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’INTRODUCTION
 

The raising of muskmelons is an important

horticultural industry in Michigan. According to

the United States Department of Agriculture Year-

book for 1925 Michigan ranks fourteenth in

commercial muskmelon production. In 1925 a total

of 3778 acres were given over to the production

of this crop (U.S.Census of Agriculture Michigan

Statistics by Counties).

1(1338‘51323



HISTORY

The first’production on a commercial scale m4,
I ..-

* *fl :- . Q ‘33- (A... _~

I

in Southwesternjhichigan:was}in 1880. Roland Merrill,

commonly known as the "Father of the Muskmelon

Industry in Michigan," who, with I.R.Pearl, originated

the "Hearts of Cold," and J.W.Rose and murdock Randall,

are considered to be the pioneers.

Miller's Cream, Osage, and Netted Gem.were the

first varieties,grotnfinuthis stateion a commercial

scale} According to Mr.A. Randall these varieties

were distinct in type and plant characteristics.

The Osage, originally obtained from Osage

County, Kissouri, by J.W;Rose was early, inferior

in quality and productive.

The Miller's Cream was higher in quality and

preferred on the market to the Osage. Both varieties

were usually shipped under the name Osage.

About 1885 the Hearts of Gold variety, supposed-

ly a cross between Osage and Netted Gem, and Heedoo,

a muskmelon similar in type and presumably a strain

of the Hearts of Gold, were developed. These two

varieties are now the most pepular and constitute

the majority of the plantings in Berrien County.



In the early days of the industry little

attention was given to methods of handling and

shipping. Muskmelons were usually packed in boxes

or barrels. The independent shipping of growers

led to frequent gluts on the market. Later the

severe competition of Western fruits compelled

growers to pay more attention to systematic market-

év' ”ng "hLé".L:_ (‘ in I IN

ing and standardized grading. As a result a great

. ' are, (Mutt

i majority of the muskmelons grown in this district

are packed and shipped under the cooperative plan.

Packing and shipping stations now exist at Millburg,

Benton Center and Pearl Grange.

As the industry has gradually developed various

problems have forced their attention on the grower.

Some of these are production problems; others have

to do with marketing and price. Sometime;one seems

to be most acute, sometimg;another. One of the most

common complaints of the growers is gradual, or

somewhat rapid, decline in price as the shipping season

progresses. Sc important has this question become in

the minds of a large percentage of those engaged in

the industry that it seems desirable to make a some-

what detailed study of the situation.
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Number of acres in each county given over to the

production of the crop.
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YEARLY PRICE TRENDS (1920 to 1927 Inclusive).

The detailed information, upon which this

study is based was secured from the daily sales

record of the Benton Center Fruit Association,

Benton Center, Michigan, and Millburg Fruit Associa-

tion, Millburg, Michigan. In a good year the two

exchanges ship in the neighborhood of 50,000 crates

of Hoodoo muskmelons, which constitute approximately

one half of the total Hoodoo variety marketed from

Berrien County, Michigan. The prices are gross

returns per crate as sold by the Associations on the

Chicago Market.

Figure 2 shows that though prices slumped

during the period August 29 to September 1, 1920

and again from September 10 to 15, though the

general seasonal price trend was upward. Michigan

fruits were high in quality and brought high prices

that year, while Western fruits were low in quality

and brought low prices.

The graph in Figure 3 shows a downward price

trend for 1921. Heavy shipments from the west, 1995

cars as compared to 885 for the same period of the

previous season, and early appearance and increasing

shipments from Berrien County, Michigan, offer an
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Figure 3.- Price Trend for 1921.

 

 

 
 

 



explanation of the rapid drop in price from July 27

to August 2 and again from August 11 to 15. The

peak of the western shipments occurred on August 51

followed by a rapid decline.After that date prices

of Michigan muskmelons increased.

The graph in Figure 4 clearly shows that the

price trend was sharply downward, with no wide

fluctuation in 1922. Low prices throughout that

season doubtless can be attributed to over produc-

tion. Yields were especially high and quality good.

The graph in Figure 5 shows a downward price

trend similar to that for 1922 (the preceeding year).

Extremely low prices were realized on August 31 and

September 1. Though shipments from Michigan were

normal, shipments from the west were light, only

2073 cars originating in Colorado, as compared to

4420 for 1922. This condition is in sharp contrast

to that of 1922 when receipts were heavy and quality

good.

A gradual downward trend is observed for 1924

(Figure 6). Shipments from the west throughout this

season were heavy and quality was good. Shipments

from Michigan began simultaneously with the highest

peak of those from Colorado (August 17 to 28). This

severe competition from the west, occurring at the
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same time as shipments from Indiana, held prices

at a low level. During the latter part of the

season shipments from the west gradually decreased

and prices for miohigan muskmelons increased.

Figure 7 shows that a comparatively slow

decline in price occurred in 1925. Heavy crops of

poor quality reported from Rocky Ford, Colorado,and

many other western states, shipped simultaneously

with heavy shipments from Indiana, lowered prices

considerably and demoralized the market. After

August 29 prices for Kichigan muskmelons recovered

somewhat.

The graph in Figure 8 shows a very marked

downward price trend in 1926. The average seasonal

returns'that year were the lowest, and the shipping

season the shortest of the eight years studied. The

quality of melons from all sections was relatively

poor. Market demands were exceedingly light.

In 1927 prices of muskmelons from Rocky Ford,

Colorado, and Berrien County began at a fair level,

however, despite increased shipments from all sec-

tions averaging 113 cars daily or 41 more per day

than in 1926, prices for Michigan muskmelons steadily

increased as the season advanced (Figures 9 and 10)

(Tabla 2 ) e
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.“"Al

Effect of Western Shipments on.Prioe Trend.
 

Though high quality muskmelons generally demand

highest prices this is not always the case. Frequently

the quality of the fruit in any one season markedly

affects the trend of sales during the succeeding season.

For instance, though the quality of Colorado muskmelons

in 192% was relatively high, the low quality of the

1954 product no doubt was responsible for the low prices

received for the initial shipments. Later, however,

higher prices were realized as the consuming public

demand for the quality fruit increased.

A similar condition existed in Berrien County

during 1926 and 1927. The low quality of fruit marketed

during 1926 brought low returns and poor market demands.

The high quality of the fruits the following year failed

to bring fancy prices at the beginning of the season

but did so at the close of the marketing period.

.Table 2 and Figures 9 and 10 indicate that the prices

obtained for quality fruits are not necessarily decreased

by western shipments.

The prevalence of muskmelon diseases in 1926, favored

by adverse weather conditions during the growing season,

resulted in the production of poor quality fruits and

very light market demands. The data in Table 2 show that

the average carlot receipts at Chicago of 72 cars remained
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about constant throughout the season and that the carlot

receipts in 1927 were very heavy, averaging 113 cars

daily or 41 more than in 1926. Shipments also materially

increased as the season advanced.

In 1926 a marked parallelism existed in the down-

ward price trend of Michigan and Colorado muskmelons.

The quality of the fruit was poor from both sections.

In 1927, though the price of Colorado fruits progressive-

ly decreased, the increased shipments from all sections

failed to lower the prices for the Michigan product,

prices steadily increasing as the season advanced. During

that season the quality of Michigan muskmelons was

exceptionally high.

Early Production and Profits
4 'vv—vv VvV—v 

Variations in price, however, are not limited

to the differences that exist from week to week or

season to season. There are differences in the average

prices obtained by different growers, differences due

to size of melons and many other factors. It was

thought desirable to obtain data on some of these

questions and with this idea in mind a determination

of the direct causes of variations-in price returns

for different growers was made by carefully listing

the number of large, small, and early melons on a



T
a
b
l
e

3
.
-

N
u
m
b
e
r

a
n
d
p
e
r

c
e
n
t

o
f

s
m
a
l
l
,

l
a
r
g
e

a
n
d

e
a
r
l
y
m
u
s
k
m
e
l
o
n
s

h
a
r
v
e
s
t
e
d
b
y

f
o
u
r
r
e
p
r
e
s
e
n
t
a
t
i
v
e

g
r
o
w
e
r
s
,

(
1
9
2
0
t
o

1
9
2
7
i
n
c
l
u
s
i
v
e
)
 

V
v
v
—
v
fi
‘
V
v

f
f

i
fi
v
—
v
v
—
v

V
f
V

i
v
w
—
‘
r

V
v
V
v
—
v
—
V
V

f
-

v
v
'
v
v

v
—
v

C
r
a
t
e
s

c
o
n
t
a
i
n
i
n
g

C
r
a
t
e
s

c
o
n
t
a
i
n
i
n
g

C
r
a
t
e
s

o
f

l
a
r
g
e

a
n
d

3
6

s
m
a
l
l

m
e
l
o
n
s

1
6

l
a
r
g
e
m
e
l
o
n
s

s
m
a
l
l

e
a
r
_
y
_
m
e
l
o
n
s
 

fi
v
v
'

'
Y
fi
fi
v
v
w

v
i
i
—
i
v

v
fi
fi

fi
v
w

 

G
r
o
w
e
r

D
u
m
b
e
r

G
r
o
w
e
r
N
u
m
b
e
r

'
G
r
o
w
e
r

n
u
m
b
e
r

v
v
V

f
v

Y
e
a
r
s

1
2

3
4

1
z

:5
4

1
2

a
4
 

‘
T
‘
—

v
w
v
v
v
v
fi
w
fi

v
fl

1
9
2
0

4
4

2
8
5

3
3
-
-

6
3

1
5
1

7
2
-
-

1
0

7
8

0
-
-

1
9
2
1

1
4
5

2
1
6

1
4
2

1
7
2

1
4
4

4
4
4

9
5
0

3
1
6

1
4

1
0
2

5
2

0

1
9
2
2

4
3
9

2
9
6

2
7
5

2
6
5

9
8
1

3
1
7

5
5
0

3
8
9

2
2
1

1
8
8

6
5

3
7

1
9
2
3

4
5
0

2
3
6

7
1

1
8

1
6
6
4

9
7
2

1
6
0
6

8
5

3
8
9

1
0

5
6

4

1
9
2
4

1
6
1

8
7

1
0
2

4
4

8
9
0

2
8
8

3
3
7

2
4
4

1
3
8

2
8

1
7

1
7

1
9
2
5

1
6
8

9
1

9
2

3
3

4
1
2

5
8
2

6
0
5

1
8
4

1
1
6

1
0
8

1
7
3

2
4

1
9
2
6

1
1
4

1
1
6

8
6

1
3

9
0
7

6
5
8

7
2
0

1
1
1

3
6
4

8
1

6
3

0

1
9
2
7

1
4
1

1
1
1

1
3
2

4
5

3
2
3

1
3
5

4
1
3

1
4
6

0
5
2

4
0
 

fi
v
v
v
v
v
v
‘

~
—

fi
1
fi
fi
W

w
—
V

#
v

T
o
t
a
l

1
6
6
2

1
4
3
8

9
3
3

5
9
0

5
3
8
4

3
5
4
7

5
2
5
3

1
4
7
5

1
2
5
2

6
4
7

4
3
0

8
2

)
fi
r

1
1
W

V
v
a
T
v
v
v
v
v

4
7
*
fi
m
'
v

1
"

v
v
v
W

w
‘
—

V

C
e
n
t

2
3
.
5

2
8
.
0

1
5
.
0

2
8
.
5

7
6
.
5

7
2
.
0

8
5
.
0

7
1
.
5

1
7
.
7

1
2
.
5

7
.
0

4
.
0

 
 

 
w
v
v

V
i
‘
j
w
v
v

“
v
v
‘
f
v

v
v
~

v
v
—
v

V
.
w
fi
v

V
i
v
fi

fi
v
v
r

fi

20



21

crate basis and determining the per cent of each produced.

The period covered was from 1920 to 1927 inclusive. The

records of the number of crates produced by the four

representative growers were secured from the Benton

Center Fruit Association. The per cent "large" refers

to the melons packed in 11 x 11, 10 x 10 and 9 x 9 crates.

Each crate contained 16 large melons 4.5 to 5.5 inches

in diameter. The per cent "small" refers to the total

number of small melons packed in 12 x 12 standard crates,

containing 36 fruits measuring not less than 3.5 inches

and not more than 4.25 inches in diameter. The per cent

"early" refers to the total number of large and small

fruits packed the first week of the shipping seasons.

The average date of the last killing frost in the spring

is on May 6 and the first in the fall October 24 provid-

ing a frost free season of approximately 150 days.

Muskmelons are seldom set out in the field earlier than

the last week in May, as a very light frost will destroy

the plants.

Tables 3 and 4 show the per cent of large, small,

and early melons produced by each of four representative

growers and the average prices per crate they received

during the eight years for which records were available.

Data in Tables 3 and 4 show that grower No. 1

produced the greatest number of early fruits or about

four and one half times as many as grower No. 4, and
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Table 4.- Average gross price returns per crate for four

growers, (1920-1927 inclusive)
vv‘vv— _~ fi ~

 

 

- Grower Grower Grower Grower Average for

Tsar Number 1 Fumberfi2fimgumber 311E39§2r.%11§§§¥”1 11__

1920 $2.06 $1.79 $2.19 ----- $2.01

1921 1.79 1.70 1.55 $1.32 1.59

1922 1.60 1.70 1.40 1.31 1.50

1923 1.23 .89 1.03 .83 .99

1924 1.11 1.07 .97 1.08 1.05

1925 .86 .94 1.00 .83 .90

1926 1.18 .92 .97 .86 .98

1927 1.16 1.29 1.12 1.26 1.20

Average

for

grower 1.37 1.28 1.27 1.07 1.27
 

vvfiv~fiv - v v#~~ _fiv w

received 30 cents a crate more. The figures showing

average gross returns per crate indicate that the

grower producing a relatively large number of early

fruits receives the greatest average returns, however,

grower No. 3 produced a relatively small percentage of

early fruits but a large percentage of large fruits and

received only one cent less per crate than grower No. 2

who produced a relatively large percentage of early melons.

In a word the production of both early and large melons is

desirable. This can be done by the use of sandy loams with

southeasterly exposure, protection from cold winds and coupl-

ing these natural advantages of location and soil with good

soil management and cultural methods.



23

Influence of Climate on Quality
 

Growers of muskmelons in Berrien County, Michigan,

generally realize the marked influence of weather condi-

tions on quality. In seasons characterized by long periods

of heavy rainfall quality of the fruit is usually poor.

Conversely light rainfall during the ripening period

favors the production of high quality fruit. Periods of

heavy rainfall accompanied by high temperatures are con-

ducive to the spread of muskmelon diseases.

Data in Table 5 show that precipitation was excessive

and high temperatures prevailed during the months of July

and August in 1924 to 1926 inclusive. During this period

diseases were prevalent and fruits were of poor quality.

0n the other hand, the season of 1927, when exceptionally

high quality melons were produced, was characterized by

a low July, August and early September rainfall and by

relative freedom from diseases.

The Advantages of Cooperativefimarketing
 

Approximately 50 per cent of the muskmelons pro-

duced in Berrien County, Michigan, are marketed through

cooperative packing and shipping associations. This

situation offered excellent opportunity to determine

which class of growers were realizing the greatest gross

returns.



T
a
b
l
e

5
.
-

n
u
m
b
e
r
o
f

i
n
c
h
e
s

o
f
r
a
i
n
f
a
l
l

a
n
d
h
e
a
t
u
n
i
t
s

o
c
c
u
r
r
i
n
g
d
u
r
i
n
g

t
h
e

g
r
o
w
i
n
g

a
n
d

r
i
p
e
n
i
n
g

s
e
a
s
o
n
s

(
1
9
2
0

t
o

1
9
2
7

i
n
c
l
u
s
i
v
e
)

m

_
fl
b
n
t
h
s

Y
e
a
r
s

T
i

a
V

v
—
v

_
_
'

V
_
V

-
A
f
a
r
a
g
e

1
9
2
0

1
9
2
1
'

1
9
2
2

1
9
2
3

#
#
1
9
2
4

1
9
2
5

1
9
2
6

1
9
2
7

I
b
n
t
h
é
z
é
y

4
0

.
3

s
h
:

«
M
:

1
3

*
’

F”
g

g
a

:
g

:
2

H
.

'
n
1

‘
i
n
g
;

_
,
T
_

_
f
j
§
p
v
_
!
§

_

fl
y
-
-

1
0
2
2
-
-

1
0
8
9

-
¢
~

1
2
0
0
-
-

1
8
-
-

9
0
6
-
-

1
9
9
0
-
-

1
2
0
4
-
-

9
8
0
-
-

1
0
5
7

u
s
e

3
.
6
0

1
2
8
9

1
.
6
7

1
3
9
1

2
.
3
2

1
2
3
7

1
.
9
0

1
2
6
7

6
.
3
7

1
1
4
5

1
.
5
7

1
4
0
0

1
.
8
3

1
1
0
9

2
.
1
3

1
1
8
4

2
.
6
6

1
2
5
2

8
1
y

1
.
6
2

1
2
9
0

.
8
0

1
7
6
4

3
.
3
5

1
3
3
5

4
.
8
5

1
9

2
.
9
7

1
4
3
8

2
.
8
5

1
5
1
6

3
.
2
3

1
5
0
7

1
.
5
2

1
4
6
8

2
.
6
4

1
4
6
9

H
8
.

1
.
8
0

1
3
9
3

4
.
5
0

1
3
6
2

1
.
3
5

1
3
9
2

1
.
6
6

1
2
6
6

3
.
8
8

1
3
6
6

3
.
2
1

1
5
1
4

3
.
1
1

1
4
3
4

.
7
2

1
2
7
2

2
.
5
3

1
3
7
5

g
p
t
.
1
.
9
6

1
8
5
2

7
.
1
3

1
2
1
5

3
.
2
0

1
2
2
6

3
.
8
9

1
0
7
6

2
.
9
4

8
8
3

2
.
2
7

1
2
2
9

3
.
8
5

1
0
2
0

7
.
0
1

1
2
2
6

4
.
0
3

1
2
1
5

e
a
-

“
‘

.
‘

'
*
‘

“
*

o
n
e

o
t
a
l
s

'

8
.
9
8

6
8
2
6

1
4
.
1
0

8
0
5
7

1
0
.
2
2

6
3
9
0

1
2
.
3
0

6
1
1
6

1
6
.
1
6

5
7
3
8

9
.
9
0

6
6
4
9

1
2
.
0
2

6
2
7
4

1
1
.
3
8

6
1
3
0

1
1
.
8
6

6
5
2
2

SQTQH

as

IIBJVI

mantra

IIVIUI

see

1193“?

sets

Henna)

sewn

119mm;

‘31)

84mm

2902'

Bttflfl'

seep

 
 

r
_
_
_
_
1

D
a
t
a

f
o
r

T
a
b
l
e

5
w
e
r
e

s
e
c
u
r
e
d

f
r
o
m

t
h
e

S
t
.

J
o
s
e
p
h
,

M
i
c
h
i
g
a
n
,
‘
U
.
S
.
l
e
a
t
h
e
r
B
u
r
e
a
u

r
e
c
o
r
d
s
.

H
e
a
t
u
n
i
t
s

w
e
r
e

c
a
l
c
u
l
a
t
e
d

a
c
c
o
r
d
i
n
g

t
o

t
h
e

S
e
e
l
e
y
m
e
t
h
o
d
.

24





T
a
b
l
e

6
.
-

C
o
m
p
a
r
a
t
i
v
e

t
a
b
l
e

o
f

c
l
i
m
a
t
i
c

c
o
n
d
i
t
i
o
n
s

o
c
c
u
r
r
i
n
g

d
u
r
i
n
g

l
a
t
t
e
r

g
r
o
w
i
n
g

a
n
d

r
i
p
e
n
i
n
g

s
e
a
s
o
n
s

(
1
9
2
4

t
o

l
9
2
7
}
i
n
c
1
u
s
i
v
e
)

s
e
a
s
o
n
s

o
f
fi
e
x
c
e
s
s
i
v
e

r
a
i
n
f
a
l
l
‘
E
h
d
’

S
e
a
s
d
fi
5
6
f
‘
1
o
w

r
a
i
n
f
a
l
l

a
n
d
‘

_
fi
h
i
g
h

t
e
m
p
e
r
a
t
u
r
e
s
.
,

r
e
l
a
t
i
v
e
l
y

l
o
w

t
e
m
p
e
r
a
t
u
r
e
s

H
7

fi

W

1
9
2
4

1
9
2
5

1
9
2
6
:

1
9
2
7

R
a
i
n
f
a
l
l

H
e
a
t

R
a
i
n
f
a
l
l

H
e
a
t

R
a
i
n
f
a
l
l

H
e
a
t

R
a
i
n
f
a
l
l

H
e
a
t

M
b
n
t
h

i
n
c
h
e
s

u
n
i
t
s

i
n
c
h
e
s

‘
_
u
n
i
t
s

i
n
c
h
e
s
fi
r

u
n
i
t
s

i
n
c
h
e
s

u
n
i
t
s

J
u
l
y

2
.
9
7

1
4
3
8
'

2
.
8
5

1
5
1
6

3
.
2
3

1
5
0
7

1
.
5
2

1
4
6
8

A
u
g
u
s
t

3
.
8
8

1
3
6
6

3
.
2
1

1
5
1
4

3
.
1
1

1
4
3
4

.
7
2

1
2
7
2

A
v
e
r
a
g
e

3
.
4
2

1
4
0
2

3
.
0
3

1
5
1
5

3
.
1
7

1
4
7
1

1
.
1
2

1
3
7
0

.
_
v

25





26

The data presented in Table 7 show the average

daily prices received by a non-association and an

association respectively, and Figures 11 and 12 give

their seasonal price trend.

An average mean price for the eight years for

each group was determined by the method of Least

Squares. The data presents the following results:

Mean pricefinon-association member

$1.27 4 .021

432.50 - .476

235 -‘1.613 ’

PoEo : 0476 X 006745 : i 0021

1'5'33’

Mean price association member

$1e44 “ 0020

3:: - 200736 : 0537

PQE. : .537

m. x 0.6745 3 a: 0.20

$le44 - $1027 a $0.17

2 2
P’E‘j (0.21) q, (0.20) - .029 0.17 s 5.86

A study of the data in Table 7 shows that,

although the non-association member started to market

his crop from four to nine days earlier than the

association member, a fact that gave him a distinct
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Figure 11.-Association Seasonal Price Trends.
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advantage over the association member, he averaged

17 cents less per crate during the eight-year period.

In this instance, at least, the non-association

member penalized himself by marketing independently.

marketing through a cooperative organization.wou1d

seem to be the more profitable practice.

Relation of Q93112Z_t° Price
 

The quality of Michigan muskmelons in 1927 was

exceptionally high and very inferior in 1926.

The data of Edmond and chall (1) (Table 8)

shows striking differences in quality, as measured by

total sugars, figtwgen melons of the Hoodoo variety

produced in 1926 and 1927.

Table 8.- Total per cent sugar of Hoodoo muskmelons

‘fiin 1926 and 1927
 

 

 

‘ I Per cent; Per cent

total sugars differences

TI 5‘ Ybars

variety Number Samples 1926 I927

Heedoo 6 7.54 10.02 2.48
 

The differences in price of these two years

are shown in Table 2. Obviously a high positive

correlation existed in 1926 and 1927 between quality

and price. When fruits of high quality are available

prices are likely to be correspondingly high.
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31301733101:
 

A significant fact brought out in this study is

that high quality muskmelons tend to produce an upward

price trend and yield greater net returns to the grower.

Conversely inferior fruits to a large extent have a very

depressing effect on the market demand and results in

low price returns and severe losses to the grower.

Since high quality fruits bring correspondingly

high prices growers should endeavor to keep the foliage

in a green and vigorous condition at all times. On the

culture and treatments of muskmelons (Edmond and McNall)

(1) gives the following: The wide climatic variations

of growing seasons explains why Michigan growers produce

surprisingly fine melons one year and, concomitant with

an unfavorable season, disappointingly poor fruits

another. Apparently conditions prevailing in Berrien

County makes spraying a valuable insurance against low

quality in any year but more particularly during an

unfavorable year. To the extent that fertilizers

develop foliage and that fungicides keep it function~

ing they are effective in developing quality as measured

by total sugars.

There‘is some indication that severe competition

from the west can be met by production of high quality

fruit.
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The placing of muskmelons on the market extremely

early has always been an important factor in determining

the profitableness of melon culture in Berrien County,

Michigan, since early fruits have usually brought the

greatest returns. The use of sandy loams with south

easterly exposure, protection from cold winds and sand-

storms, good soil management and cultural methods will

combine to hasten the maturity of the crop.

The value of cooperative marketing should be

emphasized. The non-association.growers in Michigan can

profitably follow the example of members of cooperative

marketing associations.

SUEMARY

1. Michigan, with a total of 3778 acres given

over to the production of muskmelons ranks fourteenth

of all states in acreage.

2. The commercial industry is centralized in

Berrien County with producing centers at Hillburg,

Bainbridge, Coloma and Benton Harbor.

3. With the exception of the year 1920, which

was marked by a high and upward trend of prices

throughout the season, the general price trend (1921

to 1926 inclusive) has been consistently downward.
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The low level was reached in 1926 when the low quality

f the fruit and poor market demand made returns poor

throughout the season. In 1927, however, there was a

marked return to normality in prices. The general trend

throughout this season was slightly downward; however,

a high and markedly upward trend prevailed during the

peak of the shipping season. The quality of the fruit

was exceptionally good and market demand heavy.

4. The result of this study shows that seasons

of below normal precipitation, particularly during the

ripening period, are more favorable for production of

high quality muskmelons, resulting in greater net returns

to the grower than seasons of excessive rainfall. Further~

more the presence of high quality muskmelons from

Michigan on the market makes competition of western

melons a 1633 vital factor.

5. Producing early muskmelons and marketing

through shipping associations will doubtless bring

greater net returns.

0
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