WASHINGTON CROP AND LIVESTOCK REPORTING SERVICE

&

CHAPTER 111

PRODUCTION, DISPOSITION AND UTILIZATION OF WASHINGTON FRUIT

Data on the production, disposition,
and utilization of Washington fruits are
presented for as many years as official
estimates are available, Similar figures
are available for all major producing
states,® .

Total production, as used in the Crop
Reporting Service reports, is the total
amount available for harvest in the state.
In the case of apples, however, the total
production is for certain specified coun-
ties designated as commercial. Produc-
tion having value includes the portion of
the crop sold by the farmer and used in
the farm household, It does not include
guantities untsed because of economic
conditions such as unharvested fruit, nor
does it include excess cullage of har-
vested fruit. Value of production is the
season average price multiplied by pro-
duction having value. Disposition figures
show the disposal of production having
value, while the value of sales is season
average price multiplied by amount sold.

Utilization data shows fresh sales and
the major processing uses of each fruit.
However, each of the utilization cate-
gories covers only the first commercial
use of the fruit. For example, a very con-
siderable portion of the fruit purchased
by the housewife on the fresh market is
later canned or frozen, but for utilization
purposes is included only under fresh
sales. Some processing utilizations are
changed before the fruit finally reaches
the consumer, For instance, dried apples
sometimes are later made into apple
butter, but herein are shown only under
the dried apple utilization,

Apples Washington leads all states in
apple production. The irrigated orchards
of central Washington produced 27 per-
cent of all the commercial apples pro-
duced in the United States during the
8 years 1944-51, despite the fact that New
York, Virginia, Michigan, and Pennsyl-
vania all had more apple trees than
Washington,

New York, Virginia, Michigan, and
California are the other important apple-
producing states. In the 8-year period
1944-51, New York ranked second in
every year except 1945, Virginia ranked
third in every year except 1947 and 1949.
Michigan was fifth in 1944 and 1948, and
was fourth in 1947, 1950, and 1951. Cali-
fornia was second in 1945, third in 1947,
fourth in 1948 and 1049, and fifth in 1946,
1950, and 1951, Pennsylvania was fourth
in 1944 and 1946 and fifth in 1947, but
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then dropped below the five leaders.
Illinois placed fifth in apple production in
1945 and Oregon was fourth.

The major portion of the United States
apple crop Is sold as fresh fruit. Process-
ing is very important in New York, Cali-
fornia, and Virginia but is of relatively
small volume in Washington and Michi-
gan. Processors acquired more New
York apples than went to fresh markets
in four of the eight years 1944-51. There
was only one year in the eight-year
period 1944-51 in which more California
apples were sold fresh than were proc-
essed. Processors took the bulk of Vir-
ginia's crop in three of the eight years
during that period.

Uses such as vinegar, cider, and juice
accounted for most of the New York
apples used by processors in the years
1944-46; but the canned apples and apple
sauce became more important thereafter.
Drying is a very important utilization in
California; but canning, vinegar, cider,
and juice also take sizeable amounts. In
Virginia most of the processed apples
are canned; although there have been
some years in which cider, vinegar, and
juice have taken more apples.

Apricots Only three states produce
enough apricots for reliable oflficial esti-
mates on production, disposition, and
utilization. California, of course, is the
leading state. During the eight years
1944-51 California produced almost 90
percent of the estimated production,
Washington accounted for 8 percent, and
the other 2 percent came from Utah. The
bulk of the California crop in the 1944-51
period was taken by processors—canners
requiring the greater share in 1945, 1046,
1948, 1950, and 1951; and driers the
greatest quantity in the other three years.
In contrast, the Washington and Utah
crops are disposed of principally through
fresh market channels.

Cherries Washington ranks second in
the nation in sweet cherry production.
Only California produces more sweet
cherries than does Washington. In most
years Oregon is a very close third and in
1951 the amount produced there ex-
ceeded the Washington total. Michigan
is a poor fourth in sweet cherry produc-
tion, and Utah is generally fifth, with
Idaho not far behind Utah.

Although usually ranking about fifth
in sour cherry production, Washington
is not important when compared with
Michigan, Wisconsin, or New York.
Those three states in recent years have
accounted for about 80 percent of the
total tart cherry production in the nation.

Michigan alone generally produces about
one-half of the total crop. New York is
usually second, Wisconsin usually third
but sometimes second, and Pennsylvania
is usually fourth,

A higher proportion of the sweet
cherries grown in Washington are sold
through fresh markets than is true in
California and Oregon. (See page 54.)
In the years 1044-51 there were only
two years in which fresh markets took
more California sweet cherries than did
the processors. Fresh markets never
were as important as the processors in
Oregon during that same period. Briners
usually take most of the crop in both
California and Oregon.

Only a small portion of the nation's
sour cherry crop is sold on fresh markets.
Commercial canners have always taken
the bulk of the Michigan crop, but in
Wisconsin there have been some years in
which more cherries were frozen than
were canned. Freezing has been far more
important than canning in New York
State since 1944.

Peaches California alone produced
between one-third and one-half of all
the peaches produced in the United
States in the four years 1944-47 and over
one-hall of the nation's total in the
period 1948-51., Washington ranked as
high as fourth in 1949 and fifth in 1945,
but in most years has been no better than
seventh,

Although by no means as important as
California, southeastern United States
has for many years been an important
peach-producing area. South Carolina
and Georgia have ranked second to Cali-
fornia in some years, and North Carolina
also has been among the leaders. Michi-
gan in the Mid West usually is among
the first five states in peach production
and has ranked second in three of the
years 1944-51,

Clingstone production exceeds free-
stone production in California—in some
years twice as many bushels of cling-
stones are produced. Slightly more free-
stone peaches are processed than are sold
fresh, with driers taking the greater
share although canning has been increas-
ingly important in recent years, Cling-
stone peaches have very little fresh
market outlet, and the crop is largely
canned.

In the South Atlantic States, which in-
clude North and South Carolina and
Georgia, the peach crop moves into fresh
market channels. Those that are used by
processors are canned or frozen. Drying
is not important.
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Table 31.—Apples: Production, Disposition, Utilization, and Value, Washington, 1889-1951%

PRODUCTION FARM DISPOSITION UTILIZATION OF SALES
I tion | Value of Undon' Value of
Total Produe- Farm Eales
Thou- Thou- | Thou-  Thou-
Year sand | sand
Bushels
1589, 205
1890, .. 502
1801, .. 093
1802, .. a1
1808, . . & |
1804, .. 819 819 .,
1805. . . 1,146 1,146 |..
1807, .. 1,70 | 2,70 |..
1808. . . 2,068 2,008
1809, .. m[ ™
1000 1,00 | 1,000
1,870 1,870
2,800 | 2,800 |.
2,600 2,600 |,
2,700 2,700
2,600 2,000 e 15
3,000 4,000
4,800 9,800 |,
4,200 4,200 7
2,072 2,012 A8h
5,800 5,800 [
8,500 9,600 448
7,700 t.m| e
0,800 500 |
9,790 | 0
9,782 an
18,560 6
18,360 704
19,502 kil
25,205 =
18,800 51,268 750 4
7,600 46,305 | 1,000
o7, 49 | 28891 000 | 26,547 2
53,000 | 34,3% 1,088 | 31,047 | 33,995 |.
22,000 | 80,590 78| N2 | B0
28,700 38,746 935 | 27,765 | 37,488 |.
93,750 | 94,004 1,002 | 22,7M | 33,08 |.
24,00 897 826 | 24,104 | 41,478 |
T80 | 41,64 1,100 | 96,740 | 40,404 |.
30,000 42,000 | 98 | 2,002 | 40,701 |.
36,000 | 39,620 1,068 | 36,002 | 35,400 |.
30,600 | 19,825 84| 2,008 1978 | "
20,000 | 15,950 99 | 25,021 | 1542 :
20,00 | 0,770 N U G el Keteeiae] et Eoeidte: R
21,975 | 22,206 200 | 81,006 | 22,06 “e
.7 | 19,148 100 | 927,157 | 19,010 300
20,104 | 28,651 | 181 | 2,013 28,35 | 9,84 1,800 | 50
16,861 167 | 96,291 16,257 | 22,000 1,066 400
22,460 185 | 96,682 | 22,320 | 22,600 742 354
160,244 180 | 23,408 | 16,148 | 19,070 T . L6584 450
18,807 118 | 24,100 | 18,805 | 20,615 T o NP 2,260 400
30,249 116 | 926,418 | 80,117 L8 p 1 BARC N T 466
642 14 | 26,848 | 50,325 | 21,478 b T T SR el A 897
58, K80 114 | 22,880 | 68,588 | 18,7115 871 490 2,740 210
T8, 308 14 | 81,486 | 78,085 | 26,900 710 300 2,M8 B0
80,651 o2 | 96,438 | 80,372 | 23,106 120 458 2,106 ab4
01,688 90 | 82,614 | 91,319 | 28,120 790 A7 8,067 Wi
67,200 108 | 82,702 | 67,009 | 20,848 ur 84 1,082 o0
% 71,06 108 | 26,67 | 71,018 | 23408 | 220 56 y 637
20,480 | 51,000 120 | 20,80 | 50,798 | 26,004 403 ! 20m 750
T S R A il 96,680 | 84,488 | 67,606 188 | 34,30 | 57,354 | 27,000 561 o | 4965 | 1,9
T A S S Sl S L Al R 10,108 | 19,108 | 58,279 108 | 10,000 | 57,950 | 16,000 U PR 1,560 550

from 1886 to 1988 are for entire State: flgures 193451 nre for commercinl nreas only.

Pigures
In 1951 includes apples frozen.

Pears California, Washington, and
Oregon in the order named dominate
pear production in the United States.
Michigan, New York, and Georgia have
all ranked fourth at one time and Michi-
gan, New York, Georgia, and Texas have
ranked fifth. California usually pro-
duces one-third to one-half of the United
States total. The bulk of California’s
production consists of Bartlett pears,
slightly more than one-half of which
usually are processed. Canners take the

larger part of the Bartletts that are sold
for processing. Winter pears are largely
sold for fresh market, but there have
been years when the amount processed
is greater than the quantity sold fresh.

Washington is second to California in
pear production. (See page 58.) Ore-
gon, which is third, produces more win-
ter pears than it does Bartletts. In late
years about as much of the Oregon Bart-
lett crop has gone to processors as is sold
fresh, but this was not true before 1947.

Canners take the greater share of the
Bartlett crop. Processors get very little
of the winter pear production in Oregon.

Prunes and Plums There are only
five states in the United States which are
important in the production of prunes
and plums. California far outranks all
others. During the eight-year period
1944-51, plum and prune production in
California averaged between 400,000 and
650,000 tons per year. California’s prune
production is practically all utilized for
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Figure 23. Washington apple production showed a decided upward trend from 1009 to 1030 despite some year-to-year variation.
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However, there was not much change in total production as the commercial counties always
accounted for the bulk of the crop. Since the estimates began in 1034 the bulk of the state's apple crop has reached consumers through

in years when apples were

plentiful, Farmers

themselves use some apples, and in some years many bushels of apples are not harvested due to economic conditions

drying, whereas the plums are largely
sold fresh with a small amount canned.

In the 1944-51 period, except in 1947,
Oregon was second to California in the
production of plums and prunes. In 1947
Idaho replaced Oregon in second place.
Although in second place, Oregon's pro-
duction was never as much as one-
quarter that of California in the seven-
year period 1944-51. Prunes form the
bulk of Oregon’s production, and the crop
is largely processed. In Idaho, also,
prunes make up the main volume, and
plum production is unimportant. Idaho
alternated with Washington in third
place in total plum and prune production
during the 1944-51 period. Practically all
of ldaho's prunes are
market use.

sold for fresh

APPLES

For many years apples were produced
principally for use on the farm. What-
ever surpluses developed were traded or
sold in nearby cities and villages by the
growers themselves. However, as in all
forms of agriculture, with the growing
trend toward commercialization more of
the production was concentrated in
larger orchards whose market
farther and farther afield.

Because of this trend, there developed
a demand for data on the commercial
portion of the apple crop—that portion
which was grown principally for fresh
market or for processing. In 1934, there-
fore, the United States Department of
Agriculture revised its methods of esti-
mating the apple crop. Instead of es-
timating the entire crop for the state as

spread

was done previously, the total crop in
certain specific counties was estimated
These counties were selected because
the production was definitely classed as
commercial.

In Washington 12 counties were desig-
nated as commercial, Estimates were, and
still are, made for the total crop in those
counties. Those included are Yakima,
Chelan, Okanogan, Grant, Douglas, Ska-
mania, Spokane, Walla Walla, Benton,
Kittitas, Klickitat, and Columbia. Actu-
ally, there has been a steady concentra-
tion of the orchards in certain favored
Whereas all 12 of these commer-
cial counties contained 98.7 percent of
the total production in 1950, four of them
(Yakima, Chelan, Okanogan, and Doug-
lus) contained 96.7 percent of the total
apples produced in Washington in that
year,

areas.
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Total Production

When estimates began in 1889 Wash-
ington’s apple production was only
295,000 bushels. Production increased
steadily, and six years later exceeded
1,000,000 bushels for the first time. Ex-
pansion of bearing trees and a favorable
year brought the total to over 2,000,000
bushels in 1898; but the following year,
with an unfavorable season, it dropped
to only 729,000 bushels,

During the ten years 1900-1909 there
was a considerable stability to produc-
tion, with the total ranging between
1,870,000 and 3,800,000 bushels. So far
as can be determined, each year’s crop
was entirely utilized and, if 1909 is any
criterion (since that is the only year in
this early period for which disposition
of the crop was estimated), the bulk of
the production was sold.

Production rose very sharply during
the following ten years. Starting from
5,800,000 bushels at the beginning of the
_period, it rose to 25,295,000 bushels in
1919, Although this increase is some-
times attributed to World War I it is
significant that apple trees do not begin
to bear sizeable quantities until they
are eight or more years of age. Since
production did not exceed 10,000,000
bushels until 1916, it is obvious many of
the trees responsible for the increase
were planted before 1910,

When the estimates were changed in
1934 from total production for the entire
state to total production in commercial
areas there was but little change in level,
because even by that time the 12 coun-
ties rated as commercial were producing
the bulk of the state’s crop. Five times
in the 1930’s production exceeded 30,-
000,000 bushels, with the peak in 1930.

In the 1940’s there were four occasions
in which the apple crop went over
30,000,000 bushels. In 1950 the total
wag 35,632,000 bushels, but with a series
of late frosts the following spring, pro-
duction dropped to 19,108,000 bushels.
Following 1934 there were several years
in which, for various reasons, not all the
crop was picked. The difference between
total production and production having
value was particularly noticeable in the
1930’s when, because of the depression,
great care was taken to see that only
quality apples were marketed.

Disposition

Disposition figures show better than
anything else the difference between es-
timates of total production for the state
as a whole and production in commer-
cial areas. When all counties were
included, farm consumption was size-
able since many farms maintained only a
few trees for heme use, The increase in

farm consumption from 1909 to 1933 re-
flected the increase in farm numbers.
When the method of estimating was
changed in 1934 farm consumption
dropped from 888,000 bushels to 200,000
bushels.

Utilization

The bulk of Washington's apple crop is
sold fresh for eating by consumers.
Markets are nationwide: some apples
are exported to foreign countries through
Pacific and Atlantic seaports. Estimates
of utilization began in 1934 with the
estimates of commercial production. In
most years the fresh market has taken
80 percent of the portion of the crop that
was sold. Fresh sales were greatest in
1947 and 29,848,000 bushels of Wash-
ington's apples were sold in those out-
lets, Sales for fresh consumption were
smallest in 1951 when the crop was very
small. The smallest percentage sold
fresh was in 1950 when processors used
over 7,000,000 bushels of apples.

Over the years the greatest part of the
crop used by processors has been dried.
In 1934, the first year for which such
estimates are available, dryers took
3,327,000 bushels, which was over one-
half of the total used in all processing.
For the following 12 successive years 2.1
to 3.5 million bushels of Washington
apples were dried. Although the drying
dropped off sharply in 1947, 1948, and
1949, that utilization continued to take
over one-half of all apples that were
processed. With the very large crop in
1950, drying reached an all-time high of
4,945,000 bushels.

In contrast, the percentage of the crop
which is canned has declined consider-
ably over the years. A total of 2,146,000
bushels was canned in 1934, There-
after, the canners never used more than
2,000,000 bushels, the secondary high
point being 1,946,000 bushels in 1941. An
almost steady decline followed with a low
of 229,000 bushels recorded in 1948. Even
with the very large crop in 1950 only
551,000 bushels were used in canned
apples and apple sauce.

Reports on frozen apples began in
1943. For four consecutive years there
was a sizeable quantity used in this
manner., However, this utilization de-
clined and was so small in 1951 that it
was included in the other uses.

Processing utilizations other than can-
ning, drying, and freezing include such
items as apple juice, jam and jelly, wine
and brandy. From 1934 to 1938—except
for 1936—these miscellaneous utiliza-
tions required about the same amount of
apples each year. The lowest require-
ment (aside from the 50,000 bushels in
1936) was 216,000 bushels, while the
high was 591,000 bushels. In 1949 the

“other uses"” took 750,000 bushels of
apples. With the large crop of 1950 these
processing utilizations took 1,190,000
bushels, only to drop to 550,000 bushels
in 1851,

APRICOTS

Annual production estimates of apri-
cots in Washington began in 1927. In
that year the crop totaled 1,700 tons and
was valued at $116,000. Production
varied considerably from 1927 to 1936,
ranging from a low of 2,300 tons in 1933
to a high of 11,300 tons the following
year, 1944. For five successive years be-
ginning in 1937, production was remark-
ably uniform; but in 1942 the crop was
estimated at 21,000 tons, the high point
up to that time, After a decline to
15,400 tons in 1943 production again ex-
ceeded 20,000 tons, and it remained
above that point for the succeeding six
years. The high point was 1947 when
a crop of 28,000 tons was reported.
Extremely unfavorable early spring
weather during the blossom season
brought the smallest recorded crop in
1950 (1,600 tons), and the 1951 crop was
not large either.

Through 1933 there were no years in
which the entire apricot crop was not
utilized either on the farms or through
sales to fresh markets or processing.
However, in 1934 and 1935 a portion of
the crop was not harvested, so that there
was a difference between the total pro-
duction and that actually disposed of by
the growers. There were two other pe-
riods when this occurred—the first was
in the years 1938, 1939, and 1940 and the
second was 1947, 1948, and 1949. The
small crops in 1950 and 1951 were util-
ized by fresh markets and processors.

Disposition

Although sizeable quantities of apri-
cots are used on Washington farms
where they are grown, the greater share
of the crop has always been sold for
fresh market or for processing. Farm
use followed the same trend as produc-
tion over the years, increasing from a
low of 140 tons in 1930 to a high of 800
tons in the late 1040’s when production
was high. The relatively great farm use
reflects the fact that many farms in the
State of Washington have only a few
apricot trees providing just enough for
home use. Sales were greatest in 1946
and 1947. In 1949 sales were relatively
low despite a large crop because a con-
siderable portion was not harvested.

Utilization
Apricots in Washington are grown
principally for fresh market sale. Few
growers dispose of their crop directly.
The bulk of the crop is moved into mar-
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total production which was not sold by the grower,

ket channels through grower coopera-
tives, private buyers, or brokers. The
markets—like those of apples—are na-
tionwide. Of course, many of the apri-
cols purchased in stores or roadside
stands are canned by housewives, but in
recent years the increasing amount of
apricots used by processors would seem
to indicate some decline in home canning.

Sales for fresh market rose almost
steadily from 1930 to 1938, with some
annual variation due to the size of the
crop. For the six years following 1937

Table 32.—Apricots: Production, Disposition, Utilization, and Value, Washington, 1927-1951

D Includes some cuantities used for jam and nectar in 10451961

the amount used in fresh market chan-
nels was rather uniform, ranging be-
tween 10,000 and 14.000 tons each year.
Another rather stable six-year period
followed, with the tonnage sold ranging
between 14,000 and 18,500 tons each
year, The percentage of the crop used
in this manner has varied greatly. In
the early 1080’s fresh market uses took
over 90 percent of the total sold, In 1046
the sales of 17,170 tons for fresh market
was only about 65 percent of the total
amount sold by growers.

In 1047, 1048, and 1949 there was a considerable part of the

Canning hus taken the bulk of the
apricots used by processors in most of
the years since 1928. More apricoils were
frozen than were canned in 1943, 1944,
and 1945 and again in 1950; but aside
from those four years canning has al-
ways taken more than any other use.
The largest amount ever processed was
in 1946 when 9390 tons were used by
processors, 38 percent of the total sales
for that year. Peak year for canning was
1947 when 5,220 tons were canned,
Frozen apricot production hit its high
point in 1945— 4,320 tons.

UTILIZEATION OF SALES

PRODUCTION FARM DISPOSITION
| Produe- | I
tlon | Value of | Used on | Value o! Fresh |Conned® Prosen | Dried Oither
Total | Maving ' Produc-| Farm | Mold | Sales -
Value tion | | . |
Thou- Thou- |
sand eand || Tons Tons | "Tons Tong Tonm
Toes Tons Dollars Tons Tons Dollars i |
1,700 1,70 ne - ?. A
4, o 6,500 = 17s 6 s <1 5 5. | DD bsssissesaleicivasnes g
3,00 3,000 184 w3 s | 3,30 | : 1o
0,000 6,000 196 10 5,80 %0 5,400 o s "
4800 | 4,800 129 100 4,040 2 wmo| w E s
1,300 2,800 | 140 170 2,150 130 o) ] e
10 | 11,100 612 400 | 10,700 13 7,700 2,80 1u
0800 K000 507 ‘ 40| w0 sl e | Lo "
7,000 | 7.200 461 | g0 | ole0o 442 5,010 o0 |, dran
1,800 11,800 708 a0 | 11,850 681 0,704 1,006 | 201
1,00 12,300 400 o | 11,80 389 || 10,888 1,107 |. 200
14,900 14,000 7 a0 15,470 527 11,000 1,240 o
0 15 800 L] 0 15,20 eorfl nmo| 8,00 400
M0 40 &1z 0 14,080 sl 205w 2,50 100
n.000 N0 1888 M W™ .80 1 14,00 o, 0 [
15, 00 15, 400 3,080 n 14,760 2,948 . 12,080 | 230 ”
7,00 2330 3.8 w0 .ol 1w " ™
w0 | 20 319 M nwe 3006 ' 1,4 | a0
n 0 7 200 3088 Te0 >, SN0 3,00 17.1% 5.0
™, 000 ", 00 2,70 T 75,190 2,681 I 18 340 5.0 | LI .....concnlesnsscncss
20,500 18,960 1,513 o0 17,500 1,467 | W, .00 BID I BB csecens hoiiansnns
20,400 | 18,900 881 %00 | 18,100 sl 150 2.2
1,000 1,600 | 21 | " 1,538 1ml 1,08 " | - ] T LS
oMo | wso| resl  geo | 4,440 ™| wmo| 10
]
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Table 33.—All Cherries: Production, Disposition, Utilization, and Value, Washington, 1924-1951
' PRODUCTION | FARM DISPOSITION UTILIZATION OF SALES
Produe- | |
| tion |Value of Used on Value of|
Total | Having | Produe-| Farm Sold Sales Fresh | Canred | Frozen | Brined® Othen®
| Value i- tion
Thou- Thou-
Year sand sand Tons Tons Tons Tons Tons
Tons Tons Dollars ! Tons Tons Dollars
| |
4,800 4,800 | 768 | 1,320 3,480 A PR
B,400 | 5,400 | 1,34 || 2,370 | 6,080
10,500 | 10,600 | 1,260 | 2,390 8,110
1,10 4,100 650 1,370 2,780 crviaferasesaaes
9,700 | 0,700 | 1,630 || 2,450 7,260
15,500 | 13,500 2,632 0l 0880 v gl s R
15,500 | 14,000 | 1,800 2600 11,330 o
10,500 | 8,000 450 | 2,440 | 5,600 ..
16,500 | 12,500 562 2,710 9,700 . :
18,500 16,000 B0 2,720 13,280 | .
16,500 17,000 1,216 2,620 14,380 | 149 02
18,200 17,200 1,462 | 2,650 14,550 1,287 8,226 4,423 895 | 806 150
19,300 16,500 1,320 2,680 13,820 1,106 7,841 4,362 M1 | 1,318 208
16000 | 14,100 1,692 || 2,620 | 11,480 1,318 1,665 3,303 850 | 1,622 | 1,040
24,700 21,900 1,404 2,760 19,150 1,234 10,186 5,930 67 2,023 330
26,800 25,300 | 2,007 2,780 22,520 1,862 12,000 i, 006 1,212 2,100 203
30,100 27,500 | 2,608 | 2,800 24,700 2,442 14,779 5,000 1,135 | 2,345 bl
2, 700 98,200 | 3,004 2,880 20,870 2,708 16,160 5,810 580 | 200 530
20,900 | 26,900 3,501 2,820 i 3,415 || 14,800 7,040 740 | 650 1,350
30,500 28,940 6,463 | 2,80 | 26,320 | 5, 15,920 4,80 | 1,140 | 3,290 900
27,000 26,200 6,835 2,820 i 6,143 12,000 4,370 2,870 3,240 910
36,600 | 36,400 9,075 | 2,760 | 33,730 | 8,432 || 17,510 8,110 2,110 | 5,770 430
36,500 | 36,500 | 0,836 2,750 33,750 9,093 14,310 #,300 3,210 7,640 200
29,800 | 28,210 7,420 2,750 26,460 6,743 14,180 | 2,060 1,580 6,620 110
23,100 | 23,100 5,762 | 2,430 | 20,670 5,174 || 10,740 | 4,080 630 5,180 | 40
48,000 34,100 4,754 2,600 | 31,500 4,361 21,850 5,080 1,020 3,080 20
1 |
000 o e e e A St o e Pl AR 16,400 18,400 4,068 || 2,150 | 17,230 3,836 10,740 | 1,010 1,070 3,480 a0
4 SO b T ey SR RN =1 A cesveseadd 16,200 | 24,980 1 4,904 1| 1,560 | 13,420 3,905 7,060 1,060 00 500 10

Includes some quantities used for jam, juice, brandy, ete., 1945-1851, sweet cherries.
Includes some quantities brined in 19451951, sour eherries.

Table 34.—Sweet and Sour Cherries: Production, Disposition, Utilization, and Value, Washington, 1934-1951

PRODUCTION FARM DISPOSITION UTITAZATION OF SALES
Prcu:luu-] |
| tlon | Value of| Used on Value of
Taotal | Having | Produe-|| Farm Sold Sales Fresh | Oanned | Brined®| Frozen | Other@
| Value tion
Thou- | Thou-
Year sand send Tons Tons Tons Tons Tons
Tons Tons Dollars | Tons Tons | Dollars
Sweet Charries ! "1l
| 1,700 8,832 2,167 149 |. 2
| 1,740 7,708 2,146 866 &0
1,780 6,734 1,330 1,318 28
1,720 ; 4,080 1,128 1,622 200
1,880/ 18, 9,406 2,560 2,023 61
1,890 | 17,410 1; 12,189 3,081 2,100 40
1,920 10,380 2,229 14,028 2,900 2,845 107
1,050 22,750 2,457 15,400 4,850 2,200 120
22,500 3 1,980 | 20,820 3,040 13,200 6,040 650 840
25,700 5 1,080 | 23,720 5,408 14,930 4,660 3,200 740
21,200 5 1,080 | 18,220 5,348 11,750 8,240 3,0 410
32,400 8 1,980 | 80,420 7,819 16,510 6,540 5,170 i
32,000 | 8 1,080 | 30,220 | 8120 || 130460 | 7T.880 | 7,640
24, 600 fi 1,080 | 22,820 6,220 15,400 2,360 8,620
3 | 21,300 5,380 || 1,830 10,470 4,026 0,850 4,000 5,180
56,400 31,600 4,266 || 1,800 29,700 ! 4,010 21,010 b, 260 3,080
] |
TOB0: ks bt st A R 16,600 | 16,600 | 5,680 1.400‘ 15,200 | 3,822 9,800 | 1,660 | 3,480 (1) PR
e G LRt U e | PSSR e e 18,700 11,480 3,811 | 900 | 10,580 | 8,618 7,330 2,610 590 L g M
Sour Cherries { [ I
4,700 4,100 |. 020 a1 RN ks 414 100
5,000 4,700 |. i 210 L EER 518 805 100
5,600 5,300 |, : 00 800 |eeneeenn 607 541 220
5,600 5,400 (.. 000 $ 0001 b ans 685 B 840
5,800 6,200 186 900 | 5,800 1569 TED 672 278
G,200 6,000 228 || 800 | 5,110 194 720 1,212 253
7,100 6,200 48 | 880 | 5,320 213 75l 1,125 444
5,000 | 3,500 336 || 880 | 2,620 252 7 580 410
5,000 | 4,100 472 | 840 3,260 376 1,000 740 510
3,800 | 3,240 603 | 240 2,400 446 90 1,040 160
5,800 5,600 041 || 240 4,760 800 840 2,200 500
4,200 4,000 883 || 780 3,310 553 800 510 430
4,300 4,300 1,174 || 770 3,530 064 850 1,670 200
4,200 3,610 064 e | 2,840 528 780 | 1,350 110
1,800 1,800 373 | 600 | 1,200 248 790 200 40
2,500 2,600 458 T00 1,800 351 840 | 610 20
2,900 2,000 423 760 2,150 314 850, o R 1,000 50
2,500 3,500 483 860 2,840 302 A30 p 8 750 10

{1} Bweet Cherries:

Includes some quantities used for jam, juice, brandy, ete., 19451051
@ Sour Cherries: Includes some guantities brined in 10451951,
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Figure 25. Sweet cherries are far more important than sour cherries in Washington's fruit industry. Although the fresh market has

950

nlways been the most Important outlet for sweel cherries, processing requirements were heavy during the years |1940-49
are usually processed, Fresh sales are rather small. Farm use is important with both crops, and in some years & considerable amount
has been K' t unharvested or there has been unusually heavy cullage for one reason or another. This has n especially true of sweet

cherries, which are sometimes split by cold rains during or just prior to harvest

harvested in 1940, when there was a bumper crop.

CHERRIES

Washington cherry production was
first estimated in 1924. In that year the
total production amounted to 4,800 tons.
Individual estimates for sweet and sour
cherries were not avallable until 1934.
A fairly uniform increase in Washington
cherry production occurred from 1924 to
1046 inclusive. Following 1046 there was
a decline in production and in 1951 the
crop totaled only 16,200 tons. Generally
speaking, 1950 and 1951 were very poor
soft fruit vears in Washington, but it is
significant that the number of cherry
trees of bearing age declined by more
than 25 percent between 1940 and 1950.

A wide fluctuation has been character-
istle of cherry values. Production having
value is generally less than the total
production. In many years it has been
uneconomical to harvest some of the
cherry crop, while in other years mature
fruit was lost due to unfavorable weather
conditions at harvest or shortages of
pickers.

Value

There is a wide range in the value of
Washington cherry production. From
1940 to 1949, inclusive, the cherry crop
had an average value of over $5,900,000
per year. However, total returns were
approximately $0.800,000 in 1946, and in
1949 were less than $4.800,000. The 1949

crop was seven percent larger than the
total production for 1946, but the 1949
crop was valued at less than 50 percent
of the record returns for 1946. Although
the 1950 and 1951 crops were very small,
the value in each year was not greatly
different from 1949 when production
totaled 38,800 tons.

Dispesition

The farm consumption of cherries re-
veals a generally static pattern in recent
years. From 1940 to 19049, inclusive,
cherry growers consumed about 9 per-
cent of their yearly production. This
figure represented a yearly total of over
2,700 tons. From 1930 to 1939 the farm
use was slightly lower but represented
about 18 percent of total production:
and In 1024, the first year of disposition
estimates, Wasihngton cherry growers
consumed over one-fourth of their pro-
duction. From the above estimates it is
evident that total sales have generally
amounted to about 90 percent of the pro-
duction having value.

Ttilization
Utilization estimates on cherries began
in 1034, Over one-half of the Washing-
ton cherries were sold through fresh
market outlets in all but one year of the
period for which utilization data are
avallable. Naturally, fresh market sales

A very large quantity of sweet cherries was left un-

are almost completely sweet cherries,
although the sour cherries have a limited
sale through those channels. From 1040
to 1949 fresh market sales for sweet
cherries averaged more than 14,000 tons
per year. In addition, sales of sour
cherries averaged more than 800 tons
per year.

In 1949 sales of Washington cherries
through fresh market channels reached
almost 22,000 tons, This figure was a
record high, In 1050, with a much
smaller crop, nlmost 11,000 tons were
consumed through fresh market outlets.
The 1951 crop was the smallest since
1837, the result of untimely rains, caus-
ing severe splitting loss of sweet cherries.
Fresh market sales in that year declined
to about 8,000 tons. The highest fresh
market utilization was in 1949 when
about two-thirds of the crop was mar-
keted through fresh market channels.

Canned cherries have also been an im-
portant part of the total sales although
much smaller than the tonnage handled
by the fresh market. From 1940 to 1949,
inclusive, about 20 percent of the average
yvearly crop was handled in this manner
During the same period processors han-
dled an average of 4800 tons of sweet
cherries per year. In addition, canned
sour cherries accounted for about 900
tons per year, Cherry canning reached
its peak in 1946 when processors utilized
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8,300 tons. In 1050 only 11 percent of
the crop was canned, but in 1851 canning
constituted almost one-third of the total
sales. In 1947 the total canned pack was
also very small, but canning continues to
be the most important mode of utilization
for cherries, excluding fresh market
sales.

Brining has been an important use for
sweet cherries, Between 1940 and 1940
brining accounted for an average yearly
utilization of around 4,000 tons, while
in 1946 over 7,500 tons were brined. In
1051 brining dropped quite sharply, and
in that year only 500 tons were handled.
During the ten years (1940-49) brining
accounted for about 15 percent of the
Washington cherry sales. A small ton-
nage of cherries was used for jam, juice,

Table 35.—Peaches: l'ro_ducﬂ.n. Disposition, Utilization, and Value, Washington, 1899-1951

und brandy from 1945 to 1051, inclusive.

Cherrles for freezing are relatively in-
significant in relation to the utilization
for fresh market, canning, and brining.
However, freezing constitutes the largest
outlet for sour cherries. In most years
since 1946 sales of sour cherries for freez-
ing exceed sales for canning or for the
fresh market. In 1944 almost 2,300 tons
of sour cherries were frozen, However,
freezing of sour cherries has shown a
wide fluctuation, falling as low as 200
tons in 1948, when production fell to
1,200 tons. From 1940 to 1949, inclusive,

Frozen sweet cherries enjoyed a short
period of success. In 1943 about 100

tons of Washington sweet cherries were
frozen for the first time. In 1944 this
total expanded to almost 600 tons. By
1945 approximately 1,600 tons were
frozen. However, this was the peak

cherry freezing continues, it is relatively
insignificant,
The demand for cherries for use In

only 1 percent of the sales of Washington
cherries. From 1942 to 1944 the tonnage
handled for jams, juices, brandy, etc,
amounted to about 1,000 tons. There has
been a steady decline since this period,
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Figure 28, Peach

marked upward trend In production culminating in four successive years of large crops (1944-47)

777 sold (Fresh & Processed) [l Soid Fresh  EEEEE Sold For Processing

940 1945

[T77] Other Uses

1950

roduction in Washington showed considerable year to year variation up to 1834. Following 1004 there was a

An almost complete crop failure occurred

in 1950 as a result of the very severe winter in 100-30. Spring frosts also reduced the 1981 crop to the second lowest in 17 years. Proces-

sors have been taking an Im‘wnl.nxlg larger portion of the crop since records began in 1934. With the small ero
le for processing. Home use. waste, and unusual cullage has not been as impo:

there was only a small amount availa

peach crop as it has been in some of the other fruits.

PEACHES

Washington peach production has
shown a generally steady increase. This
trend was very evident in 1940, In the
period between 1940 and 1950 Wash-
ington peach production showed a
greater stability. However, the 1950 and
1951 crops were almost complete failures
The largest crop was produced in 1047,
when total production reached 2,565,000
bushels. In comparison, the 1950 crop
was only 135,000 bushels. In the 10-
year period from 1940 to 1949, inclusive,
total production exceeded 2,000,000
bushels in nine out of ten years.

The value of Washington peach pro-
duction showed a very wide fluctuation
over the years, even during the period
from 1940 to 1949 when the total pro-
duction showed considerable stability,
During this space of ten years the an-
nual average value of the Washington
peach crop was around $3,700,000. How-
ever, in 1943, a war year, the total value
exceeded $6,000,000; while in 1949 the
total crop was valued at just $1,600,00,
In 1940 the total value was only about
$1,500,000. Thus, the total returns to
Washington peach growers in 1943 were
as much as 60 percent above the 1940-41

average. However, in 1940 and again in
1949 the total returns fell off to about
40 percent below the 10-year average.
At the same time the total production
never exceeded the l0-year average of
2,280,000 bushels by more than 25 per-
cent, nor did it fall more than 15 percent
below average.

Aside from the year 1933 when the
peach crop was almost a total failure,
production expanded rapidly during the
1930's. Previous to 1930 production was
highly variable, reaching a high of 1,545,-
000 bushels in 1919 and falling as low as
459,000 bushels in 1924. However, a gen-
eral increase in production was evident
for a number of years prior to 1930. In
1900 total Washington peach production
was estimated at only 190,000 bushels.
Alter 1940 production exceeded 2,000,000
bushels in most years

The hazards of raising soft fruit are
evident from the wide variations that
have existed in production. From 1930
to 1951 two years of almost complete
failure are evident. In 1933 production
totaled 255,000 bushels, and in 18950 the
production was even less at 135,000
bushels. Yet prices were not always high
when crops were small. In 1949 Wash-
ington peach growers received an av-

in 1850 and 1851
nt in Washington's

erage of only 79 cents per bushel for
their fruit. In 1947, a year of consider-
ably larger production, they received
$1.70 per bushel. In 1946 the average
return was $1.94 per bushel, but the pro-
duction was almost the same as in 1947.
In 1950, a year of almost complete crop
failure, the grower received an average
of $4.38 per bushel.

Disposition

The farm consumption of peaches
shows little change over the years for
which there are records. From 1940 to
1949, inclusive, Washington farmers con-
sumed at home about 85,000 bushels of
peaches each year. This figure was not
greatly different prior to 1940. In 1950
home use was restricted to 15,000 bushels,
largely due to the complete failure of
many orchards to produce any fruit
Farm consumption in 1951 rose to 50,000
bushels as the total state production was
considerably larger than in 1850.

The balance of farm disposition is
classified as “sold.” This figure repre-
sents all sales through commercial chan-
nels. In some years it will be noted that
the total production and the production
having value are not the same. Good
examples are in 1932 when 83,000
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bushels were unharvested and in 1949
when 500,000 bushels remained unhar-
vested. Most of this fruit was of poorer
grade. To harvest poor grade fruit can,
and has meant, an even greater loss than
allowing the fruit to remain on the trees.

Utilization

The breakdown on the utilization of
Washington peach sales did not begin
until 1934. However, prior to 1934 al-
most all sales were to the fresh market.
In 1934 only 8,000 bushels were used for
canning, so the crop was almost com-
pletely utilized on the fresh market. By
1936 canned peaches began to be a more
important part of the utilization, and in
that year 101,000 bushels were used by
the canneries. This total represented
about 6 percent of total sales. By 1938
about 238,000 bushels were used by
canneries, which represented 14 percent
of total sales. By 1939 the canneries
were using about 20 percent of the total
amount sold, The year 1939 also marked
the trial stages in freezing peaches. In
that year 33,000 bushels were used for
freezing purposes.

Table 36.—All Pears: Production, Dispesition, Utilization, and Value, Washington, 1909-1951

Canning utilized almost one-quarter
of all Washington peaches sold in 1940,
and a record total of 458,000 bushels was
used by the canners in that year. By
1941 the total had risen to 623,000
bushels and represented almost 33 per-
cent of the sales. During the same period
sales for freezing remained near the
same level. In 1941 about 35,000 bushels
were used in this manner. The year 1942
saw a utilization of over 700,000 bushels
by canneries which represented over
one-third of the sales of Washington
peaches, During the same year sales for
freezing expanded to 71,000 bushels.

Sales for canning dropped sharply in
1943. At the same time sales for freezing
expanded. However, increased utiliza-
tion for freezing did not offset declines
by the canneries, and as a result the per-
centage of the crop diverted to fresh
market channels rose from 60 percent in
1942 to over 75 percent in 1943, In 1043
sales for freezing rose to 103,000 bushels,
while canning utilized only 366,000
bushels in comparison to over 700,000
for 1942,

Canneries utilized 740,000 bushels in
the first post-war year of 1946, which
was comparable to the 1942 level. The
percentage of the crop diverted to fresh
market declined somewhat, while the
total utilization for freezing was, for all
practical purposes, unchanged from a
vear earlier, In 1947 the canning of
Washington peaches rose to a record
total of over 1,000,000 bushels. This rep-
resented about 40 percent of the total
sales in that year. At the same time
sales for freezing declined sharply to
about 135,000 bushels.

Sales of peaches for freezing continued
to decline Iin 1948, and totaled only
82,000 bushels in that year. With a con-
siderably smaller crop than in 1947 can-
neries utilized only 633,000 bushels, and
the diversion to fresh market channels
was proportionately higher. In 1949
sales for freezing increased to 125,000
bushels, and canning totaled about 745,-
000 bushels. During these years a small
amount of peaches was for other uses
such as preserves.
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PEARS

For many years pears have ranked
second to apples in production and value
among all fruit crops produced in the
State of Washington. Beginning in 1915
pears took over second place in produc-
tion, and in 1930 pear trees rose lo sec-
ond place in tree numbers. Although
pears are produced throughout the state,
the production is largely in Yakima and
Chelan Counties. Even so, the largest
single pear orchard in the state is In
Skamania County near White Salmon.

Official estimates on the production of
all pears extend over a period of 43
years from 19090 to 1951. The records
show a steady upward trend from 1909
to 1938, with some decline during the
five years following 1938. Then came a
jump to the all-time peak during the
years 1044 to 1047. In the period since
1947 the average annual production has
been reduced to about the level of the
years 1935 and 1936,

Produection increased from less than
300,000 bushels in 1909 to the record
high of almost 9,000,000 bushels in 19486.
During the decade 1910-19 average pro-
duction was a little under one million
bushels. Continued increases during the
1920's raised the average production to
more than 2,500,000 bushels per year,
Production was more than doubled again
during the following decade, and the
average crop in the 1930's exceeded
5,500,000 bushels. The average crop dur-
ing the 1940's was slightly more than
7,000,000 bushels, although there were
some poor years at the end of that
10-year period.

Starting with the year 1919, the official
estimates of production show separate
totals for Bartlett pears and other pears
(Bose, D'Anjou, Nelis, and others). Dur-
ing the preceding 10-year period (1909-
1918) estimates were made only for all
pears. In the period of 33 years for
which the production records give a
breakdown between Bartletts and all
other varieties, the Bartlett pears have
usually accounted for more than two-
thirds of the total pear production, and
all other varieties for somewhat less than
one-third of the total.

The production of Bartlett pears shows
a consistent upward trend from 1919 to
the mid-1940's and a sharply lower level
for the four years 1948 to 1951. During
the 25 years when Bartlett pear produc-
tion was increasing rapidly, there were
only a few breaks in the upward tide.
These, of course, were the result of bad
weather conditions, especially during the
period when the pear trees were in
bloom. The seasons of 1027 and 1943 in
particular brought crops that were far
below normal,
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In 1934 the Bartlett pear crop sel a
record up to that time of 3,724,000
bushels, but the 1934 crop was exceeded
in every one of the 17 years 1934-1951
The Bartlett crop exceeded four mil-
lion bushels in 13 of the years 1934-1951,
was over 5,000,000 bushels in six of the
years, and over 6,000,000 bushels in three
of the years. The present record produc-
tion for Bartlett pears in Washington of
6,885,000 bushels was set in 1944,

Among Washington's pear trees of va-
rieties other than Bartlett, about 70 per-
cent were D'Anjous and about 15 per-
cent Bosc, with Nelis the chief variety
among the remaining 15 percent of
“other pears.” The record of production
of pears other than Bartletts, dating back
to 1919, showed a sharp increase in the
late 1920’s, a small increase in the late
1930's, and rather small fluctuations
since that time., The smallest crop of
record was in 1924 when only 410,000

bushels were reported harvested, and the
largest in 1938 when 2,451,000 bushels
were produced,

However, the production of pears
other than Bartletts has been more con-
sistent in recent years than that of most
other fruit crops. In the 22-year period
from 1930 to 1951 there were 14 years in
which the production of other pears was
more than 1,500,000 bushels but less than
2,000,000 bushels. In four years the crop
was less than 1,500,000 bushels, and in
four other years the crop was larger than
2,000,000 bushels.

Value of Production

Over the years since 1919 Bartlett
pears have, on the average, accounted
for almost two-thirds of the total value
of production of all pears, and other
pears for a little over one-third. Of
course, there have been wide differences
in this ratio by years, depending upon
the weather in a particular year, In
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Table 37.—Bartlett Pears: Production, Dispoesition, Utilization, and Value, Washington, 1919-1951

PRODUOTION | FARM DISPOSITION UTILIZATION OF SALES
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1,478 2,253 | o8| 11| 241 8716 506 |.
2,876 | 2,00 120 2,750 | 2,804 1,250 1,600 |.
2,458 | 4,78 118 2,840 | 4,508 24 1,618
|
8,074 | 1,004 157 3,017 1,810 1,117 1,900
8,749 1,912 5 9,507 | 1,811 807 1,720
2,500 753 160 | 242 | 'tod 86 | 1,580
9,452 1,481 | 186 4,966 1,306 026 | 2,840
3,624 2,718 144 3,450 2,010 o 2,566 |
4,081 1,900 158 3,528 1,014 1,118 | 2,716
4,102 2,006 162 3,940 | 2,561 1,877 2,662
4,847 2,86 3| 4% 2,74 1,649 | 2,624
goe6 | 108|  1s! sieoe ! 1sse|| 1| 2ms|
3,876 2,906 | 190 3,68 | 2,764 o6 | 2,600
If
4,620 | 4,200 | 2,704 | 190 4,300 2,685 1,258 | 92,800 .
v pe ol omooumo el rm) pel
L] » 1 » » » L 1*
3,906 3,900 9,062 | 238 3,668 8,510 1,572 2,042 |
6,855 6,608 12,338 238 6,30 | 11,808 2, 8,422 |
5,800 5,400 10,152 | 28| 5162 9,705 2,187 2,760
6,750 | 6,750 13,838 | 288 6,512 | 13,350 2,810 8,526
6,156 5,971 11,845 238 5,733 | 10,808 1,790 3,808
3,780 | 3,780 | 10,692 190 5,590 10,080 1,178 2,314
82 49| as 190 | 4,082 3,58 08| 2778
3,060 8,742 | 10,88 181 3,561 | 9,88 1,186 2,244 |
8,070 3,00 | 10,888 180 3,79 | 10,347 80 | 2,80

Table 38.—Pears Other Than Bartlett: Production, Disposition, Utilization, and Value,
Washington, 1919-1951

PRODUOCTION FARM DISPOSITION UTILIZATION OF SALES
Produe- |
tion | Value of|| Used on 1anue of|
Total | Having | Produe- | Farm Bold Bales Fresh | Canned | Drled Other
Value tion f |
Thou- Thou- Thou- | Thou- | Thou- | Thou- Thou- | Thou- Thou- Thou-
Year sand aand &nnid sand sand sand sand sand sand sand
Bushels | Bushels | Dollars | Bushels | Bushels | Dollars || Bushels Bushels | Bushels | Bushels
470 0| 1, | 43 427 | 1,095
449 449 786 50 899 608
&b o6 1,111 45 530 1,004 |
556 556 778 50 5068 708
e e 1,851 L 732 1,281
410 410 1,004 48 362 887
bI18 518 1,010 42 476 928
088 988 1,433 [ 93 1,838
543 543 1,830 42 501 1,227
1,204 1,204 2,022 | 64 1,200 1,920 1;
B4 864 1,M 5 810 1,660
1,548 1,548 1,862 67 1,476 1,mM 1,446
1,244 | 1,244 1,617 61 1,183 1,588 1,158
1,412 1,212 067 ™ 1,140 627 1,110
1,032 1,45 1,24 T 1,380 1,178 1,350
1,420 1,357 1,20 60 1,288 1,150 1,248
1,080 1,841 1,841 68 1,778 1,78 1,729
1,000 | 1,807 1,807 o7 1,740 1,827 1,700
2,150 1,804 1,610 L] 1,828 1,554 1,788
2,451 1,867 1,859 [ 1,802 1,797 1,800
1,90 | 1,528 | 1,2 6 1484 1,244 1,358 10 .
1800 1,37 1M | 1,205 1,160 1,251 | 40 4
1,754 1,670 | 2,422 6l 1,000 | 2,538 1,604 | 1 2 2
1,612 | 1,582 3,385 | 6l 1,621 3,255 T B 23 1
1,560 1,360 5,086 62 1,208 4,855 1,208 3 43 “
1,780 | 1,780 5,060 | 62 1,718 5,463 L840 |....i0e 68 10
1,970 1,970 6,000 66 1,004 6,578 1,800 | 75 19
2,140 2,140 6,801 | 00 2,080 6,608 1,958 |.. el 115 12
2,149 2,008 804 60 2,003 5,208 LK Vi inisiia | FE] L |
1,776 1,775 4,118 60 1,756 3,979 1,09 | 88 | 8
1'ss5 | 1700 | 3, 60| 10| 870 160! % IR L 10
1,758 1,758 4,120 L] 1,008 3,979 1,480 l 20 | 140 47
1,584 1,684 4,518 60 1,624 4,404 1,510 | M4 1 ....................
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1938 and again in 1949 the pears other
than Bartletts had a value of production
greater than the Bartletts.

Value of production of the Bartlett
pear crop has ranged from a low of
$753,000 in 1932 to a high of $13,838,000
in 1946. Average value of the crop was
lower in the 1930’s than during the 1920’s,
even though production was far larger,
because prices were so low during the
depression of the 1930’s.

Conversely, value of the crop increased
much faster than production during the
1940’s when all prices were stimulated
by World War II. Before 1942 the value
of the erop had never reached $6,000,000;
following 1942 the wvalue was over
$9,000,000 in every year except 1949.
The lowest season average price of rec-
ord was in 1932 when Bartlett pears were
worth less than 30 cents per bushel. The
highest price was established in 1948 at
more than $2.80 a bushel. In 14 of the
33 years of record, Bartlett pears have
sold at an average of less than $1.00 per
bushel.

The value of production of pears other
than Bartletts varied from a low of
$667,000 in 1932 to a high of $6,891,000 in
1946. Total value of the other pear crop
averaged higher during the 1930's than
during the 1920’s because production in-
creases more than offset lower prices.
Dollar value of the crop skyrocketed in

Table 39.—Prunes: Production, Dispesition, Utilization, and Value, Washington, 1919-1951

the 1940’s. Before 1942 the value of the
crop had never reached $2,500,000, but
after that year the value was over
$4,000,000, in every year except 1949,
The lowest season average price for
other pears was the 55 cents per bushel
received by farmers in 1932, and the
highest price was $3.74 in 1943,

Farm Disposition

The tonnage of pears used on the farms
where grown increased slowly over the
years, but gradually became relatively
smaller in proportion to the tonnage sold.
Home consumption of pears, however, is
still important. Farm use accounted for
an average of about 240,000 bushels of
pears annually over the years 1927-51.
More than three-fourths of the pears
used on producing farms are Bartletts,
indicating considerable home canning.
In most years there are more than 20
bushels of pears sold for every bushel
used on farms—even though there are
thousands of small home orchards which
sell no fruit.

Utilization of Sales

Records are available on the utilization
of pears sold each year, beginning in
1919. In that year less than 20 percent
of the sales were made to processors,
and over 80 percent were made through
the fresh market channels. Canning of

pears increased so rapidly during the late
1920’s and early 1930’s that over the last
20 years sales to processors have been
about equal to fresh market sales. This
trend toward processing, of course, has
characterized most fruits as the popula-
tion of the nation has become increas-
ingly urbanized and as families have
become smaller.

For many years the bulk of the Bart-
lett pear crop has been used for canning.
Over the 20 years 1932-51 the tonnage
of Bartletts used annually by canners
was about double the tonnage sold
for fresh market use. Fresh market
sales were more important than usual
during the war years from 1943 through
1946. Canners used over 2,000,000 bushels
of Bartlett pears each year from 1933
through 1951, and over 3,800,000 bushels
were canned in 1947. During the same
period of time fresh market sales of Bart-
lett pears have been considerably more
variable, ranging from a high of over
2,800,000 bushels in 1944 o a low of only
830,000 bushels in 1951.

The pears other than Bartletts are sold
almost exclusively for use as fresh fruit,
although in some years a few are canned,
dried, or used for other types of process-
ing. Of course, many of the Bose, D’An-
jou, and Nelis pears that are purchased
on the fresh market by the housewife are
canned before they are consumed.

1] pi
| PRODUCTION FARM DISPOSITION UTILIZATION OF SALES
|
| Produe- |
| tion | Value of | Used on Value of]
Total | Having | Prodnc-| Tarm Bold Sales Fresh Dried | Canned | Frozen | Other
Value tion ||
Thou- | Thou-
Year sand | fand
Tans Tons Dollars | Tons Tong Dollars Tons Tons Tons Tons Tons
|
22,000 ! 22,000 |
21,400 21,000
14,100 14,100
91,800 | 921,800
26, 600 20,600
20, fio0 25, 600 |
15,500
90 || | 21 15,500
626 2,000 | 25,800 681 5,300 15,600 1,500
509 2,000 22,400 467 11,100 10, 100 1,200
8328 || 2,100 23,700 761 15,000 1,500 2,200 (.
000 || 2,600 33,400 M8 15,200 18,700 4,400 |,
1,007 || 2,600 | 38,800 1,000 12,900 19,000 6,800 |.
762 2,200 22,000 693 12,800 4,500 4,600 |.
600 2,200 | 15,200 532 8,600 1,500 4,600
6z1 | 2,200 | 20,100 560 4, 3,400 2,300 |
611 || 2,400 ,T00 G2 13,800 7,100 7,000
6514 1,800 17,100 4060 8,400 400 B AR | Fonsineny 200
L 2,200 19,000 656 0,600 1,800 7,870 30 200
1,538 | 2,100 | 19,800 1,386 15,000 300 3,70 400 400
2,603 | 2,000 20,470 2,458 12,300 2,100 4,570 1,500 200
2,453 | 1,800 24,000 2,282 15,610 840 6,030 1,130 300
2,270 | 1,800 24,200 2,113 13,400 850 7,700 1,750 G060
2,647 | 2,000 27,100 2,466 10,600 810 14,800 510 200
2,007 | 2,000 71,100 1,807 10,830 850 8,570 150 200
1,054 1,340 16,560 975 11,130 180 | 4,950 150 150
026 1,870 15,940 560 ; 700 4,500 200 440
1,587 030 12,870 1,432 : FE ) 8 3,020 5 b | PR e
1,195 | 1,480 12,120 1,065 8,660 Pt 2,200 240 M
A
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UTILIZATION OF TOTAL PRUNE PRODUCTION

WASHINGTON CROP AND LIVESTOCK REPORTING SERVICE

WASHINGTON 1920-5I
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Figure 28. Prune production in Washington has shown a downward trend since the 1929 production peak.
about 1949 production appears to have been rather stable, with some annual variation due to weather.

For a period from 1938 to
Prior to 1929 there was no data on

utilization. The amount reaching the consumer through fresh market channels has been remarkably uniform. The decline in production

was reflected in a decline in the processing of prunes,
able quantity of prunes is used in the farm households, This is especially true of the prunes raise

Mountains.

PRUNES AND PLUMS

The records on production of prunes
and plums in Washington extend over
the 33 years from 1919 to 1951, inclusive.
There are great differences in production
from year to year which are largely due
to the influence of weather, but the long-
time trend was upward until 1929 and
downward thereafter. The Ilong-time
trend in production is closely associated
with the ups and downs in numbers of
bearing trees, which increased until
1930 and then declined in subsequent
years.

During the span of 33 years Washing-
ton’s plum and prune production was
over 30,000 tons in seven years, and less
than 20,000 tons in six different years.
In 20 of the 33 seasons prune and plum
production ranged between 20,000 and
30,000 tons.

Total production in Washington in
1929 amounted to over 50,000 tons of
prunes and plums, the highest record
through 1951. During the decade from
1926 to 1935 the state's production ex-
ceeded 30,000 tons six times. Before 1926
the highest production of record was in
the favorable year 1923, when 26,000
tons were produced. The seasons of 1939
and 1946 were outstanding in the period
after 1935, with production around the
30,000 ton level.

The lowest production on record—13,-
600 tons—came in 1950 and was repeated
again in 1951. Other unusually low years
of production after the records were
started in 1919 were 1921 with 14,100
tons, 1937 with -18,600 tons, 1940 with
18,900 tons, and 1948 with 19,000 tons.

There have been 15 years of the 33
years on record in which a part of the
sound fruit produced was left unhar-
vested as economic abandonment. The
quantity of prunes and plums left on
trees was greatest during the depression
yvears from 1932 to 1935 when prices
were very low. It occurred again in 1949
when the state had unusually large
crops of the other soft fruits as well as
a relatively large prune erop.

The dollar value of the prune and
plum crop has shown tremendous varia-
tion over the years, with average prices
showing even more instability than pro-
duction. In six of the 33 years of record
the crop has exceeded $2,000,000 in value.
The highest year was 1943 when the crop
was valued at $2,693,000. Other high-
value years were 1919 and the four years
1944 through 1947. In seven years the
value of the crop fell below $700,000,
with a record low of $509,000 in 1932.
Other low-value years were 1931, the
four years 1937 through 1940, and 1949.
In the other 20 years of record, the value

This became very marked after about 1935 and efjpeulully after 1947.

A fairly size-
on farms west of the Cascade

of the crop exceeded one million dollars
in ten seasons and has fallen short of
the million-dollar mark ten times.

Disposition

Records on the disposition of prunes
and plums were started in 1929. These
records show how much of the harvested
tonnage was sold and how much was
used on the farms of producers each year.
The tonnage for farm use has been
rather stable over the years, so that the
tonnage sold each year has been almost
directly proportional to the total amount
harvested. Home farm use has usually
accounted for 1,800 to 2,600 tons annu-
ally.

Utilization

Data on the utilization of prunes and
plums sold are available beginning with
the wyear 1929, Sales are classified as
fresh market or processed, and the pro-
cessor sales are further broken down by
uses such as drying, freezing, canning,
and other.

The most impressive feature of the
utilization records is the increasing im-
portance of fresh market sales in recent
years. The actual volume of fresh sales
have comprised a larger proportion of
all sales in recent years than was the
case earlier., In 14 years out of the 23
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years of record, fresh market sales have
exceeded all processing sales. This was
the case in every year after 1940 except
for 1946, and was also true of 1933 and
in the years 1936 to 1938.

| The largest volume of fresh market
sales for any single year was recorded
in 1920 when 18,500 tons were sold fresh.
Fresh market sales that year made up
about 38 percent of all sales. In 1951
fresh market sales amounted to only
8,660 tons, but this volume represented
over 70 percent of all sales.

Historically, the major use of prunes
and plums by processors was prunes for
drying. During the early years of the
1930's drying was still the principal
processing use for the crop, but by 1940
drying had become second to canning,
and after 1945 more tonnage was canned
and frozen than dried.

During the 23 years of record, canning
has been an important use for prunes
and plums. During this period the
volume canned was less than 3,000 tons
in only four years, and was more than

7,000 tons in only six years. However,
after 1940 more prunes and plums were
canned each year than were used in all
other kinds of processing.

Freezing of prunes and plums is a
relatively new development, starting in
1041. However, the tonnage used for
freezing became rather insignificant in
most years after 1945. The largest
volume used by freezers was in the years
1043, 1944, and 1945 when over 1,000
tons were frozen each year,
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