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YIELD PJmFORMANCE OF SMALL GRAIN VARIETIES 
TESTED IN VIRGINIA, 1945 TO 1955 

by 
(1) T. M. Starling, J. L. Tramel, and F.dward Shulkcum 

Small grain varietal tests have been conducted at various locations 
in Virginia for many years to provide information for determining 
the varieties to be recommended in the various regions of the 
state. In 1945 these tests were organized on a uniform basis for 
seed source, the same varieties were included in all tests for a 
given region or the state, and the tests were designed so that the 
results could be statistically analyzed. Information bas been 
collected on such characteristics as winter hardiness, relative 
maturity, plant height, straw stiffness, reaction to diseases, 
grain yield, and bushel test weight. 

Mlny varieties have been included in these tests since they were 
first initiated. When a variety gave a poor average performance in 
comparison with other varieties, it was dropped from the tests 
after one or more years or testing. Varieties appearing to give 
satisfactory or good performance were continued in the tests until 
their performance in comparison with varieties or known performance 
could be established. Varieties currently being recommended have 
been include.d in the tests to give a basis for deciding whether new 
varieties should be added to the list or old ones dropped from the 
list. 

The tests have been conducted at the locations shown on the map on 
page 3. The individuals who have cooperated in growing the tests 
at the various locations are listed on page 4. The cooperation or 
these individuals is gratefully acknowledged and appreciated. 

The varieties have been tested in three-row plots, the rows being 
twenty feet long and one root apart, and the plots were replicated 
six times at most locations. Yield data was based on a rod section 
taken from the center row or each plot. 

The results from these tests have been made available to pro-
fessional agricultural workers at various intervals. However, no 
publication to date has presented a complete summary or the per-
formance or the varieties at the various locations. The data 

(1) Associate Agronomist, Assistant Agronomist, and Assistant 
Agronomist, respectively, Virginia Agricultural Experiment Station. 
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included herein give the yield performance for each year and 
average yield for various intervals for those varieties which are 
still of some commercial interest in the state, and of certain 
varieties or selections which have not been tested sufficiently to 
determine their performance. 

The yields as given should not be considered as absolute, but 
rather as comparative yield performance of the various varieties. 
Unless two varieties differed in yield by an amount as great or 
greater than the least significant difference given at the bottom 
of the column of data, they should not be considered as having 
yielded differently from each other. In comparing yield per-
formances, those comparisons made on long time averages are more 
valid than those made on short time averages. 

It did not seem advisable to summarize the data collected on 
characters other than yield. Instead, the data collected on these 
characters were used to prepare a brief comparative description of 
each variety. These descriptions are presented in table form at 
the end of the yield summary section for each crop. 
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(1) 
(2) 
(3) 
(4) 
(5) 
(6) 
(7) 
( 8) 
(9) 

(10) 
(11) 
(12) 
(13) 
(14) 
(15) 
(16) 

Accomac 
Warsaw 
Williams bur 
Petersburg g 
Charlotte C Orange ourt House 
Middleburg 
Staunton 
Fishersville 
M::mterey 
Blacksburg 
Elk Creek 
Glade Spri 
Emory ng 
Dryden 
Jonesville 

location of 

Ext. Form 16 

tests and ad aptation areas. 



Test locations and cooperating individuals 

F.astern Virginia 

Accomac - J. G. Rogers, L. T. Chandler 

Petersburg - M. T. Carter 

Warsaw - H. M. Camper 
(1) 

"Williamsburg - R. P. Cocke, H. M. Camper 

Piedmont Virginia 

Charlotte Court House - R. D. Sears 

Middleburg - W. H. Skrdla, W. L. Griffeth, H. T. Bryant 

Orange - G. D. Jones 

West of Blue Ridge 

Blacksburg - M. H. M::Vicker, Paul Echols, M. P. Lacy, J. L. Tramel 

Dryden - J. P. Lyle 

&nory - F. S. McClaugherty 

Elk Creek - P. c. Conner 

Fishersville - P. T. Gish 

Glade Spring - W. R. Perkins, Curtis Buckles 

Jonesville - J. P. Lyle 

M>nterey - E. B. Jones, Jr. 

Staunton - P. T. Gish 

(1) Deceased 
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Table 1. Yield performance of fall-sown oat varieties tested at Blacksburg, 1945 to 1955. 

y~~l~ ~n :t!J;!.s~ls ~~t a~t~ 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

variety m5 ~ ~ 1252-55 ~ ~ l2.2Q .l2A2 12"2-~~ 12,2-~5 ~ ~ ~ ~ 12L.5-L.a 12,5-55 
Forkedeer 67.0 90.4 94,5 84.0 50.8 47.3 49,5 83.3 57.7 69.0 56 •. 4 70.8 67.5 70.1 66.2 68.0 
Lee 64.5 84.3 97.2 82.0 49.7 44.9 49,5 71.0 5.3.8 65.9 58.4 51.0 58.2 62.9 57.6 62.9 
V.P.I.#1 89.8 34.0 70.7 51.1 87.5 60.8 67.7 62.8 68.7 6.3.9 61.7 
Let.oria 41.2 49,5 43.7 62.5 51..3 60.2 67.5 60.4 
Stanton Str.l 42.2 44,5 49.5 52.2 57.4 60.3 
Stanton Str.2 62.0 66.7 
Lelina .35.8 50.9 57.8 
Desoto 62.4 47.2 
Winter Turf 50.7 4.3.9 
Tennex 64.9 74.8 

Ful.win 55.8 61.8 
Ful.grain 25 • .3 
Fulghum 0 46.0 

V'I Traveler 47.9 67.5 52.0 40.9 
i'ultex 50.2 

Lemont 67.7 48.7 62.6 73 • .3 
Pioneer 46.2 60.5 
Victorgrain 40,4 .36.5 0 
Wintok 45,4 49.5 70.1 6.3.0 64.1 
Arlington 47.0 100.0 116.3 87.8 31.5 44,9 57.7 84.2 54.6 68.8 54.8 

Atlantic 77.5 112.9 .38.1 39.6 50 • .3 67.7 48.9 66.o 
Le Conte 34.0 53.6 71.8 
Bronco (C.I.6571) 65.J 9.3.2 95.9 84.8 
Lemont Cross 38.4 76.2 
Dubois 53.4 75.5 82 • .3 70.4 

Cimarron 64.8 83.0 
Fulwood 108.8 22.9 

Least significant (a) 
difference (.05) 14.1 N.S.D.16.4 2.8 17.7 8.5 11.8 16.1 11.9 12.7 13.0 

(a) No significant difference 



Table 2. Yield performance of fall-sown oat varieties tested at Glade Spring and vicinity, 1945 to 1955 (a) 

lld9 in !;&sh!!l s 1211': ac1:1 
Avg. Three Five Avg. Nine 

Variety ~ ~ 1954-55 ~ ~ l2J.2 n.ayg. xr.ayg. l2!& .12'*1 l2a2 ~ 1945-48 vr.au. 

Forkedeer 63.0 93.8 78.4 53.9 56.4 57.8 56.o 65.0 101.3 103.0 100.6 64.5 92.4 77.2 
Lee 65. 7 121. 7 93.7 47.0 53.7 77.6 59.4 73.1 100.5 89.3 91.1 68.5 87.4 79.5 
V.P.I.#1 JO.J 51.0 6J.5 48.3 104.1 88.2 105.5 69.2 91.8 
Letoria J9.9 46.2 73.4 53~2 99.7 84.0 90.6 69.6 86.0 
Stanton Str.l 30.3 55.1 65.2 50.2 101.3 87.7 68.5 

Stanton Str.2 96.2 77.8 
Lelina 0 108.4 70.4 
Desoto 102.0 87.2 
Winter Turf 72.6 65.6 
Tennex 105.5 47.9 

Fulwin 92.6 54.9 
Fulgrain 49.5 101.3 0 
Fulghum 0 70.2 
Traveler 61.1 77.6 84.0 99.8 
Fultex 122.2 

Lemont 75.l 91.3 95.3 85.l 
Pioneer 80.7 102.0 
Victorgrain 50.3 86.5 0 
Wintok 51.7 59.4 91.3 91.2 
Arlington 86.2 106.1 96.2 50.l 50.J 72.6 57.7 73.l 
Atlantic 100.6 48.5 50.J 61.9 53.6 

Leconte 46.9 72.6 
Bronco (C.I.6571) 89.l 104.0 96.6 
Lemont Cross 69.5 79.6 74.6 
Dubois 78.2 85.7 82.0 
Cimarron 61.4 85.0 7J.2 
Fulwood 42.9 

Least sign. dif.(.05)14.1 22.3 7.5 9.6 11.7 20.l 13.9 19.9 22.2 

(a) Tested at Glade Spring, 1945-1948; Jonesville, 1949-50; Dryden, 1952; and Plnory 1954-55. 



Table 3. Yield performance of fall-sown oat varieties tested at several locations west 
of Blue Ridge, 1949 to 1952. 

Yi1lg ln ~ysb~ls ~~;c a~r~ 
~a1'~tlX Fig~;c;i!:ill~ &k C;t!llk 

Three Avg. Avg. 
Variety li'2 mQ ~ .n:...l!i.a. ~ ~ 1949-50 ~ .filQ 1949-50 

Forkedeer 46.5 40.2 37.5 41.4 104.6 54.2 79.4 66.8 74.l 70.5 
Lee 50.5 28.9 32.1 37.l 102.4 46.0 74.2 65.2 77.5 71.4 
V.P.I.#1 58.1 48.2 31.5 45.9 87.4 49.0 68.2 75.1 83.6 79.4 
Letoria 42.0 81.8 43.8 62.8 47.0 

Stanton Str.l 38.9 64.0 37.5 50.8 46.2 
Fulgrain 31.9 81.8 
Traveler 35.8 76.4 55.J 
Lemont 47.4 104.6 56.9 

Victor grain 45.7 64.6 17.J 
Wintok 51.6 26.2 95.3 47.9 71.6 71.8 61.9 66.8 
Arlington 33.8 28.5 29.3 30.5 97.6 57.J 77.5 56.l 72.8 64.5 
Atlantic 42.0 44.2 32.1 39.4 99.J 59.9 79.6 44.6 60.5 52.6 

LeConte 47.7 27.5 104.3 50.4 77.4 56.9 
Fulwood 37.5 

(a) 
L.s.d. ( .05) lJ.2 5.2 N.S.D. - 14.5 6.6 9.6 11.8 

(a) No significant difference 



Table 4. Yield performance or fall-sown oat varieties tested at Staunton, 1948 to 1955. 

Yield is bysh~ls ~et acte 
Three Avg. Six 

Variety ~ l2i2 ~ xr.ayg. ~ lli:2 ~ 1948-50 rr.avg. 

Forkedeer 96.7 85.5 73.9 85.4 61.8 73.6 46.0 60.5 72.9 
Lee 109.8 80.3 70.6 86.9 46.4 70.5 41.8 52.9 &9.9 
V.P.I.#1 93.2 53.5 56.1 75.9 40.3 57.4 
Latoria 68.2 34.6 44.3 41.7 40.2 

Stanton Str.1 57.5 36.9 36.9 41.3 38.4 
Fulgrain 39.5 32.7 
Traveler 50.5 37.3 
Lemont 80.9 46.7 

Pioneer 44.0 
Victor grain J5.5 40.2 
Wintok 43.7 50.8 39.8 44.8 
Arlington 76.2 99.0 75.7 8.).6 61.5 79.0 

Atlantic 89.6 72.7 59.9 68.0 
LeConte 43.J 51.9 
Bronco (C.I.6571) 112.7 96.2 
Iemont Cross 50.6 

Dubois 90.6 68.7 
Cimarron 85.8 
Fulwood 81.8 65.5 

L. s.d. ( .05) 
(a) 

8.5 12.3 11.1 N.S.D. - 10.8 7.8 

(a) No significant difference 



Table 5. Average yield performance of fall-sown oat varieties tested west of Blue Ridge, 1945 to 1955. 

Y1!l~ ig ~~§b§la ~~t a~t! :ti!§!~ on tbs! !D9!~tag mmilmt 2! l2cat!ons. 
1955 1954 1953 Avg. 1952 1951 1950 1949 Avg. Avg. 1948 1947 1946 1945 Avg. Avg • 

Variety _ill ..ill _ill 1953-55 _.LJJ. ..ill ..ffi ~ 1949-52 l~ ...Lil ..ill ..ill _ill 1945-~ 194!5-55 

Forkedeer 75.6 92.1 90.0 85.9 54.1 47,3 56.0 72.1 57.4 69.6 67.9 86.9 84.0 67.3 76.5 72.1 
Lee 80.0 103.0 88.8 90.6 49.9 44.9 50.3 72.9 54,5 70.1 66.9 70.1 74.7 65. 7 69.3 69.7 
V.P.I.11 91.5 37.J 70.7 56.5 74.6 59.8 70.7 75.5 87.1 66.5 75.0 
Letoria 55.4 68.0 67.7 75.4 68.5 69.9 
Stanton Str.1 50.1 64.9 72.6 79.1 64.4 70.2 

Stanton Str.2 79.6 72.J 
Lelina 17.9 82.2 64.1 
Desoto 61.7 67.2 
Winter Turf 85.2 54.7 
Tennex 74.2 61.4 

Fulwin 58.4 
Fol.grain 58.1 
Ful.ghum 0 70 • .3 
Traveler 54,5 54.5 68.0 86.2 
Fultex 79.2 

Lemont 72.1 72.1 78.9 
Pioneer 81 • .3 
Victorgrain 42 • .3 42.J 0 
Wintok 45.4 66.5 66.5 77.6 46.8 
Arlington 69.8 103.1 107.7 9.3.5 46.7 44,9 70.6 70.6 54.7 

Atlantic 89.l 101.3 47.8 39.6 6.3.9 6.3.9 54.1 
LeConte 34.0 67.5 67.5 
Bronco (C.I.6571) 89.0 98.6 96.1 94.6 
Lemont Cross 52.8 77.9 
Dubois 74.1 ao.6 75.5 76.7 

Cimarron 70.7 84.0 
Fulwood 95.3 42.2 



Table 6. Yield performance or fall-sown oat varieties tested at Charlotte Court House,1945 to 1955. 

Ii1ld ill ~Ylbll~ ~It ·~ti 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

.Yari1ty ~ ~ mJ 1953-55 ~ ~ l2.5Q l2A2 1949-52 1949-55 ~ l9.J.1. 12"2 ~ 1945-48 1945-52 

Forkedeer 71.0 44.9 49.5 14.0 29 • .3 .34.4 96.5 41.6 16.6 42.0 49.2 41.8 
Lee 77.1 95.7 75.9 82.9 5.3.1 5.3.9 21.4 44.0 4.3.1 60.2 98.2 .39 • .3 14.2 4.3 • .3 48.8 46.0 
V.P.I.11 55 • .3 24.8 47.6 17 • .3 41.9 .32.9 84 • .3 .34 • .3 15.5 41.8 44.0 .38.5 
Letoria 49.0 49 • .3 16.5 2.3.9 .34.7 89.l .31.4 15 • .3 44 • .3 45.0 .39.9 
Stanton Str.l 47.6 55.0 10.7 21.2 .3.3.6 91.6 .35.6 47 • .3 

Stanton Str.2 15.l 
Lelina 27.7 16.0 .38.2 
Desoto 14.0 .37.5 
Winter Turf 10.0 
Tennex 11.5 4.3.7 

Fulwin 11.6 46.0 
Fulgrain 67.2 104.8 67.7 79.9 18.l 22.2 71.0 .30.4 
Fulghum 20.8 8.2 
Traveler 24.9 85.0 .32.J 12.4 51.4 45 • .3 
Fultex 15.l 

~ 
0 Lemont .32.9 82.5 .37.0 16.4 

Pioneer 114.1 40.9 45.9 
Victor grain 70.5 111.4 74 • .3 85.4 14.0 17.7 
Wintok .31.9 11.5 26.0 82.5 .34.7 42.1 
Arlington 79.5 89.9 78.4 82.6 55.8 67.7 21.4 40.2 46.J 61.9 

Atlantic 90.8 74 • .3 50.4 59.4 17 • .3 .35. .3 40.6 
Coy 26.0 
Le Conte 48.2 47.0 20.6 .34.l .37.5 
Bronco (C.I.6571) 80.l 88 • .3 60.2 76.2 
Lemont Cross 65.9 10.3.1 

Dubois 57.9 98.2 52.0 69.4 
Cimarron 37.5 
Fulwood 5.3.6 10.3.l 72.6 76.4 
C.I.6719 (a) 79.0 
54-.31-10 (b) 68.1 
54-.31-12 (b) 64.1 

L.s.d. ( .05) 15.1 26.0 12.7 11.7 11.6 4.4 5.8 28.1 12.6 4.5 11.0 

(a) (Victoria x Hajira-~nner) (Fulghum - Victoria) 
(b) C.I.4658 x (Clinton - Santa Fe) 



Table 7. Yield performance of fall-sown oat varieties tested at Middleburg, 1950 to 1955. 

Yi1lg in b~sh!l! ~g[ agJ:I 
Avg. Three Five 

variety ill.5 .lliit 1954-55 ~ ml ~ y[.&Vg. n.avg. 

Forkedeer 90.5 66.o 78 • .3 25 • .3 72 • .3 49.8 49.l 60.8 
Lee 101.2 88 • .3 94.8 28.J 52.5 39.3 40.2 62.0 
V.P.I. /11 44.7 45.9 43.2 44.6 

Letoria 28.3 34.7 41.9 35.0 
Stanton Str. 1 15.4 46.7 38.3 33.5 
Ful.grain 42.7 

Victorgrain 41.l ..... Wintok 55.6 .34.l ..... 
Arlington 100.7 76.7 88.7 21.l 63.6 58.9 47.9 64.2 

Atlantic 56.9 19.3 87.2 58.6 55.0 
Leconte 20.8 55.7 41.0 .39.2 
Bronco (C. I. 6571) 85.0 74 • .3 79.7 

Lemont Cross 90.8 39.6 65.2 
Dubois 85.5 60.2 72.9 
Cimarron 99.0 94.1 96.6 

(a) 
L • s • d • ( • 05) N.S.D. 17.5 9.6 21.0 5 • .3 

(a) No significant difference 



Table 8. Yield performance of fall-sown oat varieties tested at Orange, 1945 to 1955. 

Y!11S: in bygW!lg ~I[ a£tl 
Avg, Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

.YW.W 1252 mil mJ 191)3-55 lli.? l2jl l25Q ~ l.949-52 l.949-55 ~ lez&:Z 1242 lW 1945-48 1945-ljlj 

Forkedeer 73.7 92.7 106.4 90.7 106.4 65.5 57,5 75.l 76.l 82.4 95,7 59,9 71.3 83.l 77.5 80.6 
Lee 67.4 110.0 88.3 88.6 86.4 66.6 6.3.0 86.6 75.7 81.2 96.4 68.6 7.3.8 79.8 79,7 80.7 
V.P.I.#1 85.0 70.2 54,5 72.9 76.7 68.6 104 • .3 50.7 7.3.l 8J.2 77.8 
Letoria 71.5 54.2 59.4 58.6 60.9 89.5 64.4 80.6 8.3.l 79,4 

Stanton Str.l 57.3 58.l 60.2 57.8 58.4 97.4 57.J 76.9 
Stanton Str.2 63.8 
Lelina 50.2 68.6 82.0 
Desoto 67 • .3 75.7 

Winter Turf 63.8 
Tennex 71.1 86.8 
Fulwin 65.8 82.4 
Fulgrain 46.2 66.0 71.0 41.9 

I-' Fulghum .35.5 44.0 1'l Traveler 63.5 101.0 65.5 77.8 78.7 80.8 
Fultex 50.4 
Lemont 92.4 99.7 68.6 78.9 

Pioneer 71.0 63.4 97.3 
Victor grain 48.7 52.0 90.8 44.4 
Wintok 57.2 59.7 62.7 102.3 66.5 76.9 
Arlington 50.9 95.7 110.6 85.7 70.1 64,9 86.9 94.1 79.0 81.8 

Atlantic 8.3.4 95.7 80.6 64.9 76.7 84.2 76.6 
Coy 71.0 
LeConte 77.6 44,9 72.9 77.6 68 • .3 
Bronco (C.I.6571) 67.0 94 • .3 8.3 • .3 81.5 

Lemont Cross .32.8 70.7 
Dubois 60.2 114.2 80.9 85.1 
Cimarron 51.8 10.3.4 
Fulwood 87.5 74.6 

L.s.d. (.05) 14.6 17.9 17.0 22.9 6,9 8.7 7 • .3 18.6 18.7 15.4 14.0 



Table 9. Average yield performance of fall-sown oat varieties tested in Piedmont section of Virginia, 1945 to 1955. 

Yiel~ in bushels ~er acr~ based on th~ inQ•g1~ed number of locations 1 
1955 1954 1953 Avg. 1952 1951 1950 1949 Avg. Avg. 1948 1947 1946 1945 Avg. Avg. 

Variety ....ill _w ..m l2!2J-S!i ....ill _ill _ill .J..& 121.2-5~ 12"2-!25 ..m ..m _ill ..ill ~/& 12"5-55 
Forkedeer 88.7 58.9 62.4 40.4 52.2 53.5 96.l 50.8 44.0 62.6 63.4 
Lee 81.9 98.6 54.7 78.4 56.1 57.7 41.2 65.3 55.1 65.1 97.3 54.0 44.0 61.6 64.2 64.7 
V.P.I.#1 70.2 46.6 49.3 44.4 59.3 50.0 94,3 42,5 44,3 62.5 60.9 
Letoria 49.6 46.1 39.3 41.3 44.1 89.3 47.9 47.9 63.7 62.2 

Stanton Str.l 40.1 53,3 36.4 39,5 42.J 94.5 46.5 62.1 
Stanton Str.2 39.5 
Lelina 39.0 42.3 60.l 
Desoto 40.7 56.6 

Winter Turf 36.9 
Tenn ex 41.J 65.J 
Fulwin 38.7 64.2 

,_. Fulgrain 35.7 44.1 71.0 36.2 
\.,) 

Fulghum 28.2 
Traveler 44.2 9J.O 48.9 45.1 65.1 
Fultex J2.8 
Lemont 62.7 91.1 52.8 47.7 

Pioneer 92.6 52.2 47.3 
Victorgrain 34.6 J4.9 
Wintok L8.3 35.1 44.4 92.4 50.6 59.5 
Arlington 77.0 87.4 94.5 86.3 49.0 65.4 55.7 67.2 59.3 

Atlantic 77.0 85.0 70.5 50.9 59.8 
Coy 48.5 
Le Conte 49.2 49.2 44.8 55.9 49.8 
Bronco (C.I.6571) 77.4 85.6 71.8 78.J 

Lemont Cross 63.2 71.1 
Dubois 67.9 90.9 66.5 75.1 
Cimarron 67.8 
Fulwood 80.1 



Table 10. Yield performance or fall-sown oat varieties tested at Accomac, 1949 to 1955 

Yi1ld iD ~~~b§ls ~I~ asa:1 
Avg. Avg. Avg. 

V:ariot.I ~ mt.. mJ 1953-55 ~ .l2.5l ~Q. 12'2 1949-52 1949-52 

Forkedeer 49.6 61.1 50.1 34.0 50.8 49.0 
Lee 60.4 67.3 30.6 52.8 68.4 76.2 23.9 48.5 54.3 53.7 
V.P. I.#1 37.4 31.7 75.0 36.9 
letoria 54.3 57.8 19.3 56.2 46.9 
Stanton Str.1 50.3 56.9 15.9 58.1 45.2 

Traveler 25.8 
Lemont 56.2 
Victorgrain 103.7 76.8 68.7 83.1 36.3 60.7 

..... Wintok 59.8 U..8 37.2 
~ 

Arlington 94.4 79.6 93.2 89.1 50.2 79.4 42.0 72.6 61.l 73.1 
Atlantic 68.0 63.2 54.3 62.7 34.0 57.9 52.2 
Le Conte 51.0 49.1 38.6 52.2 47.7 
Bronco (C. I.6571)72.0 68.7 59.2 66.6 
Lemont Cross 89.0 69.4 

Dubois 75.9 50.3 24.5 50.2 
Cimarron 87.1 
Fulwood 111.8 64.6 6,3.2 79.9 61.5 
54-31-10 (a) 87.5 
54-31-12 (a) 95.8 

L.s.d. ( .05) 16.2 18.9 6.6 11.6 12.2 11.0 10.7 

(a) C.I.4658 x (Clinton? - Santa Fe) 



Table 11. Yield performance of tall-sown oat varieties tested at Petersburg, 1949 to 1955 

Yi~lg in ~Y~b~l~ g~t a~tg 
Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Variety 125.2 125.lt lID l953-55 ~ .l22l l22Q ~ 1949-52 l.949-55 

Forkedeer 65.2 .35.5 54.9 64.4 52.0 56.2 
Lee 90.5 71.6 71.0 77.7 59.3 57.4 65.3 47.0 57.3 66.o 
V.P.I.#1 59.4 31.l 60.o 58.9 42.l 48.o 
Letoria 35.5 .35.2 55.J .31.4 'J9.4 
Stanton Str.1 32.6 43.3 45.6 27.2 .37.2 

Fulgrain 96.J 101.9 103.0 100.4 5.3.6 45.4 
Traveler 35.5 
Lemont 56.9 
Victorgrain 98.4 102.4 89.9 96.9 54.6 42.1 
Wintok 53.4 57.5 37.l 

..... Arlington 99.8 99.4 85.0 94.7 67.9 77.7 00.6 58.6 71.2 81.J 
"' 

Atlantic 84.2 oo.o 66.6 79.5 76.7 47.0 67.5 
Le Conte 49.8 52.8 6J.7 48.7 53.8 
Bronco (C.I.6571) 87.J 97.7 68.5 84.5 
Lemont Cross 96.2 85.5 
Dubois 89.5 72.8 47.0 69.8 

Cimarron 91..3 
Fulwood 89.8 114.2 90.8 98.J 61.5 
C.I.6719 (a) 95.2 
54-.31-10 ( b) 10.3.5 
54-.31-12 (b) 101.7 

L.s.d. (.05) 10.5 17.5 12.7 8.8 10.2 9.4 7.9 

(a) (Victoria x Hajira-~nner) x (F'Ul.ghum-Victoria) 
(b) C.I.4658 x (Clinton - Santa Fe) 



Table 12. Yield performance of fall-sown oat varieties tested at Williamsburg and We.rsaw, 1945 to 1955. 

Yial~ iD lm.!bll! ~It •~ti 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Vatia:tY ~ ~ liil 125~-55 ~ .l2~ ~ .l2lt2 12,2-~2 12,2-~~ li/.§ J1iJJ,7. !2!t2 ~ 12,~-~8 ~=2Z 
Forkedeer 83.3 67.2 90.0 61.9 54.5 68.4 80.0 36.2 45.8 43.7 51.4 59.9 
Lee 97.6 124.6 70.1 97.4 f/J.4 85.9 67.7 47.9 67.7 80.4 74.8 51.4 53.7 45.5 56.4 71.7 
V.P.I.Nl 68.5 44.3 84.8 63.5 47.8 60.1 73.1 30.6 50.2 36.9 47.7 53.9 
Letoria 74.0 67.0 61.9 42.1 61.3 73.3 43.8 61.7 52.9 57.9 59.6 

Stanton Str.l 54.3 68.7 55.3 38.0 54.1 75.6 41.8 46.3 
Stanton Str.2 60.8 
Lelina 26.5 51.5 35.4 
Desoto 43.8 32.3 

Winter Turf 38.7 
Tenn ex 40.7 27.4 
Fulwin 40.6 30.5 
Fulgrain 71.8 113.9 121.3 102.3 56.9 42.9 65.7 15.7 

Fulghum 12.3 41.3 
Traveler 45.4 76.2 33.8 57.1 33.9 50.3 

.... Fultex 56.6 
"' Lemont 55.3 76.6 45.9 63.8 

Pioneer 74.1 34.4 47.4 
Victorgrain 96.5 108.9 134.5 113.3 57.8 42.9 80.4 18.8 
Wintok 73.1 51.2 45.4 71.0 28.0 36.4 
Arlington 112.6 115.5 121.3 116.5 70.8 105.9 65.2 f/J.3 77.8 94.4 

Atlantic 102.3 101.5 65.0 90.0 61.1 61.9 f/J.5 
Le Conte 56.4 64.9 63.5 48.7 58.4 
Bronco ( c. I. 6571) 111.1 108.1 101.5 106.9 
Lemont Cross 104.3 80.9 

Dubois 96.6 96.5 
Cimarron 97.6 
Fulwood 90.4 118.0 99.8 102.7 60.7 
C. I.6719 (a) 104.9 

54-31-10 (b) 95.8 
54-31-12 (b) 95.2 

L.s.d. (.05) 17.1 11.4 14.0 6.9 9.1 7.3 7.9 12.1 9.4 11.1 12.6 

(a) (Victoria x Hajira-Banner) x (Fulghum-Victoria) 
(b) C.I. 4658 x (Clinton2- Santa Fe) 



Table 13. Average yield performance of fall-sown oat varieties tested in Coastal Plains section of Virginia, 1945 to 1955. 

1954 1953 Avg. Y~ !~ ~shits se;c ~ !2!11~ !Ul !~tca:!i§sl .;c o~ 'ocat~ons 1945 Avg. 1955 1 9 95 1 vg. vg. 1 4 1 46 Avg. 
YE:J.il~Z ...Ul _iJl _iJl l2~l-~~ _ill _iJl _ill _ill 1942-52 1242-55 ....!Jl _J]J_ _ill _ill. J:.u.~-t..8 l~U.~-~~ 

Forkedeer 66.0 60.6 65.0 53.4 52.4 57.9 80.0 36.2 45.8 43.7 51.4 
Lee 82.8 87.8 57.2 75.9 65.7 73.2 52.3 47.8 59.8 66.7 74.8 51.4 53.7 45.5 56.4 63.0 
V.P.I.#1 55.l 35.7 73.3 43.3 73.l 30.6 50.2 36.9 47.7 
Letoria 54,6 53,3 45,5 43.2 49.6 73.3 43.8 61.7 52,9 57.9 

Stanton Str.l 45.7 56.3 38.9 41.l 45.5 75.6 41.8 46.3 
Stanton Str.2 60.8 
Lelina 26.5 51.5 35,4 
Desoto 43.8 32.3 

Winter Turf 38. 7 
Tennex 40,7 27.4 
Fulwin 40.6 30.5 
Fulgrain 65.7 15.7 

Fulghum 12.3 41.3 
I-' Traveler 35.6 76.2 .33.8 57.1 33.9 50.3 ...J 

Fultex 56.6 
Lemont 56.1 76.6 45.9 63.8 

Pioneer 74.1 34,4 47.4 
Victorgrain 99.5 96.0 97.7 97.7 49,6 48.6 80.4 18.8 
Wintok 62.1 41.2 39.9 71.0 28.0 36.4 
Arlington 102.2 98.2 99.8 100.0 63.6 87.7 62.6 66.8 70.2 8J.O 

Atlantic 81.6 62.0 77.4 57.3 55.6 63.1 
Leconte 52.4 55.6 55,3 49,9 53,3 
Bronco (C.I.6571) 90.1 84,8 76.4 71.6 
Lemont Cross 96.5 78.6 

Dubois 87.3 56.0 
Cimarron 92.0 
Fulwood 97.3 98.9 84.6 9.3.6 61.2 
54-.31-10 (a) 95.6 
54-31-12 (a) 97.6 

(a} C.I. 4658 x (Clinton2- Santa Fe) 



Table 14. Characteristics or fall-sown oat varieties tested in Virginia, 1945 to 1955 

Di11•§! ~a~~1~ng 
(c) 

Winter- Lodging Bushel test Vic"thria Crown 
vari!ty or selection Height Maturitx hardiness resistance weight blight ...I.1lll 
Forkedeer Tall Medium Good Med.-poor Good R s 
Lee Mid-tall Medium Medium Good Good R s 
V.P.I. Ill Tall Medium Good Medium R s 
Letoria Medium Medium Medium Medium s R 
Stanton Str. 1 Medium Medium Medium Medium s R 

Stanton Str. 2 Medium Medium Medium Medium s R 
Lelina Medium Medium Med.-poor Medium s R 
Desoto Short Medium Med.-poor Good s R 
Winter Turf Tall Late Good Fbor R s 
Tennex Tall Medium Good Poor R s 
Fulwin Tall Medium Good Poor R s 
Fulgrain Short Early Poor Good Good s R 
Fulghum Medium Mid-early Poor Medium R s 
Traveler Medium Medium Medium Med.-poor 

I-' Fultex Mid-short Early <» Medium Good s R 

Lemont Tall Medium Good Poor R s 
Pioneer Tall Late Good Poor R s 
Victor grain Mid-short Mid-early Poor Good Good s R 
Wintok Medium Medium Good Poor R s 
Arlington Tall Medium Medium Good Good s R 

Atlantic Tall Medium Medium Good Good s R 
LeCont.e Mid-tall Medium Medium Good R s 
Bronco Mid-tall Medium Good Medium Good s R 
Lemont Cross Tall Medium Med.-poor Good Good 
Dubois Mid-short Medium Good Good Good R s 
Cimarron Short Early Good Good Fair R s 
Fulwood Short Early Poor Good Good s R 
C.I.6719 (a) Short Medium Poor Good Good 
54-31-10 (b) Tall Medi\DD Med.-poor Poor Good 
54-31-12 ( b) Tall Medium f.hd.-poor Poor Good 

(a) Victoria x Hajira-Banner)x(Fulghum-Victoria) 2 
~~~ Selections from the cross C.I.4658 x (Clinton - Santa Fe) 

R = Resistant; S = Susceptible 



Table 15. Average performance ot oat varieties planted in mid-winter in :Eastern Virginia 

Y!~ld in ~H!~ls Pll &Ctl 
RIS:iQDAl Av1ma 

klm:11111 fltlllRlll:i Chm:lgfi;tcl C1l11 .is;CQlllC Avg. Avg. Avg. 
varietr ~ .19.Sit Au.& l2.S2 l2SJ. ~ ~ ~ ~ .lllit 1954-55 

Arlington 68.1 66.8 67.5 51.9 61.5 56.7 40.5 22.8 5.3.5 50.4 51.9 
Victorgrain 76.8 74.2 75.5 58.5 60.5 59.5 4.3.5 25 • .3 59.6 5.3 • .3 56.5 
Fulwood 62.0 66.0 64.0 5.3.4 59.4 56.4 28.4 17.5 48.0 57.6 52.8 
Andrew 71...3 66.0 68.7 55.0 57.1 56.1 39.9 2.3.3 55.4 48.8 52.1 
Lee 79.9 59.4 69.6 54.8 56.5 55.7 48.l 20.3 61.0 45.4 5.3.2 

Fulgrain 66.4 64.4 65.4 49.2 54.6 51.9 37.7 20.6 51.l 46.5 48.8 
M:>.0-205 77.6 66.·o 71..8 58.6 52.7 55.7 45.1 22.1 60.4 46.9 53.7 
Coker's 54-29 82.8 53.4 47 • .3 61.2 
Coker's 53-29 79.9 55.3 45.4 60.2 
Woodgrain 69.4 56.8 .34.4 5.3.5 
Atlantic 59.4 50.6 20.1 43.4 

(a} (a) 
L.s.d. ( .05) 9.8 6.6 - N.S.D. N.S.D. - 8.1 4.5 

!O 
Average height. lgdging1 da;tcl 113 headed. e,nd bushel test wgight tor varieties plant1d in mid-yinter 

Height in inches Percent lodging Date 1/.3 headed Pounds per bushel 
Variety ~ l2.5it AIL ~ l2.5it AIL. llli l2.5it AIL llli .lllit AB... 
Arlington .38 37 .37 24 .32 28 5/12 5/8 5/10 .3.3. 5 .34.9 .34.2 
Victorgrain .3.3 3.3 33 19 21 20 5/11 5/7 5/9 .32 • .3 34.1 3.3.2 
Fulwood 28 28 28 19 7 1.3 5/11 5/7 5/9 .32.5 .35.9 .34.2 
Andrew .37 .38 .38 20 15 18 5/11 5/6 5/8 .32.5 .3.3. 2 .32.8 
Lee .35 .37 .36 7 17 12 5/20 5/16 5/18 31.9 .3.3. 5 .32.7 

Fulgrain .31 .31 .31 10 15 12 5/12 5/8 5/10 31.7 33.6 32.6 
Mo.0-205 .37 .3.3 35 19 10 14 5/11 5/8 5/10 .3.3. 7 .3.3. 6 .33.6 
Coker's 54-29 29 8 5/10 32.5 
Coker's 53-29 29 4 5/11 32.1 
Woodgrain 28 18 5/12 .30;9 
Atlantic .37 26 5/10 .33.2 

(a) No significant difference 



Table 16. Yield performance of spring oat varieties tested at Blacksburg, 1945 to 1955 

Y!ald 1D byshel~ ~at acra 
Avg Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Yarietx J.252 ~ ~ 1252-55 ~ .l.2.51 ~ ~ 121.2-56 121.2-55 ~ ~ ~ ~ l2lt.5-1..a 121.5-55 
Clinton 40.4 50.3 34.0 41.6 59.9 50.9 39.5 28.9 44.8 43.4 29.0 29.3 34.0 67.2 39.9 42.1 
Columbia 46.3 51.0 43.5 46.9 47.7 43.8 36.8 29.7 39.5 42.7 29.0 26.9 36.4 54.7 36.8 40.6 
Benton 43.5 42.0 31.4 27.7 28.7 31.8 61.5 37.4 
Mlrion 38.8 36.3 26.8 31.5 25.3 65.9 37.4 
Fulghum 2.3.9 25.0 26.2 46.9 73.2 42.8 
Ventura 15.8 17.l 30.4 69.0 33.1 

Neosho 11.8 17.6 24.2 73.6 31.8 
Osage 9.3 26.4 71.7 
Vi eland 10.0 27.8 58.8 
Kano ta 25.5 43.8 81.9 
Zephyr 53.4 44 • ..3 29.7 42.6 
Johnson 33.4 35.5 48.6 

Cherokee 28.1 20.7 
Mohawk 27.8 27.5 
Gold'Win 30.2 35.6 

I\) Andrew 50.9 65.3 40.1 52.1 61.9 47.3 41.5 38.8 47.4 49.4 
0 Shelby 41.5 48.4 54.6 42.9 29.7 43.9 

Mo.0-200 46.2 51.9 44.9 38.8 

Colo 51.2 46.8 40.2 33.0 42.8 
Nemaha 34.7 28.9 
Jb.0-205 47.8 63.9 51.0 54.2 51.7 48.4 32.0 
Craig 56.0 
Beaver 61.9 
Mo.0-4275 54.4 

Southland 48.6 53.0 44.5 48.7 
Clintland 36.6 51.0 36.7 41.4 
Clintafe 31.5 40.8 36.7 .36.3 
C.I.6639 (a) 48.8 56.4 50.3 51.8 
C.I.6620 (a) 50.0 61.2 
C.I.6621 (a) 52.1 
C.I.6623 (a) 56.3 68.7 
C.I.6632 (a) 49.8 60.5 
C.I.6638 (a) 47.6 53.7 

(a) 
L.s.d. ( .05) 7.4 8.3 7.7 7.1 6.8 N.S.D. .3. 2 5.2 10.1 7.1 10.9 
(a) Andrew x Landhafer selections. 



(a) 
Table 17. Yield performance or spring oat varieties tested at Glade Spring and vicinity, 194~ to 1955 

I11lg 1n ~ysh1l1 ~It AStl lvg. Two Five Avg. Nine 
Variety 1955 1954 195.3 195.3-55 1951 1949 yr.avg. yr.avg. 1948 1947 1946 1945 1945-48 yr.avg. -
Clinton 18.3 49.0 15.0 27.4 60.3 41.3 50.8 J6.7 34.2 61.9 72.0 51.9 55.0 44.9 
Columbia 39.l 58.5 20.4 39.3 60.3 46.2 53.3 44.9 41.5 55.3 64.2 51.1 5.3.0 48.5 
Benton 59.2 37.1 48.2 .35.7 60.2 65.8 53.9 54.4 
Mlrion 53.6 38.3 58.6 69.1 47.8 53.5 
Fulghum 52.9 49.5 66.8 67 • .3 58.l 60.4 

Ventura 49.3 63.5 65.8 46.3 56.2 
Neosho 32.1 50.3 59.3 49.9 47.9 
Osage 52.0 56.4 51.4 
Vi eland 52.8 68.9 52.9 
Kano ta 61.9 70.4 60.4 

Zephyr 68.5 51.2 59.8 40.0 
Johnson 47.0 47.5 
Cherokee 45.4 .33.1 
Mohawk 31.8 64.4 
Goldwin 56.1 64.0 

I\) ..... Andrew 43.9 70.0 23.8 45.9 67.4 58.6 63.0 44.2 
Shelby 24.5 61.3 44.6 52.9 
M:>.0-200 24.5 64.4 
Colo 69.6 48.7 59.2 
Nemaha 45.4 

Mo.0-205 37.4 63.9 29.9 43.7 65.5 
Craig 67.3 
Mo.0-4275 58.5 
Southland 55.1 55.8 26.5 45.8 
Clintland 9.6 54.4 29.9 31.3 

Clintaf e 45.6 22.4 
C.I.6639 (b) 31.2 
C.I.6620 (b) 18.6 
c. I. 6621 (b) 36.2 
c . I. 6632 ( b) 13.7 

(c) (c) (c) 
L. s.d. ( .05) 8.5 8.2 N.S.D. 5.9 7.6 N.S.D. N.S.D.10.5 

(a) Tested at Glade Spring 1945 to 1948; Jonesville 1949 and 1951; Dryden 1953; and Emory 1954 and 1955. 
(b) Andrew x Landhafer selections. 
(c) No significant difference. 



. 
Table 18. Yield performance of spring oat varieties tested at several locations west of Blue Ridge, 1949-52. 

Elk ci:ee1' M:>nt!i!t!i!I Fi§hg;csvill!i! 
Avg. Avg. 

Va;ciety ~ l2"'2 122.Q ~ ~ l949-53 lli2 ~ llil l949-5l 

Clinton 43.7 39.2 48.2 24.8 26.0 34.6 40.9 38.8 60.8 46.8 
Columbia 46.2 40.9 51.7 29.0 27.0 37.2 41.7 43.1 63.5 49.4 
Benton 37.1 41.5 49.9 32.7 34.2 62.0 43.0 
Marion 53.6 46.0 41.3 

Fulghum 38.0 48.2 
Zephyr 44.6 42.6 49.0 46.0 34.9 58.4 46.4 
Johnson 52.8 47.1 37.5 
Cherokee 42.9 45.4 

N Andrew 56.9 42.6 53.1 23.1 27.6 36.6 53.9 51.1 65.9 57.0 
I\) Shelby 47.9 35.5 47.9 29.2 24.2 34.2 42.6 43.1 58.7 48.1 

M>.0-200 51.9 27.9 29.6 53.1 62.6 
Colo 52.8 41.2 51.9 22.6 41.7 41.5 65.8 49.7 

Nemaha 45.4 39.2 32.9 
r.b.0-205 48.2 29.5 28.7 40.4 57.9 
Southland 29.4 
Clint land 29.3 

Clintaf e 29.0 
C. I. 6638 (a) 27.5 

(b) (b) (b) (b) 
L.s.d. ( .05) 5.0 N.S.D. N.S.D. 6.5 N.S.D. - 7.3 5.9 N.S.D. -

(a) Andrew x Landhs.f er selections 
(b) No significant difference 



Table 19. Yield performance of spring oat varieties tested at Staunton, 1945 to 1955 

Yield in bushel~ QeI a~I! 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Variety .llli ml. lli1 l25J-55 ~ .l25L 12.5.Q 1242 l2lt2-52 12"'2-55 12.1.§ 1%1 l.2k2 ~ i2t.5-t.a l2lt5-55 
Clinton 64.1 48.9 51.6 54.9 40.6 52.7 40.4 70.5 51.1 52.7 23.3 42,9 84.4 59.5 52.5 52.6 
Columbia 70.7 47.6 60.0 59.4 38.9 64.0 43.1 77.0 55.8 57.3 30.0 42.6 82.4 59.2 53.6 56.0 
Benton 59.6 41.9 64.6 26.0 44.0 77.8 55,4 50.8 
Marion 35,5 71.9 28.2 38.2 80.4 57.5 51.1 
Fulghum 64.3 38.0 43,3 74,7 55.1 52.8 

Ventura 38.2 40.6 86.4 65.1 57.6 
Neosho 26.9 34.0 84.4 60.2 51.4 
Osage 39.8 86.0 61.4 
Vi eland 41.5 82.4 55.8 
Kano ta 41.8 84.8 47.0 

Zephyr 55.1 35.7 71.3 27.8 
Johnson 38.0 67.4 22.6 
Cherokee 68.0 28.9 
Mohawk 17.6 39.7 
Goldwin 42.9 87.1 

I\) 
\,J Andrew 76.4 52.2 {:/:J.9 66.2 42.5 60.4 47.9 84.6 58.9 62.0 43.8 

Shelby 53.7 34.8 65.4 41.5 70.8 53.1 
M:>.0-200 61.5 42.0 56.1 47.3 
Colo 37.4 57.9 42.6 80.7 54.7 
Nemaha 33,5 67.7 

M:>.0-205 70.6 51.5 68.6 63.6 42.5 64.7 42.8 
Craig 56.7 
Beaver 46.1 
Mo.0-4275 49.7 
Southland 66.3 39.2 60.2 55.2 

Clintland 47.9 50.5 54.0 50.8 
Clintafe 55.2 48.3 52.5 52.0 
C. I. 6639 (a) 61.0 
c. I.6620 (a) 71.2 
C. I. 6621 (a) 76.8 
C. I. 6632 (a) 67.6 
C.I.6638 (a) 54.6 

L. s. d. ( • 05) 8.7 4.3 9,9 4.5 8.8 6.2 7.3 3.2 2.8 8.9 8.5 

(a) Andrew x Landhafer selections. 



Table 20. Average yield performance of spring oat varieties tested west or Blue Ridge, 1945 to 1955. 

Variety 

Clinton 
Columbia 
Benton 
Marion 
Fulghum 

Ventura 
Neosho 
Osage 
Vicland 
Kano ta 

Zephyr 
Johnson 
Cherokee 
Goldwin 
Andrew 

Shelby 
M>.0-200 
Colo 
M>.0-205 
Craig 

M>.0-4275 
Southland 
Clintland 
Clintare 
C.I.6639 (a) 

C.I.6620 (a) 
C.I.6621 (a) 
C. I.6632 (a) 

1955 1954 1953 Avg. 
-1.Jl .J.Jl. ...l1J. 1953-55 

40.9 49.4 31.7 40.7 
52.0 52.4 37.7 47.4 

57.1 62.5 

51.1 59.8 
60.o 

54.2 
56.7 49.3 
31.4 60.0 

44.9 
47.0 

46.6 
55.0 
43.7 

40.4 

36.0 
40.5 

44.5 

40.2 
37.5 
35.2 

53.3 

51.8 

48.7 
43.0 

{a) Andrew x Landharer selections. 

Yield in bµshels per acre 'based on indicated number or locations 
1952 1951 1950 1949 Avg. Avg. 1948 1947 1946 1945 
-1.ll ...l1J. _LJJ. _ill l2,2-~2 12,2-55 ...lll. ...lJl _ill _ill 

41.8 56.2 41.7 44.0 45.9 43.7 28.8 44.7 63.5 59.5 
38.5 57.9 43.6 46.9 46.7 47.0 33.5 44.6 61.0 55.0 

56.1 42.0 40.7 29.8 44,3 58,5 56.8 
31.1 42.7 58.3 57.1 
37.5 45.4 63.0 62.1 

34.4 40.4 60.9 60.1 
23.6 33.9 56.0 61.2 

33. 7 56.3 61.5 
34.7 59.7 55.8 
43.0 66.3 63.1 

58.9 49.0 47.5 36.8 
39.5 
27.5 

62.2 
42.5 60.3 48.4 55.9 51.8 52.4 

37.5 60.0 43.8 45.1 46.6 
40.6 57.0 47.7 
37.1 60.o 44.0 49,6 47.7 
41.2 59.1 40.8 

, 

Avg. Avg. 
l2,5-'8 12,5-55 

49.1 45.6 
48.5 47.5 
47.4 
47.3 
52.0 

48.9 
43.7 



Table 21. Yield performance of spring oat varieties tested at Charlotte CourtHouse, 1945 to 19~~ 

Yi~l'4 in b~shels ~et act§ 
Avg. Avg. Five Avg. Nine 

Variety l2l2 l25it 1954-55 .l25l l2iQ 12"'2 1949-51 yr,avg. ~ 191.1. ~ ~, 1945-48 yr.avg, 

Clinton 67.0 50.4 58.7 34.1 50.3 32.5 .39.0 46.9 50.6 25.6 29.1 38.3 35.9 42.0 
Columbia 78.2 60.8 69.5 37.2 54.4 36.o 42.5 53.3 49.0 27.2 29.6 37.5 35.8 45.5 
Benton 38.5 53.6 29.5 40.5 56.1 24.8 32.4 36.5 37.5 
Marion 52.8 36.8 55.9 24.8 37.1 36.7 38.6 
Fulghum 23.8 35.1 27.2 28.7 40.8 33.0 

Ventura 32.0 12.4 18.5 43.7 26.7 
Neosho 33.3 15.7 25.3 42.7 29.3 
Osage 9.1 30.2 49.3 
Vic land 7.4 28.7 38.3 
Kano ta 26.4 32.6 44.1 

Zephyr 37.4 45.4 32.9 38.6 59.4 
Johnson 49.5 24.0 62.6 
Cherokee 30.0 54.4 
M:>hawk 46.3 23.9 
Gold win 23.1 33.1 

l\) 
\JI Andrew 70.0 62.2 66.1 57.0 58.6 50.9 55.5 59.7 55.7 

Shelby 43.2 43.7 40.6 42.5 
M>.0-200 47.3 42.1 
Colo 38.3 47.0 .39.4 41.6 
Nemaha 36.3 25.4 

M>.0-205 68.9 56.4 62.5 46.8 71.0 
Craig 56.4 
Beaver 53.9 
M:>.0-4275 55.3 
Southland 65.9 55.3 60.6 

Clintland 58.2 52.0 55.1 
Clintaf e 44.0 
C.I.6639 ~a) 63.0 
C.I.6620 a) 61.9 
C.I.6632 (a} 57.8 
C. I.6638 (a) 59.4 

L.s.d. ( .05) 6.7 6.1 6.8 11.7 
(b) 

7.6 6.7 5.0 N.S .D. 9.2 

(a) Andrew x Landhaf er selection 
(b) No significant difference 



Table 22. Yield performance of spring oat varieties tested at Middleburg, 1950 to 1955 

Il~l~ 1n by~bal~ ~1~ !~ta 
Avg. Avg. Four 

Variet:v llli mit 1954-55 1221 125.Q J.2~ yr.avg. 

Clinton 52.5 47.0 49.8 45.3 29.2 37.3 43.6 
Columbia 69.6 47.1 58.4 51.0 30.4 40.7 49.6 
Benton 47.8 30.1 38.9 
Mlrion 25.4 

Zephyr 54.9 27.8 41.4 
Johnson 30.J 
Andrew 67.1 59.2 63.2 46.5 27.0 38.8 51.0 
Shelby 49.3 31.0 40.2 

I\) M:>.0-200 41.8 27.4 34.6 "' 
Colo 46.2 25.1 35.7 
Nemaha 23.4 
M:>.0-205 68.5 57.8 6J.2 51.2 29.7 40.5 51.9 
Craig 51.7 

M:>.0-4275 51.4 
Southland 63.8 47.9 55.9 
Clintland 44.3 46.5 45.4 
Clintaf e 37.1 

(a) (a) 
L.s.d. (.05} 12.2 10.6 N.S.D. N.S.D. 

(a) No significant difference 



Table 23. Yield performance of spring oat varieties tested at Orange, 1945 to 1955. 

Yi~l~ in byshal~ ~~t acte 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Variety ~ ~ l22J 1252-55 ~ 12.il .lliQ l2i& l21t2-52 12"'2-55 ~ l:ill. ~ ~ l2£i.5-lt8 12/i.5-55 

Clinton 61.3 84.4 50.3 65.3 69.3 39.4 46.2 35.5 47.6 55.2 67.1 69.9 74.0 58.1 67.3 59.6 
Coltunbia 67.0 76.2 60.2 67.8 60.3 3.3.6 46.0 47.9 47.0 55,9 66.2 66.5 74.4 49.5 64.2 58.9 
Benton J6.9 45.2 36.J 69.3 72.4 65.1 56.6 65.9 
Marion 43.5 42.1 63.7 60.5 62.4 55.7 60.6 
Fulghum 43.7 73.2 56.2 63.7 54.6 61.9 

Venturi! 56.9 58.8 58.6 56.9 57.8 
Neosho 44.8 36.6 58.9 61.6 50.5 
Osage 27.3 58.8 53.7 
Vicland 24.7 6.3.7 38 • .3 
Kano ta 63.0 67.3 61.1 

Zephyr 41.3 47 • .3 44.6 67.5 
Johnson 42,9 40,4 59.4 
Cherokee 38.8 61..3 
Mohawk 60.9 57.9 
Goldwin 60.5 57.1 

I\) 
-.J Andrew 70.2 90.2 62.7 74.4 66.3 45.1 52.6 59,4 55,9 63.8 73.7 

Shelby 53.6 61.6 40.5 48.2 44.6 48.7 
M>.0-200 56.9 60.8 40.2 45.2 
Colo 55.6 .35.8 46.5 45.4 45.8 
Nemaha .39.1 40.4 

M>.0-205 62.9 80.9 70.1 71..3 6.3.6 45.4 60.5 
Craig 86.7 
Beaver 76 • .3 
Southland 64.0 84,5 59,4 69 • .3 
Clintland 52.5 92.0 56.1 66.9 

Clintaf e 40.6 8.3.9 52.0 58.8 
C.I.66.39 (a) 58.l 96.5 
C.I.6620 (a) 62.4 94,4 
C.I.6621 {a) 65.4 
C.I.66.32 (a) 58.8 
C. I .66.38 (a) 94.9 

L.s.d. ( .05) 7.8 11.1 6.1 7.8 5.1 7.5 5.1 7.2 9,9 1.3.7 10.l 

(a) Andrew x Landhafer selection. 



Table 24. Average yield performance of spring oat varieties tested in Piedmont section of Virginia, 1945 to 1955. 

Yialg iD 12Ysb~lg ~at •Qt~ ba§~g QD indiQ•:!ilg gumbet o' lo~ati2ns, 
1955 1954 1953 Avg. 1952 1951 1950 1949 Avg. Avg. 1948 1947 1946 1945 Avg. Avg. 

Vatiet;y ...ill _ill ...ill l~ .ill ..ill _ill _ill l2lt2-~2 12'2-~~ ..J2.l. _ill _ill ...ill 12,~-"~ l~,~-~~ 

Clinton 60.3 60.6 50.3 57.1 69.3 39.6 41.9 34.0 46.2 50.9 58.8 47.8 51.6 48.2 51.6 51.1 
Columbia 80.6 61.4 60.2 67.4 60.3 40.6 43.6 42.0 46.6 55.5 57.6 46.9 52.0 43,5 50.0 53,5 
Benton 41.1 43.0 32.9 62.7 48.6 48.8 46.6 51.7 
Marion 40.6 39.5 59.8 42.7 49.8 46.2 49.7 
Fulghum 33.8 54.2 41.7 46.2 47.7 47.5 

Ventura 44,5 35.6 38.6 50,3 42.2 
Neosho 39.1 26.2 42.1 52.2 39.9 
Osage 18.2 44.5 51.5 
Vicland 16.1 46.2 38.3 
Kano ta 44.7 50.0 52.6 

"' (X) Zephyr 44.5 40.2 38.8 63.5 
Johnson 40.9 32.2 61.0 
Cherokee 34,4 57.9 
M>hawk 53.6 40.9 
Goldwin 41.8 45.1 

Andrew 69.l 70.5 62.7 67.4 66.3 49.5 46.1 55.2 54.3 59.9 64.7 
Shelby 53.6 61.6 44.3 41.0 42.6 47.4 
M>.0-200 56.9 60.8 43.1 38.2 
Colo 55.6 40.1 39.5 42.4 44.2 
Nemaha 32.9 32.9 

f.b .0-205 66.8 65.0 70.1 67.3 63.6 47.8 53.7 
Craig 64.9 
Southland 64.6 62.6 59.4 62.2 
Clint land 51. 7 63.5 56.1 57.1 
Clintafe 55.0 52.0 



Table 25. Yield performance of spring oat varieties tested at Accomac, 1949 to 1954. 

Yiglg in lm,s!llls ~It a~tl 
Avg. Two Four 

Varigty li2lt l22J J.953-54 12£ Jilli yr.avg. n.avg. 

Clinton 10.8 12.9 11.9 22.5 52.8 37.7 24.8 
Columbia 15.8 14.3 15.l 17.5 57.6 37.5 26.3 
Benton 38.6 
Marion 60.1 
Fulghum 56.4 

Zephyr 54,5 
Johnson 63.8 
Cherokee 59.8 
Andrew 22.2 18.4 20.3 25.6 66.1 45,9 33.l 
Shelby 15.0 19.3 51.2 35,3 

J.b.0-200 15.0 22.4 
Colo 18.7 53,0 35.9 
Nemaha 56.7 
M:>.0-205 18.2 19.0 18.6 23.0 
Craig 16.8 

M:>.0-4275 12.7 
Southland 18.8 19.0 18.9 
Clintland 11.8 17.0 14,4 
Clintaf e 8.0 17.0 12.5 

L.er.d. (.05) 2.6 6.4 3.8 9.1 



Table 26. Yield performance of spring oat varieties tested at Petersburg, 1949 to 1955 

Xialg ~n ~~ahll~ ~~t acta 
Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Variety ~ ~ 125.J 1953-55 llil ~ l~ l2Jfl 1949-52 1949-55 

Clinton 16.0 42.2 24.8 27.7 33.0 31.9 31.1 12.0 27.0 27.3 
Columbia 28.6 45.5 28.1 34.1 27.2 28.8 33.0 14.9 26.0 29.5 
Benton 27.4 36.6 10.7 
l-Brion 26.3 16.5 
Fulghum 15.7 

Zephyr 31.6 32.6 14.9 
Johnson 32.9 18.2 
Cherokee 14.0 
Andrew 36.3 59.5 31.4 42.4 36.6 43.0 39.8 17.3 34.2 37.7 
Shelby 36.3 21.5 31.0 31.6 14.0 24.5 

""' M>.0-200 31.4 31.9 34.8 39.0 
0 Colo 19.7 29.2 26.7 14.0 22.4 

Nemaha 27.6 13.2 
M:> .0-205 27.8 50.7 36.3 30.7 32.6 37.1 
Craig 47.7 

Beaver 60.8 
Southland J8.7 46.2 32.2 35.4 
Clint land 13.9 40.0 29.7 27.9 
Clintaf e 11.2 46.6 27.2 28.J 
C.I.6639 (a) 28.9 

C.I.6620 (a) 27.2 
C.I.6621 (a) .31.4 
C.I.6632 (a) 25.6 58.1 
C. I.6638 (a) 46.J 

L.s.d. (.05) 5.6 8.9 6.4 4.0 5.2 5.6 2.5 

(a) Andrew x Landhaf er selections 



(a) 
Table 27. Yield performance of spring oat varieties tested at Williamsburg and "Warsaw, 1945 to 1955 

Yi1ld in bushe~s ~er acre 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Nine 

Ym:l1tz lfil ~ l2il l2~l::55 .lm l2il 1222 J.25Q-52 l25Q-55 l2!;J. l2k2 .lfil 121.5-t.8 .ll.a.A!L 

Clinton 72.8 50.1 40.4 54.4 36.5 30.7 35.4 34.2 44.3 25.6 44.7 40.2 36.8 41.8 
Columbia 81.8 60.6 52.0 64.8 32.5 23.0 44.5 33.3 49.1 32.3 43.3 36.2 37.3 45.1 
Benton 14.5 39.0 26.6 42.0 39.9 36.2 
Marion 39.0 24.1 44.6 40.8 36.5 
Fulghum 32.5 49.1 39.9 40.5 

Ventura Y}.4 36.0 41.5 39.0 
Neosho 32.5 42.9 41.9 39.1 
Osage 28.7 39.5 39.2 35.8 
Vi clam 31.6 41.8 51.3 41.6 
Kano ta 37.4 47.7 39.7 41.6 

Zephyr 35.5 37.2 
Johnson 35.4 
}ob hawk 27.6 
Gold win 30.7 45.5 
Andrew 00.1 65. 7 56.1 67.3 34.5 35.9 42.7 37.7 52.5 

\.,.) Shelby 52.0 34.7 34.3 36.3 35.1 I-' 

Mo.0-200 59.4 37.4 25.7 50.8 38.0 
Colo 28.0 22.4 44.5 31.6 
Nemaha 29.1 
}ob.0-205 76.2 61.9 58.6 65.6 .3.3 .4 27.4 49.9 36.9 51.3 

Craig 65.8 
Beaver 62.0 
}ob.0-4275 57.7 
Southland 85.4 63.5 58.6 69.2 
Clintland 54.9 57.6 52.8 55.1 

Clintafe 25.1 58.1 47.0 43.4 
C.I.6639 (b) 72.4 69.7 
C.I.6620 (b) 77.2 66.9 
C.I.6621 (b) 81.7 
C.I.6623 (b) 77.2 
C.I.6632 (b) 67.1 68.4 
C.I.6638 (b) 68.3 

(c) (c) 
L.s.d. (.05) 9.8 6.0 6.4 N.S.D. 5.2 4.5 9.9 N,S.D. 13.7 

(a) Tested at Williamsburg 1945 through 1949 and at Warsaw 1950 through 1955. 
(b) Andrew x Landhafer selections. 
{c) No significant difference. 



Table 28. Average yield performance of spring oat varieties tested in Coastal Plains section of Virginia, 1945 to 1955 

Yiald ill ~Y~bal~ ~at A~;r~ lll~~g Qll ~ha 1Dd1~Atag nmnl;m;r g( Jg~1t1gll~ 
1955 1954 195.3 Avg 1952 1951 1950 1949 Avg. Avg. 1947 1946 1945 Avg. Ten 

Va;riety _ill _ill _(Jl 1953-5i ...ill _ill _ill _ill 1949-52 1949-55 .Jll ..lll .Jll 1945-47 xr.ayg. 

Clinton 44.4 34.4 26.0 34.9 30.7 31.3 3.3.2 .32.4 .31.9 JJ.2 25.6 44.7 40.2 36.8 34.3 
Columbia 55.2 40.6 .31.5 42.4 25.7 25.9 .38.7 J6.2 .31.6 J6.2 32.J 4.3.3 J6.2 .37 • .3 .36.5 
Benton 20.9 37.8 24.6 26.6 42.0 39.9 36.2 
M!lrion .32.6 38.3 24.1 44.6 40.8 .36.5 
Fulghum 36.0 .32.5 49.1 39.9 40.5 

Ventura 39.4 .36.0 41.5 J9.0 
Neosho .32.5 42.9 41.9 39.1 
Osage 28.7 39.5 39.2 .35.8 
Viel.and Jl.6 41.8 51.J 41.6 
Kano ta 37.4 47.7 .39.7 41.6 

Zephyr .3.3. 5 34.9 .34. 7 
w Johnson 34.1 41.0 
I\) Cherokee J6.9 

M>bawk 27.6 
Goldvin 30.7 45.5 

Andrew 58.2 49.1 35.9 47.7 .32.2 39.4 41.2 41.6 38.6 42.5 
Shelby 25.2 .32.6 33. 9 .32.6 .31.1 
Mo.0-200 J0.6 JQ.2 44.9 
Colo 22.1 25.8 35.6 3.3.5 29.2 
Nemaha 28.J 34.9 

M>.0-205 52.0 4.3.6 38.0 44.5 29.0 .30.0 43.5 
Southland 62.0 42.8 .36.6 47.1 
Clintland .34.4 .36.5 32 • .3 .34.4 
Clintaf e 18.1 37.6 28.9 28.2 
C.I.66.39 (a) 50.6 

C.I.6620 (a) 52.2 
C.I.6621 (a} 56.5 
C. I.66.32 (a) 46.J 

(a) Andrew x Landhaf er selections 



Table 29. Characteristics or spring-sown oat varieties tested in Virginia, 1945 to 1955 

Di§l!ll ~l!~~i2DI,~} 
Lodging Bushel Crown Stem Victoria 

Variety or selection Height MatµritY resistance test weight ...J:lW .rJall blight 

Clinton Mid-short Medium Good Good s I R 
Columbia Medium F.arly Medium Fair s s R 
Benton Mid-tall Medium Good Good s I R 
Marion Mid-tall Medium Med.-good I I R 
Fulghum Mid-short F.arly .Poor s s R 

Ventura Short Farly Poor s 
Neosho Short F.arly Good R I s 
Osage Short Farly Poor R R s 
Vicland Short Farly Medium s 
K'anota Medium Early Poor s s R 

Zephyr Medium Medium Good s R R 
Johnson Mid-tall Late Medium I s R 
Cherokee Mid-short Medium I s R 
Mohawk Mid-short Medium Good R 
Goldwin Mid-tall Late Good 

""' Andrew Medium Farly Medium Good s R R ""' Shelby Medium Medium Good I I R 
M:>.0-200 s s R 
Colo Mid-short Farly Good R 
Nemaha Mid-short F.arly Med.-good I I R 

Ml.0-205 Medium Early Med.-good Fair I I R 
Southland Short F.arl.y Medium P'air 
Clintland Mid-short Medium Good Good R I R 
Clintare Mid-short Mid-late Good P'air R I R 
Craig Mid-short Mid-late Medium Fair I s 
Beaver Medium Mid-late I s R 
Mo.0-4275 Medium F.arly 
C.I.66J9 (a) Medium Early Medium Fair R I R 
C.I.6620 {a) Medium F.arly Medium Fair R s R 
C.I.6621 (a} Medium Early Medium Fair R s R 

C.I.6632 (a) Medium Early Medium Fair R I R 
C. I.6623 (a} .Medium F.arly Medium Fair R s R 
C.I.6638 (a) Medium Early Medium Fair R s R 

(a) Selections from the cross Andrew x Landhafer 
(b) S = Susceptible; I = Intermediate; R = Resistant 

-u<~""""'"......-~"--... ~~.........,.....,•:>·-- , . .,.-_c....,,~ 



Table JO. Yield performance of wheat varieties tested at Blacksburg, 1945 to 1955. 

Yi~lg 1n by~lu!ls ~It IC~! 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Varietz ~ ~ ~ 12~2-~~ ~ lli1 ~ .l2.l.2 12~2-~2 l2lt2-~2 ill§. l2lt2 ~ ~ J.S!lt2-tt8 J.2lt2-22 

Vahart .35.1 41.0 34.8 .37.0 18.8 26.5 27.3 32.1 26.2 30.8 33.3 .31.4 18.0 27.0 27.4 29.6 
Thorne 40.J 36.3 42.1 39.6 28.1 35.1 25.5 31.2 Jo.a 34.1 32.7 32.6 21.7 23.7 27.7 Jl.8 
Leap .34.0 45.1 35,9 38.3 18.9 31.0 29,9 33.9 28.4 32.6 31.6 J0.8 20.3 24.8 26.9 30.5 
V.P. I. #131 32.4 39.7 37.0 36.4 27.0 28.3 27.7 33.0 29.0 32.2 32.1 29.3 23.0 19.0 26.1 30.0 
Nittany 34.5 19.4 33,3 24.6 31.2 27.1 32.2 J0.9 2.3.9 23.7 27.6 

Hardi red 41,6 31.8 .31.1 27.8 33.1 
Forward 32.8 28.8 24.8 26.5 28.2 
Sanford .37.6 23.9 24.5 15.1 25.3 
Nured 37.9 34.0 21.8 25.5 29.8 
Redbart Str.5 31.2 40.6 25.7 21.8 16.1 26.0 

Little Red 22.5 25.6 
Purple straw 19.0 14.5 

luJ Vigo 37.7 37.9 22.4 31.8 
~ Fairfield 22.9 32.4 

Chancellor 24.2 .38.7 

Atlas 66 37.4 9,9 14.0 25.1 29.9 19.7 
Atlas 50 37.4 11.0 12.4 18.9 .33.9 19.1 
Butler 40.6 .38.2 29.9 
Nudel 43.8 37.0 32.0 35.2 28.2 36.1 32.9 
Coker 1s 47-27 2.3.1 50.7 28.l 38.7 

Taylor 40.3 27.1 29,5 
Pennon 36.3 46.6 43,9 42.3 31.7 
Seneca .35.5 45.0 41.7 40.7 33.1 
Knox 39,9 47.1 39,9 42,3 2.3.7 
Tay land 32.8 46.8 42,5 40.7 

Anderson 31.1 49.6 40.7 40.5 25.5 
Coker' s 54-15 30.4 

L.s.d. ( .05) 4.2 5,3 8.0 5,6 5.1 4,4 4,4 8.8 5,5 4,3 4,3 



Table 31. Yield performance of wheat varieties tested at Glade ~P)ing and vicinity in certain years from 
1945 to 1955 a 

Yield in bushels ~er acre 
Avg. Three Five Avg. Nine 

Variety ~ ~ 1954-55 ~ l.2.2Q. ~ Yr.avg. Yr.avg. .l2l& .l.241 ~ lli2 1945-48 Yr.avg. 

Vahart 29.6 24.0 26.8 17.3 17.8 21.1 18.7 21.9 37.4 28.7 40.3 17.8 31.0 25.9 
Thorne 34.4 32.1 33.3 24.4 14.9 20.7 20.0 25.3 31.5 27.5 33.7 16.3 27.2 26.2 
Leap 29.7 23.6 26.7 14.3 17.8 24.6 18.9 22.0 37.1 27.8 28.2 12.7 26.4 24.0 
V.P. I.#131 31.7 23.6 27.7 19.9 17.8 22.4 20.0 23.1 31.1 28.5 .36.6 19.3 28.9 25. 7 
Nittany 18.2 15.6 21.1 18.3 38.7 29.3 33.0 15.2 29.0 

Hard ired 20.5 36.8 41.4 24.3 30.7 
Forward 33.3 29.5 35.2 16.6 28.6 
Sanford 31.4 25.5 37.7 20.1 28.7 
Nured 31.3 33.3 34.8 17.2 29.1 
Redhart Str.5 15.8 25.5 27.4 40.9 10.5 26.1 

Little Red 33.9 1.3.5 
Purple straw 36.9 9.6 

1....1 Vigo 31.4 21.8 21.6 35.4 "' Fairfield 17.6 
Chancellor 16.0 18.0 

Atlas 66 0 14.3 19.4 11.2 
Atlas 50 0 10.2 20.2 10.1 
Butler .35.3 36.5 35.9 21.1 
Nudel 25.6 18.9 19.6 22.9 20.5 
Coker 1s 47-27 11.5 25.6 18.6 17.0 21.6 

Taylor 24.4 17.1 
Pennon .32.0 19.4 25.7 22.6 
Seneca 25.1 24.0 24.6 26.4 
Knox 23.3 24.5 23.9 
Tay land 22.3 28.9 25.6 

Anderson .32.6 .30.9 31.8 
Coker's 54-15 20.6 

L.s.d. (.05) 4.8 8.9 5.2 J.O 5.2 8.4 J.5 8.9 5.4 

(a) Tested at Glade Spring 1945, 1946, 1947, 1948; at Jonesville 1949, 1950; at Dryden 1952; and at Emory 1954, 1955. 



Table .32. Yield performance of wheat varieties tested at several locations west of Blue Ridge 
from 1949 to 195.3 

Yiel~ in bysh~ls ~~[ acr~ 
M:mt1[~I [isluu:svUl1 Elk C;c11k 

Four Avg. Avg • 
variety ~ m2 ~ ~ n.avg. .illQ ~ 1949-50 mQ ~ 1949-50 

Vahart 12 • .3 10.9 19 • .3 19.8 15.6 31.8 24.0 27.9 27.2 29.0 28.1 
Thorne 15.0 12.8 20.7 18.9 16.9 .31..3 22.4 26.9 29.0 30.8 29.9 
Leap 16.6 11.0 19.1 17.5 16.1 .32.9 24.2 28.6 24.7 30.8 27.8 
V.P. I. #131 13.4 12.0 21.4 19.8 16.7 .3.3. 7 22.7 28.2 28.7 29.0 28.9 
Nittany 1.3.5 1.3.1 - 17.8 .31.1 22.1 26.6 28.6 

Redhart Str.5 20.9 20 • .3 8.4 
Vigo 18.5 17.7 29.0 
Fairfield 16 • .3 17.1 28.2 

\,,J Chancellor 19.6 18.0 J0.6 21.0 26.9 21.1 
0-- Atlas 66 10.J 11.9 1.3.2 21.2 14.2 .34.2 2.3.9 29.1 25.4 15.8 20.6 

Atlas 50 11.6 11.4 12.J 16.o 12.8 .34.7 22.9 28.8 25.0 15.4 20.2 
Butler 16 • .3 2.3.6 27 • .3 
Nudel 17.8 15.0 21.2 15.5 17.4 J0.5 25.2 27.9 28 • .3 3.3.4 .30.9 
Coker's 47-27 16 • .3 27.8 2.3.6 25.7 16.7 
Taylor 28.7 

Pennell 15.0 14.0 
Seneca 16.1 14.0 
Knox 1.3.0 
Tay land 16.8 
Anderson 15.5 .32.0 

(a) (a) 
L.s.d. (.05) J.1 2.1 4.9 N.S.D. - 3.1 J.3 N.S.D. J.7 

(a) No significant difference 



Table .3.3. Yield performance of wheat varieties tested at Staunton, 1945-1955 

Yl~ld 1g l&,sbals ~~r a~ra 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Varietz li22 l~ ll~ 12~.2-~~ ~ ll2l .l22Q llii l2~2-~2 12~-~~ ~ 121.1. ~ ~ l2!t~-"8 ~::.5! 

Vahart .39.2 .32.5 35.6 .35.8 25.6 34.0 31.8 24.2 28.9 .31.9 39.0 33.0 36.2 43.3 37.9 34.0 
Thorne 46.2 35.5 37.4 39.7 32.3 29.6 30.4 25.1 28.1 33.1 40.4 36.5 28.7 43.8 37.3 34.6 
Leap 36.1 32.3 35.8 34.7 19.5 29.1 25.9 26.3 25.2 29.3 34.9 31.4 28.5 39.5 33.6 30.8 
V .P. I.#131 39.4 30.7 37.6 35.9 32.1 34.9 25.7 25.1 29.4 32.2 34.8 30.9 37.5 36.2 34.8 33.1 
Nittany 37.3 25.4 41.1 29.6 23.6 29.9 40.3 30.4 37.1 42.8 37.6 

Hardi red 41.3 28.3 45.0 33,5 37.0 
FoNard 35,4 30.6 29.3 44.6 35.0 
Sanford 40.9 24.3 32.9 29.1 31.8 
Nured 40.7 30.2 32.2 45.6 37.2 
Redhart Str.5 22.8 38.2 18.2 36.5 34.0 31.7 

Little Red 31.2 42.0 
Purple straw 27.6 31.6 

""' Vigo 43.0 32.0 23 .4 30.5 ....J Fairfield 18.9 
Chancellor 22.6 27.2 

Atlas 66 40.2 19.0 25.8 31.3 26.5 25.6 
Atlas 50 33.2 22.9 25.3 25.8 28.2 25.5 
Butler 39,9 32.2 24.5 
Nudel 32.5 27.6 39.7 27.6 28.8 30.9 
Coker 1s 47-27 33.0 32.0 31.3 29.8 

Taylor 25.9 42.1 26.2 
Pennoll 38.8 33.8 39.4 37.3 33.1 
Seneca 38.8 33.1 40.8 .37.6 38.5 
Knox 43.3 33.5 41.7 .39.5 
Tay land 41.6 32.8 47.5 40.6 

Anderson 37.9 31.9 47.0 38.9 
Coker's 54-15 31.5 

L.s.d. ( .05) 1.1 5.6 5.5 6.7 6.8 3.1 3.7 5.7 4.6 5.3 7.3 



Table 34. Average yield performance of wheat varieties tested west of Blue Ridge from 1945 to 1955 

Av1tag1 I11ld 1n b~sb1l§ ~II act1 );i!sag OD !ndicat1g n:gmbet o! lQcation§ 
1955 1954 1953 Avg. 1952 1951 1950 1949 Avg. Avg. 1948 1947 1946 1945 Avg. Avg. 

:£ad1t1 ..ill .J..ll ..ill l25J-55 ..J.1J. ..ill ....ill ~ 12~ 126..2-55 ....w. ..ill _(Jl ..ill l26i.S-&.6 l26i.5-55 
Va hart 34.6 32.5 27.6 31.6 18.1 30.2 25.9 25.0 24.8 27.7 36.5 31.0 31.5 29.4 32.1 29.3 
Thorne 40.3 34.6 31.5 35.5 24.4 32.3 25.3 24.8 26.7 29.0 34.9 32.2 28.0 27.9 30.7 29.5 
Leap 33.3 33.7 29.4 32.1 15.9 30.0 25.0 26.2 24.3 27.6 .34.5 30.0 25.7 25.7 29.0 28.1 
V.P.I.#131 34.5 31.3 29.3 31.7 22.7 .31.6 25.8 25.3 26.3 28.6 32.7 29.6 32.4 24.8 29.9 29.1 
Nittany 28.4 19.0 37.2 24.1 37.1 30.2 31.3 27.2 31.4 

Hardi red 34.5 32.3 39.2 28.5 33.6 
Forward 33.8 29.6 29.8 29.2 30.6 
Sanford 36.6 24.6 .31. 7 21.4 28.6 
Nured 36.6 32.5 29.6 29.4 .32.0 
Redhart Str.5 19.9 34.8 23.8 3.3.1 20.2 28.0 

w Little Red 29.2 27.0 
~ Purplestrai.r 27.8 18.6 

Vigo 37.4 30.6 32.6 
Fairfield 22.1 
Chancellor 23.3 20.2 

Atlas 66 29.3 10.2 19.9 23.9 24.0 19.5 
Atlas 50 27.4 11.3 18.8 21.1 22.9 18.5 
Butler 38.6 35.6 22.8 
Nudel 34.0 23.4 37.4 25.9 23.8 27.6 
Coker's 47-27 22.5 36.1 27.0 

Taylor .30.2 34.6 24.4 
Pennon 35.7 33.3 32.8 33.9 25.3 
Seneca 33.1 34.0 32.9 33.3 28.0 
Knox 35,5 35.0 31.5 34.0 
Tay land 32.2 36.2 .35.6 34.7 

Anderson 33.9 37.5 34.4 35,3 
Coker's 54-15 27.5 



Table 35. Yield performance of wheat varieties tested at Charlotte Court House, 1945 to 1955 

Yi1ld in ~ysbela ~§t a~t§ 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Variety 1222 ~ .!221 12~.l-~~ 122 1221 .!22Q ~ 12,2-52 12,2-55 l2i& J/llkJ. l91t2.. 126.i 12~-'8 l2t.~-~5 

Va hart 40.8 44.4 36.5 40.6 28.5 39.2 32.6 23.2 30.9 35.0 31.7 22.1 15.0 14.5 20.8 29.9 
Thorne 40.3 44.9 37.0 40.7 32.1 38.4 30.4 21.9 30.7 35.0 34.8 22.4 19.5 16.3 23.2 30.7 
Leap 38.3 48,4 39,6 42.1 34.2 38.7 23.3 15.6 27.9 34.0 31.2 21.6 17.6 13.2 20.9 29.2 
V.P.I.#131 33.8 39.2 30.6 31.8 26.9 23.3 28.2 39.2 17.2 12.7 13.1 20.5 
Nittany 37.0 .30.5 .38.0 .31.2 25.8 .31.4 32.6 19.4 17.7 1.3.1 20.7 

Hard ired 40.0 22.9 16.8 1.3.6 2.3 • .3 
Forward .3.3. 9 19.4 18.4 13 • .3 21.2 
Sanford .32.1 19 • .3 16.4 15.8 20.9 
Nured 41.4 19.4 17.8 1.3.6 2.3.0 
Redhart Str.5 11.3 37.4 18.0 15.0 11.8 20.5 

Little Red 16.6 10.7 
Purple straw 16.6 9.5 
Vigo .35.0 14.7 31.7 

~ Fairfield 1.3.9 29.1 
Chancellor 16 • .3 25 • .3 

Atlas 66 36.5 44.9 4.3 .6 41.7 40 • .3 39 • .3 27 • .3 .38. 5 .36.J .38.6 
Atlas 50 44.9 39.2 36.5 40.2 33.4 .39 .5 37.4 
Butler 36.5 1.3.0 
Nudel 42.7 33.0 .38.4 .34.0 27 • .3 25.0 .31.2 
Coker's 47-27 44.0 44,4 22.0 .37.5 

Taylor 46.2 .30.7 
Pennon 43.0 47.1 .38 • .3 42.8 .38.0 
Seneca 42.1 48,4 40.9 43.8 J8.4 
Knox .32.3 44.9 41.8 .39.7 
Tay land 37.4 49.J 41.4 42.7 

Anderson 40.0 45.8 42.7 42.8 29,9 
Coker 1s 54-15 36.4 

L. s. d. ( • 05) 
(a) 

7.8 6.1 5.5 8.0 5.4 4.1 4.1 6.0 N.S.D. 3.3 3.0 

(a) No significant difference 



Table 36. Yield performance of wheat varieties tested at Middleburg, 1951 to 1955. 

Y!!l~ ill 12Ya§blls ~ll &Cl! 
Avg. Avg. Four 

Varietv ~ ~ 1954-55 125.6 l.251 1951-52 yr.avg. 

Va hart 34.8 27.7 31.2 22.4 19.6 21.0 26.1 
Thorne 33.7 28.2 30.9 24.6 17.3 20.9 25.9 
Leap 36.5 29.0 32.7 21.0 19.6 20.3 26.5 
V.P.I. #131 31.7 2.3.8 27.7 21.4 18.7 20.0 2.3.9 
Nittany 22.8 22.8 22.8 

Vigo .31..3 29.5 .30.4 
Atlas 66 19.6 17.7 18.6 
Atlas 50 17.0 18.1 17.5 

f; 
Butler .35.6 28.2 .31.9 
Nudel 29.5 25.1 18.5 21.8 

Coker's 47-27 .38.0 .37.4 37.7 
Taylor 28.6 
Pennon .38.6 .30.8 .34.7 23.6 
Seneca 33.0 28.2 .30.6 2.3.8 
Knox 39.7 29.0 34.3 

Tay land 37.1 .35.2 .36.1 
Anderson 36. 7 32.1 .34.4 
Coker' s 54-15 34.8 

(a) 
L.s.d. (.05) 2.4 5.6 N.S.D. 5.4 

{a) No significant difference 



Table 37. Yield performance of wheat varieties tested at Orange, 1945 to 1955. 

Yi~lg ill :t!Y~~ls Q~[ !~t§ 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Var!et;y; m2 l~ ~ 12~J-~~ 12£ 125.l ~ ~ l2!t2-~2 12!t2-~~ ~ ~ ~ .l2iQ l2!t~-(t;8 l2!t~-~~ 

Vahart 38.9 50.6 34.8 41.4 36.3 28.5 40.4 33.4 34.7 37.6 38.7 31.7 38.0 24.8 33.3 36.0 
Thorne 38.9 51.0 42.7 44.2 40.7 31.7 33.0 29.0 33.6 38.1 29.4 42.2 37.0 20.6 32.3 36.0 
Leap 41.0 57.2 41.4 46.5 34.0 26.6 38.3 33.9 33.2 38.9 37.6 34.7 36.7 18.5 31.9 36.4 
V.P.I.#131 36.7 47.l 38.7 40.8 31.8 25.5 34.8 31.2 30.8 35.1 38.9 31.8 35.1 22.0 31.9 34.0 
Nittany 37.4 38.0 30.7 33.2 32.1 33.5 37.0 34.1 34.9 21.6 31.9 

Hardired 31.7 29.5 34.4 14.5 27.5 
Forward 37.5 30.7 37.9 21.7 31.9 
Sanford 32.2 33.9 24.9 15.4 26.6 
Nured 39.8 34.0 36.2 22.3 33.0 
Redhart Str. 5 27.7 28.5 22.7 25.5 19.2 23.9 

Little Red 28.8 17.5 
Purple straw 27.4 18.2 
Vigo 39.3 48.8 26.8 31.5 
Fairfield 26.4 40.3 
Chancellor 31.7 31.7 

Atlas 66 38.3 37.3 19.9 39.6 35.6 33.1 
Atlas 50 36.1 28.9 18.9 32.3 37.8 29.5 
Butler 37.6 51.5 32.1 
Nudel 47.1 43.6 36.8 27.8 24.0 41.4 32.5 
Coker's 47-27 37.6 55.9 37.8 38.7 

Taylor 55.9 30.7 35.8 
Pennell 40.2 50.2 43.1 44.5 44.9 
Seneca 37.5 51.5 38.7 42.6 39.7 
Knox 39.6 44.9 40.9 41.8 
Tay land 43.3 53.7 45.8 47.6 

Anderson 44.2 54.6 39.6 46.1 
Coker's 54-15 36.3 

L.s.d. (.05) 4.2 5.7 5.1 4.3 5.0 5.0 4.1 14.0 7.9 6.1 4.2 



Table 38. Average yield performance of wheat varieties tested in the Piedmont section of Virginia, 1945 to 1955. 

Av~rage Iill9 in by§hgls n1r acrg l2!sgg Qll ingicated nW!!blt o! l2cations 
1955 1954 1953 Avg. 1952 1951 1950 1949 Avg. Avg. 1948 1947 1946 1945 Avg. Avg. 

Vada:tY ...ill _ill ...121 1253-55 .J..il ....Lil _ill _ill l21t2-56 121.2-55 _jg1 _ill _jg1 _ill 12~5-~8 12~5-55 

Vahart 38.2 40.9 35.6 38.2 29.1 29.1 36.5 28.3 30.8 34.0 35.2 26.9 26.5 19.6 27.1 31.5 
Thorne 37.6 41.4 39.8 39,6 32,5 29.1 31.7 25,4 29.7 33,9 32.1 32.3 28.2 18.4 27.8 31.7 
Leap 38.6 44,9 40.5 41.3 29.7 28.3 30.8 24,7 28.4 33.9 34,4 28.1 27.l 15.8 26.4 31.2 
V .P. I.#131 34.1 38.9 28.0 35 • .3 .30.8 27.2 27.8 .39.0 24.5 2.3.9 17.5 26.2 
Nittany .37.2 30,4 30.5 32.2 28.9 30.5 34.8 26.7 26.3 17.3 26.J 

Hardired .35.8 26.2 25.6 14.0 2~.4 
Forward 35.7 25.0 28.1 17.5 26.6 
Sanford 32.1 26.6 20.6 15.6 2.3. 7 
Nured 40,6 26.7 27.0 17.9 28.l 
Redhart Str.5 19.5 32.9 20.3 20.2 15.5 22.2 

Little Red 22.7 14.1 
t Purple straw 22.0 13.8 

Vigo 35.2 13.8 31.6 
Fairfield 20.1 34.7 
Chancellor 24.0 28.5 

Atlas 66 40.9 32,4 25.6 33.4 37.0 32.1 
Atlas 5C .37.6 27.5 25.7 32.8 38.6 31.2 
Butler 36.6 22.5 
Nudel .39. 8 38,3 .3.3.4 26,8 25,6 33.2 29.8 
Coker 1s 47-27 39,9 45,9 29,9 38.1 

Taylor 43.6 
Pennoll 40,6 42,7 40.7 41.3 35.5 
Seneca 37.5 42,7 39.8 40.0 34,0 
Knox 37.2 39.6 41.3 39.4 
Tay land 39.3 46.1 43.6 43.0 

Anderson 40,3 44.2 41.1 41.9 
Coker 's 54-15 35.8 



Table 39. Yield performance of wheat varieties tested at Accomac, 1949 to 1955 

Yi!ld 1n bu~hels ~~t acre 
Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Variety 1255 ~ li2J 1953-55 ~ li5l ~ l2'*2 1949-52 1949-55 

Vahart 24.9 20.2 8.3 17.8 9.9 25.7 15.7 22.2 18.4 18.1 
Thorne 26.4 27.7 17.4 25.5 15.7 26.3 16.3 22.2 20.1 22.4 
Leap 26.7 28.2 22.5 25.8 8.3 26.9 14.5 20.7 17.6 21.1 
V.P.I. #.1.31 32.6 22.9 9.6 .30.6 18.2 19.8 19.5 
Nittany 16.0 10.6 26.2 15.7 2.3.6 19.0 

Vigo 26.1 18 • .3 
Fairfield 18.4 
Chancellor 12.7 20.6 
Atlas 66 27.2 24.2 27.6 26.J 1.3.4 32.6 20.6 28.1 23.7 24.8 
Atlas 50 25.5 34.5 13.3 23.6 21.2 29.4 21.9 

-l='" 
\,J 

Butler 29.9 15.7 
Nudel 29.0 25.0 12.8 25.2 18.8 24.1 20.2 
Coker's 47-27 25.8 23.3 20.0 2.3.6 
Taylor 27.7 22.1 25.9 18.2 
Pennoll 25.9 21.l 15.6 20.9 12.l 

Seneca 28.7 26.0 16.J 23.7 11.5 
Knox 34.0 31.7 30.0 31.9 
Tay land 22.9 27.3 28.7 26.3 
Anderson 25.9 26.0 21.4 24.4 18.8 
Coker's 54-15 30.7 

{a) (a) 
L • s • d • (. 05) N. S. D. 6.7 4.1 N.S.D. 3.8 3.9 

(a) No significant difference 



Table 40. Yield performance of wheat varieties tested at Petersburg, 1949 to 1955 

Yi1l~ ~n masbglg ;1r acre 
Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Variety m2 ~ mJ 1953-55 ~ ml 12.S.Q 12'2 1949-52 1949-55 

Vahart 30.6 31.5 38.7 33.6 33.2 22.6 24.9 25.1 26.4 29.5 
Thorne 30.6 46.6 39.2 38.8 39.7 20.0 24.4 26.o 27.5 34.0 
Leap 31.8 50.6 40.5 41.0 33.8 22.4 19.4 22.4 24.5 31.5 
V.P.I. #l.31 31.1 40.5 32.6 23.8 28.7 24.6 27.4 
Nittany .36.5 36.3 24.9 26.3 27.3 28.7 

Vigo 30.5 18.0 
Fairfield 17.6 
Chancellor 13.6 28.2 
Atlas 66 26.9 44.5 37.8 36.4 37.4 32.3 23.1 35.6 32.1 33.9 
Atlas 50 46.4 40.9 36.2 33.4 27.3 32.1 32.3 

Butler 25.8 19.4 
Nudel 40.0 34.3 34.1 24.1 22.1 26.8 26.8 
Coker's 47-27 32.4 ·50.5 16.5 30.8 
Taylor 46.7 43.6 26.8 21.2 
Pennoll 33.9 48.l 44.4 42.l 35.5 

Seneca 32.1 52.1 46.2 43.5 32.0 
Knox 35.1 37.9 41.8 38.3 
Tay land 34.0 52.2 37.4 41.2 
Anderson 34.8 47.3 40.5 40.8 21.3 
Coker's 54-15 31.7 

(a) 
L.s.d. (.05) 4.0 5.3 5.2 N.S.D. 4.6 2.9 2.9 

(a) No significant difference 



Table 41. Yield performance of wheat varieties tested at Williamsburg and Warsaw, 1945 to 1955(a) 

Yielg in bush~ls ~et acre 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Variw ~ ~ lfil 122~ 1952-55 .illl .J.22.Q lW 1949-51 1949-55 ill~ l9lt1. ~ l2'.2 ~::/&__ 1945-55 

Vahart 51.0 44.8 44.0 25.0 41.2 36.9 39.2 23.3 33.1 37.7 35.0 43.3 29.7 21.0 32.2 35.7 
Thorne 48.8 50.6 39.2 23.2 40.5 36.3 36.1 18.9 30.4 36.1 34.5 48.3 25.9 23.6 33.0 35.0 
Leap 50.5 41.8 32.6 21.l 36.5 32.9 26.4 22.9 27.4 32.6 33.5 34.3 20.0 18.5 26.6 30,4 
V.P. I. #131 39,6 36.1 22.8 29.6 27.8 22.4 26.6 31.5 38.0 27.0 19.9 29.1 
Nittany 43.1 21.2 36.7 35.2 22.4 31.4 34.7 42.8 28.4 20.6 31.6 

Hardi red 29.6 31.2 28.1 24.3 28.3 
Forward 30.3 42,9 25.2 17.1 28.9 
Sanford 31.2 25.8 23.1 17.4 24,4 
Nured 29.1 49.2 28.9 17.9 31.3 
Redhart Str.5 12.8 26.6 21.8 20.1 9.4 19.5 

Little Red 23.6 16.5 
Purple straw 20.6 12.0 
Vigo 45,5 16.7 22.0 

~ Fairfield 15.8 32.1 
VI Chancellor 33.0 

Atlas 66 51.8 51.0 38.7 22.3 41.0 39,4 36.5 37.8 37.9 39.6 
Atlas 50 51.9 39.6 23.6 37.2 37.4 35.3 36.6 
Butler 47.9 16.3 
Nudel 40.5 39,2 24,1 32.5 26.9 27.3 28.9 
Coker's 47-27 54,5 52.8 31.7 31.2 

Taylor 47.1 35,3 26.8 
Pennoll 49,3 48,4 39.6 28.8 41.5 
Seneca 47.1 48.8 41.8 27.0 41.2 
Knox 49,5 44,0 38.7 22.0 38.6 
Tay land 58.0 46.2 37.8 

Anderson 56.8 49.3 40.5 34.8 
Coker's 54-15 47.9 

L. s. d. ( . 05) 
(b) 

5,5 4,9 4.5 N,S,D. - 4,2 5.1 5,0 5.1 5,3 4.7 5,1 

(a) Tested at Williamsburg from 1945 to 1951 and at Warsaw from 1952 to 1955. 
(b) No significant difference. 



Table 42. Average yield of wheat varieties tested in the Coastal Plains section of Virginia, 1945 to 1955. 

A1g[ag§ ~11ld 1D !2ll.§lls!ls ~I[ a~[I basgg 2n tbg ingicajjgg DYl!!bl[ 2r l2cati2D§ 
1955 1954 1953 Avg. 1952 1951 1950 1949 Avg. Avg. 1948 1947 1946 1945 Avg. Avg. 

1§1:1§.;ty" .JJl ..ill .J.ll l25l-55 ...ill ..ill ...ill .JJl ~~ 121.2-55 -1ll -1.ll _m .JlL l 21.5-48 l2t..5-55 
Vahart 35.5 32.2 30.3 32.7 22.7 28.4 26.6 23,5 25.3 28.5 35.0 43,3 29.7 21.0 32.2 29.8 
Thorne 35.3 41,6 31.9 36.3 26.2 27.5 25,6 22.4 25.4 30.1 34.5 48.3 25.9 23.6 33.0 31.1 
Leap 36,3 40.2 31.9 36.1 21.1 27.4 20.1 22.0 22.6 28.4 33.5 34,3 20.0 18.5 26.6 27.7 
V. P, I.#131 34,4 33,2 21.7 28.0 24,9 22.3 24,2 31.5 38.0 27.0 19.9 29.1 
Nittany 31.9 22.7 29,3 25.7 24,4 25,5 34,7 42,8 28.4 20.6 31.6 

Hardi red 29.6 31.2 28.1 24,3 28.3 
Forward 30.3 42,9 25.2 17.1 28.9 
Sanford 31.2 25.8 23.1 17.4 24.4 
Nured 29.1 49.2 28.9 17.9 31.3 
Redhart Str.5 26.6 21.8 20.1 9.4 19.5 

Little Red 23.6 16.5 
"'" Purple straw 20.6 12.0 °' Vigo 34.0 17.7 22.0 

Fairfield 17.3 32.1 
Chancellor 27.3 

Atlas 66 35.3 39.9 34.7 36.6 24,4 34.8 26.7 33.8 29.9 32.8 
Atlas 50 41.J 38.3 24,4 31.4 28.6 32.3 29.2 
Butler 34,5 17.1 
Nudel J6.5 33.8 23.7 27.3 22.6 26.1 24,9 
Coker 1s 47-27 37.6 42.2 22.7 28.5 

Taylor 40.5 22.1 
Pennoll 36.4 29.2 33.2 36.3 25.5 
Seneca 36.0 42,3 34.8 37.7 23.5 
Knox 39,5 37.9 36.8 38.1 
Tay land 38.3 41,9 34.6 38.3 

Anderson 39,2 40.9 34.1 38.1 25.0 
Coker's 54-15 36.8 



Table 43. Characteristics of wheat varieties tested in Virginia, 1945 to 1955 

Dis11s! [eact!Qn§ {al 
Winter- Lodging Bushel test Head Leaf Stem 

Variety or selectiop Height Maturity hardiness resistance weight ~ JJW l:Ull Mildew M:>saic 

Vahart Mid-tall Medium Good Good Good Smooth s s I I-R 
Thorne Medium Medium Good Fair-good Good Smooth s s s R 
Leap Mid-tall Medium Good Fair Fair Smooth s s s R 
V.P.I. #131 Tall Medium Good Fair Good Bearded s s s R 
Nittany Tall Medium Good Fair Good Bearded s s s s 
Hard ired Medium Medium Fair Poor Smooth I s I s 
Forward Tall Medium Good Fair Smooth s s s 
Sanford Medium Mid-early Fair Poor Smooth I s s R 
Nured Mid-tall Medium Good Fair Smooth s s I R 
Red.hart Str.5 Mid-short F.arly Fair Fair-poor Smooth s S· s 
Little Red Medium Medium Good Fair-poor Smooth s s s 
Purple straw Medium Mid-early Fair Poor Smooth s s s s 

~ Vigo Mid-tall Medium Good Good Good Smooth R s s R 
...;J Fairfield Medium Medium Good Good Smooth s s s R 

Chancellor Medium Mid-early Fair Fair Smooth I s s I 

Atlas 66 Medium Mid-early Poor Good Fair Smooth R I-S I s 
Atlas 50 Medium Mid-early Poor Good Fair Smooth I I R s 
Butler Medium Medium Good Fair Good Bearded s s s R 
Nudel Tall Medium Good Fair Good Bearded I-S s s R 
Coker's 47-27 Medium Medium Poor Fair Good Smooth R I s s 
Taylor Medium Medium Fair Good Fair-good Smooth R I-S s s 
Pennoll Mid-tall Medium Good Fair Good Smooth s s s R 
Seneca Medium Medium Good Fair-good Good Smooth s s s R 
Knox Short :Early Good Good Fair Smooth R s I R 
Tay land Medium Medium Fair Fair-good Fair Smooth R I s s 
Anderson Tall Medium Fair Good Good Smooth R I-S I s 
Coker's 54-15 Mid-short Mid-early Med.-poor Fair Fair Smooth R R s 

(a) S = Susceptible; I = Intermediate; R = Resistant 



Table 44. Yield performance of barley varieties tested at Blacksburg, 1946 to 1955. 

Yield in bgsh~ls ~~r acI~ 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Variety ~ ~ l2il 1953-55 ~ ml .1.2.iQ lli2 1949-52 1949-55 l!li& l2Q ~ 19¢-48 1946-55 

Wong 37.4 38.7 53.1 43.0 49.8 70.8 30.9 50.6 50.5 47.3 60.3 43.2 29.0 44.2 46.4 
Kentucky Ill 43.2 32.4 44.5 40.0 44.8 65.6 36.9 55.6 50.7 46.1 86.o 51.7 31.6 56.4 49.2 
Jackson #1 56.8 37.0 57.0 38.0 52.8 46.2 63.8 55.2 25.2 48.1 
Galhoun 47.2 32.8 45.8 40.7 49,0 42.1 44.2 50.4 22.J 39.0 
M!lrnobarb 41.8 55.4 37.9 25.7 39.7 

Smooth Awn 86 50.1 47.7 44.9 32.5 41.7 
Poland 54.5 69.9 52.3 40.6 54.3 
N.C.Hooded 26 36.9 29,3 32.7 23,5 28.5 
Sunrise 41.8 35.2 53.9 20.6 36.6 
Jackson 21.9 

Va.Hooded 27.5 
Tenn. Winter 52 26.1 
Iredell 20.6 
Wisc. 'Winter 29.2 
Tenwase 42.4 34.5 45.2 

~ 
(XI 

Sunrise Str.3 41.8 17.6 43.6 
Brier 37.4 61.1 60.7 
Ohio #1 35.8 49.5 57.0 
Colonial 38.0 48.4 
Kenbar 39.5 33.8 60.8 44.7 32.0 52.6 48.4 

Hudson 43.8 27.0 63.6 44.8 45.6 
Mo.B-400 42.1 65.5 
Mo.B-699 46.3 38.9 
Mo.B-822 58.1 
Wong x Bolivia 26.5 26.6 

Wong x Bolivia,53-111 30.1 
Wong x Bolivia,53-20 25.6 37.4 
Wong x Bolivia,53-117 13.4 45.5 
Comp.CrossxSel.43,53-71 28.3 34,2 
M!lrconee 45,6 
Wataugua 16.9 

(a) (a) 
L.s.d. (.05) 9.8 N.S.D. 9.9 N.S.D. 7.8 5.8 7.3 21.0 8.9 9.4 

(a) No significant difference 



(a) 
Table 45. Yield performance or barley varieties tested at Glade Spring and vicinity, 1945 to 1954 

Yielg in bgsh~ls Rer acre 
Five Avg. Nine 

Vorietx ~ ~ ml li2Q ~ xr.ayg, l2l& ~ lill l~ 12~ Yr.avg. 

Wong 27.5 32.8 42.5 25.9 26.4 31.0 66.7 87.6 46.8 46.7 61.9 44.7 
Kentucky #1. .36.5 44.1 .38.9 31.3 .36 • .3 37.4 67.4 69.0 42.7 46.2 56.3 45.8 
Jackson fl 28.6 40.2 .30.9 2.3.7 80.8 65.8 47.5 
Calhoun 18.4 .38.0 19.5 18.7 58.6 87.6 51.5 
Marnobarb 21.5 52.J 57.2 45.4 40.0 48.7 

Smooth Awn 86 29.2 54.9 71.7 36.6 46.1 52.3 
Poland 29.7 66.3 68.6 48.9 48.8 58.1 
N.C.Hooded 26 17.1 44.6 74.0 27.2 
Sunrise 17.6 66.5 85.8 26.6 45.5 56.1 
Jackson 30.6 44.1 

Va. Hooded 36.6 27.0 
fa Tenn. Winter 52 .33.5 49 • .3 

Iredell 26.7 15.6 . 
Wisconsin Winter 50.2 40.9 
Tenwase 22.0 59.1 66.7 

Sunrise Str • .3 20.9 59.4 87.2 
Brier 28.6 29.2 64.1 
Ohio #1 33.1 28.6 66.3 
Colonial 24.5 22.0 
Kenbar .31.5 .39.3 37.6 27.7 

Hudson 28.4 38.2 
Mo.B-400 39.3 40.0 
:t-D.B-699 37.7 
Wong x Bolivia 32.9 

(b) (b) 
L. s.d. (.05) N.S.D. 8.2 N.S.D. 3.5 J.1 12.4 11.0 12.2 15.3 

(a) Tested at Glade Spring 1945-1948; Jonesville 1949-1951; Dryden 1952; and Emory 1954. 
(b) No significant difference. 



Table 46. Yield performance of barley varieties tested at several locations West of Blue Ridge, 
1949 to 1952. 

Y!1l~ in by§~ll ~It a~tl 
M>n:t1t1:I ilk Ct11t [;11b§t1I1lll 

Three Avg. Avg. 
Vatiety ~ li5Q ~ Yr.ayg. 12'2 li5Q 1949-50 J.2a2 mQ 1949-50 

Wong 22.8 44.3 26.5 .31.2 27.5 45.9 36.7 40.0 56.2 48.1 
Kentucky Ill 26.0 42.2 26.0 .31.4 .32.5 41.8 37.2 47.8 62.0 54.9 
Jackson #1 25.2 48.0 27.0 .3.3.4 29.2 .3.3. 6 .31.4 41.8 58.7 50 • .3 
Calhoun 21.1 46.0 17.9 28.3 24.8 42.2 33.5 38.7 54.1 46.4 

M!l.rnobarb 19.8 27.5 .31.9 
Smooth Awn 86 23.3 .30.8 35.4 
Poland 21.3 .32.5 42.9 
N.C. Hooded 26 22.2 23.1 .30.4 

VI 14.2 27.5 27.7 0 Sunrise 
Tenwase 17.1 .30.8 32.1 
Sunrise Str • .3 18.6 27.5 31.5 
Brier 25.5 54.0 12.7 54.0 .3.3. 4 44.4 58.2 51..3 

Ohio #1 26.1 42.0 .33.6 50.8 42.2 42.9 56.3 49.6 
Colonial 25.8 41.8 .31.4 44.4 37.9 37.1 57.2 47.2 
Ken bar 44.0 28.1 41.8 62.6 
Hudson 26 • .3 

M:>.B-400 24.9 
M:>.B-699 22.5 

(a) (a) 
L.s.d. (.05) 3.6 8.9 N.S.D. - N.S.D. 5.2 6.0 4.8 

(a) No significant difference 



Table 47. Yield performance of barley varieties tested at Staunton, 1946 to 1954. 

Yield in bushals aat act§ 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Varietv .illii: .illJ 1953-54 l2.22 llli l9jQ llli J349-52 1949-54 ~ l2lt1 ~~ 1946-48 1946-54 

Wong 57.3 50.4 53.9 37.9 63.5 53.9 21.5 44.2 47.4 71.4 76.8 50.4 66.2 53.7 
Kentucky #1 62.2 54.2 58.2 43.8 77.l 51.2 26.9 46.7 50.5 58.5 59.2 44.9 54.2 51.7 
Jackson #1 50.6 36.3 47.5 53.2 19.5 39.l 47.8 60.7 39.0 49.2 
Calhoun 40.5 24.0 43.3 46.6 19.0 33.2 60.4 70.8 55.3 62.2 
Marnobarb 19.4 45.8 54.2 41.l 47.0 

Smooth A"1n 86 16.7 4£).4 57. 7 45.9 48.0 
Poland 31.2 59.1 75.3 54.3 62.9 
N. C . Hooded 26 15.9 36.1 44.9 38.3 39.8 
Sunrise 10.4 38.3 51.5 47.3 45,7 
Jackson 39.4 

"' .... Va.Hooded 22.4 
Tenn. Winter 52 45.9 
Iredell 20.4 
Wisconsin Winter 47.3 
Tenwase 11.5 48.7 52.5 

Sunrise Str.3 10.6 31.5 45.4 
Brier 57.9 28.l 
Ohio #1 57.3 27.9 48.1 
Colonial 50,2 10.6 
Ken bar 62.6 54.2 58.4 38.2 58.J 56.o 

Hudson 61.4 56.2 58.8 59.4 
M:>.B-400 34.2 66.0 
M:>.B-699 51.2 26.5 
Mo.B-822 60.9 
Wong x Bolivia 32.9 

L. s. d. ( • 05) 4.8 6.6 8.7 14.l 5.1 3.9 10.5 8.5 7.7 



Table 48. Average yield performance of barley varieties tested west of Blue Ridge, 1945 to 1955 

Ave[!ge ii1ld !n bysh1ls n~t acta :b§:s~d on i~!ca~~ num~r o~ locations 
1955 1954 1953 Avg. 1952 1951 1950 1949 Avg. Avg. 1948 1947 1946 1945 Avg. Avg. 

YE:1at2: .lll. _ill .J.Z.l l25J-55 _w. _ill ...ill _ill l.2,2-52 12'2-55 _iJl _LJ). -1Jl .J.ll 12'5-1i.a l2ii.5-55 

Wong 37.4 41.2 51.8 43.5 36.8 58.9 42.9 31.5 42.5 42.9 66.l f;R.2 42.l 46.7 56.0 47.7 
Kentucky Ill 43.2 43.7 49.4 45.4 39.7 60.5 44.2 37.5 45.5 45.5 70.6 60.0 39.7 46.2 54.l 48.6 
Jackson 111 53.7 32.2 48.2 43.7 32.0 39.0 64.1 60.6 37.2 
Calhoun 43.9 23.3 42.4 41.5 28.6 34.0 54.4 f;R.6 43.0 
Marnobarb 27.0 51.2 49.8 37.4 40.0 44.6 
Smooth Awn 86 30.9 47.7 58.l 38.3 46.l 47.6 

Poland 35.4 65.l 65.4 47.9 48.8 56.8 
N. C. Hooded 26 24.3 36.7 50.5 29.6 
Sunrise 23.2 46.7 63. 7 31.5 45.5 46.9 
Jackson 30.6 44.1 
Va. Hooded 28.8 27.0 
Tenn. Winter 52 35.2 49.3 

VI 
!IJ 

Iredell 22.6 15.6 
Wisconsin Winter 42.2 40.9 
Tenwase 26.0 47.4 54.8 
Sunrise Str. 3 25.2 36.2 58.7 
Brier 48.4 26.l 
Ohio Ill 45.9 34.8 57.l 

Colonial 42.7 29.2 
Ken bar 39.5 42.6 57.5 46.5 34.4 49.5 46.8 
Hudson 43.8 38.9 59.9 47.5 42.4 
Mo.B-400 35.1 57.2 
Mo.B-699 48.8 31.4 
M:>.B-822 59.5 

Wong x Bolivia 26.5 30.8 
Wong x Bolivia,53-111 30.l 
Wong x Bolivia,53-20 25.6 
Wong x Bolivia,53-117 13.4 
Comp.Cross x Sel.43,53-71 28 • .3 
Marco nee 45.6 
Wataugua 16.9 



Table 49. Yield performance of barley varieties tested at Charlotte Court House,1945 to 1955 

Yi~ld !n ~ijs~l~ ggt act1 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Va,;c11:tz ~ ~ 12.sJ 1253-55 1252 .12.a l92Q ~ 1~u.2-~2 121.2-~~ ~ ],!lf;l .l2!.Q ~ l2~-/,,8 ~t.~-~5 

Wong 38.1 56.1 68.2 54.1 54.5 66.9 53.3 34.0 52.2 53.0 52.3 24.4 9.7 19.8 26.5 43.3 
Kentucky Ill 44.8 60.0 50.6 51.8 50.6 52.4 37.4 15.5 39.0 27.8 38.5 23.5 13.7 20.4 24.0 37.0 
Jackson Ill 61.1 47.7 52.6 35.8 26.2 40.6 46.8 20,4 13.7 
Calhoun 58.3 48.0 39.2 29.1 35.3 37.9 56.1 27.1 15.0 
Ma.rnobarb 16.9 39.6 22.7 8.7 16.9 22.0 

Smooth Awn 86 21.1 39.1 21.3 9.0 20.5 22.6 
Poland 24.1 49.5 28.6 12.6 19.1 27.4 
N.C.Hooded 26 25.2 34,1 17.8 8.7 14.6 18.8 
Sunrise 28.3 49,0 25.3 12.7 21.0 27.0 
Jackson 11.8 21.5 

Va.Hooded 6.7 14.3 
Tenn. Winter 52 11.4 20.9 
Iredell 9.5 18.4 
Wisc. Winter 12.1 20.3 
Tenwase 29.3 53.9 24.4 

Sunrise Str.3 27.9 49.0 27.9 
Brier 46.2 ...,. 
Ohio #1 38.9 "" Colonial 41.2 
Ken bar 57.6 57.8 72.6 62.7 60.9 51.0 52.9 

Hudson 55.0 61.1 65.5 60.5 60.9 
Mo.B-400 44.9 34.1 
Mo.B-699 56.7 50.4 
Mo.B-822 60.o 
Wong x Bolivia 38.3 58.9 

Wong x Bolivia,53-111 40.1 
Wong x Bolivia,53-20 44.6 
Wong x Bolivia,53-117 48.8 
Comp.CrossxSel.43,53-71 56.7 
Marco nee 34.8 

Wataugua 42.6 
Colonial #2 33.5 74.3 75.4 61.1 
Piedmont 53.2 66.7 
Davie 54.1 64.4 45.1 54.5 
Sunrise-Bolivia 1027-448 43.6 
Sunrise-Bolivia 1027-463 42.3 

L.s.d. (.05) 
(a} 

9.2 8.5 11.5 9.2 8.3 8.7 6.8 15.2 N.S.D. 2.7 J.5 
(a) No significant difference 



Table 50. Yield performance of barley varieties tested at Middleburg, 1950 to 1955. 

Yi1lg in bgshels ~It ac[g 
Avg. Avg. Four 

Vati1ty ~ l25it J.954-55 ~ ~ l.950-51 Yr.avg. 

Wong 56.6 55.0 55.8 61.4 50.8 56.1 56.0 
Kentucky Ill 68.2 41.3 54.8 52.4 45.5 49.0 51.9 
Jackson Ill 61.6 51.3 56.5 

Calhoun 49.0 46.6 47.8 
Brier 53 • .3 
Ohio Ill 45.8 

Colonial 48.6 
\J'I Piedmont 64.0 ~ 

Ken bar 63.5 58 • .3 60.9 78.6 60.5 69.6 65 • .3 

Hudson 67.4 50.1 58.8 
MJ.B-400 62.4 
Wong x Bolivia 55.6 47.J 51.5 

Marco nee 65.2 
Wataugua 58.1 
Colonial #2 69.6 

(a) (a) (a) 
L • s • d • (. 05) N.S.D. N.S.D. - 12.2 N.S.D. -

(a) No significant difference 



Table 51. Yield performance of barley varieties tested at Orange, 1945 to 1955 

Yi1lg 1n :bl.!.§b1la ~~~ a~;ai 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

1&.t1ail .12.55 ~ 12.SJ l25J-55 ~ .l25l .l25Q ~ l.21.2-52 lS!t.2-55 .lS!-'& l9J.'1 ~ ~ J.S!lt.5-lt,8 lS!lt.5-55 

Wong 58.3 82.5 64.7 68.5 68.9 65.6 67.3 54.5 64.1 66.0 41.8 53.9 58.7 40.0 48.6 59.7 
Kentucky Ill 71.l 82.0 57.0 70.0 56.8 68.4 66.9 69.3 65.3 67.3 54.8 61.1 41.5 36.7 48.5 60.5 
Jackson Ill 63.3 58.3 61.6 69.3 53.4 60.6 40.0 47.4 45.6 
Calhoun 3J.8 12.5 50.4 61.0 46.8 42..7 34.8 5J.4 57.8 
Mlrno~rb 49.5 .35.0 41.1 46.J J3.6 J9.0 
Smooth Awn 86 56.7 J7.0 40.5 .34.1 JJ.9 .36.4 

Poland 54.5 48.8 59.1 45.8 36.5 47.5 
N.C.Hooded 26 40.7 .38.1 51.6 .36.7 27.9 38.6 
Sunrise 47.9 58.5 47.9 39.9 
Jackson 47.2 36.6 
Va.Hooded .38.8 21.4 
Tenn. Winter 52 JB.3 24.J 

Iredell 32.2 2.3.4 
Wisc. Winter 41.5 35.6 
Tem1ase 52.3 45.5 46.4 

"' Sunrise Str. .3 49.5 .36.9 52.7 "' Brier 57.9 
Ohio #1 62 • .3 

Colonial 6.3.2 
Ken~r 69.1 90.8 63.0 74 • .3 57.8 59.4 64.7 
Hudson 80.7 92.4 72.8 82.0 84.4 
H:>.B-400 64.7 58.3 
Mo.B-699 54.8 55.0 
lob. B-822 6.3.2 

Wong x Bolivia 64.5 75.4 
Wong x Bolivia,53-111 67.5 
Wong x Bolivia, 53-20 61.9 
Wong x Bolivia,53-117 60.9 
Comp.CrossxSel.4.3,53-71 63.3 
Marconee 72.6 

Wataugua 61.1 
Colonial #2 63.8 

L. s. d. ( • 05) 
(a) 

9.7 10.0 8.4 18.0 6.4 N.S.D. 5.8 10.0 8.1 6.5 12.0 

(a) No significant difference. 



Table 52. Average yield performance of barley varieties tested in Piedmont section of Virginia, 1945 to 1955. 

ll1lg 1D lm.lblll l;!llt asitll ll!lllli S!D 1Dd1Sl!HQ Dlllllblt S!i'. lsis;ia:tcJ,on§ • 1955 1954 1953 Avg. 1952 1951 1950 1949 Avg. Avg. 1948 1947 1946 1945 Avg. Avg • 
Jadetx ...ill ...ill .J.61 l.953-55 ....ill.. ...ill _ill _ill 1949-52 l.949-55 J2L .J.61 .J.61 ...ill 1945-48 1945-55 

Wong 51.0 64.5 66.5 60.7 61.7 64.6 57.l 44.3 56.9 58.5 47.l 39.2 34.2 29.9 37.6 50.9 
Kentucky Ill 61.4 61.l 53.8 58.8 53.7 57.7 49.9 42.4 50.9 54.3 46.7 42.3 27.6 28.6 36.3 47.7 
Jackson Ill 62.2 53.0 58.6 52.1 39.8 50.9 43.4 33.9 29.7 
Calhoun 41.l 30.2 46.2 45.6 41.l 40.8 45.5 40.3 36.4 

Marnobarb 33.2 37.3 31.9 27.5 25.3 30.5 
Smooth Awn 86 38.9 38.l 30.9 21.6 27.2 29.5 
Poland 39.3 49.2 43.9 29.2 27.8 37.5 
N.C.Hooded 26 33.0 36.l 34.7 22.7 21.3 28.7 

Sunrise 38.l 41.9 30.3 30.5 
Jackson 29.5 29.l 
Va.Hooded 22.8 17.9 

\JI Tenn. Winter 52 24.9 22.6 
O' 

Iredell 20.9 20.9 
Wisc. Winter 26.8 28.0 
Tenwase 40.8 49.7 35.4 
Sunrise Str. 3 38.7 43.0 40.3 

Brier 52.5 
Ohio Ill 49.0 
Colonial 51.0 
Ken bar 63.4 69.0 67.8 66.7 59.4 63.0 59.4 

Hudson 67.7 67.9 69.2 68.3 72.7 
Mo.B-400 54.8 51.6 
M>.B-699 55.8 52.7 
Mo.B-822 61.6 

Wong x Bolivia 52.8 60.5 
Marco nee 57.5 
Wataugua 53.9 
Colonial 112 55.6 



Table 53. Yield performance of barley varieties tested at Accomac, 1950 to 1955 

Yield in bushels ~et acre 
Avg. Avg. Avg. 

l!w.ll ~ lill l22J 1953-55 lm l.251 l25Q 1950-52 1950-55 

Wong 56.o 37.4 31.8 41.7 39.l 61.0 36.J 45.5 43.6 
Kentucky Ill 49.5 38.7 25.4 37.9 35.8 58.1 23.4 39.1 38.5 
Jackson 111 34.5 54.3 71.2 33.3 52.9 
Calhoun 49.0 42.6 71.3 46.9 53.6 
Brier 16.6 

Ohio Ill 24.2 
Colonial 41.6 
Ken bar 64.2 35.6 35.0 44.9 39.0 49.6 25.7 38.1 41.5 
Hudson 57.3 38.3 40.0 45.2 48.5 

\1\ M:>.B-400 24.7 61.5 
-..J 

M>.B-699 20.9 37.5 
M:>.B-822 31.3 
Wong x Bolivia 71.7 23.9 
Wong x Bolivia 53-111 62.8 

Wong x Bolivia, 53-11? 71.1 
Marco nee 45.9 
Wataugua 6J.8 
Colonial #2 58.2 2.3.4 67.2 49.6 
Piedmont 45.1 67.6 

Davie 71.9 20.7 58.6 50.4 
Sunrise-Bolivia, 1027-448 52.1 

L.s.d. (.05) 12.6 9.0 17.4 10.8 - 7.3 



Table 54. Yield performance of barley varieties tested at Petersburg, 1949 to 1955 

I1a1'1 1.11 m.i~h§l~ 12at l~tlil 
Avg. Avg. Avg. 

Variety ~ ~ l2iJ 1953-55 .19.52 12.51 mQ ~ l949-52 1249-55 

Wong 38.2 57.5 60.0 51.9 28.8 57.1 38.7 31.4 39.0 44.5 
Kentucky -#1 47.6 51.0 44.6 47.7 30.7 59.9 46.1 31.4 42.0 44.4 
Jack1Son Ill 50.6 43.4 62.5 23.1 34.7 40.9 
Calhoun 55.6 48.0 52.8 38.6 33.0 43.1 
M!lrnobarb 33.0 
Smooth Awn 86 34.1 

Poland 29.7 
N.C.Hooded 26 28.6 
Sunrise 28.6 
Tenwase 30.3 
Sunrise Str. 3 32.5 
Brier 32.5 34.1 

Ohio Ill 33.8 31.4 
"' Colonial 27.0 34.7 <» Ken bar 55.7 54.7 55.0 55.1 35.6 50.7 40·.5 

Hui son 54.1 50.5 51.7 52.1 39.5 
Mo.&-400 21.1 43.7 
M>.&-699 35.8 .32.8 

Mo.&-822 36.9 
Wong x Bolivia 37.0 30.0 
Wong x Bolivia,5.3-111 4.3.4 47.6 
Wong x Bolivia, 5 .3-20 34.6 49 • .3 
Wong x Bolivia,5.3-ll 7 44.8 59.7 
Comp.Cross x Sel.4.3,5.3-71 49.3 61.2 

Mlrconee 49.1 
We.taugua 50.0 
Colonial /12 5.3.1 61.0 62.7 58.9 
Piedmont 45.7 64.4 
Davie 46.9 59.3 47.9 51.4 
Sunrise-Bolivia,1027-448 38.8 
Sunrise-Bolivia,1027-463 40.1 

L.s.d. (.05) 5.6 5.6 10.6 8.0 8.4 3.2 4.5 



Table 55. Yield performance of barley varieties tested at Williamsburg and Warsaw, 1945 to 1955. (a) 

Yi~l~ in b~ghels ~gt act~ 
Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. Avg. 

variety ~ ~ ll2l 1953-55 ~ lm mQ .l2lt2 1949-52 1949-55 ~ l2li1. .12'*9 llli 1945-48 1945-55 

Wong 70.2 74.3 60.5 68.3 41.5 52.1 19.8 29.2 35.6 49.6 40.0 53.7 29.8 33.9 39.3 45.9 
Kentucky Ill 64.2 61.6 66.6 64.1 38.4 46.5 25.3 34.7 36.2 48.1 41.4 54.9 26.1 32.3 38.7 44.7 
Jackson Ill 56.1 55.8 51.4 17.0 24.8 37.2 59.5 52.0 43.5 
Calhoun 56.1 41.3 53.5 23.1 30.8 37.2 43.6 55.4 32.6 
Mlrnobarb 27.0 38.2 44.2 31.2 27.4 35.2 

&nooth Awn 86 29.7 41.9 48.5 22.7 30.5 36.0 
Poland 25.9 54.0 55.0 25.6 41.6 44.0 
N.C.Hooded 26 29.7 28.4 40.8 15.3 16.1 25.1 
Sunrise .30 • .3 .34.8 49.1 15.6 24 • .3 .31.0 
Jackson 31.6 .30.8 

Va.Hooded 16.7 15.6 
Tenn. Winter 52 32.7 28.9 
Iredell 14.9 18.4 
Wisc. Winter 27.5 20.9 
Tenwase 2.3.1 .37.0 48.1 

Sunrise Str. 3 33.0 21.6 52.6 
Brier 19.8 31.4 

~ Ohio #1 20.9 .3.3. 2 
Colonial 10.4 28.1 
Ken bar 73.6 75.4 67.1 72.0 49.0 51.5 22.6 

Hudson 88.7 78.1 74.8 80.5 
M:>.B-400 43.9 45.1 
M:>.B-699 61.6 .38.2 
M:>.B-822 66.o 
Wong x .Bolivia 55.8 33.0 

Wong x Bolivia,53-111 68.4 66.0 
Wong x .Bolivia,53-20 58.6 68.8 
Wong x Bolivia,53-117 67.7 61.6 
Comp.CrossxSel.4.3,53-71 72.2 78.1 
Marco nee 74.0 

Watuagua 75.1 
Colonial #2 56.8 86.4 51.7 65.0 
Piedmont 29.4 60.5 
Davie 79.0 77.6 64.9 73.8 
Sunrise-Bolivia,1027-448 79.0 
Sunrise-.Bolivia,1027-463 76.8 

L.s.d. ( .05) 10.4 9.0 10.6 5.3 5.0 ~b) 3.6 N.S. • - 17.1 6.6 7.5 7.6 

(a) Tested at Williamsburg 1945 to 1950; Warsaw 1951-1955. 
{b) No significant difference. 



Table 56. Average yield performance of barley varieties tested in Coastal Plains section of Virginia, 1945-55 

Yiglg ig bush1ls ~et astl bas1d on ing1sa:li§d Wil!!!her of locations 
1955 1954 1953 Avg. 1952 1951 1950 1949 Avg. Avg. 194$ 1947 1946 1945 Avg. Avg • 

Vai:i1tz _ill ..ill ..ill 12~.2-!i!i _ill ..m ..ill ..J1l l2/t2-~2 12/t2-~~ .J.ll ...ill ...ill .J.ll 12/t~-I.§ 12lt~-!i!i 

Wong 54.8 56.4 50.8 54.0 36.5 56.7 31.6 30.3 38.8 45.3 40.0 53.7 29.8 33.9 39 • .3 43.1 
Kentucky Ill 53.8 50.4 45.5 49.9 35.0 54.8 31.6 33.l 38.6 43.4 41.4 54.9 26.1 32.3 .38.7 41.7 
Jackson Ill 47.1 51.2 61.7 24.5 32.8 42.6 59.5 52.0 43.5 
C&lhoun 53.6 44.0 59.2 .36.2 .31.9 42.8 43.6 55.4 .32.6 
Marnobarb JO.O .38.2 44.2 31.2 27.4 .35.2 

Smooth Awn 86 .31.9 41.9 48.5 22.7 .30.5 36.0 
Poland 27.8 54.0 55.0 25.6 41.6 44.0 
N.C.Hooded 26 29.2 28.4 40.8 15 • .3 16.1 25.1 
Sunrise 29.5 34.8 49.1 15.6 24.3 31.0 
Jackson 31.6 30.8 

Va.Hooded 16.7 15.6 
Tenn. Winter 52 32.7 28.9 
Iredell 14.9 18.4 
Wisconsin Winter 27.5 20.9 

g- Tenwase 26.7 37.0 48.1 

Sunrise Str.3 . .32.8 21.6 52.6 
Brier 23.0 32.8 
Ohio Ill 26.3 33.2 
Colonial 26.3 31.4 
Ken bar 64.5 55.2 52.4 57.4 41.2 50.6 29.6 

Hudson 66.7 55.6 55.5 59.3 
Mo.B-400 31.9 50.1 
Mo.B-699 39.4 36.2 
Mo.B-822 44.7 
Wong x Bolivia 54.8 29.0 

Wong x Bolivia,53-111 58.2 
\.k>ng x Bolivia,53-117 61.2 
Marco nee 56.3 
Wataugua 63.0 
Colonial #2 56.0 56.9 60.5 57.8 

Piedmont 40.1 64.2 
Davie 65.9 52.5 57.1 58.5 
Sunrise-Bolivia 1027-448 56.6 



Table 57. Characteristics or barley varieties tested in Virginia, 1945 to 1955 

Bushel !2!s2as§ t2a~~i2n1ia) 
Winter- Lodging test Leaf 

Variety 2r selection Height Matvrity hardiness resistanc• weight lfaad tvne Zl1.l.t Mildew §.s!ld 

Wong Medium Medium Fair Good Fair Awnletted s R s 
Kentucky 11 Mid-tall Medium Good Fair Good Bearded,rough s s I 
Jackson Ill Medium Medium Good Fair Bearded,smooth s s 
Calhoun Medium Medium Fair Good Awnl.etted s I s 
Mirnoblrb Mid-tall Medium Fair Fair Bearded,smooth s s 
Smooth Awn 86 Mid-tall Medium Good Fair Bearded,smooth s s 
Poland Medium Medium Good Poor Bearded,rough s R 
N.C.Hooded 26 Medium Medium Good Poor Hooded s s 
Sunrise Mid-short Mid-early Fair Good Awnl.etted s I 
Jackson Medium Medium Good Fair Bearded,smooth s s 
Va. Hooded Medium Medium Good Poor Hooded s s 
Tenn. Winter 52 Medium Medium Good Fair Bearded,rough s s 
Iredell Tall Medium Good Fair Hooded s s 
Wisconsin Winter Medium Medium Good Poor Bearded,rough s s 
TeDHase Medium Medium Fair s s 

g; Sunrise Str.3 Mid-short Mid-early Fair Fair Awnletted s I 
Brier Mid-short Medium Fair Poor Bearded,rough s 
Ohio Ill Tall Medium Good Fair Bearded,rough s s 
Colonial Mid-short M9dium Mid-poor Good Beardless s I s 
Ken bar Mid-short Mid-early Fair Good Good Bearded,semi-smooth S R I 

Hudson Medium Medium Good Good Good Bearded,rough s R R 
M:>.B-400 Good Bearded,rough s I 
M:>.B-699 Good Bearded,rough s 
M:>.B-822 Good Bearded,rough s 
Wong x Bolivia Medium Medium Mid-poor Good Fair Awnl.etted R R s 
Wong x Bolivia, 53-111 M9dium Medium Mid-poor Good Poor Bearded R R I 
'Wong x Bolivia, 53-20 Medium Medium Mid-poor Good Poor Awnletted R R I 
Wong x Bolivia, 53-117 Medium Medium Mid-poor Good Fair Bearded,rough R R I 
Comp.CrossxSel. 43,53-71 Mid-short Mid-early Fair Good Fair Bearded,semi-smooth S R I 
Mlrconee Medimn Mid-early Fair Fair Poor Awnl.etted s R s 
Wataugua Medium Mid-late Mid-poor Fair-good Fair Bearded, smooth s s s 
Colonial #2 Mid-short Mid-early Mid-poor Good Poor Beardless s I s 
Piedr.oont Poor Good s 
Davie Mid-short Mid-early Poor Good Awnletted R I 
Sunrise x Bolivia, 1027-448 Mid-short Medium Poor Good Fair Awnl.etted R R s 
Sunrise x Bolivia,1027-463 Mid-short Medium Poor Good Poor Awnl.etted R R s 
(a) S = Susceptible; I= Intermediate; R = Resistant 
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