8 461 0.2 244,998 
4 ----------- I 149, 104 45.2 170,696 51. 8 162 (*) 10,042 3.0 330,004 
5N----------· 1,260 100.0 1,260 
5S ---------- i 240 100.0 240 

'-J '1 ----------- • 50,921 90.1 2,967 5.3 593 1.0 2,018 3.6 56,499
I.n 8N---------- . 2,400 100.0 2,400 

8S ---------- i 1,470 100.0 1,470 
10N---------- i 120 100.0 120----_._-._-----_._-----,--"--_. 
Total-------!4,030,837 94.0 174,1244.1 755 (*) 81,284 1.9 4,287,000 

VVestern: 'I 
Montana: 

44,000 52.2 15,700 18.6 2,909 3.5 15,604 18.5 486 0.6 5,601 6.6 84,300 
854,645 51. 6 751,670 45.5 46,144 2.8 1,435 .1 1,653,894i =========== :1

3 ----------- 104,924 7.0 1,335,155 89.7 44,542 3.0 4,064 .3 1,488,685 
5 ----------- 412,952 85.0 70,178 14.4 1,463 .3 1,517 .3 486,110 
7 ----------- 76,177 80.2 15,828 16.7 1,991 2.1 542 .6 362 .4 94,900 
8 ----------- 259,190 86.4 36,483 12.2 594 .2 3,641 1.2 299,908 
9 ----------- 152,616 53.9 125,809 44.4 3,124 1.1 1,654 .6 283,203 

Total ------- 11,904,504 43.4 2,350,823 53.5 2,909 .1 19,058 .4 95,432 2.2 18,274 ,4 4,391,000 

Idaho: 
1 ----------- 2,674 0.9 5,002 1.7 272, 979 94.2 9,341 3.2 289,996 
7 ----------- 1,265 1.5 718 .9 75,489 92.1 4,526 5.5 81,998 

~/ The asterisk (*) indicates a class reported as grown but occupying less than 0.1 percent of the total wheat acreage of the district or State. 
'!:./ The figures in this colUlnn include all wheat for which the variety name was not reported. 
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TABLE 10. - Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district andc: 

"'tI State in 1959 1/-Continued.
C 
l> D' .. St t 1 Hard red;~i:er'l H~d~~d-spring-rs~ft red-;inte;T'-- Whit~ I Durum IVariety unknown 2/1

IV1Slon, a e, 1 I . -----~ , 	 ~- Total ~ acreage... ~d.~.~tri~t.. ~ ~~_r~~e iP;;~~~~~~agel~~:;~n~~~reage IPe_~.:~~~~~~age ;pe~:nt-I AcreageIP~~;n~-~~eage pe~:nt- , 
U) 
co... Western - Con. 

Idaho - Con. 
8 ----------- 99,800 48.7 6,304 3.1 93,336 45.5 5,558 2.7 204,998 
9 ----------- 413,659 61. 7 41,232 6.2 163,002 24.3 52,115 7.8 670,008 

,,-------------._------.....--------~---.----------~--..-
Total ------- 517,398 41. 5 53,256 4.3 604,806 48.5 71,540 5.7 1,247,000 

.. -

Wyoming: 
1 ----------- . 3,043 59.5 1,333 26.1 734 14.4 5,110 
2 ----------- 50,630 75.1 13,952 20.7 2,819 4.2 67,401 
3 -----------. 1, 131 33.1 45 1.3 1,490 43.6 753 22.0 3,419 
4 ----------- 5,930 99.3 40 .7 5,970 
5 ----------- 203,764 96.5 6,341 3.0 995 .5 211,100 

Total ------- 261,455 89.2 23,421 8.0 	 2,823 1.0 5,301 1.8 293,000 

..., Colorado: 
C'I 	 1 --.. -------- : 61,025 86.8 9,189 13.1 67 0.1 70,281 

2 ----------- , 546,358 98.9 5,407 1.0 237 (*) 304 .1 552,306 
6 ----------- '1,649,729 99.9 1,387 .1 636 (*) 1,651,752 
7 -----------. 70,708 88.9 6,184 7.8 1,369 1.7 1,279 1.6 79,540 
8 ----------- 148 3.1 4,040 83.6 642 13.3 4,830 
9 ----------- 481,797 99.7 909 .2 585 .1 483,291 

Total ------- 2,809,765 98.9 27,116 1.0 237 (*) 1,369 (*) 	 3,513 .1 2,842,000 

New Mexico: 
1 -----------, 9,785 87.7 467 4.2 898 8.1 11,150 
3 -----------,, 268,321 98.2 322 .1 4,517 1.7 273,160 
7 -----------1 323 92.4 9 2.5 18 5.1 350 
9 ----------- 340 100.0 340 

Total -------: 278,429 97.7 798 .3 	 340 .1 5,433 1.9 285,000 

Arizona: 
2 ----------- r 4,743 44.3 2,881 26.9 3,076 28.7 10,700 
5 -----------; 61,501 100.0 61,501 

30,646 94.3 1,352 4.2 501 1.5 32,4997 -----------1 
9 ----------- 1,694 39.4 	 2,573 59.8 33 .8 4,300 

Total -------1 6,437 5.9 	 97,601 89.6 1,352 1.2 3,610 3.3 109,000 
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TABLE 10. -- Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district and@ State in 1959 Y -Continued. 

c: 
." Division, State, Hard-;:ectw~te~THru.~. red_spring __~~ft red w~ter ~ite Durum !Variety unknownY Total 

and district percentj Acre~percent- :, Acreagelpercent- Acreag:1Percent- AcreageIPercent-! Acreage!Percent- acreage 
~ _______---:___--L__~c"____L_ age _ ~ge ] age 'I age! -! age 

Western - Con.CD -­CO Utah:-- 1----------- 100,084 65.3 2,980 1.9 49,450 32.3 785 0.5 153,299 
5 ----------- 44,028 77.1 995 l.7 11,829 20.8 251 .4 57,103~ 
6 ----------- 21,899 84.0 743 2.8 1,914 7.3 1,543 5.9 26,099 
7 ----------- 3,706 49.4 579 7.7 3,214 42.9 7,499 

--.---..--.----------_._--------------------------
Total -------. 169,717 69.6 ~~,7~~-_26.1 5,793 2.4 244,0004, 7~:8 ;:::;::~:~-___:__=__=_=.~_::,:':::""_.___ 

Nevada.: 
1 ----------- 21,967 99.8 33 0.2 

Total -------	 21,967 99.8 33 .2 22,000 

Washington: 
1----------- 190 2.0 820 8.6 4,700 49.0 3,800 39.7 70 0.7 9,580 
2 ----------- 71,818 28.8 599 .2 279 .1 176,798 70.9 249,494 

-....r 3 ----------- 3,241 2.4 160 .1 133,011 97.5 	 136,412
" 	 5 ----------- 206,562 20.3 7,109 .7 173 (*) 804,651 79.0 11 1,018,506 

9 ----------- 8,125 1.2 1,500 .2 691,383 98.6 701,008 

Total ------- 289,936 13.7 8, H~B_.=--=-:4__ 6,652 .3 1,809,643 85.6 	 81 (*) 2,115,000 

Oregon:
1----------- 20 (*) 8100 7.5 105 0.1 96,185 89.1 3,490 3.3 107,900 
2 ----------- 5,840 l.6 161 (*) 368,589 98.4 8 374,598 
3 ----------- , 180 .1 281,925 99.9 282,105 
7 --------,..-- 90 3.8 2,130 88.7 180 7.5 2,400 
8 ----------- 1,400 1.6 759 .9 81,218 94.4 740 0.9 1,880 2.2 85,997 

Total ------- ! 7,440 .9 9,110 1.1 105 (*) 830,047 97.3 740 .1 5,558 .6 853,000 

1
California: I 
1----------- I 950 100.0 950 
2 ----------- I 13,830 84.8 1,670 10.3 800 4.9 16,300 
3 ----------- j 1,032 6.0 6,114 35.4 7,575 43.7 2,578 14.9 17,299 
4 -----------; 	 119,416 100.0 34 (*) 119,450 
5 ----------- I 76,454 99.5 395 .5 76,849 
5A---------- I 108,471 95.1 118 .1 5,513 4.8 114,102 

J:,.! The asterisk (*) indicates a class reported as grown but occupying less than 0.1 percent of the total wheat acreage of the district or State. 
~! The figures in this column include all wheat for which the variety name was not reported. 
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_ Estimated acreage and percentage of the total wheat area occupied by each of the classes of wheat grown in each district andTABLE 10. 
State in 1959 1/-Continued. 

-
Hard red winter Hard red spring Soft red winter TotalDivision, State, ·-~~-w,;[P~iif.~-r-A~r~~~~~~:~~=-m=e-r~-~--n-t-r~~~~~~~~ acreageand district ACreage/percent-AcreageIPercent ACreage\percent- Acr 

age age age 
 

Western - Con . 
 ...... 
(Xl California - Con. 

---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ! 09 83.7 1,891 16.3 11,6006----------- 50,450---- ---- ---- ---- ---- ---- 51 11 99.5 239 .5
8 ---------- ­ -- -- ._------_._------------------=--­

38- , ~05 94,4 9,363 2.3 12,400 3.0 407,000
Total ------- 1. 032 0.2 ---- ---- ---- ---­

:!:J The asterisk (*) indicates a class reported as grown but occupying less than 0.1 percent of the total wheat acreage of the district or State. 
3..1 The figures in this colwnn include all wheat for which the variety nanle was not reported. 



TABLE 11. - Estimated percentage of total wheat area in each State occupied by each class at 5-year intervals 
since 1919 

--_.-._-- - -.. -


Percentage of the cla~ses .!I
State and class 
1929 r 1934 r .19~9 J 1~4~_ .. L.!~i~J.j_~~4T1959---

Alabama: 
Soft red winter _________ _ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

Arizona: 

Hard red winter ________ _ 
 1.8 .3 2.1 .8 .5 21. 1 20.6 27.5 6.1Hard red spring ________ _ .9 3.3 .7 1.5 3.0 .5 
~te--------------____ _ 96.7 96.0 96.9 97.6 95.7 78.4 79.4 72.5 92.7Durum ------- ___________ . .6 .4 .3 .1 .8 1.2

Arkansas: 
 
Hard red winter --------_ 6.7 6.8 9.6 3.6 
 2.2 .3 12.3 9.5
Hard red spring ------__ _ .1 
Soft red winter----------- 93.2 92.3 100.0 90.4 96.4 97.8 99.7 87.7 90.5
White -------------- ____ _ .9 


California: 

Hard red winter -------- ­ .7 .9 
 .5 .6 .2 .5 .2 .3
Hard red spring ------- __ .9 .6 .7 

Soft red winter ---------_ .3 

White ------------- _____ _ 98.0 98.4 98.8 
 99.4 99.8 99.5 99.8 100.0 96.8Durum --- ______________ _ 

.1 .1 (*) (*) 2.9
Colorado: 

Hard red winter ________ _ 67.4 77.3 75.0 79.2 79.5 88.3 90.3 97.9 99.0Hard red spring ---______ I 10.. 2 14.5 19.8 17.3 18.7 11. 2 9.3 2.0 1.0Soft red winter _________ _ 
Vlhite __________________ _ .3 .3 .5 .1 .3 (*) (*) (*) (*)

10.8 2.1 2.6 1.3Durum _________________ _ 2.6 .5 .4 .1 (*)
11. 3 5.8 2.1 .8 .2 
 

Delaware: 
 
Soft red winter ________ _ I 

j 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.9 100.0 100.0 98.7 100.0 100.0White __________________ _ 
1.3! ---- .1 

Georgia: 
 
Hard red winter -------__ ! --- ­
 .6Soft red winter -- _______ _ : 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.4


Idaho: 

Hard red winter -------- ­ 17.1 27.8 26.4 30.5 36.7 37.5 42.1 42.9 44.0 

Hard red spring --------- 20.6 14.9 
 7.5 5.8 6.4 5.1 4.9 7.3 4.6
Soft red winter ------- __ _ 6.5 5.0 4.8 3.5 2.0 1.3 .5 (*)
White ------------------ ­ 55.8 52.3 61. 3 60.2 54.9 56.1 52.5 49.8 51. 4 
Durum ------------------ (*) 

Illinois: 

Hard red winter -------- ­ 28.8 51. 5 
 47.3 39.1 39.9 22.0 41. 5 64.3 57.2 
Hard red spring --------- 14.0 1.3 2.9 .8 1.4 .6 .3 .3 .2Soft red winter __________ I 56.8 47.2 49.7 60.1 58.7 76.7 57.7 34.5 42.6 
White ------------------- .1 (*) .1 .7 .5 .9 (*)Durum __________________ I 

.3 (*) (*) (*)

Indiana: 


Hard red winter -------- ­ 5.2 12.5 20.7 16.1 15.1 14.6 3.5 4.0 2.2 

Hard red spring -------- ­ .4 .1 .1 (*) .3 .1 (*) (*)
Soft red winter ---------- 94.2 87.3 79.0 83.9 84.4 85.3 96.1 95.2 97.8
White ---------------- __ _ .1 .1 .2 .2 •.4 .3 .1Durum --------------- __ _ (*) 

Iowa: 
~ 


Hard red winter ------__ _ 
 55.0 86.0 89.1 91. 8 89.9 95.7 90.6 84.9 90.9
Hard red spring -----___ _ 42.1 11. 5 7.9 6.6 9.6 4.0 9.1 13.4 7.8Soft red winter -- _______ _ 1.8 1.5 2.4 .4 .1 .3 1.7 1.3White ----- _____________ _ 

.2 .5 .5 .1Durum -- _______________ _ 
1.1 1.0 .4 .7 .1 
 

Kansas: 
 
Hard red winter ________ _ 86.1 95.1 94.2 94.0 98.9 99.894.4 91.1 100.0 

}j The asterisk (t,) indicates a class reported as grown but occupying less than 0.1 percent of the total 
acreage of the State. 
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TABLE 11. - E;stimated percentage of total wheat area in each State occupied by each class at 5-year intervals 
since 1919-Continued. 

--~:~:-~d~lass . -------~~~r~imJ 1929 j~ij'-e--:-:-;-:-e-l-la-:9-~-:~;=;-~19Ml'~9~9 .-

Kansas - Con. 
Hard red spring ---------­
Soft red winter ---------­ 13.3 

(*) 
4.8 

0.2 
5.3 

0.2 
5.6 

0.1 
8.8 

0.1 
5.9 1.1 0.2 (*) 

White -- -- ­ - -- -- --- ------­
Durum------------------­

.2 

.4 
(*) 
.1 .1 

Kentucky: 
Hard red winter ---------­ .1 .1 1.1 1.2 .8 1.3 3.6 6.4 

Hard red spring ---------­
Soft red winter -----.. -----
White ----- -- -- ­ ---------­

99.0 
.8 

99.9 98.2 
.2 

.3 
98.5 

(*) 
100.0 99.0 

.2 
97.S 

.9 
96.4 93.6 

Durum------------------­ .1 .5 
Louisiana: 

Hard red winter ---------­
Soft red winter ----------­

.9 
99.1 

Maryland: 
Hard red. winter ---------­
Soft red winter ----------­ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

.1 
99.9 100.0 100.0 

Michigan: 
Hard red winter ---------­
Hard red spring ---------­
Soft red winter -----------
White --------------­ ----­

1.5 
9.0 

59.9 
23.8 

.4 

.3 
72.4 
26.9 

.3 

.4 
52.3 
46.9 

.7 
.3 

46.1 
52.9 

2.2 
1.4 

42.9 
53.5 

(*) 
.2 

34.0 
65.S 

1.8 
.3 

11.3 
86.6 

1.1 
.1 

16.9 
81. 9 

.4 
(*) 

13.8 
85.8 

Durum------------------­ .8 .1 
Minnesota: 

Hard red winter ---------­
Hard red spring ---------­
Soft red winter -----------
White -------------------­
Durum------------------­

1.7 
94.4 

(*) 
.1 

3.8 

6.0 
86.1 

(*)
(*) 

7.9 

11. 3 
70.0 

.1 

.9 
17.7 

10.1 
80.7 

.1 

.8 
8.3 

8.6 
85.3 

.1 
6.0 

11. 4 
83.8 

4.8 

4.3 
87.1 

.8 
7.8 

5.7 
91. 8 

.5 
(*) 

2.0 

2.3 
95.9 

(*) 

1.8 

Mississippi: 
Hard red winter ---------­
Soft red winter ----------­ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

7.7 
92.3 100.0 100.0 

(*) 
100.0 

Missouri: 
Hard red winter ----------1 
Hard red spring ----------
Soft red winter -----------
White -­ -----------------­
Durum------------------­

14.6 
.3 

85.1 

10.2 

89.8 

8.5 

91. 5 

6.1 

93.9 

12.6 

87.4 
(*) 

7.0 

92.9 

.1 

47.7 

52.3 
(*) 

54.5 
.1 

44.8 
.6 

67.0 

32.8 
.2 

Montana: 
Hard red winter ---------­
Hard red spring ---------- . 
Soft red winter ----------­ ~ 
White-------------------- , 
Durum ------------------- , 

23.1) 
55.9 
1.2 
1.4 

17.9 

19.9 
74.5 

.5 
1.1 
4.0 

15.5 
82.2 

.3 

.9 
1.1 

20.0 
77.2 

.7 
1.3 
.8 

21. 6 
76.8 

.2 

.6 

.8 

28.6 
69.9 

.1 

.7 

.7 

27.9 
70.8 

.1 

.6 

.6 

32.2 
67.1 

(*) 
.3 
.4 

43.6 
53.7 

.1 

.4 
2.2 

Nebraska: 
Hard red winter ---------­
Hard red spring ------.---- I 

Soft red winter ----------- ' 
White -------------------- : 
Durum------------------­

85.5 
9.1 

.3 
5.1 

92.8 
2.9 
1.4 
.2 

2.7 

92.7 
4.9 
.9 
(*) 

1.5 

90.4 
7.5 
1.1 

1.0 

95.3 
3.3 
.9 
(*) 
.5 

96.5 
2.4 
1.0 
(*) 
.1 

98.8 
1.2 
(*) 

98.8 
1.0 
.2 
(*) 

99.8 
.2 
(*) 

Nevada:
Hard red winter __________ I 8.5 28.7 1.7 15.6 24.1 19.5 11. 9 

Hard red spring ----------
White -------------------­

16.8 
74.7 

13.4 
57.9 

2.3 
96.0 

2.2 
82.2 

1.3 
74.6 

3.4 
77.1 

.4 
87.7 100.0 100.0 

New Jersey: 
Hard red winter ---------­ ,1 .2 2.1 1.0 

Hard red spring ---------- : 
Soft red winter ----------- ! 
White--------------------J 

.6 
99.3 

.1 
99.1 

.9 
97.3 
2.7 

100.0 97.5 
2.5 

98.5 
1.4 

97.4 
2.4 

95.7 
2.2 

97.5 
1.5 

80 

~J © UPDATA 1981 ~ 



----------

TABLE 11. - Estimated percentage of total wheat area in each state occupied by each class at 5-year intervals 
since 1919-Continued. 

Percentage of the classes Y 
State and class 

1919 I 1924 I 1929]--1934-[1939 I1944 I 1949-T1954 I 1959 

New Mexico: 
Hard red winter 65.3 83.8 91. 6 93.0 93.9 92.0 93.6 98.1 99.6 
Hard red spring ---------- 6.4 3.7 2.4 4.1 4.3 6.9 5.2 1.9 .3 
Soft red winter ----------- .4 1.2 (*)
White -----------_________ 20.8 7.6 5.0 2.4 1.6 1.1 (*) .1 
Durum------------------- 7.5 4.5 1.0 .5 .2 

New York: 
Hard red winter ---------- .2 .1 .6 .1 (*)
Hard red spring ---------- 15.0 1.1 2.2 1.3 .9 .8 .2 (*) 
Soft red winter ----------- 14.1 9.2 15.3 18.6 13.8 7.1 2.5 2.2 3.0 
White ------------------- ­ 70.5 89.6 82.5 80.1 85.3 92.1 96.7 97.7 97.0 
Durum-----------________ .2 

North Carolina: 
Hard red winter ---------- .5
Soft red winter - __________ 99.1 96.0 96.8 97.0 97.4 97.7 99.5 99.9 99.5 
White-------------------- .9 4.0 3.2 3.0 2.6 2.3 .5 .1 (*)

North Dakota: 
Hard red winter ---------- .4 .2 .2 .2 .1 (*) .1 .5 .1 
Hard red spring ---------- 69.8 67.6 60.1 77.9 68.9 82.3 72.1 81. 6 85.0 
White -------------------- (*) .7 .2 (*) (*) 
Durum------------------- 29.8 32.2 39.0 21. 7 31.0 17.7 27.8 17.9 14.9 

Ohio: 
Hard red winter ---------- .3 .5 .7 .3 .4 .3 1.0 .4 .2 
Hard, red spring --------__ 1.1 .1 .3 .2 (*) (*) .1
Soft red winter ___________ 95.1 98.4 98.4 97.1 96.8 S9.0 96.4 98.6 99.7White --- _________________ 3.5 1.0 .6 2.4 2.8 .7 2.6 .9 .1 

Oklahoma:
Hard red winter __________ 75.4 86.1 91. 6 85.4 91.1 95.8 99.5 99.3 99.9 
Hard red spring __________ .1 (*) .4 
 
Soft red winter - __________ 
 24.3 13.9 8.2 14.6 8.9 4.2 .5 .3 .1 
White ------------------- ­ .1Durum ___________________ 

.2 .1 
 
Oregon:


Hard red winter __________ 14.5 26.5 25.0 22.1 15.5 12.0 3.8 5.1 .9 
Hard red spring ---------- 7.4 5.6 21.9 3.4 4.1 1.0 1.6 2.2 1.1 
Soft red winter ----------- .8 2.6 .8 3.1 .4 .2 .2 .1 (*)

77.3 65.3 71. 3 71. 4 80.0 86:8 94.4 92.6 97.9White --------------------1
Durum------------------- .1 

Pennsylvania: 
Hard red winter ---------- .1 .1 .1 .1 .3 .3 2.0 1.7 .6 
Hard red spring ---------- .5 .1 (*) (*) (*) .1 .1 (*) 
Soft red winter ----------- 97.9 99.1 99.2 99.8 99.6 97.9 94.9 96.1 98.5 
White -------------------- 1.5 .8 .6 .1 .1 1.8 3.0 2.1 .9 

South Carolina: 
Soft red winter ----------- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

South Dakota: 
Hard red winter ---------- 1.6 3.5 2.3 5.7 5.3 6.2 6.9 14.9 21. 7 
Hard red spring ---------- 79.9 52.9 55.7 72.7 71. 6 84.7 84.6 82.7 75.4 
White -------------------- .2 .7 2.6 4.2 1.2 (*) 
Durum------------------- 18.5 43.4 41. 3 19.0 18.9 7.9 8.5 2.4 2.9 

Tennessee: 
Hard red winter ---------- .1 .3 2.1 5.9 
Hard red spring ---------- .2 .2 
Soft red winter - __________ 99.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.7 97.4 92.3 
 
White - - - __ - --- -- ____ -_ - __ .3 1.6 
 

}j The asterisk (*) indicates a class reported as grown but occupying less than O. 1 percent of the total 
acreage of the State. 
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TABLE 11. - Estimated percentage of total wheat area in each State occupied by each class at 5-year intervals 
since 1919-Continued. 

---stat:-:";~:'~S· --_. -ji'9 ·,;:1-~97f:;ii ofi!;:.ct:::<li94'T-;9..-ri';59-­r 
Texas: I 

Hard red winter ---------- 35.6 78.6 85.1 92.0 92.5 93.7 93.9 97.2 95.8 
Hard red spring ----------, .1 1. 3 1. 4 .1 (*) .3 
Soft red winter -----------! 62.4 17.9 11. 8 7.1 6.8 5.9 5.8 2.2 4.2 
White -------------------- ! .1 .1 (*) .1 (*) (*) 
Durum -------------------: 1. 8 2.1 1. 7 .7 .7 .4 .3 .3 (*) 

Utah: ! 
 
Hard red winter ---------- I 34.4 52.0 53.7 54.8 64.2 54.0 80.8 66.8 71. 4 
 
Hard red spring ---------- ! 6.4 3.2 2.0 1.6 .3 .1 .1 1.9 
 
Soft red winter -----------! 6.1 2.4 1.6 1.6 1.4 
 

42.4 41. 7 42.0 35.5 44.5 19.1 33.2 26.7White --------------------\ 53.1 
 
Durum ------------------- (*) 1.0 
 

Virginia: i 
 
.1 1.9Hard red winter ---------- i 

Hard red spring ---------- I (*). 
Soft red winter ----------- i 99.7 100.0 100.0 100.0 100. a 100. a 100. a 99.9 98.1 
White -------------------- : .2 .1 
 

Waahington: i 
 
Hard red winter __________ . 7.9 25.4 21. 4 26.3 29.9 26.6 31.8 22.0 13.7 
 
Hard red spri'lg -- ________ I 9.6 3.5 3.1 1.7 1.3 .5 1.6 .1 .4 
 
Soft red winter -----------: 14.9 18.9 11.5 6.6 5.7 2.8 1.4 .5 .3 
WhIte -----.--------------- l 67.5 52.2 64.0 65.4 63.1 70.0 65.2 77.4 85.6 
Durum ------------------- : .1 (*) 
 

West Virginia: ! 
 
Hard red winter __________ I 2.1.6 .7 
Hard red spring __________ .1 

Soft red winter -----------! 99.5 99.6 99.4 100.0 99.9 99.8 100.0 99.3 97.9 
.1 .2White -------------------- ! .4 .4 
 

Wisconsin: I 
 
Hard red winter ---------- I 10.2 42.5 22.5 14.5 41. 9 53.1 3.5 8.6 6.0 
 
Hard red spring __________ I 85.1 50.8 82.3 74.5 68.0 45.465.6 57.3 44.1 
Soft red winter ----------- ; 1.6 5.0 8.5 .9 2.7 21. 7 22.3 48.6 

.5 .4 .3 .3 .8White -------------------- : 
 
Durulll------------------·· . 2.6 1.7 3.0 2.0 .8 .1 .3 
 

Wyoming: 
 
Hard redt winter ---------- 18.4 12.6 40.1 50.7 41. 8 62.7 78.9 83.5 90.9 
 
Hard red spring --________ 48.9 69.6 45.6 36.9 50.4 33.4 20.0 13.3 8.1 
Soft red winter ---________ .1 .6 .1 .2 (*) .2 .1 
White-------------------- (4.1 1. 0 .9 1.5 1.7 1.2 .2 3.1 1.0 

13.3 10.7 6.1 2.5 .9_I?~rum --:------~~.-------.-: J .2~:?..... 1.~.:.~ . 

:!! The ast"risk (*) indicates a class reported as grown but occupying less than O. 1 percent of the total 
acreage of the State. 
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TABLE 12. - Estimated percentage of the total wheat acreage of the United States occupied by each of the 
5 classes of wheat at 5-year intervals since 1919, and the estimated acreage for 1954 and 1959--_.-.--------·1· -... --_._. ..... -- .- -. ... .-... . ..-..-.._.. --... ­c---- ---.__._- --.-

Percentage of total wheat acreage for the years _ Estimated acreage 
s 

__~~~~. __ .tJ~~?_Il~.~~I~_1~2~J~9_~~I.i939.l)_9~~I.!.~49r!~54 J 19_~9- --.!~9-l~e YI ._ 19~.= 
Hard red winter 32.0 41. 4 43.5 44.6 47.6 46.8 54.2 55.9 56.7 34,634,009 32,770,991 

Hard red spring 24.2 22.4 22.0 23.2 20.9 24.0 20.8 21. 4 19.5 13,248,404 11,282,686 

Soft red winter 30.1 22.1 17.7 20.9 19.6 18.2 13.0 11. 9 12.7 7,340,268 7,353,452 

7.3 5.9 7.4 6.7 6.6 7.7 7.8 8.3White ---------1 9.0 5,157,147 5,223,825 
I 

Durum --------1 6.4 8.2 9.4 4.6 5.3 3.3 4.2 2.5 2.1 1,591,172 1,217,046 ..- .... -.-,.~-- .._----_.. .. "~----. 
Total ------,100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 61,971,000 57,848,000 
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