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ABSTRACT

U.S. rice miliers and repackagers distributed 33.7 million hundredweight (cwh)
of rice in marketing yvear 1984/85 for three domestic uses: direct food,
processed foods, and beer. This figure represents a 6.5-percent increase over
shipments in 1982/83, the previous survey year. About half of U.5. rice
production is used domestically; the rest is exported. Rice shipments for use
directly in food rose by 2.5 million cwt, shipments for use in processed foods
rose by 1.6 million cwt, and although reported rice shipments to the beer
industry declined, ugse remained about the same. The sharp drop in U.S5. rice
exporks in recent years may contribute tco further expansion in the domestic
rice market. This report, the sole source of detailed information on U.S.
domestic rice distribution patterns for the 1984/85 marketing year, assesses
proportional market shares and trends.

Keywords: Rice, distribution patterns, domestic rice outlets, market
shares, package size, milled rice.
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SUMMARY

U.S. rice millers and repackagers distributed 33.7 million hundredweight {cwt)
of rice in marketing year 1984/85 for three major domestic uses: direct food,
processed foods, and beer. This figure represents a 6.5-percent increase over
shipments in 1982/83, the previous survey year. Domestic uses account for
about half of the U.S. rice; the rest is exported. Rice shipments for food
use rose by 2.5 million ewt, shipments for processing rose by 1.6 million cwt,
and although reported rice shipments to the beer industry declined, use
remained about the same. The sharp drop in U.S. rice exports in recent years
may contribute to further expansion in the domestic rice market. This report,
the sole source of detailed information on U.S. domestic rice distribution
patterns for the 1884/85 marketing year, assesses proportional market shares
and trends.

Shipments to the wholesale, retail, and restaurant trade for direct food use
totaled 21.7 million cwt in 1984/85. Milled white rice accounted for ?7
percent of these shipments; parboiled rice accounted for 17 percent. The
Arkansas-Mississippi rice milling area was the major supplier to the direct
food use market. The Texas mill area ranked second,

Package sizes of less than 5 pounds accounted for 28 percent of total U.S.
direct food use distributions, and package sizes of 25 to 100 pounds accounted
for 37 percent. The long-grain rice share of direct food use shipments was 75
percent, medium-grain's was 25 percent, and short-grain's was less than 1
percent.

Breakfast cereal, the largest processed food product made from rice (excluding
beer), accounted for 3.6 million cwt of rice shipped in 1984/85. The
Arkansas-Mississippi rice milling area was the principal source of rice for
cereal manufacturers, accounting for 49 percent of the reported shipments.

The amount of rice used for soups and baby foods was up siightly from 1982/83,
but these ocutlets still accounted for only 1l percent of the processed foods.

Rice mills cooperating in the 1984/85 rice distribution survey reported
shipments to breweries of 7 millien cwt. The Arkansas-Mississippl mill area
ranked first in shipments to beer processors; californiza mills ranked second.




U.S. Rice Distribution
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INTRODUCTION

The sharp decline in U.S. rice exports in recent years has focused new
attention on the domestic rice market, now accounting for about half the rice
market. Producers and the industry are interested in finding new uses and in
expanding traditional domestic outlets for rice.

The detailed data on domestic rice shipments in this study will be helpful in
assessing market shares, changes in market outlets, and trends in distribution
patterns. Such information is useful for economic analysis of the rice
industry and efforts to expand domestic rice consumption.

Data in this study are based on information reported by 34 rice milling and
repackaging firms, which accounted for 95 percent of total 1984/85 U.S. rice
shipments. Since no data are available on their flow patterns, none of the
1.1 million hundredweight (cwt) of rice imported by the United States in
1984/85 is ineluded in this study.

DISTRIBUTION TO MAJOR DOMESTIC OUTLETS
The three principal U.S. outlets for rice are direct food use, processed
foods, and beer. U.S. rice millers and repackagers distributed 33.7 million

cwt of rice to these three major outlets in marketing year 1984/85.

Direct Food Use

In 1984/85, 21.7 million cwt of rice wac shipped to the wholesale, retail, and
restaurant trade for direct food use (tal'ie 1). The proportion of the total
distributed to each outlet was 65, 18, and 17 percent, respectively (table

2). Milled white rice accounted for 77 percent of reported direct food use
shipnents; and parboiled, precooked, and brown rice accounted for 17, 4, and 1
percent, respectively. Other specialty rices, principally aromatic rice,
accounted for less than 1 percent. Of the reported 1984/85 specialty rice
shiprents of 4.9 million cwt, parboiled rice accounted for mearly 74 percent

* The author is an agricultural economist with the National Economics
Division, Economic Research Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture,
Fayetteville, Arkansas.




and precooked for 20 percent (table 3). Reported 1984/85 brown rice shipments
of 270,000 cwt were only about 25 percent of the total domestic brown rice
shipments reported by the Rice Millers' Association (RMA}. The lower survey
number is primarily due to nonresponse to the survey questionnaire and to lack
of information on brown rice mill operations. Long-grain rice accounted for
99 percent of total specialty shipments and all of the parboiled and precooked
rice shipments.

To replace some of the nutritive value lost by removing the bran layer in the
milling process, 79 percent of the direct food uze rice shipments in the

domestic market were treated with thiamin, niacin, and iron enrichments (table
4). WNineteen percent of the reported shipments received riboflavin treatment.

Processed Foods

Breakfast cereals remain the foremost processed food use (excluding beer) of
rice in the United States, accounting for shipments of nearly 3.6 million cwt
in 1984/85 (table 5).1/ Medium-grain rice remains the most important type of
rice used by breakfast cereal manufacturers, Significant quantities of
brokens {second heads, screenings, and brewers) are also used,

Soups and baby foods each accounted for relatively mincr use, but combined
shipments were equivalent to 556,000 cwt in 1984/85. All of the rice used in
soups was long grain. Baby food processors used brokens and rice flour.

When viewed only in terms of quantity shipped to food processors, use of rice
in package mixes appears to be declining, with only 100,000 cwt reported for
1984/85. However, rice millers also directly ship rice package mixes. Millers
were asked what proportion of their 1984/85 direct food use rice shipments
were package mixes. Results show the proportions were equivalent to about
466,500 cwt (table 2). When this quantity is combined with reported ship-
ments to food processors for use in package mixes (table 5), the total was
566,900 cwt.

Shipments of rice for other uses, such as pet foods, haked products, and
candies, accounted for 738,000 cwt (table 5).

Beer Brewing

Beer brewing has recently accounted for about 25 percent of total annual
domestic rice disappearance.2/ Use over the 4 marketing years,
1981/82-1984/85, varied from 9.1 million to 9.6 million cwt.

Rice uced for brewing totaled 9.6 million cwt in 1984/85, according to the
U.S. Department of the Treasury. However, rice millers cooperating in the
1984/85 rice distribution survey reported shipments to breweries of only 7
million cwt. The difference between the two totals is not fully explained by
the fact that some rice millers did not cooperate in the study. The few white
rice millers that did not cooperate in the 1984/85 survey ship mostly to the
expert market, not the beer industry.

1/ Although use of rice in beer is included in table 5 for convenience, it
is treated 2s a separate outlet in this study.

2/ Mcnthly Statistical Release—Beer, Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms, U.S. Department of the Treasury.




Incltuing beginning stocks plus production, the RMA reported 1984/85 supplies
of 11.8 million cwt of brokens. Even if all shipments to both the domestic
and export market had been grade #2 with 4-percent brokens (#2-4%), 3.1
million cwt of brokens would have been used for direct food consumption,
processed foods, and exports. This plus 0.7 wiilion cwt ending stocks would
leave only 8 (11.8 - 3.1 - 0.7) million cwt of brokens available for shipment
to beer brewers. Most of the domestie market rice demand is for #2-4%, but
exports include some shipments with a higher brokens content such as #3-15%
and #5-20%, which would have further reduced the supplies of brokens available
to beer processors. <Consequently, although the reported rice shipments of 7
million cwt (80 percent of which was brokens) to beer processors may at first
appear much toc low, the number may be close to actual shipments. Of course,
use of rice by beer processors is not necessarily exactly equal to mill-
reported shipments,

PER CAPITA CONSUMPTION OF RICE

Rice distribution data help determine changes in per capita direct food use in
the nine major geographic regions of the United States. The regicnal per
capita rice consumption data in table 6, however, are only for direct food use
and do not show total use. These data are based on distribution of rice for
direct food use to States and regions as reported by rice millers. They do
not include Government distributicns, imports (for which no State and regional
destination data are published), or distribution for use by the military, use
in processed foods, and use in brewing beer.

However, total per capita rice consumption and consumption by major ocutlet can
be estimated using data from industry and Government scurces. In 1984/85, the
RMA reported total domestic shipments (excluding territories) of 40.4 milliom
cwt.3/ Rice used in beer brewing accounted for 9.6 million cwt, according to
the Department of the Treasury, leaving a total for direct food use and
processed food use of 30.8 cwt. Using the 1984/85 data from table 1 to make
proportional allocations, one can alleccate 81 percent of the total, or 24.9
miliion ewt, to direct food use and the balance of 5.9 million cwt to
processed foed use. Adding the 1.1 million cwt of rice imported in 1984/85 to
direct food use brings that total to 26 million cwt. Dividing these allocated
totals by the July 1, 1985, population estimate (238.7 million) yields a total
of 17.4 pounds of rice consumed per capita: 10.9 pounds for direct food use,
2.5 pounds for processed foods, and 4 pounds for beer brewing.

The proportion of reported direct food use shipments by rice millers and
repackagers to the major U.S. geographic regions in 1984/85 is shown in tabile
6. The Middle Atlantic regiom ranked first and accounted for 25 percent. The
Pacific, West South Central, and South Atlantic regions ranked second, third,
and fourth, respectively, and combined accounted for almost 55 percent of the
reported shipments for direct food use in 1984/85. The Middle Atlantie, West .
South Central, and Pacific regions had the highest per capita consumption of
rvice for direct food use (table 6). The Middle Atlantic and West South
Central regions ranked first with 14 pounds per capita. However, if most of
the 1.1 million cwt of rice imported into the United States is consumed in the
Pacific region, as customs district import data seem to indicate, per capita
consumption of rice for direct food use in that region would be higher than

14 pounds.

3/ Stai” stical Statement July 1985, Rice Millers! Assoeciation, Arlington, VA.
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DISTRIBUTION OF RICE BY REGION, PACKAGE SIZE, AND TYPE

The Middle Atlantic region received 5.2 million cwt of rice for direct food
use in 1984785, making it the largest outlet for this class of rice (table
7). New York and New Jersey accounted for most of the direct food use vice
shipments to the Middle Atlantic region. Three-fourths of the shipments to
the Middle Atlantic were shipments of long-grain rice, and virtually all of
the remaining shipments were medium-grain rice,

Reported direct food use rice shipments to the Pacifiec region totaled 4.3
million cwt in 1984/85, ranking it second in importance in rice consumption.
California was the most important rice-consuming State in the Pacific region,
accounting for 79 percent of that region's direct food use consumption.
Consumption by rice type in the Pacific region was about evenly divided
between long- and medium-grain rice. However, shipments to Hawall were over
90-percent medium-grain. Over 50 percent of the rice for direct food use in
the Pacifiec region, was in packages of 25 pounds or larger. No other
geographic region has as high a proportion of its rice for direct food use
packaged in this size catepory (25 to 100 pounds).

The West South Central region ranked third in volume of rice consumed for
direct food use in 1984/85. Texas, Arkansas, and Louisiana accounted for 98
percent of the receipts. Long-grain rice, with 83 percent of total receipts,
was the most popular rice for direct food use in the West South Centrcal region.

Of total U.S. direct food use distributions teported for 1984/85, package
sizes of less than 5 pounds accounted for 28 percent (5.8 million cwt) and 25-
to 100-pound sizes accounted for 37 percent (7.6 million cwt) (table 7).
Package sizes of 5 to 9 pounds and those 10 to 24 pounds accounted for 15
percent (3 million cwt) and 13 percent (2.8 million cwt), respectively, of
total direct food use shipments.

Long-grain rice accounted for 75 percent of the total direct food use market
in 1984/85 (table 7). However, six of nine geographic regions had a
long-grain use proportional share above the U.S. average, ranging from 80
percent in the Mountain region to 91 percent in the South Atlantic region.
The Middle Atlantic region ranked first in long-grain receipts, with 3.9
million cwt. Medium-grain captured 25 percent of the total direct food use,
market outlet, and short- grain tock less than 1 percent. The Pacific and
Middle Atlantic regions received the greatest shipments of nedium-grain rice
for direct food use with about 2.2 million cwt for the Pacific. The West
Worth Central and New England regions had the highest short-grain use.

Distributions of specialty rice (parboiled, precooked, and brown) were highest
to the Middle Atlantic, West South Central, and South Atlantic regions, in
that order. These three regions accounted for almost 66 percent of the
reported 1984/85 specialty rice domestic shipments.

RICE SHIPMENTS TO TERRITORLES AND FOR EXTORT

Reported shipments te U.8. territories totaled 3.6 millien ewt {or 1984/85
(table B). Puerto Rico received 92 percent of the shipments, with shart-grain
rice accounting for 59 percent of the total. FPFor all shipments to
territories, long-, medium-, and short-grain shares were 7, 38, and 55
percent, respectively. All veported bulk rice shipments were to Puerto Rico.
Packages of less than 5 pounds composed most of the remainder.
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Twenty-eight firms owning 43 mills reported 1984/85 exports of 37.4 million
cwt (table 9). Rice in 25- to 100-pound bags (mostly 100's) accounted for 64
percent of all shipments, and accounted for 29 percent of bulk shipments,
Long- and medium-grain rice shared 74 percent and 26 percent of the market,
respectively. Short-grain rice cxports were only one-tenth of 1 percent of
reported export shipments in 1984/85.

MILL ORIGIN OF RICE SHIPMENTS

Rice distribution data from firms with rice milling facilities in more than
one State were tabulated as originating from the State where the major volume
was processed. Although only a few firms cperate mills in more than one
State, results of the origin data may be slightly biased since firms with
multi-mill operations do not supply data for each facility separately.

Arkansas-Mississippi 4/

Rice milling firms in the Arkansas-Mississippi area reported distributions of
8.3 million cwt of rice for direct food use in 1984/85 (table 10). The Middle
Atlantic and West South Central regions were the most important direct food
use markets, accounting for 34 and 20 percent, respectively, of that milling
area's direct food use shipments. The South Atlantic and East North Central
regions were also important direct food use mzrkets for the Arkansas—
Mississippi mill area. Eighty-five percent of this mill area's shipments

for direct food use were long-grain. All package size groups were well
represented in the total direct fuod uge rice shipments.

U.S. territories are not an important market for the Arkansas-Mississippi will
area. Only 151,900 cwt of rice was reported as shipped to territories in
1984/85, of which 91 percent was medium-grain (table 11). The shipments were
composed mostly of smaller packages of less than 5 pounds.

About 23 percent of the exports reported by mills cooperating in the 1984/85
survey originated from the Arkansas-Mississippi rice milling area. Ninety-
four percent of the shipments were long-grain (table 9},

The Arkansas-Mississippi mill area was the largest supplier of rice to
breakfast cereal manufacturers in 1984/85, with 1.8 million cwt or almost half
of the total reported shipments of 3.6 million ecwt (table 12). This milling
area was also the largest supplier of rice for brewing beer.

Louisiana-Florida

The Middle Atlantic region, accounting for 3.2 miilion cwt of rice, was the
principal market for direct food use rice shipments from the Louisiana-—
Florida rice milling area in 1984/85 (table 13). Shipments to the reglon were
about evenly split between long- and medium-grain rice packaged wmostly in
sizes of less than 25 pounds. The South Atlantic and West South Central
regions ranked second and third, respectively, in importance as direct food
use rice markets for the Louisiana-Florida mill area in 1984/85. Florida was
the most important outlet in the South Atlantic region, and Louisiana was the
most important outlet in the West South Central region. Long-grain rice

4/ Mississippi mills were included with Arkansas to avoid disclosure of
individual mill operations and markets,




shipwments to California in smaller sized packapges {less than 5 pounds) also
constituted an important market for the Louisiana-Floridas mill area. Because
of freight rate differentizls, the shipments probably came from mills in
Louisiana.

The total Louisiana-Florida mill area shipments of rice for direct food use
were 3.3 million ewt in 1984/85, sharply above the 0.7 million ewt reperied in
1982/83. The change is primarily due to a change in the design of the
computer program used to summarize the 1984/85 rice distribution survey data
and not to a significant change in distributicn patterns. The computer
program allocates 1984/85 rice shinments of a multi-mill firm to the State in
which most of the firm'‘s mill volirme is located. Consequently, in 1982/83
shipments from a Louisiana mill were summarized as a part of the Texas mill
area shipments rather than Louisiana, as in 1984/85.

The Loulsiana-Florida rice milling area reported shipments of 758,000 cwt of
rice to U.8. territeries in 1984/85. This was equal to about 66 percent of
the 1.1 cwt shipped to territaories by all mills in the southern rice growing
States (table 11}. Most of the shipments were medium-grain rice in packages
of less than 5 pounds.

About 14 percent of the total exports reported by rice mills cooperating in
the 1984/85 rice distribution survey originated from Loulsiana-Florida mills.
Seventy-five percent was long-grain and 25 percent was medium-grain (table 3).
Excluding reported distributions to beer brewers, 79 percent (838,000 cwt) of
shipments from the Louisiana-¥lorida rice milling area to protessors was Lo
breakfast cereal manufacturers (table 12). About 646 percent of the shipments
for cereal from the Louisiana area was medium-grain rice, and most of the
balance was brokens.

Texas

Multi-mill firm divestitures of some Texas rice-milling facilities and the
allocation procedures of the computer model used to summarize the rice mill
distribution data dropped reported total shipments of vrice for direct food use
from the Texas mill area by 20 percent, from 7.8 million cwt in 1982/83 to 6.2
million cwt in 1984/85 (table 14). The West South Central region was the most
important outlet for Texas mill area distributions for direct food use, in
1984/85, followed by the Pacific regilon {(especially California). Most of the
shipments to the Pacific region were in package sizes of 25 to 100 pounds, and
56 percent was long-grain rice.

The Texas mill area is not a major supplier of rice to U.S. territories,
accounting for only & percent of the total reported shipments of 3.6 miliion
ewt in 1984/85 {(table 11). Texas' major U.S. territories market was Puerto
Rico, and almost all of the shipments were small packages (less than 5 pounds)
of long-grain rice,

The Texas mill area was the most important supplier of rice to the U.S. rice
export market in 1984/85, with a share of 46 percent of the reported tctal of
37.4 million ewt. O©Of the reported 17.2 million cwt the Texas will area
shipped for export, 90 percent was long-grain rice. Of all of the reported
1884/85 U.S. rice export shipmentis of specialiy rice, Texas area mills
accounted for 6.8 million cwt or 49 percent of the 9.9 million cwt total
(table 15).




The Texas mill area was the largest supplier of rice to soup and baby food
processers and the major source of rice flour shipments. This mill area
ranked third in the rice shipmenits to beer brewers with 1.1 million cwt.

California

The principal direct food use rice market for the California area was the
Pacific region, which accounted for 77 percent of reported shipments in
18684/85. ©f the shipments to this geographic region, California was foremost
with 1.4 million cwt or 66 percent af the total (table 15). The California
mill area ships very few small packages (less than 5 pounds); most of its
shipments are in 25- to 10C-pound bags (64 percent) and 10- to 24-pound bags
(19 percent). California mills reported direct food use rice shipments to atl
geographic regions except the East South Central. Distributions of long-grain
rice were 21 percent of that State's total direct food use shipments in
1984/85, up from 14 percent in 1982/83. However, medium-grain rice still
accounted for 76 percent of the direct food use rice shipments by California
mills in 1984/85.

California rice mills are the major suppliers of rice to Puerto Rico, with 67
percent of that market. Eighty-eight percent of California rice mill
shipments to Puerio Rice were short-grain rice (table 11). A1l wersa bulk
shipments. The California mill area ranked first in export shipments of
redivm-grain rice in 1984/85, and captured 17 percent of all reported U.S,
rice exports.

The California area distributed 32 percent of all rice used by processors,
including shipments to beer brewers (table 12}. California ranked second in
rice shipments to cereal manufacturers and first in shipments for other uses
such as pet foods and candies.




RELATED REPORTS

Here is a list of Government reporTts concerning domestic rice distribution

patterns. The reports are market-year s

Doty, Harry 0., Jr. Patterns of
Rice Distribution in the United
States and Territories, AMS-303.
U.S. Dept. Agr., Agr. Mktg.
Serv., May 1959 (for marketing
years 1955/56 and 1956/57) .

McGrath, Edward J. Domestic
Distribution Patterns for Rice,
ER8-126. U.S. Dept. Apr., Ecoun.
Res. Serv., May 1963 (for
marketing years 1960/61 and
1961/62}.

Riland, J. €. Distribution of
Rice in the United States,
1966/67, ERS-408. U.S. Dept.
Agr., Econ. Res. Serv., April
1969, (for marketing year
1966/67).

Eiland, J. C., and Theo. F.
Moriak. Distribution Patterns
for U.S. Rice, 1969/70, ERS-484.
U.3. Dept. Agr., Econ. Res.
Serv., May 1972 (for marketing
year 1969/70).

giland, J. C., and Theo. F.

Moriak. Market Patterns for U.S.

Rice, 1971/72, ERS-528. U.S.
Dept. Agr., Econ. Res. Serv.,
August 1973 (for marketing year
1971/72}.

Eiland, J. C. U.S. Rice
Distribution Patterns, 1972/73,

ERS-567. U.S. Dept. Agr., Econ.
Res. Serv., November 1974 (for
marketing year 1972/73).

pecific and are in chronclogical order.

Holder, Shelby H., Alberta Smith,
and J., C. Eiland, Distribution
pPatterns for U.S. Rice, 1973/74,
ERS-624. U.S5. Dept. Agr., Econ.
Res. Serv., March 1976 (for
marketing year 1973/74).

Holder, Shelby H., and Alberta
Smith. An Analysis of Rice
Distribution Patterns, AER-413.

U.S. Dept. Agr., Econ., Stat.,, Coop.,

Serv., November 1978 (for marketing
years 1955/56 through 1974/75).

Holder, Shelby H. and David
Martella. U.S. Rice Distribution
Update, SB-640. U.S. Dept. Agr.,
Econ. Res. Serv., July 1980 (for
macketing years 1975/76 and
1978/79).

Holder, Shelby H., and Douglass
Dorland. U.S. Rice Distribution
Patterns, 1980/81, SB-693. U.S.
pept. Agr., Econ. Res Serv.,
October 1982 (for marketing year
1980/81).

Holder, Shelby H. U.S. Rice
Distribution Patterns, 1982/83,
SB-723, U.S. Dept. Agr., Econ.
Res Ser., March 1985 (for
marketing vear 1982/83).




Table 1--Distribution of milled rice to principal domestic outletsl/

Directly : Processed :
for

1936/57 ¢ 1,000 cwt :
: Percent :

1560/61 : 1,000 cwt :
b Percent :

1961/62 ;1,000 ewt
: Percent :

1966/67 : 1,000 cwt
: Percent

1969/70 : 1,000 cwt :
: Percent

1871/72 : 1,000 cwt :
: Percent :

1972/73 ¢ 1,000 cwt
: Percent :

1873774 : 1,000 ewt : 13,181.
: Percent : 60.

1974775 v 1,000 ewt @ 12,604, 2,507.
: Percent : 5%, 11.

1975776 i 1,000 ewt : 12,958. 2,849.
: Percent : 63. 13,

1978/79 : 1,000 cwt @ 15,221, 3,717.
: Fercent 56. 13.

1480/81 s 1,000 cwt : 18,789, 4,490,
! Percent 60, 14,

1982/83 : 1,000 cwt @ 19,173.3 3,342,
: Percent 60.6 10.

1984/85 : 1,000 cwt : 21,664.44/ 4,971.
: Percent .3 14,

1/ Excludes shipments to territories.

2/ Marketing vear beginning August 1.

3/ Includes Government distribution to schools, institutiong, welfare
agencies, and purchages for U.S. military mess halls and for overseas
commissary resales.

4/ Includes 466,550 cwt of rice shipped directly by rice milling firmg as
packaged rice,

5/ See discussion of this number on pages 2-3.

6/ Deoes not include rice imports.




Table 2--Miscellaneous rice distribution activities of U.S. vice mills, 1984/85

: Purchases: : : : Another
:from other: Whole- : Retail : Institu-: brand +  Package
: tional : mname2/

Arkansas- :

Mississippi : 1,210.3 1,161.9 993, 5,287.5 1,173.9 1,599.2
Louisidna- :

Florida : 751.4 512.8 3,816. 1,896.4 1,182.5 261.9
Texas 2,489.1 1,992.2 1,532. 4,299.7 641.6 886.6

Total South : 4,450.8 3,666.9 6,342, 11,483.6 2,9%8.0 2,757.1

California : 705.9 985.1 645.7 1,440.8 5859.0 706.1
U.8. total : 5,156.7 4,652.0 6,988.3 12,924.4 3,587.0 3,463.8

1/ Sniprents te wholesale, retail, and institutional outlets directly from mills.
2/ Shipments labeled under another firm's brand name.

Table 3--Domestic shipments of specialty rice by
millers and repackagers, 1384/B51/

Parboiled
Precooked
Brown
Other2/

1/ HMarketing year beginning August 1.
2/ Principally avomatic rice,
3/ Includes specialty rice shipped to territories.




Table 4——Domestic milled rice shipments treated
with enrichments and additives, 1984/851/

Proportion of
shipments treated

1,000 ewt Percent

Total shipments2/ : 21,021.3

Vitamin enriched:3/ :

Powder : 12,947,
Rinse resistant premix : 3,623,
Total : 16,570.

Other vitamins added:4/ :
Riboflavin : 4,027.
Yitamin D : 237.
Calcium : 912.

Additives:
Talc—coatedS/

—~ + Not appliecable.

1/ Marketing year beginning August 1,

2/ Total domestic willed rice shipments for direct food use excluding U.S.
territories,

3/ Enriched rice has thiamin, niacin, and iron added.

4/ Rice recelving other vitamins might alsc have been enriched; therefore,
total percentage is greater than 100.

3/ A coating that gives rice a polished appearance.




Table 5-—-Rice distributed to U.S. food processors
by type of rice and product, 1984/851/

af product2/ :
——— : : Percent-
Package : : : Total3/ :  age of

Long-grain
Medium-grain : 2,085,
Short-grain : 81.

Total head rice : 2,640.

Broken : 923,
Brewers : 0
Mill run : 0
Rice flour : 13.
Other : 0

Totala/ : 3,576.

Percent

—— = Not applicable.

1/ Marketing year beginning August 1.

2/ Based on main product produced.

3/ Totals do not include purchases from Commodity Credit Corporation or imports but do include shipments
by repackagers.

4/ Totals may not add due to rounding.




Table 6—Proportion of direct food use rice distributed
to major U.S. regions, 1984 /851/

Region2/ : Proportion of total : Amount per capita

Percent Rank Pounds Rank

New Englandg : 3.
Middle Atlantic : 25,
E. N. Central : 7.
W. W. Central : 4,
8. Atlantic : 15.
E. 8. Central : 2.
W. 8. Central : 18.
Hountain : 2.
Pacifie : 21.

=
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r

U.S. total3ds  : 100.

o

—— = Not applicable.

1/ Marketing year beginning August 1.

2/ Includes only distributions for direct food use. Exeludes Government
distributions, military use, and imports since region and State destinations
are not available.

3/ Total may not add due to rounding.




Table 7--Distributlion of milled rice for direct food use, by State, region,
package size, and type, 1984/851/

Package size : : H Typa ;
t H Per- It e e e m e — s = m H Spe
Destination : : : : : : Total2/ : centage : : H : eialty
: : ofF U.5. @ Long-  Medium-: short- : rleeld/
pounds : pounds : pounds : : : total : grain grain : grain
1,000
Percent - cwh
Maine
New Hampshire
Vermont :
Massachusetts o 11%,
Rhode Island : g,
Connecticut B 73.
dew England 231,

W
il. . 5
3. 3
5. 7
16. - 115.
1z, 6.
21. 8.
156. ! 197.

- N0y WO D
[F= Y- R S A

17.
35.

7.
24,

417.
235.
281,

Hew York : 468,
New Jersey T 446,
Pennsylvania T 338,
#iddle Atlantie:1,253,

w W
Wi O
M Wt
MOB

Ohio : 148,
Indiana : 51.
Illinois ¢ 281,
Michigan : 168,
Wisconsin H 69,

E.¥, Central y 720,

iz2.
6.
14.
8.
25,
13.

19,

48,

W uwx n Ln Lo
w oo ooiWw
S O N e
o W ey B Th
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17.

7.
45,
61.
74.

3.
13.

Minnesota H 42,
Towa H 45,
Migsouri 213,
North Dakota : 5.
South Dakota : N
ttebraska : i7.
Kansas : 31.
W.N. Central

84,
10.
94,
27.
22,
10.
51.
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In D b Lo
.
- D00 D WO W
S w0 D m
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00 WO R R E
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)

6.
217.

e
Ln
F=J
[+33
*
o

2.
7.

Delaware : 3.
Haryland : 8&.
District of :
Columbia : 2. . 4.5
Virginia : 58. 1z. 8.3 77. . 224.
West Virginia : 13, . .8 . 15.
Worth Carolina @ 212. 41. 21.2 g2, 357.
o
]
4

L]
oo

[
o
=
o
a
o

25.

fod
-

55. 63. 9.
50.

4.
85.
143.

62.

South Carclina @ 232, 80, 65, 161. 539.

Georgia : 135, 28. 12, 78. 254.
Florida 1 326, 332. 423, 278. 133.7 1,4%4. 425.
S. Atlantie 11,072, 521. 565.5 813. 201.9 3,174. 865.3

See footnotes at end of table. Continued
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Table 7--Distribution of milled rice for direct food use, by State, region,
package size, and type, 1984/851/ - Continued

TotalZ/ : centage :

Medium- : Short-

Kentucky : . .

Tennessee H . . . . . . . . 7.

Alabama : . . . . . . . 10,

Mississippi : . . . . . . . 15.
E.S. Central : . . . . . . . - 10.

e B e Y~

Arkansas : . . . . . . . 21.
Louisiana : . . . . . . , 23,
Oklahoma H . . . . . . . 16,
Texas : . . . . . . . . Q.
W.5. Central : . . . . . . . iv.

[ e~ L)
W WO

Uontana
Idahe
HWyoming
Colorade
New Mexico
Arizona
Htah
Revada
Mountain

15,
39.
0.
10.
20.
22

7.

4,
19.

3.
2.

N
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35.

8.
21.
1z2.
14.
97.

4. 24.0
15.3

204.7
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30.

[

15. . 142.5
10. ) 86.6
421, . 2,063.8
4. ) 17.9 &
61. . 217.0 0
513, ) 2,527.8  147.

50.
46,
43,

Washington : 19.
Oregon : 20.
California :

Alaska : 1.
Hawaii : &,
Pacific 550,

26.
18.

3.
6.

93. .
.3 393.

49,

[ T S R T
DD owm
R o B TR
L N ~]

U.5. totald/ : 5,765.0 3,010. . 7,599.6 1,444. . .6 24.8 .6 4,180.3
1/ Marketing year beginning August 1.
2/ Excludes shipwents to territories and also Government distribution to States and militacy use becausn State destination data
are not available. Shipments by vepackagers are included.
3/ Includes parboiled, precooked, and brown rice. Specialty rice is inciuded in total by package size and in proportion by type.
4/ Totals way not add due to rounding.



http:Washingt.on

Destination

Guam

Puerto Rico
Samoa

Vvirgin Island
Wake

Trust Tecrritory

_Distribution of milled rice for direct food use to U.8, Terrvitories,

package size, and type, 1L984/851/

Table B-

Type

Package size
R Spe-
cialkby

riced/s

Per-
centage :
of U.S. Long-

total grain

25 to
100
pounds :

3
9
pounds

to

10 to
24
pounds

Under Total2/
5

pounds

Shork-
graxn

Hed lum-
grain

1,000
cwk

1,000 cwht -

a5,
i3,

100.
0
0
93.

. 138.
35. .
.

o

o]
3.
0
1

050.4

50.

Territery totald/ :

1,

1/ Marketing year beginning August 1.

2/ Excludes Government shipments put includes repackagers.

3/ Includes parboiled, precocked, and brewn rice.
4/ Potals may nut add due to rounding.

Table 9- U.5.

Package size

Under

5

te

Destination 10 to

Specialty

25 to

rice is ineluded in package size and proporticn by type.

exports by puchspe size and type, 19847851/

TYPE

Fer-
cenktage

Spe-

Total2/ cialty

Short-
grain

Hed ium-
gratn

5
pounds

g :
pounds

23
pounds

pRals]
pounds

of 1.8,
total

Leong-
grain

ciceld/s

1,000
cwb

1,000 ewt

ma L W

Percent -

Arkansas
Mississippl
Louisiana-
Florida
Texas

a4.1 5.9 6,992. 1,466.6

14.
45,

114.8
132.1

B3.0
1,171.9

2,964,
11,265.

2,137.
3,551,

5,400,
17,158,

1,648.4
6,780.8

Total Soubh 291.0 1,260.7 21,221, F,224. 31,180, 83. 9,895.8

califernia 1.3 N 1.8 2,647.4 3,556.8 6,207.9 16.6 95.6 A o

o

u.
1/ Marketing year beginning August 1
2/ Excludes Government distribution to States and
to territories but includes repackagers.
3/ Includes parboiled, precooked, and brown rice.
A/ Totals may not add due to rounding.

3.

totald/

1,183.0 291.7 1,262.5

23,869.3 10,781.

5

37,388,

1 100.

.9 W1

9,895.8

25

militacy use because State destination data are nobt available. Also excludes shipments

Specialty rice is included in proportion by type.
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Destination

Haine

New Hampshire
Vermont

Hassachusetts
Rhode Island
Gonnecticut
MNew England

Hew York
Kew Jersey
Pennsylvania

Middle Atlantic

ohio

Indiana
Illinois
Michigan
Wisconsin

E. N. Centeal

Minnesota

Tows

Missouri
North Dakota
Nebraska
Kansas

W. H. Central

Maryland
District of
Columbia
Virginia
West Virginia
Nerth Carolina
South Cavolina
Georgia
Florida

§. Atlantic

See footnotes at end of table.

Table 10- Pistribution of rice by Arkansas-Mississippi mille for direckt food use,
by State, region, package size, and type, 1984/851/

Under

5
: pounds

8.
4.
5.
2.

[

27.4
93.8
207.¢9

5 to
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pounds

—
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541,

14,
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25.
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Package size
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i
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20D o 0o D

133.7
19¢9.9

10 to 25 to
24 100
pounds : pounds :
- = = 1,000 ewt

4.4 G.2

o] o
0 20.0
25.3 155.3
4 3.0
7.7 1.4
37.9 179.8
283.0 607 .1
449,17 1062.6
14.8 87.4
747.6 797.1
11.1 $3.8
3.1 7.6
B83.0 191.6
7.4 70.2
6.1 13.3
110.7¢ 376.5
5.5 50.5
1.9 £§.9
64.3 40.7
L2 5.1
1.6 5.8
23.1 33.3
96.5 142 .4
25.3 40.3
3.2 31.8
3.4 44,0
.3 .1
9.2 58.6
15.6 79.6
8.8 39.2
184.2 139.7
249.8 8

433,

r

Total2/

244,

27,
313,

00 P O = L D

1,299,
1,388,

140,
2,827.

Do W b

156.
32.
541,
123,
£6.
916.

~ P W LA

70.
16,
V9.

11,
67.
552.

m
D U R B

7i.

—d

35.
123.
4.
116,
153,
86.
742,
1,335.7

B s =2 B LNt Ln

Far-

centage ¢

of U.S.
total
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100.
Sl.
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B6.
98.
a7.
87.
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993,
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a8,
83,
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94,
91.
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Percent - -

Medium-:
grain :

25.7

L]

0

8.
14,
34,
10.

L LA B

10,
24

7.
16.

W=D

14.
10,
13.

1.
13.
1z.

O o o

1.
1.
57.
1.
1.
14.
41,

[
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8.

Short-
grain
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1,000
ewt
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Continued-
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Table 10-.Distribution of rice by Arkansas-Mississippi mills for direct food use,
by State, region, package size, and type, 19847851/ -- Continued

et i kbl ekt : 1 Per- e e T e H Spe-
Destination : Under : 5 to : 10 to : 25 to : Total2/ : centage : H : 1 ecialty
: 5 : 9 : 24 : 100 : Bulk : : of U.8, : Long- : Mediom-: Short- : riceld/

: pounds : pounds : pounds : pounds : : : total : grain grain : grain

1,000

——————————— 1,000 ewt - = - = = = = — = = ~ — — = — — - - Percent - - - - - ~ ewkt
Kentucky H 5.6 1.1 0.7 4.5 0 11.8% 0.1 80.2 9.8 0 1.0
Tennessee : 14.0 1.2 2.2 1.1 i1.1 29.%6 ] 8e.1 10.6 .3 2.2
Alahama : 25.5 10.8 3.3 8.3 +] 48.0 .8 92.7 7.3 Q 2.2
Misgsissippi : 33.9 6.6 3.3 2.9 0 46.7 .6 85.6 14.4 [¢] 5.5
E. 5. Central 79.1 19.7 9.5 16.8 11.1 136.2 1.6 86.3 10.7 1 1¢.9
Arkansas H 21.6 3.9 6.0 426.7 383.5 841.7 10.1 70.3 29.7 0 102.8
Louisiana : 2i.2 82.1 24,2 352.1 8.3 487 .9 5.9 95.6 4.4 4] 10.6
Oklahoma : 2.6 2.6 5.2 17.4 2.0 36.7 b 84,7 5.3 4] 2.9
Texas : 50.2 13.0 1.7 24.1 167.7 256.8 3.1 99,0 1.0 0 24.0
W. 8. Central : 102.5 101.6 37.2 820.3 561.4 1,623.0 19.5 83.C 17.0 0 141.3
Colorado H 31.3 3.8 2.9 1%.9 11.6 68.8 .8 91.5 8.5 0 1.4
New Mexico : 2.3 4] 7 4.8 0 7.7 .1 100.¢ 4] 4] &
Arizona : 5.7 .1 2 1.4 Q 7.4 .1 ¢¢9.0 ] o 1.3
utah : 1.6 .1 2.6 7.% 4] 12.3 .1 100.0 0 G 3.5

Hevada : 5.9 0 1 .6 4] 6.8 .1 100.0 ¢ G ¢l
Mountain H 51.9 4.1 5.7 36.1 i1.6 109.3 1.3 94,2 5.8 ] 6.8
Washington : 3.7 0 o 12.5 1.8 18.1 .2 97.9 z.1 ¢] 1.8
Oregon : 4.0 0 1.2 5.8 ] 11.1 .1 100.0 4] ¢} 5.9
Ccalifornia : 109.7 4E 4 £7.2 232.3 1.4 473.9 5.7 9%.6 .2 L2 68.9
Pacific v 117.4 45.4 £8.4 250.6 21.3 503.1 §.0 2¢.5 .3 .2 76.4
U.8. totals/s : 1,499%.9 1,310.5 1,363.3 3,053.5 1,094.3 8,321.6 100.0 B4.6 15.1 .3 795.6

1/ Marketing year beginning August 1.
2/ Excludes Government distribution to States and militacy use because State data are not available. Also excludes shiprents
territories but includes repackagers. Hay include rice reported by a mill that has a facility in another State.

3/ Includes parboiled, precocked, and brown rice. Specialty rice is included in total by package size and proportion by Lype.

4/ Totals may not add due to rounding.
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Table 11--Rice distributed to U.S. Territories, by mill ares,
by package size, and type, 1584/851/

Package size : : : Type
e e e e e e e e —— v e ] :  Per- T e e e e e e o ] Spe-
Destination dUnder : 5 to : 10 to : 25 to : : Total2/ : centage t cialty
: 5 : 9 : 24 : 100 ¢ Bulk : :ef U.S. ¢ Long- : Medium-: Short-: riced/
: pounds: pounds: pounds : pounds : : i total : grain grain : grain :
1,000
—————————— - 1,000 cwt - -~ — - - - — - - == - - - Percent - - - - - - cwt
Arkansas-
Mississippi: :
Fuerkto Rieo : 146.2 1.7 o 3.9 o 151.9 4.2 8.7 91.3 o 6.8
Louisiana-
Florida: :
Puerto Rico : 751.9 0 0 ] [+ 752.8 20.8 4.0 96.0 0 0
Virgin Island : 2.7 1.7 .6 0 4] 5.0 .1 100.0 4] o] ]
Territory total i 1545 1.7 .6 .9 o] i57.8 20.9 4.7 95.3 0 4
Texas: :
Puerto Rico r l46.9 33.4 1.6 4.8 o} 186.6 5.2 48.8 1.2 a 19.13
Virgin Island : 2.8 2.0 9.2 .2 o] 14.2 4 100.0 Q 0 l4.2
Trust Territory ! 0 1 13.8 11.4 0 25,2 .7 ¢ 100.0 0 0
Térritory total ;o 1l4g.7 35.4 24.6 16 .4 0 226.0 6.2 87.8 12.2 Q 33.4
Total South: :
Puerto Rice :1,045.0 35.1 1.8 3.6 a 1,091.3 30.1 20.¢9 i9.1 #] 26.0
Virgin Island H 5.4 3.7 9.8 .2 0 19.2 .5 100.0 o g 14.6
Trust Territory : 0 L1 13.8 11.4 2 25.2 -7 0 100.0 aQ o
Territory total 11,0504 38.9 25,2 21.2 0 1,135.8 1.4 21.8 78.2 0 40.86
Califernia:
Guam O 10.5 17.8 138.8 a0 167.1 4.6 4.1 95.9 a 0
Puerto Rico o ] 2 o 2,253.3 2,253.3 62.2 [4] 12.1 871.9 o
Samoa o] a 4] 7.1 o 7.1 .2 Q 100.0 0 0
Trust Territory 0 1.0 15.7 41.8 0 58.4 1.6 °.2 90.8 G Q
Territocy total o 11.5 33.4 187.8 2,253.3 2,486.0 68.6 .5 19.8 79.7 [}
U.5. total: :
Guam ' 4] 10.5 17.8 138.8 ] 167.1 4.8 4.1 95.9 0 0
Puerto Rico :1,045.0 35.1 1.6 9.8 2,253.3 3.344.5 52.3 6.8 33.9 59.2 26.0
Samoa : 0 0 4] 7.1 G 7.1 .2 0 100.0 0 0
Virgin Island : 5.4 3.7 3.8 .2 Qg 19.2 .3 140.0 o] Q 14.6
Trust Territory H 0 1.0 29.5 53.2 Q B83.7 2.3 6.4 93.6 0 0
Tervitory total4s :1,050.4 S50.4 58.7 209.0 2,253.3 3,621.7 100.0 7.2 38.1 54.7% 40.6

1/ Marketing year beginning August 1.

2/ Excludes Government shipments but ineludes repackagers.

3/ Includes parboiled, precooked, and brown rice. Specialty rice is included in total by package size and proportion by type.
4/ Totals may not add due to rounding.
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Table 12—-Rice distributed teo processors from specified mill areas,
by type and product, 19847851/

Type and e e e e e - - —— :
class of rice : : H : : H H : Percent-
Cereal : Soup .  Baby :+  Package @ Beer ;. Other ; Total3d/s - age of
H food : mix H : : : total
——————————————— 1,000 ewt ~ -~ — — = = - =~ =~~~ - =~ Percent
Long grain:
Arkansas- ;

Mississippi : 451.3 57.9 0 19.2 G 179.0 707.4 5.9
Louisiana H 2L.4 1] o 81.0 64.0 a 166.4 1.4
Texas : .1 182.7¢ 0 .1 117.¢ 81.3 3gl.1 3.2

Total South : 412.7 240.6 Q 166.3 181.90 260.3 1,254.9 10.4
California : o 0 0 0 [+ o .1 0

U.8, total H 472.8 . 240.6 0 100.4 181.0 260.3 1,254.9 10.5
Medium grain:
Arkansas- :

Mississippil : 1,280.8 Q +] 0 298.0 0 1,578.8 13.1
Louisiana : 569.7 0 0 0 68.0 Q 637.7 5.3
Texas : o 0 0 G 325.4 0 325.4 2.7

Total South : 1,850.5 0 0 4] 691.4 0 2,541.9 Z21.2
talifornia H 235.5 o] 4] o 421.1 o] £56.6 5.5

U.5. total : 2,086.0 4] 1] 0 1,112.5 0 3,198.5 26.6
Short grain:
Arkansas-

Mississippi : 0 0 4] 4] 0 0 4] 0
Louisiana : .1 0 0 0 4] 0 .1 4]
Texas A 0 0 o] 0 Q A 0

Total South : .9 0 o o G 0 .5 aQ
california : 80.8 4] 4] 0 o} 45,0 125.8 1.0

U.8. total H 81.4 0 Qg a 4] 45.0 126 .4 1.1
Broken:

Arkansas- :

Migsissippi H 23.0 0 0 4] 2,625.0 64.4 2,712.13 22.6
Louigiana : 246 .6 +] 143.0 0 171.6 4] 561.2 4,7
Texas H 0 1] 0 0 £31.1 3zl 664,2 5.5

Total South H 269.6 ¢ 143.0 7] 3,427.%6 97.5 3,937.7 32.8
california : 653.9 Q 6.4 3] 2,208.9 250.& 3,120.0 26.0

U.8. total : 923.5 0 149.4 ¢} 5,636.5 348.3 7,057.7 58.8



Table 12- Rice distributed to processors from specified mill areas,
by type and produckt, 1984/851/ - - Conkinued

: Type of product2/
Type and : S o - S e e :
class of rice H ; : ; ; : : i Percent-
Cersal : Soup :  Haby :  Package ! : Other : Totalls age of
H food : i ; ; H ; total

Percent

Brewers:
Avkansas
Mississippl
Louisiana
Texas
Total Soutbh
Galifornia
U.8, total

Rice flour:
Arkansas
Mississippi
Loulsiana
Texas
Total South
California
U.S. total

Olher:

Arkansas
Miszsissippi

Louisiana

Texas

Tolal South

California
u.s. total

Tatal all types:
Arkansas- :

Migsissippi : 1,755, 57. 0 . 2,923, 243,
Louvisiana : 837. Q 143. . 417, .
Taxas : 13. 182. 166. . 1,073, 127.

Total South T 2,606, 240. Q9. . 4,408, a4,
Califernia : 9r0. 0 6. 2,630, 296,

U.S. totala/ 1 3,576, 240. 315. . 7,038, 137,

1/ Marketing year bepinning flugust 1.
2/ Based on main product preduced.

3/ Tolals do not include imports but do include shipmenls by repackagers.
4/ Totals may not add due to rounding.




Table 13- -Distribution of rice by Louisiana-Florida mills for direct food use,
by State, region, package size, and type, 19B4/851/

Package size H H H Type

[p— e hmmmm e — s m e —— - o=} H Bap-. P- m- s mmmas o ——mammm e —m e a=—- S Spa-

Deskination : Under Ste : 10 k0 : 25 Lo : Total2/ : cenlage : : : : ecialty

: 5 ; 9 : 24 H 100 : Bulk : : of U.S., : Long- : Medium-: Short- i rieceld/

: pounds : pounds : pounds : pounds : : : total : grain grain : grain
1,000
—————————— - 1,000 ewt - - - - - - - — = - - = = - =« - - Parcent - - - - - - ewt
Haine H 2.3 1.0 ¢ 4] 4] 3.3 G.1 60.0 40.0 4] 0.4
Vermont H 3.9 1.4 Q o ¢ 5.2 .2 64.1 35.9 4] 7
Hassachusetbis H £3.3 5.1 1.5 o] 4] 50.3 1.5 59.0 41,0 4] 6.2
Rhode Island : 2.9 1.1 o] 4] o] 4.0 L1 63,2 36.8 4 .5
Connacticut : 33.4 11.7 Q 4] o 45.1 1.4 61.0 39.0 o] 5.6
Wew England : 86.5 2G.8 1.9 4] ¢ 109.2 3.3 60.3 33.7 O 13.6
¥ew York r 204.4 140.3 63.5 3.5 o 411.7 12.5 91.3 8.7 3] 48.2
Wew Jersay P B3 R | 82,2 174.9 133.0 4] 622.6 18.8 29.5 10.5 ¢ 21.3
Pennsylvania o 110.4 14.5 2.4 .1 4] 127.4 3.9 I7.¢ 23.0 4] 15.8

Hiddle :

Atlanlic r 446 6 337.7 240.8 136.6 ¢ 1,161.7 35.1 56.6 53.4 4] 85.3
ohio H 21.8 4.9 3.5 3.5 4] 43.8 1.3 58.0 42.0 [¢] 5.4
fndiana ! 1.4 .3 W1 o 4] 1.7 .1 63.0 356.9 .1 .2
Illinoks H 27.5 8.4 2.3 0 ¢} 38.2 1.2 83.0 17.0 0 4.8
Hichipan H 43.1 5.9 [+ o +] 4%.0 1.5 83.0 .o 3] £.1
Wisconsin H 5.6 z.1 1.1 0 0 8.8 .3 74.0 26.0 0 1.1
E. . Central 99,4 31.5 7.1 1.8 3] 141.6 4.3 67.5 32.5 o] 17.6
Hinnoesoka : 6.1 2.5 3 o] o 8.9 .3 91.0 3.0 o .6
lowa : 10.3 4] i Q ] 10.6 L3 89.0 31.Q 4] 1.3
Missourl H 4.2 2.2 1.6 4] 0 8.0 .2 497.0 3.0 4] 1.0
Nebhraska H 6.0 b o] LG 3] 6.8 .2 3.0 7.0 o] .9
Kansas H 7.0 o aQ o Q .0 .2 V4,0 26.0Q o .9
W. N. Centeal 34.0 5.3 2.3 4 4] 42.0 1.3 83.6 16.4 Q 4.7
Maryland H 34.1 8.9 o] Q 3] 43.0 1.3 63.0 37.0 4] 5.3
Virginia : 6.3 1.7 0 [¢] 0 B.0 .2 63.1 36.9 0 1.0
West Virginia H 1.7 0 4] o] ¢} 1.7 .1 65.0 35.0 ] .2
Horth Carolina 51.4 i7.6 W .7 4] 70.4 2.1 £€8.0 32.0 ¢ 8.7
South Carcliina @ al.l 1.2 6.9 3.9 4] 99.1 3.0 67.9 .1 g 12.2
Georgla H 65.9 12.3 .8 [+ 4] 79.0 2.4 7.5 20.5 ¢} 9.6
Flgrida 1 104.0 05,0 184.4 37.4 ¢ 430.7 13.0 97.9 2.1 4] 34.5
. atlaniic o 231.3 166.8 192.7 42.0 o] 732.¢9 22.2 86.4 13.6 o] 71.8
Kenlucky : 1.6 o 0 Q 1] 2.0 .1 65.0 35.0 5} .3
Tennessos : 6.7 3.6 3.6 Q 4] 14.0 & 55.0 41.¢ .1 1.8
Alabama : 32.9 2.9 & 4] 16.2 52.4 1.6 68.6 31.4 ] 4.5
Mississippi : 24.6 2.8 .3 .3 4] 28.0 B €3.0 3.0 ] 3.5
E. 8. Central : 65.9 9.7 4.3 .3 16.2 96 .4 2.5 4 & 4] 10.0

1
'
1
r
1

Sec footnotes at end of Lable. Continued-



Table 13--Distribution of rice by Louisiana-Florida mills for direct food use,
by State, region, package size, and tyre, 1984/851/ -- Continued

£e

: Package size : : ! Type :
e T e e e e e : : Per- e e e e 1 Spe-
Destination : Under S5te @ 10te : 25 to : : Total2/ : centage : : : ¢ clalty
: 5 : 9 : 24 : 106G : Bulk : i of U.S. : Long- : Medium—: Short- : ricel/
: pounds : pounds ! pounds : pounds : : : total : grain : grain : grain
: 1,000
e 1,000 ewt - - - - - - - - - - ____._._ Percent - - - - - - ewt
Arkansas 6.9 .1 56.0 40.9 G.9
Louisiana 151.0 100.5 55.1 44,9 34.4
Oklahoma 3.8 +] 41.2 58.5 .6
Texas 35.9 3g.0 75.0 25.0 9.2
W. 8. Central $7.6 138.6 59.2 40.8 45.0
Kentucky 1.6 0 65.0 35.0 .3
Tennessee 6.7 Q 58.0 41.4 1.8
Alahbama 32.9 0 68.6 31.4 4.5
Mississippi 24 .6 .3 63.0 37.0 3.5
E. 8. Central 65.9 ) 16. 65.4 34.6 10.0
Hentana 1.0 .6 0 75.0 25,0 .3
Idaho 5.0 o 0 80.0 20.0 .6
Coleorado 5.7 2.8 o 50.0 39.9 1.5
New Mexico 2.4 0 0 59.3 40.7 0 .3
Arizona 18.2 1.9 0 76.0 23.9 0 3.2
Nevada 2.7 0 o 8G.0 20.0 g .3
Mountain 35.5 5.5 0 72.1 27.8 0 6.3
Cregon 5.1 .7 o .2 91.3 8.7 0 1.1
California 212.8 47.4 0 85.8 4.2 0 40.6
Hawaii 1.3 .8 o 100.0 0 o .5
Pacific 220.3 48.9% 0 55.8 4.2 0 42,2
U.S5. totalds :1,517.1 BB2 .6 513.7 376.0 16.2 3,305.7 100.0 59.8 30.2 o 296.5

1/ Marketing year beginning August 1.

2/ Excludes Government distribution teo States and military use because State destination data are not available. Also excludes
shipments to territories but includes repackagers. May include rice reported by a mill that has a facility in another State.

3/ Includes parboiled, precocked, and brown rice. Specialty rice is ineluded in total by package size and proportion by type.

4/ Totals may not add due to rounding.




Table 14- Distribution of rice by Texas mills for dirvect food use,
by State, reglon, package size, and type, 1984/851/

we

: Package size : Type
e e e e m e me e as m i mmm—— = m o e o mn Lm s H Fer- e A m—————— e ———— e Spe-
Destination : Under S to 10 to 25 to Total2/ : centage : : : cialty
5 9 24 100 Bulk : of 4,8, Long- Hedium-: Short- ricel/
pounds pounds pounds pounds : total zrain grain : grain
1,000
—————————— 1,000 ewk - - -~ - - = - — - - = = — ~ - Pereent - - - - - - ewl
Maine 5.2 0.6 0.3 1.3 ¢] 7.3 0.1 99.8 0.2 o 5.2
Hew Hampshire 4.7 4 A 1.2 [ 6.6 A 59.4 .6 0 2.8
Vermont 6.4 .6 1.0 1.0 0 g.0 .1 100.0 0 o 7.1
Massachusetis 45.9 15.5 22.6 59.8 3.2 146.9 2.4 71.4 22.3 A 81.5
rRhode Island 5.5 .G .5 3.2 0 10.2 .2 97.2 2.8 0 6.1
Connecticut 25.0 11.9 6.7 8.4 o 56.0 .9 9.9 .1 o] 47.1
New England 96.6 29.9 31.4 74.9 3.2 236.0 3.8 85.7 14.0 .2 149.7
New York : 157.4 719.2 72.0 118.9% 1.9 429 . 4 6.9 54.3 5.7 Q 308.8
tiew Jersey B87.9 31,2 28.3 38,7 62.0 248.1 4.0 87.6 12.3 Q 157.3
Penusylvania 204.1 iz.9 6.4 68.4 4] 291.8 4.7 98.9 1.1 ¢] 228.0
Hiddle
Atlantice 4494 123.3 106.7 225.9 63.9 969.3 15.86 94.0 6.0 0 6§94.0
Ohio 85.0 4,2 3.0 42.5 o 134.8 2.2 99.7 .3 ¢ 102.2
Indiana 30.0 .G .8 11.9 o 43.8 .7 97.6 2.3 0 21.6
Iilineis H 76.3 3.0 3.3 87.0 0 166.7 2.7 93.% 6.0 .3 101.3
Hichigan 8i.z2 2.3 2.4 52.3 0 138.1 2.2 95.1 4.9 0 89.2
Wisconsin 28.0 1.5 .4 13.3 o 43.3 T 91.6 8.4 ¢ 20.4
E. H. Central 300.6 12.0 10.1 207.1 o 529.7 8.5 85.7 4.2 .1 334.7
Minnesota 26.6 1.3 .5 12,2 0 40.7 .7 97.7 2.3 0 26.1
lowa 27.6 .1 .5 4.0 ¢l 32.1 .5 97.4 2.8 0 25.3
Hissouri 23.3 3.5 1.1 53.5 15.8 7.3 1.6 56.6 3.4 ] 22.9
North Dakota 3.4 .1 .1 .7 G 4.2 .1 100.0 0 0 3.2
South Dakota 2.5 4] 4] .8 0 3.2 W1 100.0 0 o 1.3
Nebraska 8.3 .5 .5 3.9 0 13.2 2 96,6 3.4 4] 7.0
¥ansas : 14.4 .2 .8 17.1 0 32.8 .5 97.8 2.2 0 13.0
W. B. Central 106.3 5.7 3.5 92.0 15.8 223.4 3.6 97.2 2.8 ] 98.%
Delaware 2.1 .1 .2 1. o 3.7 .1 100.0 o o 1.
Maryland 47.2 14,0 3.9 35.5 0 100.6 1.6 95.8 4.2 ¢] 75.2
District of
Columbia i.8 1.0 i.2 21.7 o] 25.7 N 100.0 0 0 .7
Virginia 43.7 8.5 3.9 24.2 1.9 az2.2 1.3 g89.5 .5 0 47.0
West Virginia 8.0 .1 .3 .7 o 4.1 .1 99.7 .3 ¢ 3.8
¥orth Carolina 126.0 10.8 1.4 23.0 0 17:.2 2.7 99.5 .5 o 68.4
South Carolina 132.9 33.5 42.1 7.1 g 285.6 4.6 9%.6 -4 0 58.9
see footnotes at end of table. Continued--
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Table 1l4--Distribution of rice by Texas mills for direct food use,
by State, region, package size, and type, 1984/851/ -- Gontinued

: Package size : : : Type :
I e e H : [=3 e :  Spe-
Destination : Under : 5 to i 10 0 1 25 to : 1 Total2/ : centage: H : : cialty
H 5 : S H 24 H 100 : Bulk H t of U.S.: Long- : Hedium-: Short- : ricel/
: pounds : pounds : pounds : pounds : H : total : grain : grain : grain
: 1,000
e 1,006 ewk - - - - = - - =~ - - _ . . - Percent - - - - -~ cwWi
Geaorgia : 42.2 4.8 3.9 36.9 0 86.9 1.4 9f. 4 1.6 ] 44,6
Florida : 128.3 33.6 54.7 74.9 0 261.6 4,7 87.1 2.2 .8 230.6
S. Atlantice 1 532.3 106.3 120.7 295. 4 1.9 1,056.6 17. 98.4 1.4 .2 540.0
Kentucky H 15.4 3 1.0 4,2 o 20.9 .3 99,4 .6 0 13.2
Tennessee : 471.9 1.1 2.4 10.4 5.7 971.5 1.8 S8, 4 1.6 .1 87.9
Alabama : 47.3 1.2 1.3 43.2 0 93.1 1.5 $9.6 ! 0 51.¢
Mississippi H 23.6 .9 .2 16.4 0 41.2 7 100.0 ¢l 0 27.8
E. 8. Central : 134.2 3.4 5.0 74.3 35.7 252.7 4.1 9.2 .8 4] 179.8
Arkansas T 296.6 .2 .1 2.3 29,1 328.3 5.3 100¢.0 o 4] 293.2
Louisiana H 14.6 6.8 3.6 45.5 7.3 77.8 1.2 88.3 11.7 o 33.1
Cklahoma : 1.6 2.1 .5 7.6 ¢l 29.8 .5 23.5 6.1 3 13.4
Texas ¢ 509.9 85.7 45.5 332.3 27.4 1,000.9 15.1 g5.6 4.4 0 400.1
W. 8. Cenkral : B840.7 94.8 49.7 387.6 63.9 1,436.8 23.1 G6.2 3.8 0 739.7
Hontana 3.0 .1 2 1.4 0 4.6 i 99.7v .3 G 2.9
Idaho 3.2 bl 0 7.1 o 10.4 2 69.7 26.7 3.8 1.4
Wyoming 3.4 o 0 .1 o 3.6 .1 100.0 Q0 ¢ .2
Colorado 19.2 2.0 1.4 28.8 9.8 61.2 1.0 91.8 7.1 1 3z2.¢9
New ¥exico 8.3 1.1 .1 8.1 0 17.8 3 95.6 ! 0 7.3
Arizona 13.6 .3 2.9 30.0 0 46.8 8 95.0 .9 .1 17.9
Utah : 8.7 2.5 .5 7.5 0 18,1 3 94.0 6.0 0 8.8
Nevada : 10.2 .1 .6 14.0 o 25.0 .4 99,3 7 ¢} 13.8
Mountain : 69.6 6.1 5.7 §7.1 9.8 188.3 3.0 95.0 &.7 3 84.3
washington : 14.90 1.1 2.8 38.7 0 56.5 g 75.4 24.6 0 24 .4
Gregon : 10.2 .5 L7 14,7 Q 26.1 4 8%.6 9.5 .8 11.7
California : 13%9.4 62.3 28.1 857.0 100.0 1,186.8 15.1 56.6 41.3 2.1 229.9
Alaska H .9 .3 .8 1.3 o 3.3 .1 857.0 3.0 o 3.1
Hawaii : 1.7 2.5 2.7 57.2 ¢ 64.1 1.0 9.2 90.8 o 5.9
Pacific : 1les.2 66.7 34.9 968.9 100.0 1,336.8 21.5 55.9 42.3 1.9 274.9
U.S. totald/ :2,695.9% 448. 4 367.7 2,423.2 284.2 6,229.4 100.0 87.3 12.3 .8 3,085.¢

1/ #Marketiug year beginning August 1.

2/ Excludes Government distribution to States and military use because State destination dara are not available. 4lso excludes
shipments to territories but includes repackagers. May include rice reported by a mill that has a facility in another State.

3/ Includes parboiled, precooked, and brown rice. Specialty rice is included in total by package size and proportion by type.

4/ Totals may not add due to rounding.




Table 15--Distribution of rice by California wills for direct food
by State, region, package size, and iype, 19847851/

Destination :
: 24 : H : : : Medium-: Short- :
pounds : pounds : : i : grain ¢ :

Y
G

New England

New York
New Jersey
Fennsylvania
Middle
Atlantic

Iliineis
Wisconsin
E. H. Central

Minnesota
North Dakota
South Dakota
Kansas

W. N. Gentral

Maryland
District of
Columbia
Virginia
Georgia
Florida
8. Atlantic

Louisiana
Cklahoma
Texas . 1.
W. 5. Central : 1.

See footnotes at end of table. Continued ——
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Table 15--Distribution of rice by California mills for direct food use,
by State, region, package size, and type, 19B4/851/ -- Continued

trd

: Package size : : : Type :
P T e e ———_——— : : Per— e e : Spe-
: Under : S to v 10 to 1 25 to : Total?2/ : centage: : : 1 clalty
Destination : 5 : e : 25 ! 100 : Bulk : : of U.S.: Leng- : Medium-: Short- : riced/
: pounds : pounds : pounds : pounds : : : toktal : grain : grain grain ¢
1,000
e 1,000 et - - - - - - - — - - - - - o o - Percent - - - - - - - - ewk
Idaho : 0.1 0.7 0.3 6.4 0 7.4 0.3 17.9 B8G.4 1.8 G
Wyoning : .2 2.8 0 21.7 o 24,17 .9 1¢.0 8B.0 2.0 o
Colorado : 0 .1 .1 1.4 0 1.5 .1 67.0 31.0 2.0 .1
New Mexico : 1 4 1.7 3.7 0 6.0 .2 i 98.3 1.0 0
Arizona : ) 4.2 3.2 22.8 o] 30.9 i.1 38.6 5%9.1 2.3 .1
Utah ! .1 1.3 2.7 8.5 4] 12.6 .5 B2.6 17.4 4] 0
Mountain : 1.1 4.5 8.1 66.C 0 84.8 3.1 3z2.1 66.2 1.7 .2
Washingten : 7 14.5 i6.6 91.3 ¢ 1235.2 4.5 28.5 710.% .9 0
Oregon : 7 1¢.1 6.6 65.3 G 82.7 3.0 31.0 67.6 1.5 O
California : 43.8 190.8 215.2 §$27.1 26.0 1,402.6 51.3 28.5 £9.9 1.6 N
Alaska : .1 4.1 8.2 16.6 G 29.1 1.1 61.2 38.8 0 ]
Hawall : 1.1 57.6 252.7 15%8.0 ¢ 470.4 17.2 4.5 94.4 1.0 ¢
Pacific : 46.3 2717.2 499.3 1,259.3 26.0 2,108.0 717.1 23.7 74.9 1.4 4
U.S. totalss 52.0¢ 369.3 528.2 1,746.8 39.6 2,735.% 1060.0 20.8 76.3 2.9 2.2

1/ Marketing year beginning August I.

2/ Exciudes Government distribution to States and military use because State data are not available. Also excludes shipments
te territories but includes repackagers. May include rice reported by a mill that has a facility in ancther State.

3/ Includes parboiled, precooked, and brown rice. Specialty rice is included in total by package size and proportion by type.

4/ Totals may not add due to rounding.
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