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Ginning Charg2s. Cotton growers in the United States paid $12.44 on the average 
for ginning and wrapping a 500-pound gross-weight bale of upland cotton during the 
1952-53 season. During 1951-52, the similar charge by ginners averaged $12.04 per 
standard-weight bale. Charges for bagging and ties in 1952-53 averaged $3.70 per bale 
for the Cotton Belt as a whole, or about 30 percent of the total ginning charge. Gin-
ning charges in 1952-53,  by States, ranged from $16.97 per standard-weight bale in 
Missouri to $8.33 in Virginia. Average charges for ginning increased in most cotton-
producing States but in Arkansas, Missouri, New Mexico, Oklahoma, South Carolina, and 
Virginia, they were lower than in the previous season. The sharpest declines occurred 
in Oklahoma and New Mexico where significant decreases also occurred in the quantity of 
seed cotton needed to produce a 500-pound bale. In both States, charges for ginning 
are assessed entirely on a basis of hundredweight of seed. cotton. Production of 
American Egyptian cotton totaled 93,488 bales in 1952-53 and the charges for ginning 
this extra long staple cotton on roller gins in the western area averaged $22.81 per 
standard weight bale as compared with $21,24 per bale in 1951-52. 

Pounds of seed cotton required for a 500-pound gross-weight bale. The average 
amount of hand-picked seed cotton needed to produce a standard weight bale of upland 
cotton in 1952-53  was 1,347 pounds for the Cotton Belt as compared with 1,371  pounds 
in 1951-52. For upland cotton harvested by band-snapping, 1,971  pounds of seed cot-
ton were necessary in 1952-53  or 414. pounds less than in the previous season. Growers 
of American Egyptian cotton required 1,648 pounds of hand-picked cotton to make a 
500-pound bale. 

Methods of harvesti2g. Estimates of ginners indicated that about 63 percent of 
the 1952-53  crop was harvested by hand-picking, 19 percent by hand-snapping, and 18 per-
cent by other methods, such as mechanical pickers or strippers. In all States except 
California, Oklahoma, and Texas, hand-picking continues as the most important harvest-
ing method. Almost 60 percent of production in California in 1952-53 was harvested 
by machine pickers whereas major parts of production in Oklahoma and Texas were hand-
snapped. Almost one-half of the Arizona crop was harvested by mechanical pickers. 

Purchases of cotton by ginners. Cotton sold by growers to ginners in the United 
States represented about one-fourth of the 1952-53 crop. Most of the cotton bought by 
ginners was purchased as baled lint, but from 1 to 8 percent of the crop in the various 
States was purchased as seed cotton and consisted mostly of remnants or less-than-bale 
lots. 

Services incident t 	:keti . Costs associated with the primary marketing of 
cotton in the United States during 1952-53 increased appreciably over those in the 
previous season. Receiving charges at compresses and warehouses in the Cotton Belt 
averaged 71 cents per bale as compared with 65 cents in 1951-52. The monthly storage 
rate averaged 14.3  cents per bale or 6 cents per bale greater than in 1951-52. Charges 
for compressing bales averaged $1.32 per bale for standard density and $1.47 per bale 
for high density, an increase of 13 cents per bale for each type of compression above 
charges for the same services in 1951-52. 

J This study was conducted under the direction of John W. Wright, Chief, Research 
and Testing Division, Cotton Branch, Collection of the original data was made possible 
by the cooperation of field representatives of the Cotton Branch and ginners, compreasmen, 
and warehousemen. 

(See reverse side of this sheet for more detailed information by States.) 
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