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Breaking News: Path-Breaking
or Back-Breaking?

(Dr. K.R. Kranthi, Director of Central Institute
for Cotton Research (CICR), Nagpur has completed
his Ph.D in Entomology from IARI, New Delhi. He
has more than 20 years of experience in the field of
cotton research.)

Last month has been full of breaking news
on cotton, not just in India, but across the world.
But, much of the breaking news was
actually ‘back-breaking’ for some and
‘path-breaking” for others. For instance,
the Government slashed royalty

Global GM acreage dips

In the third week of April 2016, headlines in New
York Times, China Post and Southern Times Africa,
pointed out that for the first time in 20 years after
introduction, the global GM crop area declined. The
global area under GM crops in 2015 declined to 1797
lakh hectares from 1815 lakhs hectares in 2014. This
slow down has happened for the first time in 20 years
which were characterised by a steady growth rate.

Experts opined that low commodity

may have reduced the area. There were

by 70.0% and seed prices by 14.0%.
Monsanto threatened to leave India.
Farmers cheered more since it wasn’t
just the relief on seed prices, but cotton
commodity prices had suddenly started
booming by the end of April. Further,
Indian cotton exports could boom
further, with the WTO recommendation
of ending export subsidies on cotton.
This could be good news for traders and farmers.
Three other headlines that caused concerns to GM
technology supporters and brought some cheer to
‘anti-GM activists” were - Burkina Faso bans Bt
cotton’; ‘Genetically modified (GM) crop acreage
dipped for the first time in history” and ‘Pink
bollworm developed resistance to Bollgard-II in
India’. Needless to mention, many of the headlines
were sensational. But as the 17th century proverb
says “one man’s meat is another man’s poison”, it
would be interesting to look at what these headlines
mean to different stakeholders.

Dr. K.R. Kranthi

=X ) prices of the four main GM crops
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other factors though, that influenced the
slow-down in different countries.

GM crops are being cultivated for
the past 20 years in the world since
1996. An estimated 180 lakh farmers
cultivated GM crops in 2015. Till date,
12 crops have been genetically modified
and commercialised in 28 countries. But
only four crops cotton, maize, soybean and canola
with Bt and herbicide resistance traits occupy 99.2%
of the total global area. Soybean is the leading GM
crop occupying 50% area, followed by maize 30%
area, cotton 14% area and canola 5%. Five countries
cultivate 91% of the GM acreage. USA has 40% of the
worlds GM area with Brazil at 25%, Argentina at 14 %,
India and Canada at 6% each. In the US alone, the
GM acreage decreased in 2015 by 22 lakh hectares.
In South Africa, the area fell from 30 lakh hectares in
2014 to 23 lakh hectares in 2015. Drought is cited as
the main reason for this decline. The African country
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Burkina Faso which cultivated Bt-cotton in about 6.25
lakh hectares has now declared its intentions to revert
back to non-Bt cotton citing poor quality of Bt-cotton
as the main reason. The declaration of Round-Up
herbicide (glyphosate) as a probable cancer causing
chemical by WHO (World Health Organization) in
March 2015 is yet another factor that may strongly
influence public opinion against GM crops across the
world which could lead to reduction in the global
GM area.

Five insect species have been declared to have
developed resistance to Bt crops across the world.
This factor is likely to bring down the area under GM
crops. These five species are the cotton bollworm
Helicoverpa zea to Bt-cotton in the USA, pink
bollworm resistance to Bt-cotton in India; maize
root worm Diabrotica virgifera to Bt-maize in USA;
African maize stem borer Busseola fusca resistance to
Bt-maize in South Africa and Amyworm Spodoptera
frugiperda resistance to Bt-maize in Puerto Rico.

The efficacy of Bollgard-II Bt-cotton on pink
bollworms in India is on the decline, which is likely
to have a significant impact on the area in the coming
years. Bt-cotton was introduced into India in Central
and South India in 2002 and in North India in 2006.
During the first four years after the introduction of
Bt-cotton, the yields increased initially by 67% and
insecticide usage decreased by 33%. The subsequent
introduction of other technologies such as Bollgard-II,
JK-Bt and Nath-Bt in 2006 did not cause any positive
changes. On the other hand, data show that the yields
started declining despite the increase in fertilizer
usage by 70% and increase in insecticide usage by
92% after 2006. The increase in insecticide usage was
primarily to control sap-sucking pests such as leaf
hoppers and whiteflies. Farmers resorted to repeated
applications of the major chemical insecticides,
unaware of the loss of pesticide efficacy on these
species due to the development of pest resistance to
insecticides. Pink bollworm resistance to Bollgard-II
will necessitate further usage of insecticides, which
takes away the advantage conferred by Bt-cotton.
In 2002, Indian farmers used 0.88 kg insecticide
per hectare, mostly for bollworm control. After the
introduction of Bt-cotton, insecticide usage dropped
to 0.5 kg in 2006. However, by 2013, insecticide usage
increased to 0.97 kg per hectare. Insect resistance to
insecticides and Bt toxins makes cotton cultivation
expensive and less sustainable. Thus the demand for
Bt-cotton and the area under cultivation in India may
come down in the immediate following years.

Burkina Faso bans Bt-cotton

Several African news agencies (Headlines in
Nigeria Today, Daily News & Analysis and Yarns
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and Fiber April 24, 2016) stated that Burkina Faso,
the world’s 10th largest cotton producer was
enforcing a ban on Monsanto’s Bollgard-II Bt-cotton
as it had proved uneconomical. The Bloomberg
news stated “Africa’s biggest cotton grower is
reducing the acreage for genetically modified
cotton this season until it's completely phased out
in 2018 and replaced by conventional cotton,” The
Inter-professional Cotton Association of Burkina
(AICB) which comprises of three cotton companies
and the national cotton farmers union (UNPCB)
alleged that introduction of Bollgard-II trait into
the local varieties caused considerable drop in the
fibre quality especially with increased percentage of
short fibres in the long staple cotton. The association
demanded 48.3 billion CFA francs ($83.91 million
equivalent to Rs. 550 crores) from the multinational
giant Monsanto as compensation for the significant
reduction in market value of cotton. Reuter reports
claimed that “the company acknowledged that recent
changes concerning fiber length had been observed,
but added that fiber quality is influenced by both
environmental conditions and genetic background.”
Yields fell by 18.0% during 2015. Experts attributed
the yield decline to poor weather. A few reports also
pointed out to the possibility of influence by chemical
pesticide lobbies in creating a negative propaganda
against Bt-technology. The banning of Bt-cotton in
Burkina Faso had a significant impact all across the
cotton growing countries in Africa. Exports from
competing countries such as Mali and Ivory Coast
increased due to the cotton quality decline in Burkina
Faso.

Government panel proposes 70% reduction
in royalty on Bt-cotton BG-II. Monsanto
threatens to quit India.

All through March and April 2016, the issue of
BG-II seed prices and royalty was highlighted in the
headlines of almost all the newspapers in India to
state that “The agriculture ministry recommended
that the BG-II trait royalties will be capped at 49
rupees (73 U.S. cents) per 450-gram pack of so-called
Bt cotton seeds, a 70 percent reduction from current
levels while setting the maximum sale price at 800
rupees.” Monsanto responded by stating that “such
a move would cause it to re-evaluate its business in
the country.” The Government decisions are being
contested in courts.

Though the threat came as a surprise, it was
debatable whether Monsanto would really leave
the largest business opportunity such as the one in
India. India has the largest cotton area in the world
at 120 lakh hectares. Next are China, USA, Pakistan
and Brazil with 34, 33, 28 and 13 lakh hectares
respectively. All other countries have less than 10
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lakh hectares. Undoubtedly, the pink bollworm
resistance to Bollgard-II, mainly in Gujarat, caused
instability and uncertainty to the seed business.
Since Bt-cotton is meant to control bollworms and
was effective thus far, any slack in bollworm-control
efficacy will be contested by farmers who pay
additionally for the trait. But, with good integrated
pest management practices based on short season
crop and conservation of biological control, the
efficacy of Bt-cotton can still be sustained over the
next few years.

Governments of Telangana and Andhra
Pradesh and VNSSM committee of the
Maharashtra government dissuade farmers
from cotton cultivation

During the last part of April 2016, newspaper
headlines reported that in order to circumvent the
problem of the ‘Bt-resistant pink bollworm’, the
Andhra Pradesh state agriculture department would
take up a massive campaign to create awareness
among farmers against sowing Bt-cotton in red and
light soil regions to reduce the Bt-cotton crop area
from 6.7 to 4.5 lakh hectares. The campaign stated
that there was a high risk of pink bollworm pest
spreading if the crop was continued beyond 150
days. The Telangana Government and the Vasantrao
Naik Sheti Swavlamban Mission (VNSSM) set up by
the Maharashtra Government announced their plans
to discourage farmers from cultivation of cotton in
these states in favour of pulse and oilseed crops. The
government’s decision also comes in the wake of
fluctuating and falling prices of cotton in recent times.

Cotton is one of the most resilient crops. It does
face weather related problems and pest infestations.
But, most of the insect pest, disease and crop
physiological problems in cotton farms are man-
made, generally induced by improper application
of water and chemicals. Alternate crops such as
sorghum, maize, green grams, red gram, black gram,
soybean, etc., can run the risk of poor and uncertain
productivity. However, it would be a good idea to
identify high yielding cotton production systems in
specified agri-eco-zones for concentrated production.
About 40% of the current area under cotton in the
country can actually be diverted to pulses and
oilseeds, without compromising on the overall
production of cotton.

WTOs elimination of cotton export
subsidies

In the third week of April 2016, Indian news
agencies and newspapers such as Money Control and
Business Standard, highlighted the clarification of
the Ministry of Commerce and Industry of India on
Wednesday withregard to exportsubsidies for cotton,
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which said that the WTO decision would benefit
Indian farmers because of the level playing field.
The World Trade Organisation’s Nairobi Ministerial
committee took a decision on Cotton and Export
Competition, which was adopted on 19 December,
2015, to eliminate export subsidies on cotton. India
is not entitled to export subsidies since it did not
have export subsidies during 1986 to 1988, as per the
Uruguay Round Agreement on Agriculture (AOA).
But the country can provide subsidies to reduce the
cost of marketing, transportation costs, handling and
processing costs without circumventing the export
subsidy reduction commitments. It remains to be seen
how these changes would affect the global trends of
exports from India, and how it eventually influences
the profitability and prosperity of Indian farmers.

Government supports ‘Bt-variety
initiatives’

All through April 2016, The Times of India,
Indian Express, Outlook, India Today and several
major newspapers covered news on the ‘Bt-variety
initiatives of the Government’. In a meeting held on
4th April 2016 in the Ministry, it was decided that ‘Bt-
cotton varieties shall be tested in multilocation trials
across the country during Kharif 2016 to identify the
best Bt-varieties most suited for each of the cotton
growing states. The results will be presented before
the EBAM (Event Based Approval Mechanism)
sub-committee of the GEAC (Genetic Engineering
Appraisal Committee) for approval. The ICAR-
CICR has developed ‘Bt-cotton varieties using public
sector elite varieties. In addition, MPKV Rahuri,
PAU Ludhiana, OUAT Bhawanipatna and SIMA
have also developed ‘Bt varieties’. A total number of
20 Bt-varieties will be tested during Kharif 2016 in
multilocation trials to be conducted at 15 locations
of nine cotton growing states in the country. The
Bt-varieties in high density will be compared with
Zonal BG-II check hybrid at recommended spacing.

Doubts are being raised whether the single
gene CrylAc based Bt-varieties would give better
yields and can still be effective in bollworm control
especially in the wake of pink bollworm resistance
to Bt-cotton. Studies conducted by ICAR-CICR
showed that Bt-varieties had promising potential
for high yields and were more effective in bollworm
control as compared to the current Bt-hybrids. The
Bt-varieties have the advantage of CrylAc being
expressed in all seeds of the bolls unlike the Bt-
hybrids, wherein at least 25% of the seeds in bolls
on the single gene based Bt-cotton F-1 hybrid plants
did not contain CrylAc. Because of narrow flowering
window plus homozygous CrylAc, the attack of the
American bollworm, Helicoverpa armigera is grossly
minimised and because of the short duration, the
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varieties escape the pink bollworm, which is a late
season pest. Like in other parts of the world, short
duration Bt-varieties when grown in high density give
high yields. Majority of the Bt-varieties developed by
ICAR-CICR are indeterminate but of short duration,
early maturing with a narrow flowering window,
tolerant to sucking pests and suitable for high density
planting. Most importantly, as mentioned in my
earlier articles, I would like to point out again that
under rainfed conditions, with high density short
duration crop, the narrow flowering and fruiting
window crop gets comfortable access to soil moisture
and nutrients thus resulting in high yields.

New Desi cotton variety alternatives

On 27th April, Hindustan Times ran the headlines
‘Punjab govt.,and PAU promote Desi cotton varieties,
but seeds not available’. The paper stated that “After
the extensive loss to cotton crop owing to the whitefly
attack last season, both the state government and
Punjab Agricultural University (PAU) had appealed
to farmers to sow PAU-recommended Desi cotton
varieties—FDR-124 and LDR-949—in the coming
kharif season” On 23rd April, The Times of India ran
a story on “Desi solution for cotton farmers to tackle
climate change, replace Bt”. The report said “With
the aim of giving more options to farmers, especially
with reference to climate change, the Indian Council
of Agricultural Research (ICAR) is taking up the
country’s first-ever planned effort for testing Desi
cotton varieties (mainly short duration and long staple
or lint size) and making them available to farmers at
the earliest. And if the trials yield expected results, it
will be the first such experiment in the world where
only indigenous varieties can compete with any
other varieties. Ten different Desi cotton varieties
developed by various agriculture universities and the
Central Institute for Cotton Research (CICR) will be
tested at 15 different locations in the country under
the All India Coordinated Research Project (AICRP)
this season with sowing scheduled for May in North
India and till September / October in other parts of
the country. These varieties are also being looked as
a new alternative to Bt cotton which is developing
resistance to pink boll worm.”

Several questions were being raised as to what
is so new about the native Desi cotton varieties
of the Gossypium arboreum species which were
being grown for thousands of years in the country?
The new Desi cotton varieties developed under the
ICAR-CICR AICRP (All India Coordinated Research
Project) are special. These were developed with a
vision over the past 10-12 years. The duration was
shortened significantly to 5 months from the long
7-8 months. All the earlier Desi cotton varieties were
of short staple (18-24 mm) by default. The textile
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industry never preferred such fibre for spinning. The
new Desi varieties have bigger bolls and long staple
of 28 to 30 mm with good fibre strength. Thus for the
first time in history, farmers would have the option of
growing the innately robust Desi varieties with short,
medium and long staple premium fibre qualities.

Towards chemical-free cotton farming

Chemical-free cottonfarming. Are wethereasyet?
Not quite. But the path is emerging. ‘Sustainability’
is the watch-word. The dream is to increase India’s
average yields by four-fold at half of the current cost
of production. The dream is to do this in tandem with
natural ecosystems, without the need for chemicals.
Improbable as it may sound, but “impossible’ it is not.
Desi cotton holds the secrets for India’s sustainable
cotton future. It has the keys to India’s ultimate
dream of chemical-free cotton farming. The new long
staple Desi varieties developed recently will be the
game-changers for the country’s future generation
farmers. How are we going to walk the talk?

The ICAR-CICR has been meticulously working
on the road-map for the past 7-8 years. Currently
95% of India’s cotton area is under Bt-cotton hybrids.
Changing the farmer preferences is a major challenge.
In the short term, the immediate challenge is to wean
away, at least half of the 80 lakh cotton farmers
from the long duration, expensive, input-intensive
Bt-hybrids. Moving in the direction, we developed
sucking pest tolerant, short duration (150 days) Bt-
cotton varieties for rain-fed and medium duration
(180 days) for irrigated varieties, that farmers can
quickly adopt as alternative options to replace Bt-
hybrids. However, this solution may last only for the
next 4-5 years, because of the impending wide-spread
resistance of bollworms to Bt-cotton. In the medium
term, we are planning for ultra-short duration (120
days) premium quality non-Bt American cotton
and Desi varieties for high density planting with
integrated pest management systems. For ‘long term
sustainable cotton cultivation systems in consonance
with ecosystems and environment” Desi cotton alone
has the answers. Desi cotton varieties are resilient
to biotic and abiotic stress factors and need least
chemical input interventions for high yields. The
Desi cotton varieties are tolerant to insects, diseases
and climate induced stress. They need significantly
less water, fertilizers and chemicals. For long term
sustainability, India will have no other choice but
to depend on the climate resilient widely adaptable
short duration Desi cotton varieties with short,
medium and long staple category fibres, to be
intercropped with legume crops (pulses and oilseeds)
under organic systems.

(The views expressed in this column are of the
author and not that of Cotton Association of India)
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The Cotton Sector in Egypt

By Rebecca Pandolph, ICAC

subsidy for spinning companies to purchase

domestic cotton and, for the first time, provided
a subsidy to farmers in order to encourage cotton
production. However, in 2015, the government
announced that it would withdraw subsidies to
farmers and spinners. Cotton production has a
long history in Egypt and is readily recognized in
international markets for its high quality. However,
cotton production has been in secular decline over the
last two and half decades, and the spinning sector has
come to rely more on imports of shorter
staple cotton. This paper will examine
cotton production and consumption in
Egypt, government policies in the cotton
sector, and the outlook.

In 2014, the government of Egypt increased the

General Background

Unlike many other cotton-producing
countries, Egypt exclusively produces
Gossypium barbadense, a type of extra-
fine cotton that generally has a longer
and finer staple than upland cotton. In
Egypt, seed for planting has been strictly controlled
by the government, which for many years was
the sole supplier and distributor of cotton seed. In
more recent years, as the cotton sector has become
liberalized, local private sector seed companies have
also become a source of seed cotton, though laws
prohibit the sale of cotton seed between governorates
without a permit, in order to preserve purity and

quality.

Cotton research institutions that have
developed over that past century in Egypt have
played an integral part in improving and protecting
the quality of its cotton seed. Cotton research
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was first taken on by the private sector in the late
1800s by the “Khedival” and in 1898 by the Royal
Agricultural Society. At the turn of the century,
what would come to be known as the Cotton
Research Institute started as a small research station
in Giza, which was integrated into the Department
of Agriculture in 1913. The Cotton Research
Council was established in 1919 in response to
the deterioration of cotton yields and marked
the beginning of coordinated cotton research. In
1935, an experimental mill was established to test
the spinning value of different seeds,
and the program developed over time
alongside Egypt's growing spinning
sector. The current work of the Cotton
Research Institute is concentrated in
two main areas: cotton production and
cotton technology research. Cotton
production research focuses on the
preservation and maintenance of the
purity of existing types, as well as the
production of improved new varieties,
mainly through the hybridization from
existing material. Cotton Technology Research
stems from the research that began with the
experimental spinning mill and focuses on the
grading, ginning and chemistry of cotton yarn and
lint.

Water supply for irrigation also has an impact
on the cotton sector. Since rainfall is insufficient,
Egypt’s entire cotton crop is irrigated, with furrow
irrigation as the main technique. The Nile River,
through the Aswan Dam, supplies the water used
in irrigation, and this supply is controlled by the
Egyptian government. Water supply for irrigation
is important because it is shared by all crops in

Egypt Cotton Area and Yield
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Egypt Production Consumption &
Exports: 1950-1990
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Egypt. In times when water volume is low, water
usage is reduced, which lowers cotton yields.
Additionally, the Egyptian government often limits
how much area can be planted with water-intensive
crops, such as rice, which can make cotton a more
competitive choice.

1950s-1970s

Cotton production in Egypt increased
substantially under British colonial rule in the
early 1900s. Since Egypt's domestic industry
lacked scale, most of the country’s production was
exported to the United Kingdom, which at that
time had a robust textile sector. During the 1950s,
cotton production averaged 384,000 tons per year,
ranging from 319,000 tons to 459,000 tons. A few
months after the Egyptian Revolution in July 1952,
the new government passed Law 178, also known
as the Land Reform Act, which redistributed land
holdings among the population and limited them
to no more than 200 feddans (84 hectares) per
family. Production fell by 29% in 1953/54, the
season after the revolution, and did not recover
until the end of the decade, in part due to political
instability. Cotton was initially grown as a cash
crop and was an important source of foreign
exchange. Since Egypt’s textile industry was still
undeveloped in the 1950s, much of its cotton crop
continued to be exported, averaging 297,000 tons a
year and accounting for around 77% of production.
Consumption during the same period averaged
around 100,000 tons per year.

By 1961, land holdings were limited to 100
feddans (42 hectares) per person in the private
sector. Legislation also instituted cooperatives that
would regulate the marketing and organize the
production of major crops. The cooperatives would
provide inputs to farmers, but also impose crop
rotation schedules to ensure sufficient volume of
some crops were available for domestic markets,
procure the required quota of different crops and
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provide marketing for major crops. In the 1960s,
the cotton sector was nationalized and cotton
production averaged 461,000 tons per year, ranging
from 337,000 tons to 541,000 tons. Annual cotton
production grew 7% on average, benefiting initially
from coordination by the government. During the
decade, exports averaged 299,000 tons per year, but
their share of production fell to 65% as the domestic
spinning industry was growing. Consumption
during the 1960s averaged 161,000 tons per year
and grew from 122,000 tons in 1960/61 to 190,000
tons by the end of the decade.

Cotton production achieved its highest volume
on record in 1969/70 when it reached 541,000 tons.
The following year, production fell by 6% to 509,000
tons. Production remained above 500,000 for the
next two seasons, but then declined, reaching a low
point of 382,000 tons in 1975/76. Average annual
production in the 1970s was 456,000 tons, slightly
lower than the previous decade. However, the
spinning sector remained strong and absorbed an
average of 242,000 tons a year during the 1970s.
Lower production and steady consumption led to
a smaller exportable surplus, and export volumes
decreased from 300,000 tons a year during the 1960s
to an average of 211,000 tons per year in 1970s.
Since 1974/75, annual exports have remained
below 200,000 tons.

1980s-1990s

Between 1970 and 1990, cotton’s share of
arable land declined from around 15% of total
cropped area to 8% of total cropped area. During
this period, government involvement in the sector
was no longer seen as favorably and the changing
political landscape led to a further round of reforms
for the Egypt’s agricultural sector, as a result of
which specific programs for the cotton subsector
were initiated in 1988/89. These reforms included
removal of government controls on farmgate prices
and the termination of restrictions on the private
sector to import or export agriculture crops, as well
as the limitation of the role of Ministry of Agriculture
and Land Reclamation to agricultural research. To
aid the transition to privatization and reduce the
gap between domestic and international prices, the
Egyptian government raised procurement prices.
In addition, between 1986 and 1992, the Egyptian
government collected a type of tax from cotton
exports, which was equal to the difference in prices
paid to the farmer and prices collected from foreign
buyers.

(To be continued)

Source : COTTON: Review of the World Situation
- Volume 68 — Number 5 — May-June 2015
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Cotton Yarn Production

(In Mn. kg)
2015-16
2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 P)

April 238.93 242.26 244.5 273.77 268.06 268.2 316.61 328.68 351.32
May 246.71 257.51 247.76 283.69 255.56 286.19 314.97 332.92 348.14
June 242.32 253.65 248.76 284.79 248.29 288.4 317.69 330.69 346.72
July 250.36 250.28 257.65 302.16 256.73 301.34 332.12 340.00 356.36
August 249.81 242.32 256.19 300.34 262.74 302.85 336.3 338.09 354.67

September 248.19 233.56 252.78 297.68 258.97 | 296.74 326.09 334.03 338.52

October 247.18 225.51 250.82 301.55 241.83 302.65 328.79 323.53 342.11

November 230.24 | 235.07 | 257.44 | 283.52 | 243.85 282.88 312.13 335.66 | 320.13

December 25297 | 251.88 267.44 308.78 269.82 314.21 341.67 | 353.96 352.93

January 251.1 236.7 266.69 296.87 279.19 315.07 | 340.38 349.82 | 344.61

February 243.41 224.98 256.58 | 272.99 269.01 302.59 | 321.31 330.35 | 338.20

March 247.13 242.44 272.37 | 283.63 272.29 321.57 340.2 356.78

TOTAL 2948.36 | 2896.16 | 3078.98 | 3489.78 | 3126.34 | 3582.68 | 3928.27 | 4054.51 | 3793.70

(P) = Provisional Source: Office of the Textile Commissioner

World Cotton Prices
Monthly Average Cotlook A Index (FE) from 2011-12 onwards
(Cotlook Index in US Cents per Ib.)

2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16
August 114.10 84.40 92.71 74.00 71.82
September 116.86 84.15 90.09 73.38 68.74
October 110.61 82.00 89.35 70.34 69.03
November 104.68 80.87 84.65 67.53 69.22
December 95.45 83.37 87.49 68.30 70.39
January 101.11 85.51 90.96 67.35 68.75
February 100.75 89.71 94.05 69.84 66.57
March 99.50 94.45 96.95 69.35
April 99.94 92.68 94.20 71.70
May 88.53 92.70 92.71 72.89
June 82.18 93.08 90.90 72.35
July 83.97 92.62 83.84 72.35

Source: Cotton Outlook
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Standard Descriptions with Basic Grade & Staple
in Millimetres based on Upper Half Mean Length
[ By law 66 (A) (a) (4) ]

Spot Rate (Upcountry) 2015-16 Crop
APRIL 2016

132 Growth St(;’;ﬁ 4 Grade Staple Micronaire St/rg;,g;h 25th | 26th | 27th | 28th | 29%h | 30th
1 P/H/R ICS-101  Fine Below  5.0-7.0 15 8914 8970 8970 8970 8970 8970
22mm (31700) (31900) (31900) (31900) (31900) (31900)

2 P/H/R ICS201  Fine Below 5070 15 905 9111 9111 9111 9111 9111
22mm (32200) (32400) (32400) (32400) (32400) (32400)

3 GUJ ICS102  Fine 2mm 4060 20 5427 5427 5483 5483 5483 5483
(19300) (19300) (19500) (19500) (19500) (19500)

4 KAR ICS103  Fine 2mm 4055 21 755 7255 7255 7255 7255 7255
(25800) (25800) (25800) (25800) (25800) (25800)

5 M/M ICS104 Fine 24mm 4050 23 8492 8492 8492 8492 8492 8492
(30200) (30200) (30200) (30200) (30200) (30200)

6 P/H/R ICS-202  Fine 26mm 3549 26 951 9589 9589 9589 9589 9589
(34000) (34100) (34100) (34100) (34100) (34100)

7 M/M/A ICS105 Fine 26mm  3.0-34 2 8042 8070 8070 8070 8070 8070
(28600) (28700) (28700) (28700) (28700) (28700)

8 M/M/A ICS105 Fine 26mm 3549 2 8836 8914 8914 8942 8942 8942
(31600) (31700) (31700) (31800) (31800) (31800)

9 P/H/R ICS105 Fine 27mm 3549 2 9870 9898 9898 9898 9898 9898
(35100) (35200) (35200) (35200) (35200) (35200)

10 M/M/A ICS105 Fine 27mm  3.0-34 26 8352 8380 8380 8380 8380 8380
(29700) (29800) (29800) (29800) (29800) (29800)

11 M/M/A ICS105 Fine 27mm 3549 26 9167 9195 9195 9195 9195 9195
(32600) (32700) (32700) (32700) (32700) (32700)

12 P/H/R ICS105 Fine 28mm 3549 27 9983 10011 10011 10011 10011 10011
(35500) (35600) (35600) (35600) (35600) (35600)

13 M/M/A ICS105 Fine 28mm 3549 27 M8 76 9505 9505 9505 9505
(33600) (33700) (33800) (33800) (33800) (33800)

14 GUJ ICS105 Fine 28mm 3549 27 9505 9533 9561 9561 9561 9561

(33800) (33900) (34000) (34000) (34000) (34000)

15 M/M/A/K  1CS105 Fine 29mm  35-49 28 973 9701 9729 9729 9729 9729
(34400) (34500) (34600) (34600) (34600) (34600)

16 GUJ ICS-105 Fine 29mm 3549 28 973 9701 9758 9758 9758 9758
(34400) (34500) (34700) (34700) (34700) (34700)

17 M/M/A/K  ICS-105 Fine 30mm 3549 29 10011 10039 10039 10039 10039 10039
(35600) (35700) (35700) (35700) (35700) (35700)

18 M/M/A/K/T/O ICS-105 Fine 3lmm 3549 30 10376 10404 10404 10404 10404 10404
(36900) (37000) (37000) (37000) (37000) (37000)

19 A/K/T/O  ICS106 Fine 32mm  35-49 31 10629 10657 10657 10657 10657 10657
(37800) (37900) (37900) (37900) (37900) (37900)

20 MP)/K/T  ICS107 Fine 34mm  3.0-38 33 13919 13919 13919 13919 13919 13919
(49500) (49500) (49500) (49500) (49500) (49500)

(Note: Figures in bracket indicate prices in Rs./Candy)



