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pollinized by Bing, Lambert, Star and
Van (all one year tests), and by Na-
poleon, (two year tests). In one year’s
test it has been a successful pollinizer
for Bing and Lambert, but in two
year tests on Napoleon the results
have been variable.

Distinguishing Characteristics: Sue
can be distinguished from Napoleon
by its earlier season of maturity and
by its sweeter flavor. In foliage char-
acteristics Sue differs from Napoleon
in having longer and larger leaves,
particularly on the terminal shoots,
and in having a more pointed leaf tip.
The pits of Sue are smaller than those
of Napoleon, have a narrower ventral

suture and are less ridged at the base.

Reasons for Introduction: Sue was
introduced primarily for its outstand-
ing resistance to cracking and for its
high quality. Its earliness may also be
an advantage.

Propagation Rights and Distribu-
tion: Sue is not patented or trade-
marked and its propagation is not re-
stricted in any way. Consequently,’
nurserymen are free to use this name
on their labels and in their catalogues.
1980 buds have been distributed to 22
nurseries in British Columbia and
Washington, as well as to the Horti-
cultural Experiment Station, Vine-
land, Ontario. :

Peach Varieties

Redskin has never failed to make a
good crop for us in South Carolina
and it is very well received by the
consumer. One fruit processor in
Georgia has already set several thou-

sand trees of Redskin, the fruit of |

which is to be used for processing. He
finds that his frozen pack of Elbertas
browns even with ascorbic acid.

Redskin requires heavy thinning,
and more cutting back in pruning
than other varieties, due to its wil-
lowy habit of growth.

Southland appears to be a very good
substitute for Halehaven in the South.
An equally good variety that resists
bacteriosis is badly needed. Burbank
Elberta and Sunhigh are two varieties
that are very susceptible to this dis-
ease on light soils.

Sullivan Early Elberta performed
well throughout the South in 1953.
However, reports from Michigan and
Canada were werse than usual.

It appears that each part of the
country will have to prepare its own
recommended list of peach varieties, as
is done with the strawberry.—JoHN
T. BREGGER, Clemson, S. Carolina.

arieties for Freezing

Thirty-four different apple varieties
were recently compared for freezing
quality at the Neéw York Agricultural
Experiment Station, at Geneva. They
were judged on the basis of 17 char-
acteristics before and after processing.
The varieties being tested were also
made up into pies and judged by a
taste panel. Reporting on this study,
R. L. LaBelle says that Baldwin,
Rhode Island Greening, Northern Spy,
onathan, Winesap, Yellow Newtown,
ere all rated very high, with Monroe
eing placed at the top. Rome Beauty,
en Davis, McIntosh and Cortland
ere rated very low for processing.

The Okanoma Red Delicious, ac-

- cording to Bill Luce, in “Better Fruit”,

appears to be a heavier producer in
the Pacific Northwest than the estab-
lished strains of Delicious. In' the
Cameron‘orchard, near Donald, Wash-
ington, it has produced twice the yield
of Starking, maintaining good size and
color at the same time. .



