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PREFACE 

ro e rly boyhood the author bas watched the kl.ahoma 

_peanut industry grow from a half acre garden crop to its 

present status as a major agricultural crop of the state. 

During the early t enties, a neighbor in Creek County, 

Oklahoma, as the ideal far r or every young boy in the 

co unity. J • Rogers, as ~ knew him, grew to acres of 

peanuts and usually carried a pocketful of these tasty 

ro sted nuts with him when visiting the neighbors. These 

he passed out freely to the youngsters in the community 

who thought ·he was an outstanding far er because he produced 

more peanuts than anyon else in the neighborhood. A pa.rt 

of this to acres of peanuts as hand pick d for roasting 

purposes and the rest or the nuts nnd vines as fed to the 

farm livestock. Peanut production increased very little in 

that area during the t enties and early thirties. 

While checking and olass1fy1ng field crops for the 

United St a tes A rieultura l 1djustment Administration in 

Creek County, during the late thirties, the author had th 

privilege of oh eking several acre of pea.nuts gro n for the 

co ·erci 1 arket in tha t area . This work gave the writer 

an increa sing interest in peanuts as an agricultural indus-

try tor Oklahoma. 

Creek County lies near the nor thern limits or the co -

mereially gro n peanut area, but by the s ummer or 1942 the 
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author had classified more than a thousand ores of peanuts 

in tha t county for t he gricultural Adj us ent dmin1stra­

t1on d had tal ked to many farmers concerning the growing 

and harvestlng of peanuts. 

By ~urther study of the peanut , in relation to the 

oils and climate of Oklahoma , the iter is convinced that 

this crop has great possibilitie.a to.1.~ rurther development 

in this state , only ir it is handled correctly. 

The r1te ishes - to express his gratitude to Dr . Ed-

ard • Keso , otesaor or Geography, Oklahoma. A• • 

Coll ge. under whose direction this study as me.de , for 

aluable su~gestions in preparing this study; to Georges. 

Corfield, Assistant Professor of Geography , 0 lahoma • • 

College, for uggestion of the subject and for valuable 

uggestions in preparing this study. 

The author 1s greatly indebted to several individuals 

nd corporations for furnishing i ror tion hich as nec­

ess ry for riting this thesis. Gratitude is expressed to 

the south astern Peanut Oro ers ssociation, Gorman, Texas , 

as ell a the Nationa l Peanut Council, Inc. , Birmingham, 

.labama , for information furnished concerning the entire 

.Peanut industry. 

For inforine.tion concerning tbe peanut industry 1n Okla­

homa gratitude is expressed to ·esley Chaffin, Acting ten-

1on Agrono ist or Oklahoma A. & .. College tension 

Service; :Ralph llen, nager of the istow Peanut 

Co peny, Bristo , Oklahoma; J ohn H skins , Vice- esident of 
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th Olr nt Peanut Company, Durant , Oklahoma; and the entire 

library staff of the Docu ent Department at the Okl ahoma 

• & •• College Library. Numerous other persons have 

furnished valuable information, and have given constructive 

advice for which it is a pleasure to cknowledge. 

Huber Selt 
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CH PTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

Almost overnight . 1peanuts have beoo ea flourishing 
l-

industry of Oklahoma. Betore 1940 tbe state gre only a 

relat1 vely smell acreage of peanuts. ·,.ost or this acreage 

as gro n in a fe counties in the southeast. Production 

jumped .from less than 22 million pounds in 1939 to more 

than 54 million pounds of peanuts in 1940 nd this in­

creased to an all tie high ot more th n 151 illion pounds 

in 1942. Peanut acreage has declined little since 1942. 

At the s e time production s become !despread over the 

stat • until most ot the counties, except t hose in the 

northern and northwestern area . now produce ~eanuts -00 er-

cially. 

The value of peanuts increased from less than eoo.ooo 
\ dollars in 1939 to ore tha n 9 million dollars in 1942, a nd 

\ by 1946 peanuts gav8 Oklahoma farmers an industry estimated 

· t more than 10 million dollars annually. 

This relatively ne industry, born durine recent ar 

ye rs , caused consider ble speculation by many people con­

cerning its endurance . The question is continually being 

raised concerning future prospect for peanuts in Okl.ahoma. 

1. 
Agriculture Statistics , u. s . Depart ent or 

ture, Superintendent of Documents , u. s. Government 
Office , -.ashington, D. c. • 1939-1946. 

gr1cul­
int1ng 



when scarce food and industrial items, for hich peanuts 

have been substituted, return to the market in an amount 

large enough to supply the consumer demand. 

It is not the purpose of the author to answer these 

questions here, although several :predictions by various 

authors concerning the future of the industry have been 

cited. 

The purpose of this study bas been to show the devel­

opment of the peanut industry and the changes which it has 

brought about in Oklahoma. It ls also the purpose to show 

how this crop has benefited the farm r as well as industry 

in Oklahoma. At the same time it is intended to sho the 

d1sadvant ges \1hich this crop presents and ways 1n h1ch 

these disadvantages are to be overcome . 

!ritten inform tion concerning the peanut industry 1n 

2 

~ Oklahoma is very limited. Only part Of the industry of 

this state has be en written in detailed form. Other infor­

mation desired, was scattered through many government bulle­

tins nd agriculture statistics. It was necessary to make 

personal intervie s with people who were familiar 1th the 

peanut industry of the state and to write letters to various 

pe nut a.genciEs and corporations ho ere able to furnish 

valu ble information ela ting to the peanut industry. 

During the pat several months, Bruce T. Robb , Research 

Agent far the United States Federal Reserve B nk at Kansas 

City, ma e many personal interviews with various bankers, 

soil conservation men. peanut buyers and shellers , county 

agents , and peanut tar ers over the state . The results ot 



these personal intervie s, together 1th luable statis­

tic 1 dat from the u .. s. par ent of grlculture, were 

publi hed in the fall of 1946, in a ph plet entitled~ e 

uture of the Peanut Industry in Okl ho.ma. Inform tion in 

this ph mplet has been xtremely valuable in preparing this 

study • 

. Ch pter II , 

Industry, at t 

History and Develop ent ot the P anut 

pts to give the origin and background ot 

the pe nut industry and necessarily includes the entire 

pe nut producing area or the United States . This chapter 

also includ s information concerning world production. 

Other chapters refer mor to the peenut ind stry as 1t 

tfeots Oklahoma. 

3 



Oll~PTER II 

H TO Al O r 'IiI1£ P · "OT TRY 

I . Origin£! !a_ eanut 

Th peanut ( rachis hypo" e ), gro.n xtensively in the 

tropical and re te pero.te r gion o the ·orld, 1 e nat.1: 

ot tropic l ere. he f ct th t this f~111 r ground nut 

1 not ntioned by the ancient r,,re k, Lat.1 · d Arab autho , 

caused er1ou plant scient1ste to uspec it tropic l J e 

ic n origin~ Further search fail to sh any cord of the 

sp ci o g e ly Egyptian records. ly Chinese nd Jap-

anese lit ratura do not ention the l nt, although it he 

been ro n exten iv ly in th countries 1n recent e • 

arly cords in he all islands oft e ecitie do not en-
1 

tion the :plant. 

Th p cnut Rlant 1 tione in o e of th e liest 

1 ings on ~eru end r z11 and the s s or Araob1s have .em 

found l_n the P ruvinu to bs of Ancon.. \l thoueh ;.rechis hypo-

goea was th only ~peoie ot th1 ingulnr genu no 

oth r peci a, all . azili n er d covered before l o. 
c1ent1 t no loner doubt the t ct t th p e. ut 1s 

2 
·eric . 1 ·lgenous to tro pic 

In 1936 '1111 rch r, a plant explor r o the rilted 

'>t tes De.Port nt or .t · 1culture, n od in n rch tor 1ld 

t pea ot pennuts, :found 11d tor . gro 1ng xten...11v ly in th 

I. l . honse cond olle, 
vork: D. Appl ton and co~-~~---..,. 

• bid., p . 415. 
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southern part of Paraguay. throu hout Uruguay, in the north­

east part of u-gentina, and in southern Drazil. Dr . roher 

round several strains closel related to our cultivated pea­

nuts gro n by the Indians ot s uth rn Brazil and Paraguay, 

including about fifteen species of ild peanuts aoide tro 
3 

our e ltivated speoie , A.rachis hynogoea. 

6 

It is believed that the first slaveship carried the pee-

nut from Brazil to Guinea, an the Portuguese from Brazil into 

the islands to he south of Asia, at the end or th fi!t enth 
4 

c ntury. Sl ave traders brought peanut fro Africa to North 

~ erica in Colonial days. These lave traders noticed that 

the laves re in better physical condition upon arrival 1 en 
5 

plentiful supply of raw p anuts was used on the trip. They 

were a tood that could be stor Jd in th holds of the vessel 

ithout loss through po11 g. 

II. Growth nd Development~~ Peanut Industry!!!,~ 
Unit edStates 

rh lish settlers in Virginia planted peanut in the 

territo y around the James River during the seventeenth cen-
6 

tury. ?rior to the Civil 'ar, th only commercial u de ot 

p anuts as that of feedin hog • It is said th t O 1tht1eld . 

ham, tor hicb Virginia 1 fa ous, ere mad from peanut-tad 

3 • arold J . Cl y 1 .·arketinf Peanuts and Peanut Products. 
iscolla.neous Publ1cat1ons no. 4 tl, A~icur:E'tr e )~ark ing "er­

vice, u.s. Dep tent or r1cultur , ash1ngton , D. c .,Sopt.,_;-
41, .P• 2. . 

4 • Condolle, On . Cit., pp. 411-415. 
5 ~ -

,. 1'111 • h~aNiom • rR~~~fl! ( £:s~'t,.o~~tffiio~i!i=n8ie~~uts§~gu~~:rti), 
e s, Volume V, No . 4 , .ay, 1945, .P • I. 

- 6 • F . • J:.dw rdo and z. t.. 'assei1. Peanut ~eal in Live-
stock eduction, Georgi perimen ~~atton Of ine nl'v'eFsity 
Byste of Georgia , Bulletin o. 216, June , 1941. 



7 
por • I! 1ng t Civil ··ar a ost ever army 1n he ield 

occupi at one tie or another, th t portion r ir nia in 

hioh pe nuts wer grown. i hen armie disbanded the eoldi 

carried a k.nowle ge ana n ppreciation of pen t to ll 

parts f the oountry. 

Ipon returning ho 

their loo al s or a. 

th se soldiers e.sked for p nuts at 

e deman led to the stablisru'.;;! nt of 

the old and po tant co 1 rci l peanut iudu try in e ir• 

ginia-Carolinu diatrie 

tion of peanuts incre 

B t · een 1865 and 18?0, the produo-
10 

annu Uy tr 200 to ZOO pore :it . 
ll 

By 1866, 300,000 bushel:i er ]ro uo d in Virgin! o.nd 

l v y ~..rs later, in 1879, co rc1~1 e~ti te ~l ced th 
12 

yield or th· country at 1 1 ?25,000 bush l. 

o uthor1t1os bel ev thot only the larg :podded l? a• 

nut s ere brought to t h!.:. country by eti.rly al ves . The Vir­

ginia type und t he .i\trica.n, or ', ilmington type, pro bly 

ca e tro.m. dit orent section o : trio. • The ..)pani h e nut, 

it is u1te po sible, y ve been introduc d into Vir-

. 7. 
Che.p 

a. 
n, .QR.• Q!l•, p. l . 

"Peanu s.n Bure u of census , 1902, In the 12th 
C n ua ot h U • .., . , 1900. Vol , Part II: -aahliurl"on, 9.--- ..._.... ~ ... ........._ 

10 . 
Chap , , ..Ql?.• Cit., P• 1. 

"Peanuts, .2.2• .2.ll.. • :pp • 
11. 

~cu ,iv t1on ot th Pe nut. o. s. Department ot 
• icul ur, 1869. n BOrt .Qt the cogm1saioner g!_ Aerieulture, 
l 69. PP• 220-224 • 

.12. 
1tpe ut ( 

A · icultlll"e, 1880, 
187, P• 143. 

y go ,a) .'' u. s. Depo.:rt ie :t or 
........... ;;;...;. 2!, th co loner ~ . griculture. 



ginio fro 
13 

Spa1n in 1071. 

,iblic acce pt nee or e nuts increased co i er bly 

hen P • • B rn , the sreat circus pioneer , introduc d 

pcunut to audi u.ces at the circus througt1out he country , 
14: 

7 

tow rd the end or the ls e ntury. This increased nd 

tor he large odd d peanu· e tly stimulated th ir pro-

duct1on. but band work 1n cleuning and pr o.r1 

rket proved impraetlo l on n lnr seal 

the for 

~h co ercle.l d velo ent of the anut began 1th 

th rectlon of dern cleaning plants. J factory ror 
clean ng pe nuts s inst lled in 1876 in York City , 

h l a din erket ror p ,.uts et th t iile . " stern 

Virginie as found to e the mo t logical place for 

p a.nut plant to be located ,. end one thet h d c J? ity or 

1,800 bu hels or p unut u day · 

in th s -eyer. A second rnctor 

establis ed in orfolk 

a et blished in or-

folk in 18'18, and a uch larger one in Smithfield, :irginia 

1 1880. Other pl nt tollo ed in 1rgin1, North Carolina 

nd other states , until by 1890 l nts er operatin in 

C1nc1nnn i, la bville, nd t . Louis . Before 1905 th 

1 r •podded pe nut area possessed any factor! s which b d 

1 prov d ~nchinery tor cleaning and helling peanuts . 

15. 
Clay, ..Q:2• !U:._., P• 2. 

14. 
·ohn . • ·. rsh, Tho Iner nsine: I portance or h 

Pee.nut . t'f Bur au o A loulturc Fcon ics, ~ 1.e:uculture 
~atuation, Vol "' 29, ·o. 7, ,,. shin on, D. c. , J y, 1945, 
pp . 18-2,:;. . 
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The most rapid growth came in tho cotton belt , notably 

in Alnbaoa, Georgi , Florid , s.nd mexa • Th·e 1ft advance 

of the boll eevil trom Texas e stward , 1th it ruinous 

tfect on the cotton yield in ny large ar n, caused 
15 

f ar ers to turn to other crops . Thee early pe nut er 

o tbe runner variety an re us d oainly for hogging-orrJ 

Stimul~ted by the demand fo edible veget ble oil 

during world ::a.r I pee.nut growing , a.s a co· .. rcial enter­

P ise, tarted about 1916 1n the southern area . For oil 

production the rD nish varlet · s found more profitable 

and culture of this variety increuaed rapidly. Lue to the 

l ack of helling plcnts ithin th area the crop as 

crushed in the h 11, p oduc1ng lo yield or poor quality 

oil, or else the peanuts ere shipp d to shelling plents in 

the old pe nut belt in Virgini d Jorth Caroline. r ith 

the stablis en_t or the shellin :p1 nts a.nd incre sing 

d nd for S pani pe uuts in the confection ry trade, the 
16 

evelo ed rupidly. 1 du try The p anut pro i.sed ket 

ither directly at sh ll n or crushin lls or indirect-

1 at por -packing plants. A eve of p nut gro ne, there­

to e, s ,ept over the ~outhern states . 

15. 
Clay, !U2,• Cit., ~P• 2-3. 

16. 
B. B. igg1na , K. ~. Halley , T •• Pickett, and 

c. D. ' eel r, Pee.nut Breeding d Characterist1cs or o 
· Str ins , Bulletin No . 213, Georgia Experiment s tation , 
Unfve ... ity Syste ot Georgia , June, 1941 , p . 3. 



'en familiar with the shelling and cleuning operations 

in the Virginie plants erected the first ~odern p anut 

plant in the Southwest at Terrell , ... 'exas 1n 1907, although 

the year previous a crude plant had been erected at Paris , 

'£ex:e.s. Numerous other plants ,; ere rapidly est blished 1n 

the Te as area for shelling or crushing peanuts . In 1910 

a peanut factory was established at Shreveport , Louisiana. 

Carlots or peanuts were crushed at Charleston, South Caro-

lina, in 1914, following xperimental crushing-in 1912. 

By 191? peanuts were shelled or crushed at } .. d ison , Fitz­

gerald, Fort Gains , ·)ui tme.n , and Bainbridge , Georgia; Enter­

prise , and Bundige, labam.a; and perba~s at other southern 

points . 1cores of ne shelling and crushing plonts sprang 

up . Many of the older cottonseed-oil mills added the equip-
l'l 

ment necessary for shelling or crushing peanuts . 

During the late thirties Georgia produ·ed about one­

third of the harvested crop of the country and more than 

hnlf the unharvested, or hogged-off crop. ost of the har-

vested crop is of the Spanish variety, hich upjears to be 

~ell adapted to the comparatively heavy soils of the South­

western Coastal Plain Counties and the bulk of tbe crop is 
18 

produced in this region at the present tim • 

or a few years, during the e.r1 the peanut boom made 

money for the farmer . fter the rmistice in tovember , 19-

18, however , the combination of decrees d denand for 

17. 

18. 
Clay , :2.Jl• Cit. , p . 3 . 

Higgins, .2:e• Q!l•, p . 3. 



vegetabl oils and he.a y portat1ons of oriental peanuts 

l e sened, for a ti.me , the interest of south rn far rs in 

t.his crop . Yet , the acreage in the cotton belt, tter 

10 

r uctucting over a period ot years, has incr~ 1sed sharply 

since 1929. The menace of th boll ·evil to the prosperi­

ty Of cotton growers ha cau ed so thern farmers to expand 

their acreage of peanuts aa mo ey crop in the program or 

rop diverairication in the southern states. koreover, 

mills crushing cottonseed elcome the peanut to their co.m­

muni ti ~s, as it furnishes e ploy ent ro~ their plants after 
19 

the eottonsoed crushing 1 over . 

The outstunding go.in of the peanut is shm n by the 

fact that peenut sales increased during the depression and 

cron reduction years bet oen 1920 and 1940. Peafiut and 

soybeans ere the only to crops hich had increased in 
,_,O 

value while the total farm inco e ~as decreasin . 

etwe n 1909 d 1916 the produet1on of peanuts in t he 

United States nearly doubled . The crop of the ar years , 

191? and 1918 , reached almost a billion pounds . In the 

decade of the t enties prOduction uveraged nearly three­

fourths of a billion :pounds, while in the ceca de of th 

thirties it exceeded~ billion even tho gh prices veraged 

ne rly 40 perce 1t belo,, those o"' the preceding decade. A 

19 . 
Clay , £..12.• Cit •, P • 3 . 

20. 
Chap , n , Q:Q_. Cit ., P •· 1 . 



steady to rapid growth of production continued in this 
21 

country and by 1 40 the pe nut ran~ed second to cotton 
22 

as as uthern oa h crop. 

The present status of the ,pee.nut results fr m ·.orld 

V;ar II . Prior to 1941 the United States im orted large 

qu~nt ties of vee;etable oils ai:nually . These ship onts 

were stopped vd th the beginning of the war I nd sup.1;.,lies 

from foreign sources could no longer be obt ined , in spite 

or the fact that the der:iand for such oils t this t' e 

11 

greatly increased. World Viar II curtailed the · :ports of 

coconut oil from the Philippines, polm oil from the Itch 

East Indies, tung oil from Chine , and olive oil fro the ..-,-,---

editerranean area . In response to the urgent ar need, , 

s er lean farme .... s nearly doubled the :p oduction of canut~. 

The largest relative gain earie in Oklahona , which now 

stands next to Virgini· in the production of this farm 

crop, (See Fieure l) . 

In tho four yea.rs, 1942-1945 inclusive, Oklahoma's 

:production of peanuts o.veraged about ~1:x: tir.1es the usuul 

pre ar crop . I'or the ,hole country, roduction during the 

war increased only 90 percent .. In large peanut roducing 

states like Georgia nd .Alab!l.l!la the increase reached littl e 

mor than 50 percent, , t.1le in 1\orth Carolina and Virgini a 

21. 
Br u~e T.. Hobb , The Outlook for reanut Production 

in O laho a , ederal Reserve bank otKansas Ci ty , Research 
Depart ent , -j ovember , 1946, p. 12. 

22. 
Rackham Holt , Oeorge lashi ngtoD Carver An .American 

Biofaphy , Doubl eday , Doran n Company, Garden city, • Y. , 
194 , p. 316. 
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the increase was only normal. Only in Texas did production 

increase anything like that af Oklahoma; the Texas war 
23 

crops about trebled those or pre ar. This increase 1s 

illustrated by the table on .i:age 14 and 15. 

In 1945, for the first time, peanuts becume the number 

one cash erop of Georgia. This tact highlights the pheno -

er1al expansion of an industry that has undergone a t1ve­

rold increase in cash value during t he er , and n brings 
24 

an estimat.ed 200 1 000,000 annually to southern farmers. 

The increase in peanut production was sti ulated to 

produce peanuts tor oil, but the fa.ct re.ma.ins that during 

the war years consumer demand for edible peanuts and peanut 

products increased to such an ext.ent that the amount of 

peanuts crushed tor oil did not increase after 1941, al­

though the production or peanuts has incre sed substa·n .. 

tially-. .In 1940-41. under the stimulus of the government­

sponsored diversion program, 35 percent of the crop was 

crushed as compared to about eight l)ercent at the 1939 

crop. In 1941 the peanut crop produced ebout 171,000,000 

pounds of peanut oil and 260,000,000 pounds of _peanut me l . 

or this :production '15 to 90 pei-.cent of the oil was consumed 

in the manufacture of shortening and oleomargarine and all 

23. 
Robb, .Qlt• £11•• P• 1. 

24. 
c. L. Nrenshall, Industrial Uses For Peanuts and 

P anut Products, Soutbe rn Research Inst! tu'te"; Birmingham• 
Alabama , Chemurgie Reprint Series No . 45• ,'lay 15, 1946, 
p. 1. 



'l'ABLE I 

The following table uliowa the produotion ot peanut.a picked and threshed .and the 
price o:r peanuts einoe 190g, aa reported by the Un1ted States Dopa.rt~nt of Agr1~ulture 
SttJitistios, 1905•1946, In addition to those pieked and threshed , th& amount .raised tor 
other purposes ...... lllOstly to be "l1ogged off" - averaged. about lla.lf a.s much in this 
period. 

- · · - · · Season 

1909 
1910 

1911 
1912 
l\113 
1914 
1916 

1916 
1917 
1918 
1919 
1920 

1981 
1922 

.11RODUCTION "\V'Elrage 
hice 
tJ, . s. 

u. $ . Georffia Tex,u; Alabama N. c. Virgini.a Oklalaoma ( cents 
per 

1l1housand Poundt pound ) 

554,G05 31,500 26,400 39,000 121,600 es,oOO 4!SO 4.l 
383;8'15 26,000 26,000 35,000 136,400 124,:500 500 4.0 

365,800 32,000 31,500 3V;500 11;,~oo 10'1,tOO f.575 ,.s 
361,625 3&,750 36,000 40,700 122,260 91,000 6?5 4.4 
383,000 40,000 321425 39,000 126,000 110,,00 oae 4.5 
421,095 53,62f$ 54,8'15 62,500 189.. 42b 112,700 1,350 4.2 
480,680 ae.ooo 44,000 ,,.ooo 140,180 110,600 1,200 4.1 

665,950 '19,750 av.ooo 129,3'75 l7?,4t80 139,500 4,7!5 ,.e 
988, ?08 195,000 156,000 2'11,8?6 145,350 135,000 '1,000 7.0 
94.o.9'16 244,126 ·9,,!500 240,000 1:,;.400 14'1,000 0,700 ,.a 
688,810 ll5,lf5 61,'150 165,000 141,624 140,714 5,520 9.4 
695,84.2 1&2,720 48,600 1'14,900 12'1,38$ 110,390 5,150 4.7 

6?8.,200 145,640 49,'155 144,650 142,410 1221400 &.875 3.8 
52~,3,5., 109,800 67,510 95,000 130.500 85,SOO 5 1 ?V5 &.• .... • 



u. s. Georgia Texas 

1923 568, 150 107 , 100 32 , 760 
1924 712 . 816 240 . 000 24, 705 
1925 ?21 , 660 184 , 620 26 , 235 

1926 662,190 140,875 36, 875 
192'1 844,220 227,200 63 , 600 
1928 843 , 505 194 , 500 81, 270 
1929 898 , 19'1 243,'150 59 , 640 
1930 697 , 350 209 , 475 49 , 900 

1931 1.055,811 311 , 850 66 , 500 
1g32 941 , 195 262,150 '16 ; G50 
1933 819,620 253,700 81 , 000 
1934 1,014 , 385 292,125 57 , 050 
1935 l, 152, '195 338 , 5'16 98,000 

1936 1 , 2eo,020 431.250 90,300 
1937 l,232 , '15!5 381,790 92 , 400 
1938 1 , 288,740 454,740 118,350 
1939 l , 211,710 368 , 500 133, 630 
1940 1 , 749,705 581, 625 164, 800 

1941 1 , 470 , 845 487 , 500 166 , 040 
1942 2.211,535 627 , 690 430 , 080 
1943 2 , 184, '160 765 , 380 298, 980 
li44 ! , 110 , ?75 683, 620 325 , 600 
1946 2 , 061 , 570 709 , 920 330,960 
1946"' 2.061,050 ?14.150 382, 000 

•1~ovem'ber l estimate . 

Alabama N~ 0 ~ Virginia 

'10 , 030 116 , 000 122 , 760 
111 ,100 1eo;500 86 , 400 

86 , 250 21e,soo 144, 900 

GS , 370 200 , 850 152 , 640 
108, '150 220 , 500 145, 800 
105, 600 210,000 165 , 240 
11 'l , 150 224 , 400 167 . 590 

92, 575 1'18,350 99,360 

140, 560 875 , 000 1'72, 840 
124 , 550 22~ . 500 146 , 590 

92,950 180 , 500 111,150 
165,'150 252, 280 143 , 500 
203,000 252 , 000 149 , lOO 

237.000 258 , 000 . 148,320 
186.300 307 , 400 1'17 , 660 
220 , 875 244,llO 136, 300 
142, 600 2g1 . 550 179 , 080 
227,850 366,600 215 , 670 

252 , 000 265 , 640 169 , 510 
335,400 382,100 175, 950 
416 , 150 501 , 920 174, 720 
327 , 600 343, 910 191, 180 
340 , 900 29 6 , 400 151, 340 
229,950 310 , 800 193,200 

Oklahoma 

4,950 
3,250 
3 , 900 

6 , 400 
13,300 
24 , 050 
25 , 000 
10 , 200 

1 3 , 600 
15, 950 
20 , 625 
16 , 500 
27,000 

10, 260 
11,875 
20,140 
21 , 996 
64 , 000 

46 , 200 
151, 050 

61 , 875 
lll , 180 
108, 000 
133,920 

Price 

6 . 5 
5.8 
4. 3 

5. 0 
5. 2 
4. 9 
3 . '1 
3.5 

1.6 
1 . 5 
2.a 
3 . 3 
3. l 

3. 7 
3 . 3 
3 . 3 
3 . 4 
3 . 3 

4.? 
6 . 0 
7.1 
e.o 
a.o 
8 . 6 

..., 
tit 
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25 
ot th 1 as u - in livestock t d . o gr t as the 

d mand for peanuts far rood tar th ar d services and for 

con! ctions , that mot of the farmers' stock peanut ol 

under the go rnment sponsored program for oil crushing in 

1944, ere converted to food production. Continued d nd 

tor pe nut used as food h s r sulted in keeping th ount 
26 

of oil produced below that or 1941. 11thout gover nt 

ubsidy, peanut for food bring 

old · for oil . 

greut r rice than peanut 

Of th dible peanut products, about 40 :p rcen 1 

cons ed as peanut butter. bout~ percent is u ed a 

s lted peanuts and 21 percent goes into confections . ~'he 

.rest are consumed in ba·ery goods and by 1soellaneous 
27 

users . 

III . oduction 

Peanuts are a ·orld co odity, but are bout the 

only people in the orld who ha o learned to eat l)eanuts as 

ad licious food item. oreign peanuts have long been pro-

ducod for oil . Located in these p anut producing countries 

are tre endous oil lls for the extraction e.n refining ot 

25. 
K. s . ... ~ark.ley • ttResea.rch on Peanut and P anut Fro-

ducts at the uthern Regional Research Laborator y. ation-
ul Peanut Council nnuel Report , 1945- 44 , PP• 51- 61. 
- 26. 

'alter A. Riahurds , (President , N tional Peanut 
Council) . The Outlook of the P anut Industry. ~ southwest­
ern e.nut Grow rs :rews , Vol e v. · o. 4 , y, 1945, i,p.1-2. 

27 . 
rsh, 21?.• £.!i•, pp. 18-22. 
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pe nut oil for hip ent ll over the world in normal times . 

India is today the orl d' groat st producer of peanuts . 

For years India has surr rd reat fa ines 1n spit or th 

fact that its potential ability to oduce food is tremen-

dous . India has not learned the value of »canut . The 

India crop for 1946 was som what l arger than the 1935- 39 av­

r e . The yi ld fort t year 1s esti mated e.t 3 , 360, 000 

short tone . 

Ohi i th world's second large t peanut producer. 

Chine's 1946 peanut produotion is estimated at 3. 1 million 

tons , the l 2rgest crop r corded since the early l930's . 

Ir'rench 'Jest . ~rice 1 t he orld' s third producer of 

peanu sand the greateot exporter of peanut oils . mh 

lat st information available 1nd1eat st t country produced 

only 358, 000 tons of pe nuts in 1936, or 4rop of 40 :per­

cent belo lat year's crop end al ost O percent blow the 

1935• 39 average . A l abor shortage caus d by l~ck of incen-

tive goods , in turn resulted in small planted acreage . 

The l ge car~y-over and late marketing of the 1945 crop, 

as ell as untavorable ·eather conditions . ere dditional 
28 

t ctor i nfluencing the 1946 output . 

Th Unit d States r nks fourth in the production of 

peanut in norn..o.l year s , d poor f ourth at that , but w 

ha · done one thlng 1th peanuts that th balance of th 

28. 
Peanut Production rly verage. ~ ore1gn 

crops and .arkets , Vol . 53 , No . ~4, Issued by the ottlc 
of ore!gn riculture Relation • u. <• . Depart nt of 
griculture , ''ashington, n. c . , December 9 , 1946. pp. l-5. 
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worl nev r be n able to do. :eh ve learned to ut111~e 

th mas rood to such a remarkable degree that thy have 

r nked son of then ber one agr1cultur l food crops in 

the ar effort, and today a ost ev ry n, woman and child 

in this nation eat peanut products in some form or in so 

cowb1nation with other food. A uniqu selling job h s been 

done in this country . / 'e have lifted the peanut tro the 

status or "cheap labor" oil see to a high priced food 

~ ite hich will p y rican farmers a good return tor their 
29 

l bor . Pe nut butter 1s olmo t unknown in urol.)e nd most 

countries of the orla, though s 11 lend-1 ase shipment 

y have hetted the appetite or me ny abroa.d . Its popul r­

ity her , ho ever , indicates probable revolutionary develop­

ents for the industry in the ye rs ahead if' its u es become 
30 

a well k.no n 1n toregin countries . 

The United State reports peanut crop for picking and 

thr~ahing of 1 , 030,500 tons in 1946. This is only 300 tons 

less than the 1945 oroJ;>. This i s the fitth eonsecutiv year 
51 

in hich production hes exceeded a million tons . 

The world peanut .Production for 1946 is tenativ~ly esti­

mated at a_p roxime.tely 9 . 5 1111011 tons , ad or ase of only 

noy r;. Parrish, "P anuts Lfter the ar . ~ 1..nnual 
Report National _Peanut · Council ~ ., 1943-1944, p . 22 . 

30. 

31. 
....sh, .Qll• ill• , IX, PP• 18-22. 

ore1gg Crops ru!!. ,arkets , 2.1?.• ill•• Volume 53, 
o . 2 • .P • 3. 
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3 perc nt from 9. 8 illion tons out:put of 19 5 , and a sligb.t 

decline from the 1935- 39 averag . In iew of the present 

short sup )ly of fat and oils , it 1 not likely that fur-

ther decline in world production ill occur in the 
32 

futur . 

ediat 

To help relieve the orld short ge o fat and oils , 

lessen the nation's food bill , and rai se the standard of 

living or it subjects in rican colonies , the British 

Government has devi ed a pl n wberoby they 111 establish 

mechacized far units for the rai~ing or pe nuts on b ren 

and lar ely eIII.l)ty land in Kenya , 1orth rn Rhodesia and an­

g nyka. Tho maxim cash requirement for the d elo ment 

and operetion of the scheme is to be b t·een 25 and 26 11-

l ion ounds, to b rully amortized wi thin the next 25 yea.rs . 

Preparation of the land ,as begun in the fall or 1946. 

Over three and one-fourth million acres are to be developed . 

There will be 107 mechanized units of 3 , 000 ores , each unit 

h ving the neces a.ry living aI:l ni ties . ~i development :pro­

gram rtend1ng over five years has been work d out . Labor 

de nds are r 1 tively sn:all , du to th high degree of 

ohanization :pro:posed. flhen cultivation is in fulls ing 

th r will b ~ r, nent emplo ent ror ore thun 700 Europe• 
33 

ans end 32 ,000 Africa • 

32. 

33. 
Ibid.• p . 5 . -
Beverley O en, Britain' Bid or l'e 

Liberty, June 12, 1947, pp . 26- 27 . 
pire" 



IV. 

~ o onf: p son h don so :ucb t rd t vane n 

of th p anut th rat negro ci n 1st, Dr. Georg ash• 

1ngton c ver, oft n poken or the •plant 1zar4• t 

Tu:s ese Institut · ~ 

C · ver a b n of nlav are ts ne 1)1 ond. Grov , 

.1 our! • about 1864. In int ncy h lost hi and 

, s stol n und ca.rr1 into rk n 1th b.1 oth r ho o.s 

n v hear of gain. Carver s ought tro hi c pto s 

for rnc h e valued at t e bundr doll . a and ret 

to his for~ ~ ho e in o our1. C v r or d bi a 

through high school. l,ater ho on a B. s . <! ' • s . De e 

nd post laboratory botanist, at lo ant te Coll ge . 

In 189 C er ent to ork tor Booker • ,as 1ngton, oun.d-

r or Tu kege In i te. A • ~ ov r torty y s ot 

produe 1 v wor t Tuskegee, Dr. C ver h / produe -d r 

han 000 by-products ot th peanut. 

ny ot Carver• exper1~ent have not 

c 1 alue r th r or prnctio 1. a y, on he 

othe h nd, er product ot Jo 1 port n • hey r n 

tro butter, cbee e, pickle, ad cau.di to ha oeutioal 

preparations uch a tac po der, priut r 1nkt shaving lo• 

t1on, hA:~poo, dye, coold gt ts, nd cont ct1ons. 

Dr . Carver b enlea ored to tind. sub tltute hlch 

would r 1 e th livin t ndards or tb tenant cotton tar er 

of the aou h.. 

th pea u he r 1 

ny sou h rn r r er he hn p~o n that 

d th living ndar4a or southern 



peopl s.bov th tend rd h1eh th y endured by gro 1 
34 

cotton. 

V. The 1at1onal eanut CO n 11 I.no. 

he t1onal Pi au Counc l 

group ot e:pres nt tivea or the pe nut i f!dustry, includin 

gr r, ar housemen, ohell ra, crushers. cont ctton r, 

e nut butter nut curers, lter , brok rs, d relat d 

lndu trie ho to.lt t h.ere as ital need !or n un11'1ed 

orgenlzetion to adve.nc . the pee.nut industry. Through th1a 

org nlzetion p anut ar a ell sponsor d indu ry. This 

org n1zat1on is ap ndln o e 200,000 dollar annually on 

their pro a consisting of rs oh, educ t1on, publicity, 

advertising, and conference. The L'l8.1n purpo e or t e coun• 

oil 1 to hold the artime i d by the pe nut industry. 
35 

a have lil ys incroas d peanut snl per nently. The 

ch1 r purpos ror the council, th tore, 1 to create a 

d nd for peanuts and p anut pr uot hat ill di po e of 

t ice the 1955 output and do it at a otit. voth e<11 le 
36 

and indu tr1 l h illnels er bein · co pletely explor ed .. 

Th tion l P t n t council doe not underta e co -

ehens1ve progr of res r h. ~atb r, the role of the 

35. 
Holt, !a?.• W.•, :p • 1-235. 

. Paul ·. • Cb.apm.an, (De · n , G rgia College 
ture} . . 111 The oo in Peanut La t . '' Cowitr, - ..................... _.. 
' roll, 1945, P• 22. 

36. 

ell, Inc. , - · -
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ou.neil 1 eonceivecl to b that at planning d coordinat-

ing e c • g1. ing oic e to res ar n.e ds ot th 1.nd.ust.ry • 

poi .ti out ins nee ot u 11 at1 n or probl · s t t r 

r celv1n 1nsutt1oi nt tt tlon, an tr1 ~ng to ac ev 

quit le 1s r !button ot ettor in the 1 ere 0 l 

g~ t · or the ind stry. Tha council eoo»erat st lly 1 

th United Ste.t s D rt nt ot Agricult~e end 

the S t peri nt St tio:ns, co cern · various r 

probl s . The council continues to brig b t th re-

u arch p cinliats, proble ot th .P nut 1n u try ha 
37 

n ed o solve • 

ot 

ch 

e t1o al P nu council ll poi ted out the t ct 

the less reae oh 1 . d vote 

pr1ncip l eriean crop, that t 

pe nu e ha not lncre.sed 1 

0 u a th n any other 

vera e yield per c e ot 

ny ye a h1l otb l op 

de steady gin ; them tbod o cul 1 Ing d r­

ve ting p .anut sr pr 1t1v o co~per d wlt the achen-

z t1on used 1n hundli ot r oro ; tb , bee us o ucb 

of the !ui nt used all on the lin ro gro r to end 

er h b a pted tro 1t sins.de uat 

o in tticient in rooe · n pe nut. 

ltcr A.. R10h rd 1 . ·he .Pe 11,1 t Ind try 
er saro ds, The tion F nut Couucll, Inc., 
Geor 1a, !946, p. 2. 



Th peanut 1 dustry has come a long 

b ginning. !any astonishin provcm.ents 

developed in the future history or the lnd 

23 

ay from its early 

11 no doubt be 

try . As he. 

be n pointed out , there is room for much improve ent within 

the industry and any of these improvements r no~; being 

porf cted in various re careh laboratories o er the nation. 



CH PE II 

Instead or bel ant, he peanut is really leg e 

11k pe o ban. Its fruit xod, ho· ever, tur s b th 

th surf·ce or th oil The stem of th peanut gr s o 

l ngth of one tot ee nd h plnn t l a11e ai ..... ila.r 

to tbe clover but 1th tour l l ts. B ore th l e ves de-

ve _op, yell w teril flo r app on the st · a d soon 

d1. L ter th pl nt bears s ller tl er · ich ar> n arly 

hidde by the toli ge . .tt r fertili tion, t e ~ra dun-

cle evelo s nd o to reach tll soil and push the ''pe f 

thr e or four inc ab lo th surt ce wher the pods r 

tor ed. • e pod are about one-h6lf to thre ln-0 he in 

l ngth nd re rou 1 eylindr1c l. Th shell ot th pod 

c prises tro 20 to 30 rcent of the hole nut 1 be 

e sily se rat d ro th kerne.ls. Th k&r la the s lves 

r n eloped by a thin re -bro n, 
l 

lled t e testti. 

1. 

ple, or hi skin 



r. Varieties 2!. Pe uts 

{The ite S anish and Improved Sparrish varieties are 

used for marketin purposes i n klahoma. heae varieties 

produce the highest yi ld , - ve a. exccllont fl vor , a d 

high oil content. The L >roved Spunish ha.s u l arger po 

t n the bite Spanish of which it is a stre..ir , und lle.s been 

planted in this area only recently . Conu..~crciully it is 
2 

r rely sold separate fro the small Spani'h variety. The 

Tennessee Red variety is recoiamonded for livestock red nd 
3 

other home uses. 

II. Seasonal neguirements 

Peanut require season of 100 to 140 days without 

frost; moderate rainfall during the groin period; n ebun-
4 

dance of su1 shine , and a rel ti vely high temperature. It 

planted in the early p rt of the sea en it is possible to 

ma ture 
5 

crop of peanuts in almost o.ny section of Oklahoma:) 

Harold J . Clay , : r eti g e uts nd Peanut rro­
duct • :.ascellaneous Publication No . 416 ,U. s . Depariment 
of Agricultu e ,· 'ia. hington , ~ . c., deptember • 1941, p • 5- 6 . 

3 . 
Wesley Chaffin, Peanuts In Oklaho a , C1rcu r l o . 

410 , klahom ~ . .• Co!lege Cooperating ith u. s . Depart-
ment of .Agriculture , ·xtenoion Service , 1945 , l? • 6 . 

4 . 
· • R • .Beattie and J' . H. . beat tie, Peanut Gro ting. 

F rmerst Bulletin lo . r656 , u. s . Department of .griculture 
&a hington, D. c., Issued ebruary , 1931, Re ised · rah, 
1943, p. 4 . 

5 • 
• ~. A• Beeson, Spanish Peanuts , Circular .o. 17, 

Okl homa A. &, ••• College , In Cooperation with the u. s . 
Department of Agriculture , Extension Division, Stillv ater, 
Oklahoma , Febr ry , 1918. 
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III . Soil§ 

~ andy lo soils are best ad pted for co erc1 l pen t 

production) 'lb.e soil should be loose 611d tri ble and houl4 

'bo well dra1nec l'lne-t xtured soil an.d poorly drained 
6 

soil er not suit ble tor 0 i pe nuts . Soil bich 

torm h rd crust are not uitable beeaus the truit st s 

' or gs" are prevent ti fro entering the soil. 

IV. ert111zer,,; end Lime !.2£, J eanuts 

P' 1lure of p a .nuts to respond to th u or fertilizers 

a eo only practiced 1 un oubtedly limiting f ctor in 

r 1sin th a erase peanut yield. ot only does the pe nut 

fail to respond arkedly to direct applic tions or co er-

ci 1 rert111z rs and end ent , but uch responses as re 

observed are not cons! tent, varying 1dely rro field to 

t1el4 even on the ame 0011 type. This b h vior is 1n 

rkecl contrest to that o oth r orops euoh as corn and 

cot on for hich the y1 ld incr to be obtained for 

1v n ppl1oet1on or fertilizer can be pr diet d with oat 

6. 
Chaffin, .QR• £.!1•, p. 5. 

7 • 
• • Collins, - oducing e nuts ior 011 . rs riea 

11 tin o . l 7, ortb \.arol1na St te Col age Of ~ icultur 
and J!.ng1n ering or the u iver 1ty or orth Caroline . u. s . 
D partment ot , !culture cooperating, forth Carolin .;xten­
sion °er~lce, <"'tate College Station, Releigh, •orth C rolin 
'ebruary, 1943, p. 3 . 
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a 
thematical certainty. Yields depend , to great extent , 

on the amount and distribution of r inf ll during July, 

August , and September. hen ther is a.n bundanao or mo1s-

ture in the soil , peanuts dll make good gra.vth on soils 

which are relatively low in available plant nutrients. It 

oisture is the first limiting factor in plant develop ent, 

yi lds may not b increased by fertilizer tre tm nts . Pea­

nuts following well fertilized crops may be expected to give 

good yields without fertilizer , The plan for such a system 

is the application of heavier fertilizer applied to the more 

responsive crops or the rotation, allowing peanuts to tak 

advantage of the plant food which as not used by the pre­

ceding crops . 

en peanuts are gro n a cash crop and the vines ar 

removed from the so 11 , 200 pounds per acre ar a 2-12- 6 :rer-

tilizer is recommended by the Oklahoma Agricultural peri-

ment Stat1on. An application at 150 to 200 pounds per acre 

or rock or superpho phate ill increase the yield ot peanut 

on soils ioh are lo\ in available phosphorus but which are 
9 

not deficient in potassium. Unless the fertilizer is well 

mixed with the soil , it should be placed in such a way that 

it does not come in direct contact 1th the seed. 

a. 
c. Lewis renshall • . Survey of the Research Status 

2,! !ill!. Peanut Industry . A Report to ational Peo.nut Council 
Inc. , South rn search Institute , Birmingham, Al bama, eb­
ruary 1 , 1946, p . 14. 

9 . 
Chattin , 212.• £ll•, PP• 3-4. 



Results obtained from the use or lime on peanuts by 

various investigators indicate that the quality of the pea­

nut i s affected much more than the quantity . Peanuts grown 

on soil having sufficient lime are usually better filled and 
10 

have greater eight per bushel , and the shells are ~i tcr . 

It ha been found that for proper development , the young 

peanuts require immediate contact with soil well supplied 

with calcium. It calcium is supplied only to the roots , and 

soil surrounding the pegs a.re deficient in calciui;n, the ker­

nels fail to develop and moat or the pegs produce hollo 

shells, On soils which lack calcium th best production 

111 be obtained by P1>lying 400 pounds of dolomitic lim -

stone in the ro and sidedress by adding 50 to 100 pounds or 

mur1ate or potash on the top ot the row as peanuts come 

through the ground . Larger applications of potash may de­

cree.a yields and quality of nuts . Potash should not be 
11 

pplied when plants are et . 

Peanuts are a legume ~nd store nitrogen in nodules 

ttached to the root as shown in (Figure 2) . In common with 

Io. 
Beattie , QR.• .Q!!., p. a. 

11. 
• n. Collins and H. D. I. orris , Soil Fert1litz 

Studies with Peanuts , Bulletin No . 330, The Agriculture 
E:xperlmeiit'1rtation of the North Carolina Stat College ot 

!culture and Engineering and North Carolina Department or 
gr1culture , Cooperating, St te College Station, Ral eigh, 

North Carolina , June , 1941, p . 4 . 

... 
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figure 2 - Peanut plant. showing vinea, nU:ta, and roota 
with no4ul.ea. ( u. s. Departaent ot Agriculture Photograph.) 



other legumes , they are in this r spect soil builders. w­

ev r , the present method of harvesting removes the vine 1th 

th peanut attached and us lly the entire root . ~ hen this 

happens the stored nitrogen is lost to the soil . So farm-

ers use an implement that cuts the taproot just under t he 

peanut , leaving much of the root in the ground. Peanut har­

vesting machinery ia not ell advanced and i mprovements that 

are being made are increasingly designed to leave as much of 

the ~oot in the ground s possible. 

The peanut crop also removes 1 rge quantities of plant 

nutri nts from the soil . The depleting effect of peanuts on 

the land was clearly shown in experioenta conducted at the 

Oklahoma Experiment Station. n land where a legume was 

harvested , the yield or spring oats in 1g44 averneed 36 . 6 

bushels following hairy vetch; 33. 4 bush ls rollo ins covi- , 
12 

pe s , an only 20 . 9 bushels follow! ng peanuts. Experi-

ments in Alabama show that harvesting p anuts for several 

successive years from a field 1ned the land to such an 

extent that a good cotton fertilizer 6-8- 4 or 6-8-8 used at 

the rnt of 600 pounds per acre did not produce a satisfac­

tory cotton crop. In this experi ment it as found that pea­

nuts nhogged ort~ actually increased the yield of the 

12. 
Chaffin , 212.• Cit., :il • 4 . 
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13 
f'olJ.ow1ng crop. :hen peanuts are hf1rvested this way, the 

root is left in the ground and the vine r mains to protect 

the soil fro 1 flowing . 

Peanuts should not be planted on the same land more 

th n once in three or four years a nd should be grown in a 

r n tation which includes soil improvement crops for replen­

ishing the organic mtter in the soil . Thero are everal 

sntisfaotory rotations which m y be used . 

tor eastern Oklahoma is a s to llows: 

1 . Pea nuts (rye seeded 1n the fall) . 

good rotation 

2 . Rye ( pastured or harvested for seed) , and cowpeas 
orotalaria , or mung beans planted. 

3 . Cotton (vetch seeded between cotton rows after f irst 
picking) . 14 

4. Vetch pastured or plowed under and peanuts planted. 

An.other recommended rotation for Oklahoma is as follows: 

1. Peanuts (rye and vetch seeded in the fall , a eet 
clover broadcast the followi ng ebruary) . 

2. Vetch seed saved as a cash crop. (Clover grazed the 
follo ing tall and unti 1 f irat of next April) . 

3 . Clover corebined for seed. 
4. Peanuts . 15 

his program gives a legume crop t wo years out of three , and 

cash crop every year . Rye and vetch are shallow cr ops , 

buts eet clover goes farther do, n a nd brings the lim nd 

13. 
1 . P. ilson , !!!!. Effect .2.! ~Diggingfl and "Hogging~ 

Peanuts on Cotton Yields , Leaflet No . 18 , Agriculture ...:xperl­
ent f' tat!ori of the Polytechnic Institute , Alabama. , 1939 . 

14. 
Chaffin , .:212.• ill•, P • 5. 

15. 
Bruce T. Robb , he Outlook For Peanut Production In 

Oklahoma . Federa l Reser~Bank of Kansas City , Research 
Department , November , 1946 , p~. 19-20 . 



,Phosi,horus fro th ub-soil. Soil autl,orl ties insist that 

uch otat1on 
16 

will build soil , not deplete it. 

~ Ther is univer al agreement th tit is not the deple­

tion of soil fertilit by the peanut, but rather soil 

osion by win~ and Vlater fte r tho :peanuts are hervei:-+·ed. 

bet cau s the pri oipal rrege to the soil. Like all 

legumes, the peanut leaves the soil loose. Peanuts ere us-

ually ke~t free of weeds a n graos, and hen the plant is 

dug nd th nu·s d hay rezovc, t eland is l eft complete-

ly bare . This condition is illu...,trated in (Figure 4} . This 

loose oil is left to the mercy of heavy rains and every 

!Tind that blows . ..:,astern Oklahomu by nature is some hat 

rou gh and f 11 and spring rains usu lly ar he~vy. Under 

such conditions water erosion is very seriou...,. But the 

dam ge to the soil tro~ blowing is even grater . The state 

has its sh r of high ~ind , and February and ,arch ar U6 -

ually iin y months. Lan that has been in peanuts liter lly 

blo s nway after th crop h s been harvested unless given 
17 

prop r care . 

The to methods most commonly employed to control vind 

erosion re a cover crop anc strip f r mi ng . Both methods are 

often used. The r..ost satisfactory crops for winter cover are 

rye, hairy vetc , rye, grass , and ,inter peas . Rye is espe­

cially dapted to sandy soils and c n b gro ·n throu out th 

state. It c n lso b plant d later than either vetch or 

int r peis . An application of 150 to 200 pounas of super-

ie. ~ •• P · 20. 
l?. Ibid., p. 18. 



}hosphute per acres o db ap;li don p osphorus-def1cient 

s ils ere etc or lnter ~us re lunt d . The up .r-

p OS.i.~h . e s uld be di tribute with a f rtilizer drill , or 

bro dcast and diced into t e soil ·efore pl ting t e legume. 

s soon as pe nuts are r vested , the cov r crop . s 

lant d and \li th f vorable cox.di tion • suf.fici nt 0th 

, ill take place bef'or froez1 g ·,c ther to protect the oil . 

If peanu s are harvested too l at for pl ntin n winter 

cover crop , or if the fall i~ too dry to gro u cover crop, 

the land should bo list d on th contour immediately aft r 

th nuts ar removed and muy n " C .ssitate stirring periodi­

cally during th wint r and early sprin • 

The int er cover crops may b plo,,ed under aa green 

man re, utiliz d for pa~tur , or a seed crop uJa. b harvest­

ed , and th reniduos u ed for soil i ~rove ent . 

In order to further re uce the eneoe of both ind und 

w· ter erosion, it is advh,able to plant peanuts in alternat 

trips with some erosi on-rosistin · oro uch as grain or-

hum. , Sudan ass , rye , vetch, ustrian linter peas , or a 

summer leg e . A ..,ug ested vidth of strips is eight ro s or 
l)e nuts and fo rows . ore strip equivalent to the with of 

fur ro s , of the erosion-r sisting crop. In eas .here 

wind er osion is a serious problem, sorgh o::::- Sudan should 

be used and the stalks loft on the lRnd during the winter . 

In these area s , the strip c .. "opping wystem re. y run on the 
18 

contou or east and est . The Government is no requiring 

18. 
Chaffin , £!:2.• Cit. , P• 5. 
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in l..11 nod contracts ·,lt onants re in 1dian L ... nd i1 

Caddo County tat 8trip f rming on a 50-50 bu~i be r~c-

ticed ,. hen ruiuing .P<K .. nuts; that is , n e(1ut1l number of rows 

of ,eanuts and sorghum or kaffir as the case ay b • .t the 

end of the growin seuson the heuds of the strip crop -re 

harvested but much of the stalk muot be left for a ind-
19 

break. 

't,here eanuts aro 6rov n on sloping soil~ , all till ... ge 

o era ions i ludin plO\vine , pl:.inting , and cultivating 

hould be on the co tour . 'f.he s all furro~s and ridgQs re-

uultlng fro thes o,Perations retain oor e of the v ater where 

it falls and f • cilitates its en r nee into the soil . This 

ives rnor e even distri ution of ru1n1' 11. a d increases the 

aunt of moisture availabl e for cro~ us. Conto illage 
20 

also aids in the prevention of soil o s due to eroslon. 

VI . ·eedbed Preparation 

Land for pea uts is prepared i the s ~e nner s for 

cotton , corn , or other row crops . The lu d should be plowed 

early e ough to allo-, sufficient ti o for the decay of crop 

residu3s and the release of ~lat nutrien ·s in the ·oil be-

fore t~e ~eanuts ere pl ·nted . cover crop ·.- hen gro m s ould 

be turned under t least two ~eeks before pl~nting. Listing 

i§ . 
Robb , Q..e.• Q!l•, P• 19. 

20. 
Chaffin , .QE.• Cit ., p. 19. 
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or re-listing is a common practice in sections where soil 

blo ing is likel y to occur , and in these sections , it is not 

advisable to prepare the l and early. The s eedbed shoul d be 

completely tree of grass and other ve etabl e growth at the 

time of planting. Careful seedbed preparation insures a 
21 

more unifor stand and reduces production costs . 

VII . Quality tl ~~~Treatment 

No . 1 shell ed seed types yield more nuts than peg or 

unshell ed seed. In three tests in which the number of plants 

per row were equivalent , No. 1 machine shelled Spanish seed 

produced 216 pounds per acre more nuts than small peg seed 

and 99 pounds more than medium peg seed. It is advisable to 

select clean, well matured , carefully cured , unshelled seed 

nd have them shelled and treated by a reliable specialized 
22 

aeed sheller. 

Peanut seed, when planted may be attacked by plant 

diseases which cause rotting of the seed and injury of the 

young seedling plai.ts . The ajority of these diseases are 

caused by fungi hich live in the soil; however , some of 

them may be car ried on the seed . The planting of infected 

seed, or the planting of clean seed in infected soils , often 

result in poo germination, thin stands , and eak plants . 

21 . 
ill.£•, P• 4. 

22. 
Recommendation E2!:, Preparing~ Plant1n6 Seed 

Peanuts , Umeograpbed Paper No . 30 , Georgia , Coastal Plain 
Agriculture Experiment Station, Tifton , Georgia , !" rch 13, 
1945, P• 1 . 
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Treatins . the s . ed. i th ch 1 al dust g1 ves the peanut 

eed so o protection against theso soil nd c-borne d1 -

eus s. Seed tre tment o ti e · ean the d1f'1'er nc 

bet· -~en a s tistactory tand and repl .oting, rticularly 

wh. n I>O~l~ -:rvwir,g condi t1011s :foll J?l nting , such as a cold, 

et eriod . Experi:ents indic te th t by ustn seed tr t­

n.ent • 1 t 1 .POSsibl.e to sare;; nrd th seed a 1ns.t disease, 

1 prov gerainat1on 1 nd thus increase yields. 

Increase in yield o treated se dover untreated seed 

h ve r nged tro 7 pe~cent for hand- h 11 d seed to !9 pr-

cent tor 

tation. 

ehine- helled seed at the Georgia perlment 

ports indicat I that in 1943, the average yield 

s increas ed 150 pounds or peanuts p r acre on 40,000 acres 
23 

p l nted 1th tre t d s_ed in Horth Carolina. 1;achine 

sh lled seeds treated y the Florid p ri ent tation in 

1943-1944 produced from 25 percent to 32 percent mt>re peanuts 
24 

th n non-tre ted seed. 

The cheoical dusts for treating peanut se d, listed 1n 

h order of the erfeot1v nesa, r: (1) erasan, (2) 

cere an, (3} yell cuprocide, and ( 4} s ·r,er on. The direo-

tions g1 en on th package containing th a.be icals hould 

b ca fully followed. One and one-half ounces of dust is 

enough to treat a bushel or seed. The dust 

·23. 

24. 
Chartin, .QE_. Cit . p. G. 

y b 1xed in & 

'• .a. Tisdale, Treat r ~anut <Je d 1' or Better Stands, 
l e s Bulletin 1o. olO, Onlversi ty or lorffi, uicuiture 

peri ont &tation, Gainsvill, r lorida, ~anuary, 1945, p. 2. 



barrel , box , or in any kind of closed container h1ch will 
25 

permit a thorough mixing of th chemical v.ith the seed. 

Cost of tre tment is very low . It is ore economi cal to 

maohine shel l the seed and treat it than to hand shell and 

not treat . 

If planted immediately after treat nt 1 araaan and 2i 

ceresan treated seed give the best yield , but 1f stored 60 

days after treatment the 2% ceresan and spergon give lo r 
26 

yields than arason treated seed . 

3'1 

Treatment should be done out-of-doors or in a ell ven-

tilated building to avoid inhaling the dust or fumes . A 

dust ask or handkerchief should be worn over the nos hil 

treating seed . Ceresan and yellow cuprocid dusts are very 

poisonous and should be handled with great care. Ceresan lll 

cause burns if lett on the skin. asan nd spergon are r -

latively ·non-poisonous nd are less dangerous to use than 

cerese.n or yello · ou_procide. Treated seed should not be used 
27 

for livestock feed. 

The protection of seed fro rodents, can b accomplished 

by sprinkling a mixture of equal parts of pine tar and kero-
28 

sene over the seed. before planting. 

25. 
Cha.ff in , .2.ll· Cit., I>• 6 • 

26 . -
Tisdale , QR_. Cit., pp. 1-2. 

27. -
Chaffin , QR_. .ill•, P• 6. 

28. 
George • Carver and Austin 'i . Curtis Jr . The Pea.­m , Bulletin • 44 , Research a nd Experiment Station, -

'l\J.skegee Institute , labama , F bruary , 1943 , p . 4 . 



VIII . Date .2f. Planting 

eed should not b planted until the soil has become 

warm. ~otton planting time y 1 to June l ) i s the proper 

time for pl anting peanuts . The Spanish variety matures rap­

idly , and can be planted somewhat lat r than the larger vari-
29 

eties . 

IX. ~ ~ ~ethod 2f_ l 'lanting 

Close uniform stands r necessary for maximum yields 

of Spanish peanuts . Plants spaced three inches apart in the 

ro yield more nuts than wider spacings . An average increas 

of 131 pounds per acre was obtained in tests 1n hich three 
30 

inch sp cing as compared with six inch spacing . Spacing 

three inches in the drill requires a hP. uvier rate of seeding 

than is commonly used . Rows from 24 to 30 inches wide will 

require approxireately 55 to 65 pounds or shelled Spanish 

peanuts per acre . 

The planting of shelled seed is r apidly becoming a gen-

ral practice in klahoma. Shelled seed , which has been 

carefully graded to eliminate small kernels , plants more 

easily , germinates quicker , and gives a more even stand of 

plants than unshelled seed. 

Peanuts may be planted by hand or by machiner y , in rows 

Chaffin , .Qp_. ill• P• 7. 
30 . 

Recommendations ~orNPrep rin& and Pla.ntinf Seed 
Peanuts , dceograph d Paper o . 39 , Ceorg'fa coaste. ~ P!a'Ina 
fi!~ui~ur~ Experiment Station , Tifton, Georgia , 1VLarch 13, 
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from 24 to 30 inch es 1 ide . A peanut plate may be secured 

tor almost any standard type planter . The seed should be 

covered ta a depth of one and one-half to two inches in 

light. sandy soils , and somewhat less in heavier soils . It 

the soil containo plenty of moisture , the depth should be 
31 

less tha n if dry. 

x. Cultivation 

Cultivation should begin as soon as the plants are up 

and should continue as often as necessary to control grass 

and •eeds . s soon as the soil is ree. sonably dry after a 

rain the surface should be st:u-red . The first cultivation 

can often be done with a harrow; subsequent operations may 

be done with a 5-tooth cultivator , sweeps , and ordinary ro 

implements . fter the vines have begun to bloom and "peg 

own , n they should not be disturbed and only the middles 

should be cultivated . By working the ~11 toward the rovs 

during cultivation a brond flt bed of loose soil will be 

formed along the rov, providing a suitable bed in which pods 

can readily be formed . This will leave a water turro be­

tween the rows. At least one hand hoeing will be necessary. 

The best time to do this is usually about the time the 
32 

plants begin to spread or after the third cultivation. 

31 . 
Chaffin , .2.J2.• fil•, P • 7 . 

ill.£•, P:P• ?-8. 
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Shoveling soil over the center of the peanut plants 

in . urea the quality of the hay, and it is doubtful whether a 
33 

greater number of pods arc formed . 

7I . Harves ting~ Curing 

P a nuts must be due; at the pro per time to obtain the 

maximum yield . It dug too early, the kernels shrivel; if 

digging is delayed , some ill be sprouted. Harvesting should 

be done befo the vines are killed by frost . en the 

le vs begin to turn yellow, the pe s are full-grown , and 

the inside of the shell has begun to color end shov dark ... 

end veins the peanuts are mature and ready for harvest. 

Peanut vines should be loo ened frora the soil by mee..ns 

of a sh rp implement that 111 cut the tap root just below 

th clu ter of peanuts and lave a portion of the root sys­

tem in the soil . There are sever 1 peanut diegers of the 

plow typ on the market . Spe cial peanut points that can be 

adapted to a tu rning plow from which th moldboard has been 

removed are als o available. Local blacksniths ow use a. 

piece of steel, such as a car spring, to make a blade cut­

ter that can be fastened to the cultivatorshanks and used 

for digging. The sharp blade cuts the tap root belo the 

peanuts ~nd leaves th vines erect . This method does not 

disturb the soil as much as when a turning plow or sweep i s 

used. 

33. 
Beattie , .2.:2• Cit , P. 15 . 
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After the peanut vines are loosened , the should be 

lifted out d the soil shake off . They should then be 

s ead out on the ro nd or ldft in 411 bu ches until the 

le ves are s ligi tly v ilted , after hich they D1.1Y b tacked 

round poles for curing . Diggin hould not begin in th 

mornin ~ until the vines are dry , and no ore should be dug 

than can be placed in stacks during the day . It is not ad -
34 

visable to und rtake to cure peanuts in wind rows . 

large part of the direct cost of :peanut production ia 

incurred in harveating , t curing , and picking. ethods now 

used in such operations a.re primitive as compared wi·th the 

ee aniz t1on used in handling other crops . Great econo ic 

gains on be~ de throu rese&roh nd develo~me1t on C -

anization . ~uch h s lreauy been accom' lishod in this 

direction. : .. s a single example, a t o-rovv trac or ope.ruted 

machine developed by the u. s . D part ent of ·Lgriculture 

Soil Tillage Laboratory at 1 ubur 11., Alabama , can dig , shake , 

and windro 25-30 creo of peanuts a. day , thus requiring 
35 

about one-half n-hour per acre for the operation. 

Other machines deoigned to perf orr the same operations 

are also in advanced stages of develop ent , although, so 

Chaffin , 2J2.:_ ...41., pp . 9-10. 
35 . 

J . F. eed and o. A. Brown. Developments In Pea• 
nut Harvesting Equipment." A~icultural l~ngineering-;-volume 
257 u. s . Department of Agric'llture, Soil Till age Laboratory, 
Auburn, Alaba a , 1944, pp . 1 25-126. 
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Pigare 3 - Staoldng Jea.nuta around a pole. The stack 
is built by piling \he Yiuea around \he po1e by hand, keep­
ing the JN18.DUU eloae lo the pole. '?he ND\• at the atack 
1a kept higher 'than the e4gea. t OklahGlla Agrioultural ex­
periment station Photograph.) 



ttsr s i kno n, n ne of these t;iachines is ct o.v 11 ble 
36 

o, ercially. 

·~oles for ~ acking -~r us, lly thr e to rour inches in 

1a. te~ and oven to nine feet l ong. rom 15 to 25 poles 

$1' equired per acre , d p dins upon p oduetion. l.he pole 

ure o t nbuut t\O feet int e gr~Jnd. To croB1]i ce , 

e. out t e feet long, are nail ed to the :poles about 12 to 

14 inches bove t e groun to support the vin~s and ~4ovlde 

ventilation. In starting the atnck a to vines are ung 

over a.ob ot the crosauieoea to form n foundation . The 

st ck is built by piling the nes ound the pole by ban , 

43 

~eepin th ,peanut.s close to the pole,. ns sht> n 1n ( 1: u e 3) 

pa 42. The center or the utack should be kept icher t han 

tr e edges c th ·t th stuck '!le.Y she I ater . In or<le1• to 

rovi e free circulation or uir and to »revent the posbitil­

i t of the nuts heat1t and sourine in the tucks, they 

should ct be L.ore th' n three or rour feet i · wneter nnd 

ix to s ven feet in hei .t . s the stack neur eo ,1letion 

1 t should be gruducl_ <.tl"a .·n to e. 9oi t and e :f'e; vines 

cro ed do ov r the sh rpened top of tho st ck. Dry grass 

o eeds ay be p ·oed on top or the stack to turn tho , ter. 

the to six eeks r requir d for peanuts ~o cur 1n 
57 

th stack. Typie 1 st ctcs of :p unuts a.re oho' ·n ( F ... gure 4) 

pn PC 44. 

36 . 
; l"en hall , ~ - ill.• :::.. 3urvey .2.!. the Research Status 

g! ..l..! P~anut Industry. p. 1-- . 
8'1. 

attie , .2.P.• £..!l.•, PP • l?- 21. 



Figure 4 - Stacks of peanuts standing in field from 
which nuts have been harvested~ Note the loose condition 
of the soil. ( Oklahoma Agriculture Extension Service 
Photograph.) 
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n1ek!ng the co rciel e nut crop 1s done inly dur-

1 ctob :r, r'ovo..:ber, D co ·ber. P nut can be pick d 

stir ctorily only hen the 1nee ar br1t l , as d p 

w ather causes the to be toug ond the ods d1t!1cult to 

detech. 

'!le ro t successful tho of separati 

the vine on a c erciel acale ls y he 

the nut tro 

e of r gule.r 

peanut pickin machine . i c pacity of peunut-p1ck1n 

chines d nends upon the '¥ k ot I cb.1ne ni! the condi t1on 

or the p anuts; ebo t 250 bush 1 per d y 1 the aver ge. 

Peenuta ar somct~e r oved from th v1nes by in• 

th:ra hln chin~s, having apecis.l cylinder ndapted to 

handling peanuts. no ever, the peroent ge of splits, cracked 

pods, nnd trnsh is great rt an 1th s ci ly designed pi k-
38 

er. In edd it ion to e~i the pods tro the vines. th 

achine hav sp .cial faeil1 ies tor cleanit g the pods nd 

t king off the smn 1 stem.a. eae pickers operate on the 

e basi f,S thras ing chines • They ov tro :tar to 

f t n the plckin 1 done at a. set pric per bu hel. 

Th picker 1 usuall set at a convenient point r ur th 

c t r of the fiel • St oka or ;p 1:ut ar lo· dad 011 lo -

w led ngons and uled tot picker . Dur1 th unload-

1ng the poles are dra n out and throtr.D to on& sid .. · 

36. 
Cly, .Q.l2.• ~., PP• 9-10. 
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Slow unitorm operation ot the picking machine 111 give 

best results as to both quality and quantity of peanuts, and 

if the vines are either damp or extremely dry the machine 
39 

will need to be adjusted to suit their condition. 

Small crops can be picked by the use or an easily con­

structed homemade picker. Such a picker has been made in 

Arkansas for picking peanuts. By this method two men can 

pick as much as 1,500 pounds of peanuts in a day. This 

peanut picking m. chine 1s constructed from a few pieces of 

board, tour feet or 30-inch wide one ineh mesh poultry wire 

and six feet ot 30-inch wide one-fourth inch hardware cloth. 

These pieces are put together with nails, staples, screws, 

or bolts. Blueprints for such pick rs may be obtained from 
40 

the u. s. Agricultural Engineering Department. 

As the peanuts come from the picker they usually con­

tain considerable moisture and should be sacked immediately 

to prevent loss from heating. Unless marketed immediately, 

peanuts should be stored in a well-ventilated building. The 

bag should be stacked so as to permit free circulation of 

air. They should not b piled directly on the floor, but 

should be placed on poles or other suitable supports to pro­

vide ventilation. The peanuts should be proteoted from the 
41 

ravages or rats. mice nd other rodents. , 

39. 
Beattie, On. Cit. p. 24. '°· . .:.c. -Earl K. Rambo , Homemade Peanut Picker, Exten ion 

Plan Series No. 2, University of kansas, College ot Agri­
culture, u. s. Department or Agriculture Cooperating,. August, 
1942. l 

4 • c~-#tin, 0 Cit ,,o 11 
UC. ~· - • • :pp. Jo: - • 



III. Peanut Hay 

a rule, a. baling chine 1 ployed either 1n con-

junction 1th th pick r or follo ing behind and packing the 

peanut hay into b les. Peanut h y should be b led when dry 

n the b lea stored here they will not be expo ed to the 

w a.tber. 

Peanut hay pos ess · high feeding value and co pares 

favorably 1th eltalt , eo -pea vines , er son and bur 
42 

clov r . xper11ents carried out t the Okl homa gricul-

ture ri ent Station show that peanut hay 1 equal to 

alfalfa for dairy cos . n these experiments , good quality 

p ut hay as compared 1th altalfa of a similar quality 

and the r sult sho ed th t the peanut hay w s equal to the 

altalf 1n maintenance or body weight milk yield , and amomt 
3 

needed to produce 100 pounds of milk. 

A similar experiment t the south Carolina _grlcultur al 

xperiment St at ion sho s that pea.nut hay is equa.l to , or 

better the.n , soybean hay for teeding dairy co a . In thi 

experiment good , bright peanut hay was com~ared against a 

si ilar high quality oy bean hay . co a gained more igb.t 

42. 
George I . Carver , lio to Grow the Peftnut nd 105 

!!ll!, ot Preparing !l, !2.£. Human COniu'iiiptioi. ullet1n iO . l 
_perl'ment St tion , 'luskegee Institute , Alabama , June , 1926, 

Eighth Edition, January , 1942 , p . 7. 
43. 

A. H. uhl.man and H •• Cave . Thrashed Peanut Hay 
as .§. Roughage !.2!:, Da1rz £2!..!, imeographed Ci r cular lo. 
128 , Okl ahoma grioulture perim.ent s tation, Oklaho • & 

• Coll ege , Still~ater, Oklahoma, August , 1944, pp . 1-4. 
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on the pe nut hay and :produced slightly ore milk. The price 

of peanut hay usually runs bout one-third 1 ss t n soybean 
44 

hay. 

Hay of ez cellent color with little or no loss at leaves 

can be obtained if th crop 1s harvested before frost and 

plant 1th tt ched nut are pl ~o din tall cyl1ndrical 

piles about the st kes as recommended for curing. Hay from 

peanuts cured by the use of a s1 e delivery r ke is usually 

very badly damaged by ether unless great c re is used an 

the weather is very favorable . ·ost ot the thrashed hay 

obtained by this method is badly discolored , very ate y , 

dirty . and dusty, and rather unpal table. Lo grade peanut 

hay probably 1s si 1lar to straw in palatability and feeding 
45 

value . In Oklahoma, peanuts produce , on the average , 

bout three- fourths of ton of hay to tho acre and the 

common opinion 1s that hay covers all expen es of producing 

anuts . In 1956, peanut hay as worth from 20 to $25 a 
46 

ton. 

44. 
c. D. Grinnella , nd J . L. or , The Comparative 

Values ,2! Peanut~ zbean Hay .!.2.!:_ ...!!!, froductl on, Bulle­
tin No . 3121 The .Agricultural Experiment StatioJ'l of t e North 
Carolina College of ~griculture and ng1neering, and crth 
Carolina Department ot Agriculture , cooperating, ugust ,193?. 

45. 
J[uhlman , 2.:2• ill•, .PP• 1- 5. 

46. 
Robb , .Qll• .Q.!1•, P• 13. 
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PEANUT -. ODUCTI 0 

.. 'hile limited mounts of .P nut., h v b en gro 1n 

Oklahoma tor any years , tor tb st part 1n the aouthea t -

ern section , the crop is a eomperatively ne one tor uch of 

the stat. Prior to 1940, the portance of peanuts s a 

farm crop as rel t1vely s 11. 

Oklaho a produced an average of only 555, 000 pounds ot 

p anuts annu·lly in the pre- ar y rs from 1909 to 1913. 

o tor these ere peanuts produced for ho con ption and 

tor livestock fe d. An incr ase in procuctton during an 

after orld ar I , gave a ye ly av r g of 7 , 8~1 , 000 pounds 

tor the 16 year p r1.od fro 1Ql4 through 1929 , 

n eve age price of 5 . 3 cents per pound. Thi 

ieh sol d at 

ns loss than 

on percent or then tion l pro uet1on tor the sallle time . 

The averago nnual creage of peanuts for the 10-year 

period , 1930-39 a 5 ,000 aores hioh produeed n erag 

of 16 ,814,000 pounds . Thi as sharp increase in produc-

t1on ven though the a er ge price as only three c nts per 

pound , or 44 percent below the previou l year uverage . No 

other crop in the sate d such a gain in production 
l 

during the depression yeo.ra . 

1. 
~---;;...;;.,;~;;;;;..;;;;a~l Statictics. u. s. Departm nt of r1-

culture , uper1ntendent of Documents , U. s. Gover ent Print­
ing Otfice , ashiug on , D. c., 1930-1939. 
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The graph (Figure 5) shows tbat peanut production in 

the state h s experienced u slow but teady increase trom 

the early days of state hood through 1939 . 

Although this country us not yet at war , rroduction 

increased sharply in 1940 and 19 1 . r ia the Pacific cut 

off large supplies ot vegetable oils at a time when the de­

mand for fnts nd oils :as increasing. The drive to increase 

peanut production got underway in 1942 , the nation's crop 

for that year being nearly billion pounds . Oklaho pro-

duction jumped from 46 m1111on pounds in 1941 to 151 ill1on 

1n 1942. This 1942 figure tor Oklahoma was nearly sev n 

times tha t of 1939 . :patriotic appeal to farmers to raise 

peanuts , together :11th a gu ranteed far::i. price of about 

eight cents a pound in recent years accounted for the in-
2 

crea sed :production. Oklahoma farmers :planted 330 , 000 acre 

to peanuts in 1942 , and 617 , 000 a cres in 1943. Because of 

the extremely unfavorable grewving conditions in 1943, Okla­

homa produced l ess than 62 million pound of peanuts . Only 

337,000 acres ere planted in 1944. This 1944 crop produced 

ore than 111 million :poun or peanuts. klo.homa farmers 

produced 108 million pounds of peanuts from 268 , 000 acres in 

1945 and about 133 million pounds in 1946 from 290 , 000 acres . 

Th table on page 52 gives ye&rly data for peanuts in Okl -

homa since 1919 . 

2. 
ruce T. Robb , The Outlook !2!:.. Peanut Production,!£ 

Okl aho a , Federal Reserve Bank or Kansas city , Research 
D partment , ~ovember , 1946 , p. 1 2 . 
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TAB II 

Acreage , Yield, o<'uctio , Pric nd Value of eanuts 
in Oklahoma, 1919-1946 . 

Total Picked Yield s aaon Yearly 
Year quiv. and Har- Producti on . verage Co.sh 

Solid Thrash d vest- Pound Price Income 
Aoreag Acres ed (Cents o ( Dollars) 

Pounds Pound) 

1919 11 , 000 8 , 000 690 5 , 520 , 000 9 . 4 518 , 880 
1 920 10 , 000 7, 000 '/50 5, 250, 000 4. 7 246 , 750 
1921 18 , 000 11, 000 625 6 , 875, 000 3 . 8 261 , 250 
1922 18, 000 11 , 000 525 5 , 775, 000 5. 4 311 ,850 
1923 15, 000 9 , 000 550 4 , 950,000 6 . 5 321 , 750 
1024 10 , 000 5 , 000 650 3 , 250 , 000 6 . 8 188 ,500 
1925 8 , 000 6 , 000 650 3 , 900 , 000 4 . 3 167, 700 
1926 12, 000 8 , 000 800 6 , 400,000 5 . 0 320 , 000 
1927 32 , 000 19 , 000 ?00 13, 300 , 000 . 2 391, GOO 
1928 75, 000 37, 000 650 24,050 , 000 4 . 9 1 ,178, 450 
1929 102, 000 50 , 000 500 25 , 000 , 000 3. 7 925 , 000 
1930 41 , 000 24 , 000 425 10 , 200 , 000 3 . 5 357 , 000 
1931 56 , 000 32 ,000 425 13, 600 , 000 1 . 6 217 , 600 
Ui32 61 , 000 29 , 000 550 15 , 950 ,ooo l . 5 239 , 250 
1933 46, 000 33, 000 625 20 , 625 , 000 2 . 8 377, 500 
1934 82 , 000 55 , 000 300 16, ~00 , 000 .3 . 3 ij44 , 500 
1936 66 , 000 45 , 000 600 '2? ,ooo ,ooo 3 . 1 83? , 000 
1936 53, 000 38, 000 270 10 , 260 , 000 ~. 'I 379 , 620 
1937 35, 000 25, 000 475 11, 87 ,ooo 3 . 3 3g1, 8?5 
1 938 61 , 000 38, 000 530 20 , 140 , 000 3 . 3 664, 620 
1939 71 , 000 53, 000 415 21 , 095, 000 3 . 4 ? ? , 830 
1940 106 , 000 90 , 000 600 54, 000 , 000 3 . 3 1 , 782, 000 
1941 110, 000 88 , 000 525 46 , 200, 000 4. 7 2, l?l , 400 
1942 330, 000 265, 000 570 l.51 , 050 , 000 .o 9 , 063, 000 
1943 617, 000 275 , 000 225 ol, 75,ooo 7. l 4 , 3~1 , 847 
1944 273 , 000 218, 000 510 111 , 180, 000 0 . 0 8 , 894 , 4.00 
1945 28, 000 225, 000 480 108, 000 , 000 s.o 8 , 640 , 000 
1g46• 2~0 . 000 221 , 000 540 119 , 340 , 000 6 . 6 10, 163, 240 

verage - 541 

"' Dee -ber, 1946 estimate. 

Agriculture Statistics , U. s . Department of gricul­
ture , Superintendent of Documents , u. s. Government Printing 
Office , Washington , D. c., 1919-194&. 



Peanut production by countie , for the year ot 1944 

are given in the t able on pages 54 and 55 and. the outstand­

ing producing counties are illustrated by the map (Figure 6) 

:page 55 . 

lthough southeastern Oklahoma i s still the heaviest 

prodtming area , peanut production has spr ee.d over much of 

the state since 1940 . lJ.B.ny far ers bave had the experience 

of growing the crop for th first time in recent years . 

This increased production and idespread gro,th is demon­

strated by the map comparisons (Figures 7 and 8) . 

very large amount of land in Oklahoma is naturally 

adapted to peanuts. The crop requires a sandy soil which is 

plentiful in Okl ahoma., especially in large areas on both 

sides of the South .Canadian River. Tb.is tact helps to ex-
4 

plain Oklahoma's increased gro th in peanut production. 

The 1945 peanut, erol? brought e. total of 8,850.000 to 
5 

Oklahoma farmers , and a crop of hay valued et 1 ,02a,vo2. 

mhede figures do not include the 20 , 000 a cres or peanuts 
6 

used on the farms, The 1946 peanut crop brought more than 

10 million dollars to Oklahoma producers.. The yearly cash 

inco e from peanuts for the state are shown by the t ble on 

:page 52. 

4 . 
Robb , .2£• Cit ., p . 1 . 

Agricultural Stati sti cs , United States Department of 
Agricultu e , Superintendent of Docu ents , United States Gov­
ernment Printing Office , Washington , D. c. , 1946. 

e. 
l!: ~ Censu ~Agriculture , Volume I , art 25 , 

klahoma . Bu~ea of Census, c. s. Dep rtment of Commerce , 
. asnlngton, D. c., 194::>. 
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OKLA.HO I PE NUTS (cont'd.) 
Acrenge, Yield, Production -- 1g•4 by Counties 

county 

Le lore 
Lincoln 
Logan 
Lov 

cClain 
~ccurtain 
cintosh 
jor 
rshe.ll 
yes 
ray 

akogee 
Hoble 
Nowata 
Oktuskee 
Oklnho 
Okmulge 
Osage 
Otta a 
Pawnee 
Payne 
Pittsburg 
Ponto too 
Potta a-

tomie 
Pushmataha 
Roger v;ills 
Rogers 
Seminole 
Sequoyah 
Stephens 
Texas 
Tillman 
Tulsa 

goner 
aahington 

Washita 
l oods 

oodwar4 

Acreai,Y3 
Grown 

For All 
Purposes 

Acres 

2 , 200 
'1,500 
1,100 
4,100 
5,100 
4,900 
5,400 

400 
l,500 

2 , 300 
3,600 

10,000 
1,500 
'1,200 

800 

800 
1 , 800 

11,000 
5,000 

9 , 800 
5.aoo 

100 
600 

13,800 
1 , 300 

10,000 

1,300 
2 , 300 

BOO 

1 ,100 

PIC 

Acreage 

Acres 

1 , 900 
5 ,600 
1 , 000 
3 ,500 
4 , 500 
3 , 800 
5 , 200 

230 
1,500 

1 , 800 
2,.aoo 

7,500 
l , 300 
6 , 100 

600 

600 
1.500 
8 , 800 
4 , 300 

7,200 
5 ,200 

'10 
300 

13.100 
1 ,200 
7 ,600 

1,100 
1,300 

500 

700 

D AND THRESHED OR TS 

Yield 

Pounds 

62 
600 
665 
426 
61'1 
426 
688 
735 
435 

355 
577 

4'17 
541 
464 
844 

798 
'154 
585 
399 

461 
333 
614 
647 
497 
532 
549 ... 
559 
582 
628 

739 

Production 

Pounds 

8"1? , 000 
3,527 , 000 

665, 000 
1, 491 , 000 
2 , '175 ,000 
l,&19,000 
3,576 , 000 

169,000 
652 , 000 

639 ,.000 
1,615,000 

• 

3,5'14, 000 
703,000 

2 , 771 , 000 
422 ,000 

479 , 000 
1,131,000 
5 ,149 , 000 
1,717, 000 

3 , 322 ,000 
1,730,000 

43, 000 
194, 000 

6 , 510 , 000 
639 , 000 

4 ,170 , 000 

615 . 000 
'756,000 
314,000 

517,000 

55 

J 3 Tot~l Equival ent Solid Aore g (Alone plus one- halt 
1nter:plantedJ source : u. s. Depart ent of Agr1culture ,lij4A: . 
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s. 
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9. 
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The oth r tour pe ut shelling plants in Oklahoma ar 

s foll s: 

58 

l. Konawa Peanut1go pany , Konawa , Oklahoma,. e tablis.hed 
July 1 , 1945. 

2. Swift and Company Peanut Shelling Plant , purchased 
from Bin Pennut Comp yin Durant , Oklahoma, 1935. 

3. Okmulgee Nut Company, established at Okmulgee , Okla­
ho a , l 46. 

4 . nhawnee Shelling Pfint, established in l 46 , at 
Shawne , Oklahoma. 

There are at least four oil mills cru hing peanuts in 

Oklahoma. They a.re located as follows: 

l . The oil mill in connection 1th onawa Peanut Com­
p ny, began crushing peanut for 011 in ebruary , 
1946. 

2. The Shawnee Oil ill , in connection with ti! Shawnee 
Shelling Plant, started operating in 1946. 

3. Choctaw Cotton 011 Comp ny, ,c est r , Oklahoma. 

4. Durant Cotton Oil 11, Division of ti! Lone Star 
cotton Oil Company, Durant , Oklahoma. 

II . Peanut Production Co~p(red With Cotton Production!!!, 
ok!nhom 

cotton hns been th gr at cash orop of Oklahoma. In 

the 23 year trom. 1911 to 1935, Okl homa :produced 14 cotton 

10. 
;r . R. e·hruns. { Of tic 

pany , Inc., ~on wa , Oklahoma , 
ay 10, 1947. 

ranger} Konawa Peanut Com­
ersonal Letter 19. ~ . uthor, 

11. 
E. n. David, (:.1B.nager) . Southw stern Peanut Grower 

ssociation, Gorman, Tex s , Personal Letter !,2 Jill.!. Author, 
May 5 , 1947. 

12. 

13. 
Ibid . Personal Letter to Author . - -
Haskins , .9.E.• Cit., Personai Letter 12_ Author. 
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.eropa that exceeded a million bales. T.h.c average value o:f 

the eotton :erop tor those 2$ years was 81 million dOlle.rs, 

an amount greater than the value of an:y other G:ro:g in the 

•tat.a. In ·e.ddition, the eotton&ee.~ cake is an extremely 

valuable prot.ein feed. for livestoek:• and cotton seed oil w&s 

the country's most important Vt:,g.eta'blc oil. un:til. 1944 when 

soybean oil took first place. 

But a great change has taken place in cotton production 

in Oklahoma since 1935. ln the last 12 years the cotton 

erop of the state has aver6ead only !)46,000 bales, and. the 

1945 crop was only 265,000 bGles. In ti::.e las'ti year or two 

,,eatl1er conditions .at pla.ntin:g time have not been favorable, 

end in the eastern part of the state,. espeei,9,lly, the boll 

weevil. ate 1:-;iost of the cotton. that did start grov.1111.g. The 

boll weevil hibernates in thiokets and woods and in recent 

yea.rs has done great dru;:age in eastern Oklahoma. Cotton .. 
requires a great deal of lab.or. KEan:power dif1'1culties, also, 

b,;lve. been an Luportant taotor contributing to the decline 

1n cotton prod.action. A te-N samples or the dee1.1ne in cot­

ton proouetion supl)lied by bankers a.nd others will aho'11 what 

has happened to eotton. One county at one time raised 

66,000 boles. while 1n 1945 the crop wns only 2,000. In a 

small town l.41 000 bales hod been gi~ned, but in.1945 only 

~00 were ginned. In another :place 11 •. 000 be.lee had been 

, g1nned, but only 400 in l94o. In still tillOther small town 

t"ive cotton gin,s he.d ginned as high as 20.000 bales .. but i.n 

1946 only 800 bales were ginned.· 



fc t cotton is on 

tches 

the money to :poison the boll weevil .. It is 

believed t "/r'Odnctio:n of cotton tJill, m.cre o.nd more, 

be five acr~ cotton 

In Lny 

s. In u livastook 

J}eeJ.mts qus,l:i.f;; well in this resJ1ect. 

indicated, au acre 

::pJL1rt,e1•s or :s ton of ho.y thnt he.s fe\4 superiors for live-

st·ock feed._. a producer he.y ,.. :pe.cnuts excel cot,to1: in :u 

poultry.. ';:'hen peenuts i1re crushed for oil, 

the 

of cotton seed. ce.ke. t;. :protein feed iG necessary to get 

vdnter. ~3ut the t,lunnti ty of peanut Cf.1.lrn 

ht?S not been large, :t'or not :;,;,11:ny pea1mtn have beon o:rushed 
14 

for> oil in Okl,,i.l:wme.. 

cottrm. 

Robb, .Q:D,• 
,, ... ~·· 



m.ey require ms much l:;J:wr as ra:tsing cotton, if thrt:.sh.ers .. 

al'e availe.ble 1 the peanut crop ean be disposed of during a 

shorter period of time th~n cotton. Re:ports gathered from 

eastern Oklahoma f.armera in 194~ show that peanuts,. sold at 

edible nut l)l:'1ces, made tt :profit gre1::tte:r than that obtained 

from cotton. This same report aho7.vs that farmers uslue, 

t.raetors in south.western Oklahoma, produced :peanuts with 

less labor th.au was re.).uiret.1 tor growing cotton. Few pea• 

nuts in S0uthv1eatern Oldahozn.a. were .sta.eke·d around :pole;.;1. 

This report also show~ th11t 90anuts prod.u.eed and aold at oil 

J,?rices in 1942 were not 1:>r ofitable to fal."Illers in eastern or 
15 

southwestern Oklahoma. 

?resent priees are the ua,."':le for :peanu.ts sold for oil. 

a11d tor those which are sold. to the edible market, due to 

Government-sup,orted prices. 

P-eanuta are s. surer orop than cotton. So far• no 

serious insect or disease· d.aroage to the plant has developed 

in Oltl.clloma and this is en 1ruporta.nt point ,·titt. :i'e.r.mers 

after their eJi.'2r.c:r1ence with the boll wee\fil. Iiawever, leaf 

dan.ege ia con.man in some of the states in the Old, south 

where :peanuts have been raised f .or many y~ars. Hail <toes 

little aeir..age to peanuts but great damage to cotton.. When 

cotton i~ ready to pick heavy rainstorms Play be very a.e.struc• 

ti ve.. When peanuts a:re reudy to harvest they raust have 

... " 1s.. Ui •1 

Desmond L. w. tJlker and ),ielvin s. Slusbe~, Pean5t 
J?roduct1on Oosts and Inc.om.e In Okl6homa In 1942, Ex;perfuent 
Station Du"lietin }Io. B-267; Olda.fiorun ALT!cuitural :cx;veriment 
Station, Oklahoma A •. &:. NI. ,College, St1 llwater, Oklahoma, 11ay, 
194:5, PP• 1-12. 



attention or they v111 start to ~ow , but if tlle eather 1 

too bad r.1uch of the erop can be sal vag d by hogging-oft • 

h pick1ne of cot.ton e tends over a consider ble p ri.od ot 

4 

time . Cot ton growing is family Job end often the children 

do not get into school until a.ft r Chrl..,tmas. The :.1odern 

f rmer pr f r peanuts, for , while tho or n.iay be hard nd 

dirty for u short period, he gets the work one and can keep 
16 

his femily 1n sehool . 

III . Increasing~ Yield 2l Peanuts 

There is room for much prove ent in increasing the 

yield of p aJ1.uts in Oklahoma . The most obvious w y of ex­

panding the farmer's profit is to increase the yield per 

ore . In one stroke this decreases his unit cost of :produc­

tion and increases his €_TOSS inco e . The average yield of 

:peanuts in Oklahoma since 1919 is only 550 pounds :per a.ere , 

(see Table page 52 ) . The average yield per ae Pin the 

Georgi a- Alabama- Flori a producing section 1s bet een 600 and 

700 pounds * hile in the V1rg1n1a - North Carolina region it 

is about 1000 pounds per ere . These averages are fox below 

h t is _possible . Me.ny individual fields are kno; n to yield 

well over a ton per acre, indicating a :posalo1l1t.r- f.or im­

prov ment . It is felt t t the produc t1on of :peanuts in. 

re. 
Robb , 2:2.• Cit . , ;p. 25 . 
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Oklah ni oan be c.-r .atly 1 · r se by .L._prover: ent in oil 
lV 

fertility and further res roh in lent breodin • 

17. 
c. Levis renshl.11 , r ~urve8 of the Research Status 

:2£ ~ Pee.nut Indus try , Repor to atronal Peanut Council 
· Inc., Southern eseoroh Institute• Birr 1ngbam, l ab 1: , p .13 . 



Peanuts art{ so&,~tines run tbroup the pittk.er the fH:)coad 

tiEs hefO!"e ~-oing to .merket. Tb.is second eloan!nG ·r~ovea 

n:Gt'e o-f th:e broken .stems, l!i~t pods, root3, sand, e.nd s~U 

ston.es. The. e:rtra elef;lJline: will a:rtora the _produeer a 

better g!'EJ.de for his :pettnu.ts. EOJtevejr, ziovt of tha Okln­

lu,11,i orop goes to the r~ket after the t1rst picking ~s 

ft~mers• •stook peanuts.• The bulk of' the cro.P ia sold by 

ttrowera ·Within a tew ~onths att~r the orop 1s ha,vesteH! and 

r,ieked. Little ls left 1n the gower•s hands after January. 

i:r:h.e usual result, b&for~ the wer, was tbet sore peanuts than 

the ~arket eou:ld res.oily e:bsarb we1."e oftared ju.st sfter tb~ 
J. 

opening or t1ie nev, season, a11d the priee th~4l1aed. 

llany growers !)?'eter tu etore their pQanuts in eo~ercial 

werebouaes, DO· they ettn ci'btein loans on the:A f'ro.m the we.re­

house man or troii:, ~ 'tu1nk:er. In Seyt·enbe·r • 1925• peennts 

were named es a storable product within the ~ea.nine of ·the 

lJ. e. f~i!\rehous~ Act. whieh is atlministfl!'..red by the United 

... I .... b j I J 

··• 
Harold J. Olay• Markst.in Peanuts and. Peanut Pro-

d ucjJh Miscellaneous Pub ioat on no. 4lfh u. s. De!)urt:'ment 
of .t.;gr,1.oulture, J,.grlculturfll Mal'.'"ketintr c:-errtee,. Waehingtoa, 
n. c. • iZep~ettoer. 1941. l?.P• 15-l.e. 



states Department of Agriculture. The primary purpose of 

this act was to estnbl1 ha for of arehouse receipt that 

would be acceptable gen r lly as collateral ror loan . 

6'1 

Orow ' rs. merchants , cleaners , or ah llers who store peanuts 

in warehou es under this act, are afforded seourity from 

loss , s the arehousemen are licensed by and bonded b1 the 

Government . 

Under this storage pr otiee , f armers usually receive 

loans ot from 60 percent to 75 percent ot the current :p:rice 

ot peanuts :from rehousemen or bankers and are charged an 

interest r ate of three percent . arehouses usual ly charge a 

s 11 monthly storage fee plus a small fee tor grading Hnd 

weighing and tor loading 1n and taking out the peanuts . By 

storing his peanuts the grower is able to hold them until he 

feels the price is sufficient £or selling. Usually are­

housemen sell peanuts when directed to do so by the grower 

and h then deducts the amount ot the loan plus interest and 
! 

other charges . 

During the war all of the peanut crop a purchased by 

agents of the Commodity Credit Corporation for dispo al or 

use according tog n::r..ent directives . Prices ere support-
3 

ed at 90 percent of par ity. 

Clay , QR• Ci t ., pp. 18-19. 
3,. 

uce T. Robb• ~ Outl ook l.2!:. Peanut .Producti on In 
Okla.home., Federal Reserve Bank ot Kansas City • eaearch -
Department , November , 1946, p . 24. 



,are: 

gents of the Commodity Cr di t or:poration 1n Oklahoma 

(A) South astern Pe nut Gro ers' ssociation, Go~man, 
Texas, sub-office, Wewoka, Oklahoma. 
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(B) Crushers (oil mills) S1Gn1ng contracts to crush tor 
theoselvos nd ass mble stockpile peanuts for 
Commodity Credit Corporation. 

(C) Shellers who sign contr eta to sell and ass ble 
stockpil e peanuts for Co.lll.roodity Cr edit Corpor tion. 

From purchases made. the C modity Credit Corpor tion 

made allocations bet een the (a) cleaners nd shellers for 

the edible trade . and (b) crushers for oil and meal . 

arehousemen for the 0 outhwe tern Peanut Grower s' Asso-

ciation were to be located in e h comm.wi1 ty here 500 tons 

or or e or ~eanuts er produc d if an oil mill or sheller 

did not come into the ar a and buy for immediate crushing or 

shelling. 

Local arehousemen receive stipulating payments for 

their services. These rates set by the CCC for SWPGA are: 

(a) 25 c nts pe~ ton tor ading and weighing. 

(b) V5 cents per ton for labor required for loading 
into warehouse. 

( c) 35 cents per ton p r month tor storage. 

(d) 75 cents per 4on for labor required in taking out 
of a.rehouse . -

• ~- Jacobs and c. t • Van Hyning, rketing Okla­
homa Peanuts . Form o. 39-855, cooperati ng .Exteruslon ork 
~Agriculture . Oklahoma • &. • College and United State 
Department or riculture cooper ting. 1943. 



Since 1946 th Co dity Credit Corpor tion ma.de no 

purcbo. ses except to sup:port :pr ie es or to rovide mar· eta. 

There are no lon or sh ller, crusher , or seed de ler 's allot­

ments or contr cts, unless 1t becom s neces ary to divert 

No. 2 shelled peanuts , and then ontr ct for crush rs 111 

be essential. 

Sine 19,o, producers may mark t peanuts in any given 

pl c or manner in which they choose and prices al"e e pecte 

to be supported et 90 percent of ptlrity which will assure 

peanut growers t lea t , 150 per ton or 2. 25 per bu hel , 

based on :i;rresent parity, with adjustm nt up or down dopend­

ing on type and grade . 

oducers may store peanuts in any of the approved pea-

nut il'arehous es and may receive loan on th according to 

government regulations . The follo 11ng ,a.rehouses in Okla­

homa were approved for stor ge of lo n peanuts , as of rep-

tember 16, 1946: 

Durant Peanut Comp ny 

udson oupply Store 

ufa.ula Pea ut re.rehous e 

'retumk Peanut '·arehouse 

Durant , Oklahoma 

Holdenville, Oklahoma 

Eutaula 1 Oklahoma 

·{etumka, Oklahoma 

Grady ·111er .tee.nut ~ rehouse Allen , Okl homa 

George korse Peanut Warehouse Calvin, Oklahoma 

~. 
Fre :.• Percy • ~ Pee.nut Proua • Production and 

.:iarketing ~emorand 'o. 46, u. s. Dep rtment of riculture 
Production and arketing 1n1stration, 1eld Branch 
Service , Stillwater, Oklahoma , August 20, 1946. 



Byars Peanut Warehou e 

St rt Peanut arehouse 

Stratford eanut · re ous 

Shawnee Peo.nut Co pany 

Union cotton 011 Conp ny 

Binger Peanut Warehous e 

Southern Oklahoma Peanut 
Oro ers• Assn. 

Ft . Cobb Peanut rehouse 

Konawa Peanut Company 

Farmer' Cooperative a.rehouse 

Yal Peanut arehouae 

East Central Peanut 
nd Storage ssn. 

keting 

Byars , Okl ahoma 

ntua t , Oklaho 

Stratford, Oklahom 

Shawnee, klahoma 

Prague, Oklaborn.a 

Binger , Oklaho 

i lson, Oklahom 

Ft . Cobb , Oklahoma 

Konawa , Oklaho 

D ant , Oklahoma 

Yale , Oklahoma 

trc le t er , 0 kle.homa 
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Lula Peanut 1 arehouse Lulu , Ckl hom 

Okemah Peanut ~arebouse Okem h, Oklahoma 

ason Hatchery Olao.ul ee , Okl homa 

Henryetta Pe nut ·.1a.rehouse Henryetta , Oklahom 

These i ehouses also serve s a ioc 1 market for 
6 

farmer 'stock peanuts . 

Other local markets , in connection with pe ut shelling 

or crushing plants , in Oklahoma , a.re as foll ows: 

Br i sto Peanut Co pany 

SW1ft and Company Peanut 
Shelling Pl ant 

6 . 

Bristow, Oklahoma 

Dur ant , O klahome. 

ed • Peroy , 1 oduot1on ml .1 arknting i emore.ndum 
-9. • .§.!., u. s . Depurtment ot gr!oul ture Production and r-
ket1ng Administra tion, Field Rervioe Branch , Stillwater , 
Oklahoma , September 25 , 1946. 



Woldert Poenut :Proc!.uc era co. 
Okmulgee Nut Ccunp$ny 

Choctaw Cotton 011 Co. 

I.one Stnr Peanut Co. 

Hugo,. Oklahorie. 

OkI:iulgee, Oklo.noma, 

1::e.Ut1ster, Oltluhoma 
'I 

Durant, Okla.horns. 
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Lo-00.l pee.nut narlcetn are likely located in other pli.H)E:S 

ovar the state since new 11".a.rkets a.re being established con ... 

tinttally. 

II. praciipg Peanuts 

:Peanuts o.re sold by v,cight anli are greded e.ceording to 

4att1age,. shrivel, and :fore1gn :netter16.l• The :rc.ethod of. grad.ing 

S:pc.nlab l,)cnnuts 18 d(3terminod by the u. s •. Department of 

Agriculture end ho.s been rcv1s~d soverHl t1ruen since they 
e 

\'\,"ere first issued in 1924. The rn.ethod for grading farm.ere' 

stoclt peanuts 'for 1946 and the prieo paid J?e!". ton :ror each 

grade sre given on the followir. .. B pages. 

l. Sap1plins Bulk Pe~ute Use peanut sampling tube. The 
tube-he.is .3 round wo~ en. filler. rut the filler in the 
tube, then ])USh the tube down through the peanuts to 
the botto111 or the load. or ao fur as :possible into the 
bulk of peanuts if stored 1n a bin. The tube is held 
in a slunting position with slots on thB under side and 
atter be1ng pushed down as tar as possibie, it is given 
e. halt turn to bring the slots on the .upper side.. This 
avoids unnecessary cutting and breaking ot pe,anuts. 

J'ohn,Haskins (Yice President, Durant Peanut co.). 
Personal Letter to the Author, April 7, 1947. 

8. --
Clay, QE.. Cit., p. 23. 
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Leave the tu be in the peanuts• but pull out the wooden 
fi.ller slov,ly, wo:rkir.::g the tube slightly back a:ud forth 
so that the per1nuts will run into the slots in the tube 
as the filler is removed.. Re1.1ove the filled tube, 
erni,ty into convenient recepteb'.':.e, and re_peat opertion. 
Be sure to take se;:::i}.)les from di ffereut places in the 
load to insure a representative aa.n.ple of the lot 
inspected. If sampling tube is not available, dig down 
into th.e load aua sarr.:ple by hand. 

2. .Samplins Sacked Peanuts: Samples may be tal.::011 by 
hand or scoop. In cases of lots or fi:fty sacks or 
:more, sat:j;les should be tal<en from approxivlately 10 
percent of' the sacks to be i1~spectod. In cases of lots 
less then fifty sacks, sa.nples should be taken from 
enough sucks to insure a re],')resentative sample of. the 
lots i11spected. In any event, cHre should be used to 
be sure a representative samplr, is drawn. Vary tlle 
portion of the sack from which the sam1?le is dravvn 
alternuting top, bottom, middle or side o.f different 
sacks. Be sure to take an equ.~l amount from each se,ok 
sem:pled. 

3. :rlix the sample thoroughly, spread out in thin layer 
and, divide into eguul quarters being careful to sae thet 
any loose shelled kernols, dirt ana fore:.i.gn material 
present ere fairly evenly di.stributed. 

4. Discard two op::posi te. quarters. t:ix the twu remain­
ing quarters. He:peat the g:uartering, discording,. and 
remixing operation until only about one :pound is lett. 

5. Vteigb eight ounces or one pound, (depending on size 
ot lot) on the percentage soale. The eight ounces or 
one pound, including 1'ore1gn t:.aterir"l and loose shelled 
kernels, will be the tull sample or 100 percent. Do 
not lose any peanuts or ad.a any to thissample. 

6. Sereen and sort the sample to remove the cirt end 
other foreign material: stetas, sticks, stones, sand., 
loose hulls, etc. Weigh .• showin6 peroentage in sample. 

? • 'ifieigh out exactly four ounces of the cleaned pea.nuts, 
being careful tho.t o proportionate nu ,ber of loose 
shelled kernels are included. This portion of the 
sample will be used to detern::ine the "sound mature 
kernel eont en t. lt. 

a. Shell the four-ounce sam]?le by hand. i?lace allot 
tbe kernels, 1nclud1nG any loose shelled kernelspre­
sent in the sa,..uple, on a screen hnving round openings 
16/64 inches in diameter. 
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9. Shake the .. creen vigorously from side to side until 
the small peanuts huv hao on opportunity to drop 
th~ough. (All peanu s passin through are weigh d and 
the percent ge recorded as small shriveled kernels.) 
The small :pe nuts pa sing through the screen a.re uto­
matioally excluded tro the sound ature kernel " 
classification for White Spanish tYJ?e peanuts under 
this program by the def1n1 tion in the 1946 CCC Peanut 
Progr contracts. 

10. From the kernels riding the screen, pick out, igh 
nd r cord peroentag of runag d peanuts . 

"Damaged kernels" are: 

(a) 
(b) 
(c) 

(d} 

(e) 
(t) 

( g) 

Kernels which are rancid or decayed. 
oldy kernels . 

Kernels aho ing sprouts o er 1/8 inch lon 
However. all sprouted kernels , the sepa-
rated halves of which show dee Y• shall 
be ol seed a.a daz:ie.ged. 
Dirty kernels where the surface is dis­
tinctly dirty and the dirt ground in. 
7ormy or ~orm-injured kernels. 
Kernels which sho 1 a yello discoloration 
when the skin is removed .• 
Kernels having skins which show d rk 
brown discolor tion , usually netted and 
irregul r nd affecting more thnn 25 ~er­
cent of the skin. Kernels having skins 
which are paler or darker 1n color than 
is usually characteristic of the variety, 
but ,hich are not ctually discolored 
shall not be olassed ao da.t1.aged. 

ll. 'eigh the "sound mature kernels" which aro those 
riding the screen 1th the dama ed kernels removed. 
Record the percentage . 

12. The remainder of the unused sample shall be re­
tined by the purchaser for a period of 30 days , or for 
a shorter period as my be design ted by the ccc•s field 
representative . It should be arkod with the grower's 
name and address . date and pla ce of inspection, to­
gether with a copy of the original cer tificate.9 

w. T. Parker, ethod .2!, Sampling~ Inspecting 
Farmers ' Stock Peanuts ~bite Spanish !IR!. Under !h.!!, 194& 
Peanut rrorJ:nm, CCC Peazn t For -413. u. s . Depart Jen·t of 
J grioulture Production and arketing Adm1n1stration, Fats 
and Oils Branch, Pe nut Division 1946. · 

Note: The term _.loose shelled kernels• used herein 
shall mean whole, split. and broken shelled kernels in the 
samples . 
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T LE IV 

PRICF ... LIST OF P TTS 
SP l! SH !D V~ L ·, CL ,· ST 0 ISSI SSIPPI 

1946 CROP 

Per Cent Peanuts Peanuts Pa.nut Peanuts Peonuts 
Sound Containing Contain- Contai n- contain- Contain-
i: ature Lesa Than ing in ing 5~ ing 6~ 
Kernel 3% Damage 3~ Dam ge 1, Damage Damag D ge 

60 $197.00 •194 .60 $192. 20 $Hfa .ao $l87.40 
79 194. 50 192.10 189.70 187.30 184. 90 
78 192.00 189 . 60 187 . 20 184. 80 182. 40 
'17 189 . 50 187 .10 184.70 182.30 179.90 
P/6 187.00 184.60 102.20 179 . 80 17'7 . 40 
'75 184.50 182 . 10 179 . '70 177.30 174. 90 
74 182. 00 1'19.60 177.20 174.80 172 . 40 
73 179 . 50 177 .10 1?4.70 172.30 169.90 
'72 177. 00 174. 0 172. 20 169.80 167. 40 
'11 174. 50 172.10 169 . 70 167 .30 164.iO 
70 172.00 169 . 60 167 . 20 164.80 162.40 
&9 169.50 167.10 164.'IO 162. 30 159 . 90 
68 16'1 . 00 164. 60 162.20 159.80 157 . 40 
67 164.50 162.10 159 . 70 1 57.30 154.90 
66 162.00 159 . 60 157.20 1 54 .80 152 . 40 
65 159.50 157 .10 154.70 152.30 149.90 
64 157. 00 154.60 152. 20 1 49 .eo 147. 40 
63 154.50 152.10 149. 70 147.30 144.90 
62 152 . 00 149.60 14?.20 144.80 142.40 
61 1 49.50 147 .10 144. 70 142.30 139.90 
60 14'1.00 14 . 60 142.20 139 . 80 137 . 40 
59 144.50 142.10 139. 70 13? . 30 134.90 
58 142.00 139 . 60 137 . 20 134.80 132. 40 
5'1 139.50 137.10 134.70 132. 30 129 . 90 
56 137.00 134.60 132.20 129 . 80 12?. 40 
55 134.50 1 32 .10 129.'10 127.30 124.90 
64 132.00 129.60 127.20 124.80 1 22 . 40 
53 1 29 . 50 127.10 124.70 122. 30 119 . 90 
52 127.00 124. 60 122 . 20 119.80 11? . 40 
51 124. 50 122.10 119. 70 117 . 30 114. 90 
50 122 . 00 119.60 11 'l . 20 114. 80 11' ,,o 
49 119 . 50 117.10 114. 70 112.30 109.90 
48 117.00 114.60 112. 20 109.80 107.40 

D duct from the above prices 10¢ per ton for each full 1% 
foreign terial in excess of 5~. 
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IMPORT.ANT: 

All types of peanuts containing '1% or more da.mage will 
be purchased on the basis or total kernel content at 
~l.70 per ton tor each full 1% total kernel content. 

Peanuts grading as follows: (Ta.ken from Ins:peotion 
l~omo:randum, CCC Pea.nut Form 416) -

Sound tlature Kernels 
Small Shriveled Kernels 

Totf4l D.amage 

Tctal Kernel Content 
-
80~ 

' 
In other words, total kernel content is the total per• 
ccntages of souud mature kernels,. small shrlveled 
kernels, end total da.~uge as taken froru Inspection 
r;1emoranaums. 

Tho total kernels content is then nultiDlied by $1,70 
as stated above. 

aci total kernel content :~ ~l. 70 eqW:tls to $136,00 per 
ton. :prio e to seller. 

Should the ;peanuts have exces . .:.:; foreign r:1a.terial. the 
deductions will be made as in f'igur1ng prices for 
,peanuts \vith de~ge less than 7ji,10 · 

10. 
This is an exaet copy of the form furnished 'by 

Ralph McMillen. manager o:r :the Bz·istow PeanRt oom_pany • Bris• 
tow, Oklahoma. 'fhis is the methoa used by the Bristow Com­
pany for grading und buying farmers'' stock peanuts, and is 
in oonf'ormi ty with s,peoif ica.tions for grading and buying, as 
ilet by the 1Inited States Depnrtr.ient of I..grieul'ture Produc­
tion and Marketing Administration.. 
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CHAPTER VI 

PROCESSING AND USS OF PEANUTS 

The .American peanut industry is primarily a food i ndus­

t r y concerned 1th the roduotion , processi ng, and marketing 

of peanuts as human rood . Other uses for p anuts are less 
l 

i mportant to the i ndustry, although , many or the are di s-

cussed in this chapter. The table on page ,o illustrates 

th many uses for peanuts . 

Since only the Spanish type peanut is gro n for the 

commerci 1 market 1n Oklahoma , th i s i ll b the only type 

discussed here . 

I . Primary Processing 

On leaving possession of th gro er , f armer's stock 

peanuts enter the warehouse , and silos of the shelling, 

crushing , storing , an~ di stributing agenc1 s . They are 

bought ecording to ade , although usually without benefit 

of accurate oist ure determination , and the grade largely 

determines the processing to h1ch they ill be subjected . 

If they yield , or can be blended to yield , a sufficiently 

1. 
Lewi s C. ·renshall • A Survey of the Research s t atus 

of~ Peanut Industr y , A Repor t to Naiional Peanut Council, 
Inc ., Southern es earoh Institute , Birmingh , Alabama , 
Februar y 1 , 1946, p . 33. 
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high pro:porti on of sound kernels they y be cleaned , 

shelled, and sorted to produce shelled stock for the food 

trade . If the proportion of kernels unacceptable fo r food 

'18 

use is so high as to ke it unAconomioal to produce shelled 

nuts, the stock is simply shelled and crushed for oil d 
2 

meal. 

After the peanuts tor food :purposes have been well 

cleaned and shelled, the kernels are o rried on belts to a 

sep rator consioting of a series of perforated screens o 

adjusted in size that peanuts of w. 2 grade and broken 

pieces of nuts fall through the sere n as the nuta of No. 1 

grad tall over them.. The occasional uncr eked pods are 

carri on b lt b ck to the sheller; and o. 3 peanuts 

(small kernels or pieces or peanuts unsuited for the o. 2 

grad} fall into a bag for crushing l ter . No . 1 and No . 2 

peanuts get additional cleaning by the use of osoellating 

screens and air currents , which blo aw y t he t rash as the 

peanuts mov along. 

From the screens separate belt conveyors earry the No.l 

and No. 2 size kernels to the picking tables, where undesir­

able nuts are removed by workers and placed with the oil 

stock. Then the nuts tail over the end ot the belt into 

chute that carry th em to the floor below where they are 

bogged . 

2 . 
~., PP • 19~ v . 
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Oil stock in Oklahoma consists ostly of screenings and 

pick-outa , nd is often called ~mill stock. " During recent 

years much far ers• stock has been crushed straight , includ-
3 

ing o . l grade nuts . 

II. P anuts Used on the ~·arm ------- - - -- ----
!any acres of peanuts are used on kl oma farm each 

ye • These pe nuts are harvested in the usual monner and 

part of the nuts and vines are fed to the farm livestock. 

The rest ot the r uts are hand picked from the vines and ar 

stored for roasting and cookery purposes •. ost far families 

save a fe sacks of the commercially picked peanuts for use 

in the home. Peanut vines for hay 1 s discussed in a previous 

chapter . ost eanuts remaining on the far are for hog-

g1ng~ purposes. 

Hogging Peanut a 

Peanuts harvest by hogging down ethods are a so 11 

i mproving crop providing t e physic al condition of the soil 

is not injured by letting the hogs root when thesoil is too 

et . Labor problems t harvest time c un be ~olved by og-

ging the extra aores of peanuts. ogs should be turned on 

:pe nut 1 hen they are ready to ha.rve t to get the ost 

3. 
Harold J . Clay, ,. ket1ng Peanuts and Peanut 

liacellaneous Publication No . 416, u. s . Depar ent of 
culture, Agriculture ·erketing Service, Washington, D. 
September , 1941. p . 37. 

oduota 
gr l-

e., 
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benefit tor the hogs , but if harvest for rket is delayed 

until pe nuts have sprouted the crop can be s lvased by •hog­

ging otftt at a later date . 

TWo acres yielding 1 , 000 pounds of poanuts 111 produc 

about 350 pounds of pork when whagged~ in the fall and bout 
4 

275 to 325 pounds 1! hogged" in December and January . About 

1 , 000 , 000 acre f peanut are hog eo off~ each year in the 
5 

United St tes . 

III. Peanut Fo . s / 

George Washington C ver has often stated , 

that if 11 vegetable foodstuffs were destr oyed except 
these two strictly Southern products, the peunut and 
the sweet potato , we could live on the alone and be 
perfectl y hearty , and we .ould still h ve a perfectl y 
bale.need ration for I. un and his ani a.ls-starch and 
sugar trom the sleet potato nd protein from the peanut 
-- and both could be prepared in so_ any different ways 
that 'the palate will no~ t!! nor the digestion suffer 
fro a onotonous sameness . • 

The de nd of war for more and more food of a highly 

concentrated nature s brought peanuts to the fore as a 

compa ct source of ene gy- produ ing nutriment. 1-eenuts are 

4 . 
E. R. Collins , L. L. UoLendon und others . Producing 

Pea nu ts For Oil , tar Series Bulleti n r o . 17, Nor th Caroli na 
s tate College of 11griculture ttnd Rngineeri ng of the Univer­
sity of orth Carolina and u. s. Department of Agri culture , 
Cooperating , orth Carolina _griculture Extension s ervice , 
Dtate College Stat ion , Raleigh , North Carolina , 'ebruary , 
1943, P • 13. 

5 . 
J ohn F. rah, ~The Increasing importance of the 

Peanut • .,. ~ llgricultur.2, Situati on, Volume 29 , o . ?, ash­
ington, D. c., July , 1945, pp . Ie-22. 

6. 
· Raclcam Holt, George ashington Carver . erican 

!§~~a~~: · 2~8~~!i~ay Doran and co ., Inc •• Gardeir"ci ty , N. Y. , 
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7 
recognized by the armed forces as a first class army ration 

and during the ar the armed services absorbed 
a 

pprox1matelr 

50 p rcent of our entir e peanut crop. 

In recent years about 72 :percent of the peanut crop has 

gone i nto the so-c lled ~ediblen tr de, lenving only 2 per-
9 

cent to be erushe d for 011. r the amount roil produced 
10 

appro imately 90 percent goes into edible product3. 

u·tri tlonal; Co ;posit! on 9.!, Pe nuts 

The edible portion of the peanut contains j or ropor-

tions of the three pri ry dietary necessities: Protin 26· 

to 27 percent, carbohydrates 17 to 25 rcent , end rut 45 to 

50 percent . Raw peanuts contain from tour to five rcent 

or oisture , ,hich is reduced during roasting to about hal f 
11 

this amount. Because of its relatively lo oisture con-

tent and high fat cont nt it is one of the most ooncentr ted 

food products , one gram supply .a c lor1 s . (Co pare 1th 

'l. 
Roy • arr!sh . ~Peanuts -- rter the \ar . ~ Annual 

Reiort 2t National Peanut Council . !!!£• , Atlanta , Georgia , 
19 4, p . 24. · 

a. 
'alter • Richards , ( President , National 

Counoil} Peanut Industry Needs Uni ted ~fort to 
''art1me Gains.'" Annual Re§ort £!. Jlational Peanut 
Inc. , 9~tlanta . Georgia, 1 45 , p . 3. 

e nut 
Prese:t" 
Council . 

Walter A. Richards , {Pre ident , 'ational Peanut 
council) "The Outlook ot the Peanut Industry . • southwest ­
.fil:B. Peanut Growers News . Vol. 5 , ro . 4 , Gor an , T xas , lay, 
1945, p . 3 . 

10. c. Lewis \~renshall , A survey of the R earch ""'tatus 
.2!. the Peanut Industry , A Ileport to tne National Peanut 
Council , Ino ., Southern Research Institute , Birmingho.m, 
Alabama, February 1 , 1946. p. 33. 

11. · 
Inc .' .~ i~~t~p~11~~0~n~ 9hl~Ee1~tt~{}rif~~si· 1~:118f8 \eo.n~t: ! ~ 
Peanut~ Their ooa Vyluee ...B£_ Ihterestin~ Recipes , Na ional 
Peanut Councll;-Iiic. , Atl nta , Georgi , 1 41 , p. 6. 
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beefsteak 2 . 3 calories, whol e heat 3.6 calories , hite 

bread 2. 6 calories , pure cane sugar 4 calories . ) In addi­

tion , it contains significant amounts of other substances or 
di etary importance including ·vitamins und. mineral • 

(Tho ft contained in peunuts is nutrition lly of high 

v lue. It contains an a.rple proportion (20 to 25 percent) 

of linoleio acid , hioh is regarded as u di tary essential . 

It is al.Ii.test completely digestible and , excluding vitamin 

values , has been sho ·n repe&tedly to be nutrition Lly the 

qu l of butter-fat . 

'l'b.e biological v lue of total p uut rotein has been 

sho n to be among th highest of the vegetable proteins , and 

allrlo t qu1valent to th t of' casein tro cc,; s milk . ..ore­

over , the amino acid co~ sition or peanut protein is such 

as to k it part1cul r l y ell uited to supplement the de-

f'iciencies of cer eal proteins . Peanut _protein is hiehly di­

geetible , either raw or cooked. The qu 11ty of peanut pro­

tein thus places peanuts far abov most other vegetabl~ 
12 

foods in nutritive •alue . It should be noted , however , 

that they are not considered to be so easily di eatible as 

.meat , nor is their protein of as high biologic v lue as that 

of dut and eggs. 

can serve 11 as 

lthough peanuts cannot replace meat , they 
13 

meat extender . 

""lrensh&ll , :p . Cit., A "'urvey or the Resear h Sta-
t 1ri oi ·the Peanut Industry , p 7 23-24. - - -
--y3:- -

Peanuts They Ju" Legumes . .. Consumers Research 
Bulletin , Vol . 11, ~ch , 1943 , p • 5- '1. 
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The carbohydrate content of peanuts is relatively low, 

averaging about 20 percent. ~his is made up of a number or 
substances including starch and sucrose {cane sugar), which 

are digestible. Pectin and cellulose, which are probably ot 

no value nutritionally, are also present . Peanut foods are 

sometimes prescribed for diabetic patients, because of their 

low content of digestible carbohydr tes. 

Peanuts are an exoell nt natural source or some of the 

vitamins required 1n human nutr i tion. In particular , thia­

min, riboflavin and n1cot1n1e acid are present in 1 portant 

amounts . The skin is especially rich in thiamin. Other 

members of the B complex, including pyridoxin and pantothenio 

acid , are kno to be present in peanuts . Peanuts are al­

most devoid of vitamins A, c, and D. They are, hovever, an 

excellent source of vitamin E , since pea.nut oil contains ap­

preo ialle quantities or substances {tocophorals) that exhi­

bit vitamin~ activity. 

s to minerals , peanuts contain phosphorus , calcium, 

and 1ron in amounts that are nutritionally significant. 

From a quantative standpoint they ppee.r to be a rich source 

ot phosphorus. However, a large part of the phosphorus is 

in the form or phytin, the nutritive value or which is ques­

tionable. The nutritional ava1l abil1ty of the calciwu nd 

iron present does not appear to have been established. The 

presence of traces of number of miner al. elements, 1nclud-

ing copper, baron, manganese , and zinc, has been detected 

spectroscopically. 



Other substanc s of nutritional portanoe which have 

been shown to be present to an important d gree 1n peanuts 

a.re choline and the phosphatides, 1 c1th1n nd cephalin. 

It is evident that a conaiderable amount of research work 

he.s be n done to determine the nutritive value of pea.nuts . 

84 

It is true that the hi 
14 

v.ell established. 

nutritive level of peanut foods is 

Peanut Butter 

Peanut butter is the most i mportant single rood product 

manufactured from peanuts at present , accounting tor approx-
16 

imately half of the peanuts consumed as tood. Th nuts 

are first roa ted then bl nched to r 111ove the skins . The 

hearts , hlch have a slightly bitter taste, are also removed 

by most manufacturers. The nut kernels are then ground , 

salt added and the resulting mass packed directly into con­

tainers. Peanut butter is usually made by blending to por­

tions of Spanish or runner peanuts with one portion of Vir-
16 

gini peanuts to secure the most desireable consistency. 

14. 
renshall , .2J2..• Cit ., .:_survez of ~ Research 

Status ~ lli Peanut Industry , P.P• 24-2!:'" 
15. 

Ibid., P • 29. 
l • 

J . G. Woodroof, Helen li. Thompson, and s . R. Cecil, 
Improving the Qu lity or Peanut Bu~ter, Bulletin 2 z, Geor­
gia Experime'iit St e.t!onof the University of Georgia , October, 
1945, :P • 1. 



The avera use of peanut butter is about three pounds 

pr person per year . hi is v ry s ll in co par1 on with 

similar quality foods . Greater co sumption is anticipat d 

throueh a dit1onal us s , lo cost , nd va1labil1ty of or 
17 

and oetter gr de peanuts . 

!lU.ch res arch has been carried on 11th a vie to 

proving peanut butter. Th principal objectives have been 

to pr ent oil separation, to overcome the characteristic 

"clo ng• in the outh , nd to retard staleness or rancid-

ity. The patents issued show number or ys in hich im-

prove ents huve b en de; ho ever, in spite of the consid-

ere.ble amount of a ctivit thus evidenc d , .moet of the peanut 

butter on the market exhibits in ome degree the r ults that 

these inventions are intended too ~rca.n . It i s therefor • 

doubtful if any holly satisfactory solutions h ve b en 

found , and current research programs are knoin to be still 

working toward overco 1ng these faults of peanut butter . 

evertheless , grent improvement has been d in this valu-

able food _product and further res ch 111 no doubt n ble 

nutacturers to serve a sti l l botter product to the consum-
18 

er . 

17. 
1od1ne Muchbanks . (Home Economist . Nati onal Peanut 

Council . ) ~Let's Be Practical 1t h Peanut Products . ~ Peanuts 
Their Food Values and Interesting Recipes , National Peanut 
Counci r;-I'nc ., t l aiita , Georgia , 1941 , pp . 29 - 31. 

18. 
Wrenshall, 2.:12.• £.!l.. t A Surv•x Of ~ Research 

Status .2f. ~ Peanut Industry , .PP • 29- &>.° 
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s~lted ~ Confection Peanut~ 

Approximately one-third of the shell peanut production 

a.p:pears on the market s salted :peanuts. e:parat1on in-

volves cooking in peanut oil and salting. Coconut orb ssu 

oil were used in this :process before the war . Spanish :pea­

nuts are usually s alted 1thout removal ot the skins, others 

are blanched. 

Some 20 :percent of the shelled peanut :production is 

shipped to Chicago and the Northeast where it is used by 
19 

candy and other confectionery manufacturers . Great improv 

ments are continually being made in confection products 
20 

through moisture control and improved blending ot ingredient 

Peanut .Q.!! 

Before 1940, less than 10 percent of the peanut crop was 

crushed tor oil. In 1940-41, under the stimulus of the 

government-sponsored diversion program, 35 percent of the 

crop was crushed and that amount has not been exceeded in 
21 

reoent crop years. pproximately 90 percent of Jl.merican 

p nut oil production goes 1nt~ edible products, vegetable 

shortening and oleomargarine accounting tor most ot it. 

Marsh, QR_. £11•, p . 18-22. 
20 . 

J . G. ,oodroof , 8. R. Cecil and Helen H. Thompson! 
The Etteot or oiature on Peanuts and Peanut Products , Bul e­
'ffii No. 241-;-Georgia Experiment station or the university 
System of Georgia, ay, 1945, .PP• 1-23. 

21. c. L. Wrenshall Industrial Uses or Peanuts and 
Peanut Products, Chemurg!c Reprint Series no:- 45, Southern 
Research Institute. Birmingham, Alabama, y 15, 1946,p.l. 
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Perhaps the lea t developed of 11 ex1st1n peanut too4 

products is :peanut oil. In ddition to its valuable nutri-

tive oh oter1st1os , alre dy mentioned. it bas the virtue 

ot being n excellent cooking nd sale. oil for g neral use . 

It is readily refined and has excellent keeping qu~lit1es . 

It h s the highest smoke :point, the least tend.ency to absorb 

or impart fla ors , and the lowest cooking loss of any oil 
22 

available for culinary purposes . 

h shelf-lite of p 0snut oil has been greatly extended 

by addition or on tenth of one percent lecithin to the oil 

tort rd r nc1d1ty , By the add1t1on o~ one or to percent 

o t flour or the equiv lent of o t extraet. peanut oil can 

b kept one or to years , respectively. Th use of refrig-

r tion here it is po s!blo 111 accomplish the best 

results and should be used as uoh as :possible under all con-
23 

dit1ons . 

eanut oil bas the dis dvantage or becoming cloudy and 

event lly semi-solid on exposure to retriger tor tempera­

ture. This property has p actically excluded it trom use in 

the commercial manufactw:- e or tood emulsions suoh as mayon­

naise , which ust be perfectly stable in refrigerator stor• 

ge. The Southern Regional Research Laboratory has 

.rem:tha.11, 0.P • Cit ., A ,urvey of 1h!, Re earoh 
Status-~~ ?eanut In uatry ,-pp . 30-3I:'° · 

23 . 
J . o. voodroof , Heten H. Thompson , ands . R. Cecil, 

Peanut Oil , Bulletin o . 241 , Georgia E periment Station of 
the Un1ms1 ty System of Georgia . July, 1946, PP • 2 - 24. 
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develo od a proe ss of oolvent interizat1on hereby 80 per-

cent or the origin 1 p0anut oil can be recovere s prod-

uot ntir ly suitable for th rnanuf ctu e of mayonn 1 e and 

s ad dre sing or for eneral table us . This process 1 

highly s1gn1f1oan as it opes u a new industrial fiel 

hioh annually con$ es over 2CO llion pound of oil . 

In view of its known vi lues and the pos ibilities 

opened up by solvent 1nterizat1on ther sees to be 

chnnee for peanut oil to compete successful ly in the fiel d 

of ..,elect cooktn nd sal~d oils. ·~:he development of this 

~oss1b1lity in conjunotion ith the manuf cture or peanut 

flour is perhaps the greet st single opportunity that exists 
2 4 

for the xpa.nsion of the peanut i ndustry in the food 1'1el d . 

All No . 2 grade peanuts er e required to be crushed for 

oil in 1944. This served the purpose of assuring the much 

need d 011 supply nd also assured. the public that food pro­

ducts ere mud fro ro . l .P anuts . If this pro.ctiee con-

tinue the use of only io. 1 grade peanuts 11 gr atly i m-

~rove the qu lity of pe nut food products , furnish e good 

quality oil for oil food products , and make avail able 

greater suppl:r of lo grade oi l fr No . 3 grade pea.nuts tor 
25 

ind. str ial purposes . 

24. 
\frenshell, ~ · Cit .• L Durvey of the He earch 

Status £!. tho Pennut ___ IndustrY, -p. 31. - -
25 . 

r sh , .Q.'E.• Cit ., PP • 18-22 . 
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As a gen ral tood oil, peanut oil will meet 1th com­

petition from cottonseed, corn, soy, and other food oils. 

The determining factor 1n this competition will be economic 

rather than preferential as the oils ve.ry little \: ~hen used 
26 

in the nufacture or most roods. 

New Peanut Foods -------
The most obvious possibilities of expanding the arket 

for peanuts lie in the rood :field, through the provement 

ot existing food products and the introduction of new toods 

made :from pe uts or containing ub tantial proportions of 

_peanuts . 

potentially important peanut food that h· s alre dy 

been developed but not yet widely ex..,.loited is peanut flour. 

This product is a highly concentrated source or protein and 

v1t ins that should play a natural part in any program to 

improve the health ot the nation through better nutrition. 

It is ideally suited to supplement cereal flours . It is 

also a practical intermediate product for use in the manu­

facture of soups , meat substitutes and extenders , infant 

foods, and other specialty food products . The production or 
peanut :flour would provide an ideal accompaniment for a pro­

gram to extend peanut oil consumption and these to programs 
27 

should be considered together. In 1944 only one 11 waa 

26. 
Wrenshall , £12.• ill.• , Industrial !l!£!. !2!:. Peanuts ~ 

Peanut Products , p. 2. 
27. . 

- enshall , ~ · ill•• _ Survey .2!. !!!.! Research Status 
.2!. the eanut Industr;x: , pp. 31-32. 



ma.king peanut flour nd it as having trouble meeting the 
28 

de!?l3.nd. 

ny new foods from p nuts ve been developed in 

rec nt ye • oat or these er de by od1fy1ng po nut 

90 

butter in form and fl avor by the introduction of th r food 

products an flavoring substances. Gorge· shington Carver 

pre ented 105 ays of pr paring pean ts for h en consump-
29 

tion. In t h1 connection, it 1s ell to realize th t the 

poss1b111t1ss h ve already been explored. A survey or the 

p tent literatur reveal that proposed addit1on to ground 

peanuts include: water. a variety of fruits, various cereal 

products, cheese, eggs, cocoa; oo ndi e ts, sugar , honey , 

olives, m lt extr ct, syrup, bran, ilk, sweetened condensed 

ilk, egg yolk , edible oil, edible cid, dextrose, yeast, 

v n1lla and a1m1 r flavoring extr eta, chocolate, ilk 

powder, arrowroot starch, starch jelly, d, vegetable gums. 

Doubtles , any other possible binations have been tried 

tm.t never re ched the atent stage. It is evident, there­

fore, that practical results are not likely to be attained 

by simple kitchen exper1 entation , but that detailed study 

by competent technologists 

results. 

ll be re,-iuired to produce 

28. 
"The P nut Open Ina. ustri 1 Vistas.• 

Record , Vol. 113, June , 1944, P.P • 38-41.. 
29. 

nut aoturers 

George w. Carver. How to Grow the Peanut and 106 
!!:l!, of Prepar ing It For Human consuiiiptioii, Bulletliil 0:-31, 
Experiiiient StatlonTuskegee Institute, Alabama , June , 1925, 
Eighth Edition January, 1942, pp. 8-30. 



A recent pro ram t t he Georgia Exp ri ent Stati on h s 

given systematic consid ration to the modifi cation of peanut 

but t er , as to taste, consist ncy , nd stability . by the in­

corporation of other food pro ucta . ,:any eo binat101 s ere 

studied., some of which appear to bnve considerable r .or.c.ise , 

requiring only a little further developm nt to put them on a 

production b sis. other laboratories , including thoa of 

canning concern• ar e also kno n to be coaducting develop­

ment work on peanut foods. Cnnn d v getable co binatipns, 

meat substitutes, cheese i mitations and breakf st food are 

among the products that have been suggested as possibili t ies. 

Products such s these obviously rosult from more complicated 

manufacturing processes than peanut butter combination nd 
30 

re uire co respondin y mor el aborat technical d velop::n nt . 

I . Industrial !l!!!. 

Strictly industrial outlets for pee.nuts huve never 

ttained importance. The materials produoed which a.re not 

suitable f or human food can be regarded as by-products of 

t he peanut industry and as such, go into industrial uses. 

These i nclude the shells, skins , an h rts that re sep ra­

ted in pro-ceasing . inedible grad s of peanut oil, ess oak , 

and inedible grades of peanuts. For the ost part they 

30 . 
Wrenshall , Qi!. Cit. 1 A,. Survey .2! the Research St a ­

!1!_ 2f. ~ Peanut InC1\1Stry, p . 32. 



enter relatively low class uses such as feed , fuel, and soap 

stock. any a.ttem:pts have been made to develop additional 

uses of these products . 

In thinking of industrial uses for peanuts , crushing 

tor oil and me l immediately eomes to mind. From time to 

t1me in the pat crushing ha. served the peanut industry as 

it 1t were a purely industrial outlet , having the ett ct ot 

removing surplus peanuts trom the food market . etually, 

peanut oil is largely consumed 1n the manutacture of food 

products and the meal is a nutritious protein concentrate 

used as an ingredient of livestock f ed. Although they 

already serve these important uses , peanut 011 and meal are 

logic 1 materials to consider for possible industrial devel­

opment . 

Peanut hulls constitute the most important by-product 

ot peanuts, being produ ced in large quantities at both 

shelling and crushing establishments . P anut skins are 

produced in significant amounts in all proces es that in­

volve blanching, such as the manufacture of peanut butter, 

salted :peanuts , and peanut candy. Peanut hearts (or germs) 

are separated from the blanched halves 1n peanut butter 

manufacture and to so e extent in other processes. 

The accumulation of peanut hulls at specific locations 

appear to f avor industrial use . Ho ever, i t is considered un­

likely that the amount produced at any one plant is suffi­

cient to make processing profitable. Therefore , in looking 

toward industrial utilization the cost or t r ansportation to 



centrally located pl nta should be taken into consideration. 

It is difficult to ke an est1m te or the production or 
hearts nd kin. Peanut butter anufacture is the princi pal 

source of these .Products . On the assumption that hearts and 

skins each constitute about three percent of the ·eight or 
the shelled stock processed, pe nut butter · ma uracture ould 

yield 12 to 15 1111on pounds of e ch . Ho ·ev r , thi produc­

tion is mor widely spread throughout the country th that 

of peanut hulls , making 1ndustr1al utilization or these by­

products even mor difficult. 

The possibilities of processing hole peanut kernels tor 

industrial uses should not be overlooked . ny of th 

studies lookln toiard industrialization o.r based on whole 

kernels. A syst can be contemplated under hich the 

choic t nut ould be separated from the helled stock tor 

food use leaving a substantial output avail ble for indu -

trial processing. As an alternative to the convention l 

crushing praatioe , these in ustrial grade nuts mi t be pro­

cessed by solvent extraction or other procedures not commonly 

used in this country to yield products more desirable f r om 
31 

the standpoint ot the industrial user . 

:.u. 
enshall , :Qit. ill.•, Industrial !!!!.!. !'..2£_ Peanuts 

and Peanut Products , p . 2. 
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Peanut .Q!l 

In Amer ica peanut 011 is ma.de by crushing the kern la, 

ski ns . and hearts i n a hydr ulic press . This process leaves 

trom tive to nine percent of the oil 1n the cake hereas th.is 

perc nt c n be reduced to four or rive percent it modern 

expeller press is used. In addition. it is possible by sol­

vent extraction to decrease the oil in the el to one per-

cent. lthough technical problems of thi last method h ve 

not yet been olved as tar as the oil 1s concerned . the meal 

produced th reby is superior . for the protein it contains 

has not been denatltt'ed by heat. 

Throu a combination of hydrogenation nd winterizing, 

peanut oil has been proven to be definitely superior to 

oliv oil as a textile lubricant. Addition l experimentation 

h s developed fro lo gr de peanut oil , a product exoell.ent 

tor sulfonat1on , thereby nga1n supplanting olive oil. 

Peanut oil is also used in soaps , shaving ere ms . cos• 

metics and pharmaceutioal a. Recently it has been used to an 

dvantag s am ssage 011 . especially for infantile paraly­

iia sufferers and as a carrier or adrenalin and penicillin. 

The oil has successfully found such industrial uses s a con­

stitu•nt of boring compounds, oil sprays , an as an agent tor 

leather impregnati on. 

Peanut oil has shown superiori ty in certain exper1men­

tal insecticidal applications . Crude peanut , cottonseed, n 
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oorn oils were found to be equal or superior to petroleum 

oil in the control of exioan mealy-bugs, while the refined 

oils were less effective. The addition of two percent of 

pa.nut oil increased the effectiveness of derr1s ... talc ix-

tures against pea aphids. e oxicity to the squ sh bug of 

derris, n1cot1n and other inaeetid s as mark dly increased 

y the use of peanut oil. Sprays containing one per o nt oil 

wer not injurious to the squash plants . These find1n s 

indicate the pas ibility the.t peanut oil might t1nd s1gn1t1-
32 

oant use in the fi ld of 1nseot1eides. 

Fe an u t __.J!!. 

Po~sible industrial uses for peanut protein as con-: 

tained in the meal appear to be important . Pr ctical pea.nut 

protein prep rations are obtained. by separating and drying 

the curdy precipitate that forms on acidifying the alkaline 

extract I for example by introducing sulfur dioxide. L ss 

drying is required if the curds are dewat red by~ rming to 

50 degr es centigrade before the liquid is removed. The dry 

prOduct can be readily dissolved in ater it the acidity in 

the curds 1s neutralized with alkali before drying. 

Present indications are that industrial require ents 

dll be met be t by undenatured meal ~roduced by solvent 

ex.traction, or by ess oa meal that has been subj ect ed to 

32. 
lbid., p . 3. 

\ 
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the least possible heat . Research indica es that suoh pro­

ducts as textile f ibers , ari1fic1al bristles, adhesive, 

oo tings, .Plastics, amino acids, and other protein der iva­

tives can be made from peanut meal. 

A potentially portant application or peanut protein 
is the o.nutaoture of textile tibers. This process in­
volves extruding a viscous alkaline dispersion of the 
protein through a rayon-type spinneret into an acid 
coagulating bath wh1oh y also contain other substance 
The yarn rormed by coagulation is treated with formal­
dehyde to harden the protein and subjected to stretchin 
action which is believed to induce alignment or the 
molecules . The viscosity or the original protein dis­
persion ha an i mportant influence on the properties ot 
the yarn produced . In common with other protein fibers. 
such as those l'.l'.18de trom casein and soy protein, peanut 
:protein fiber has the deficit ot low strength hen wet. 
It is somewhat wool-like in character and, in its 
present state of development. can be regarded as suit­
able tor admixture with rayon , cotton, or wool. Worker 
at the Eastern Regional Laboratory report that globular 
proteins, 1nclud1n peanut protein , can be converted 
into fibrous forms with greatly increased filament 
strength by means of heat and mechanical treatment. 

tif1c1al bristles have been Pf.epared from various pro­
teins t the same l boratory. 33 

Considerable success haa attended the developm. nt of ad­

hesives from peanut proteins and me ls , especially of the 

t ck.y e. nd wetable types . The rket tor re-wetable glues 

is enormous. This is ttested by the fact that one plant 

which carried out tests with products de at a s outhern 

L boratory, produces seven car- lo ds of gummed tape a day. 

Several xperimental batches ot peanut protein glue have 

recently been used in them nuraoture of g ed t :pe under 

normal operating conditions in one of the l rgest gummed tape 

33 . 
Ibid., p. 4 . 



plants in the United St~tes. These glues com_pared fe:vorably 

with animal glues and i'or certain sJ_)ee1al :vurposes are su-

perior. Batches. o'f peanut glues give high adheBive test 

values. PorticulfJJ? advl'.'.mtages of gu.."1lln.ed tape glues prepared 

from :peanut protein nre: Llell.t color, es:peoially when 

applied to white :paper; los£1 hygroscopic (Moisture re~taining) 

than aniu.i.al glue; more sani to.ry than anll:1al glue 1A1bich is 

prepare<1 frora non-edible packine house wastes. OtlH.U" expar-

imentet.ion tvith pt1an.ut :oroteius llas :produced r;ood glues thut 
34 

are eq:ual to present available glues. 

The preparation tr-om pee.nut meecl give rise to by-p:ro­

duots., the disposal of which would. effeet the economy of the 

operation. These by-products are the reLJiduul rueal a:i:.d li-

quid drained frm:1 the rreci19it!•ted protein.. r::-relirdnary 

worlc at the Southern ReGional Fesearch Laboratory cr.u3 else-

where indicates that the meal residue can probably be used 

1n stock feeds. lndioations have also been obtained that the 

liquid ce...n serve as a =nedium :for tlle culture or 1ee.st thus 
55 

producing additional material o.f high feadine value. 

Peanut oil residue,, or press co.ke meal, eontnins from 

40 to 50 percent protein and serves as an excellent feed for 

all livestock. :experiments show that _pee.nut m<-ml gives ex­

cellent results 1n ndlk :product.ion when fed to dairy cows. 

34. 

39-41. 
,iThe. Peanut Opens Iridustrial Vistas," .Q.:Q.• ill.•, pp. 

35. 
V1renshall, QJ2_. Cit., Industrial Uses For Peanuts 

~ Peanut l"'roducts, PP•· 5-6. 



Best results a.re obta1ne4 whezi a 1ix~ure Of peanut eal · n4 

cottonseed meal ls fed .. Excellent results are given when a 

i l.Br mixture ls fed to beel:t cattle . swine and sheep. 

Expe:ri ents in Oklahoma and el where prove that peanttt 

meal ean eucceastully replae a greater po.rt or the higher 
~ 

priced enhtal protein 1n poul'try t'eed. 

Th& prittc.1pal wui of peanut hull• et preaent !.a f'uel for: 

~he :proeessing :plant boilers and u uch t.hey h&Ye a value ot 

t-rom three to tour 6ollare e ton. !he hulls sr aloo usetl to 

dilute pe nut meal mum a lower prote1n ooatent is desired, 

es poultry litter. l1•estoek bed41n • in bran f'ar mixins with 

tee.ts, as tert111zera,, a.a m.tlc:h, and as a soil nonctit1oner. 

A ·cork substitute calle4 Y..orsetll made tl.-'om peanut hull.s 
37 

-.-1u, 1n all probabilltr, be on the a&rket soon. 



rts.tty :people ~re of the opinion that the ponnut industry 

in Oklahoma is only teEn;:ol"a.ry.. They feel thnt eris noon l:iS 

tortltcorni.ng,, 'the 1ncluat~/ "MVill be on its W:t:/'I out. .Furmers, 

themselves, do not ex:peot ;,:rftsfw.t p:rices to bold, ~11d most 

of theis af.,re.t1 that pe;.uiut acreeg0a will be mJ11.tev~hat redU(Hld. 

tThntever ~Y be the truth. t>(igardine; this 11attor, t.btiire ean 

ba little tlou.bt thi:;.t the .tu•iee tbe ft.r;ner will .reee1 ve in 

tlle r.ost :tm::po.rtant single factor deterziiuine;. rutm~e proclue­

tion .• 

ceived tor the 1945 crop v.·us nbout ~160 a ton. or eight. 

cents ti J)OWld. Flete:renee to tl:u3: trible 011 puge 52 wil.l show 

toot tlils wcs less tlu.m the JJriee in 1919 end eo~:1pares ,vith 

a'bout f'ive cents 1n the deco.de of the if'tlenties. It is some• 

whti.t :more t~n double the Jft·.ice obtained imrr.i.edit~tely before 

the war. In oontriutt with tJ1e :price o:f J;)eanuts,. present 

prices of cotton, whe:tt., Hnd corn are about three tiwfJta 

those of' 1939. The t1epartn:ent of' t:..gricult.ure h~;.s estab­

lished B parity price of 9 ... 65 cents for the 1946 :pe~n:ut 

erop Eind. will su.pport the mi1rket a 't 90 perceut of this par­

:l ty priee. It ic not to be e'1:p:eote.d that tht-;Se prices tor 

peanutt3 will continue indefinitely. .It peanut prie(as fflll, 
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however, cot on. wheat, and corn prices are almost sure to 

tall. The question, th n, is not ht 111 h ppen hen 

pe nut prices tall, but hov pea ut prices will co ptre 1th 

tho e of other crops to hieh the f armer ght turn. 

Bankers,. county agents, soil conservation 9 ople, and 

tar ers over the state or Oklaho a re questioned concern-

ing the future or the pe nut industry and almost invariably 

they were of the opinion that peanut production will be de­

ere sed little, if post- ar prices or cotton and wheat ere 

reduced in comparison to peanut prices . 

mers ho have been gro ing peanuts tor m ny ye rs 

before the war er of the opinion that ore money can be 

deb growing pe nuts at 50 cents a bushel than 1th 

cotton t 10 cents a pound. ~he ne er farmers, interviewed, 

w re some ht less ce tin bout the future of peanut grow­
l 

ing. 

One writer points out that fifty concerns built n w or 

enlarged peanut processing :plants in the peanut growing area 

1n 1945. These firms thought pea.nuts had a pro fsing tuture 

beyond the current ar period . Such plants cannot be paid 

tor 1th the profits of one or two years operation. This 

writer also points to the 100 :per cent incre se in sales of 

peanut butter in A. & P. stores during the ten-y ar period 

following 1930, and the still more sensational incre se 1n 

the sales or peanut c ndy oduct , h ich hot upward 1800 

1. 
Bruoe T. Bobb , The utlook For Peanut Production In 

Oklahoma. , Federal Reserve"9Bank of K'aii'sas city , Research Di=' 
partment, Nov .ber ,. 1946, pp. 24-30. 
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percent4t l .. noth~r point this author gives in favor ot a 

stable peanut mark.et is the fact that;. after short;periods of. 

a.d.justment, peantrt.s emerged from both the War between the 

State~ and. the tir.st Ytorld War vdtb. many new e.nd pern:an·ent. 
2 

Other writers potnt to the outstandi.ng work now carried 

on by the Mational Pea.nut Council, and the more thaa 

1200,000 whieh they .spend annually toward torv;arding the 

peanut industry by a !ll"Ogrsm of reseGrch, education. publ1-
3 

~.tty• advert1$1ng .• and conference. 

Great emphasis ls now being :placed on the important 

work carried on by the southern Regional .Research Laboratory 

at New Orl~,ftn.e, and by various other research labora.tor'iea 

e.t State Experl:TJ.$.n:t stations, and tJniversi ties throughout 

the South. It ls believed that ne\1 iw.prove.d peanut products 

will afford a mueh v~·lder public aec·eptance to their use and 

that iEfprove.ments noiv b·eiDg made in farm machinery will com• 
4 

pletely revolutionize the ha.1•vesting of peanuts •. 

Growing peanuts tor oil J.)ur:poses, wi tbout the benefit 

ot government supported :prices, has not been very profitable 

2. 
Paul w. Qhapman,. (Dean. Georgia College ot Agrlc\ll• 

ture), "Will fbe Boom In Peanuts Last?tt uouthweat Peanut 
Growera Mews, Volume v. No. 4, May, 1945. P• i. . . . 

.3. . 
J'ames F.:.. Wood,. Arn1us.l Renart, National :Peanut coun­

cil Inc. , Atlanta, Georgia~ 1945..:194&. 
4. 

Paul w. Chapman., (Dean. Georgia college of Agricul­
ture). -Will The Boom In Peanuts .Last?~ country Gentleman, 
Maren. 1945, p •. 22. · · · · · 



to f!:r111cra in the J)~st. Future J;>Ossihilitles for growing 

1')f:>a!1:u:ts for oil rhe,.:y depend u·pon develo:pr11srrt.s :in the food 

r-.1.:ntl :lndur;tric,l uncs for pcan..ut 011 tend. mco.l .. 
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Penn.utn t1sod for induotri'11 :r.mr,~nt.:rn hc'.vo never been or 
much imports.nee; but :rece:1t discoveries ln this field. mny 

change this picture ill tho m~cr future. 

Oklc.hornn hru.:: t;! large .su.p:,ly of chc;ap saLdy l0nd often 

spoken ci.f n..c ty:picsl peemut land. So:m.o or this lr,11<1 is: 

v1h:e.t is k.no.,,1n as "blot;:,• s:a-..nd:tt -- sand th~ .. t shifts easily with 

the wlnd and ec,ntnins very little orgcnie material. Wnile 

this land hns been :producing peccnut,s, noot of the soil con­

servation authorities feel thut wtiat little orga.r ... 1c .mntter 

it contains is being depleted ravidly. It 1s undoubtedly 

true, nlso, th.at in tho urge to raise :peanuts at !,}resent 

pr::i.ees a verzr lt"rge 11nrt of the better lona. in peru1uts is 

being exploited.. 1-tany thoughtful :peOJ)le a.re groe.tly dis­

turbed regarding :present soil prnctic es and peann.t produc­

tion in Oklahoma. 

Probably the most important difficult.y is the large 

nwnber. of tenant fa:r1n.ers. Tb.e eenous of 1940 showca t,hnt 

54 :percent of fa.rr1 operators in vklnhon1e were tenants and it 

1s tile judf'72ent of locc,l p€ople thet tt.e f igu:re is ne£..rer 75 

peroent in the arens where mcst of t.b~ cpisenuts are grm:m .. 

The te:no.nt h~s 11 ttlc interest in the leu:1 -- tbo rr-ti.ny o-r 

them fare here today e.nd s0Ii'..€1V1,here else toinorrm;. A eovor 

Crop requires U C0ll8id€:ra,ble invest.m:ent in the for.rt Of seed 

snd labor. Strip farming ia distf-lstetul to tc:o.ny rarmers, 
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tor ther re easier ways ot farming . Sound soil pr ctices 

are po sible only with the better class or tenants , and un­

tortune.tel_y uch tenants 4re in the minority. 

o on s e to doutt that, 1th proper soil manage-

nt, eenuts can e orked into soil-building program. 

·erme~e are learning to reiee ~eanuts an to take care or 
the soil ut a t b st it is a low proce s. Obviously there 

is little future for peanuts in Okl-ho a unless they tit 

into a long-r ng farm p o • Such pro 1 outlined 

o;,1 pa e 28 or tbi thes1 • · oil cons er a.tion is at he 

he rt of this peanut quest ion and it sees evident that the 

fu ure ot th p nut industry in Oklahoma ill depend large­

ly upon what is don tow rd maintaining soil fertility ot 

th f ar land. Continued o 1ng ot pe nuts 1n this state 

without dequ te c r of the soil c n easily do et 
5 

dame e . . 

5. 
Robb• ~ · Cit., PP • 24-31 . 
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