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Prefice

PREFACE

Toduy. onty about 3 percent of the American popula-
tion five or furms. Yet. many people stifl hsve an inter-
est i agricuiture and are eager to learn - out their
mation’s rural herttage. Still. while agricultural tools and
implements can be studied at several major technologi-
cab musesms. state and local kistorical societies, or
living historical farms, no single museum presents a
comprehensive collection of Amervicon agricuitural
techaotogy for public viewing, Furthermore. farming
mrethods are altered over time as changes are made in
sgricudtural science and technology. Consequently,
mrey Lols and implements that were once commonly
et and understood By the mujority of Americans are
now only vaguely recognized. if they are remembered
or idenrtied at all. For voung Americans who assume
that milk originited in plastic bottles or that hamburger
v produced 1o tast food restaurants, the agricultoral
past i completely alien,

Because of the interest of many and the need of some
o iearn move sbout Grming, my intent is to provide a
husic reference about technoelogical change in Amert-
cun agricttture, Specifically. my purpose is to trace
technological change from the days of hand power
throtigh the seeum age. or approximately from the colo-
nizt period o the beginning of the First World War, In
ereder to define an alimost boundtess subgect, | have
fogtrsed on the basic tools and implements used for the
praduction of cereal grains, hay and fodder. [ have
brroudty detined farm tools to include not only hand held
and maniputated objects. but also implements and
muchines which enable the farmer to produce more
efficiently und more sbundantly than he possibly couid
without them,

Any endeavor to cover such a broad expanse of time.
of course. presents many problems. the most serious of
which is to provide a comprehensive survey without
becoming cither overly detailed or superficial. Space

timitations for the number of tools and implements that
can be ilustrated also present problems. Consequently,
1 have not attempted to discuss or list every implement
invented or used relating to the topics of discusston.
Any attempt to do so would be impossible. Nor have 1
tried to identify every inventor who first patented the
specific agricuttural innovation mentioned in the text.
Inventors were numerots, and the time between the
patenting of an implement and its perfection. manufac-
ture, and practical application was usuaily long. Con-
sequently. it is frequently impossible to attribute par-
ticulur developments to specific inventors. Rather. my
purpose is to provide u chronological discussion of the
technological developments which changed the nature
of turming and which stimuiated further innovation of
American agricultural technology.

I am grateful to Homer E. Socolofsky and to Chris
Duckworth for reading all or portions of the manus-
cript. and to John T. Schiebecker who has influenced
my thoughts ahout technological change in American
agriculture. Bob Walther at the Smithsonian Institu-
tion's National Muscum of American History gener-
ausly aided with the selection of the ilustrations. His
help wats beneficial Beyond proper recognrition. Hiram
M. Drache provided several of the photographs for
which | am indebted. § am thankful as well for the help
which [ received at the libraries of the Ohio Historical
Society and Ohio State University, and from the staff
members in the Still Pictures Branch at the National
Archives. [ am particularly grateful to Mary Ellen Hurt
for preparing the index. Lastly, I am indebted to Wil-
liam G. Keener, Associate Director of the Ohio His-
torical Society. for making this study possible.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Between the founding of Jamestown in [607 and the
beginning of the First World War in 1914, the tools and
implements used on the American farm underwent vast
vhange. Whether that technological change was re-
volutionary or evolutionary depends, of course, on
une's perspective and interpretation of the past, Noone
caun doubt. however. that, over time. technoiogical in-
vention profoundly influenced the farmer’s way of life,
Moreover. technological inovation gave o particular
shape to the American pzast. It is the shape of time and
the shape of change, and it provides an historical record
that cuaa be studied us profitubly as any written docu-
ment.

Technotogical chunge in American agriculture., how-
ever, did not just happen. No one simply decided to
build &4 mechanical reaper in order to harvest larger
acreages more quickly than one could possibly cut with
a cradle scythe. No one simply invented a machine to
thresh grain in order to dispense with the flail and win-
nowing basket. Technological change takes time. and it
depends upon three criteria. First. it requires cumula-
tive knowledge. Before anyone could build a steam
engine someone had to invent the wheel. Success in
technological innovation depends upon knowledge
gained from prior experience. An inventor draws upon

the past — accepting, rejecting. and synthesizing — to
shape a new idea into a workable product. Secondly.
technotogical change relies upon a perceived need. In
agriculture, as well as in other endeavors. the new
invention must clearty work to the owner’s advantage.
If nothing is to be gained, such as plowing more easily,
reaping more quickly. or threshing more efficiently,
there would be ne reason to adopt the new invention.
Third., the product of technological innovation must be
affordable. 1f farmers had not had sufficient means to
purchase a cast-iron plow, that invention wouid have
never replaced the wooden moldboard.

During the colonial age, the tools which the farmer
used were litile different from those employed by the
farmers in the Roman Empire. In colonial America, the
farmer or the local blacksmith fashioned most of the
required tools; or, if the farmer was wealthy, he might
purchase some of the needed tools from Europe. More
often than not, however, farm tools were fashioned at
home after British models, but those tools were usually
modified to meet [ocal conditions.

From the colonial to the early national period of
American history, the basic farm tools were the hoe,
spade. and plow for tillage; the sickle, scythe, and hand
rake for harvesting and mowing; and, the flail and win-
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nowing basket for threshing. Between 1790 and 1863,
however. American agriculture underwent rapid
change. Some implements. such as the plow, were im-
proved in design. and pew methods of manufacture
were deveioped. Iron replaced wood on many imple-
ments. and inventors applied the concept of inter-
changeable parts to farm tools. Some innovations pro-
duced new technological forms such as mowing
machines. sulky plows and self-rake reapers. In addi-
tion. power sources changed from hand to horse to
steam. Many inventions involved providing special sol-
utions for particular problems. Quickly. these specific
solutions became general solutions as in the case of the
development of a steel plow for breaking western
prairic sod. Soon. farmers in all regions wanted steel
plows for their titlage operations. Some tnventions sim-
ply enabled the farmer to perform necessary tasks more
efficiently than ever before, for example. the substitu-
tion of the threshing machine for the flait.

Most inventors did not build or manufacture their
tools and implements for immediate sale. If they lacked
capital. access to skilled kabor. and shop facilities. they
sold licenses to others who had those resources. Once a
new tool becume reasonably effective, farmers began to
use it on @ limited scale. Most farmers. however, were
reluctant to purchase implements that had not been
thoroughly proven. Others were hesitant to invest in
new tools and implements. if their lands were unsuited
for the application of that technology. Rocky soil in

Farm tools commonly used during the 1860s.

FARMING 000> UF THE PRL:LENT vIMi.
Ar chented by Losit B Beaniay & G, %5 3ate St, New laven, Conl.

New England and stump-filled ¢learings in Kentucky
made them wait urtil either the rocks and stumps were
removed or uatil the technology could accomodate
those special conditions. This hesitation quickly faded
during the Civil War, when labor shortages., high prices.
and wartime demands encouraged farmers to invest in
the new technology in order to produce larger crops and
to reap more substantial profits than ever before. When
the war ended. further techrological innovations con-
tinued to stimulate farmers to adopt additional tools and
implements.

Farmers, who were either unwilling or reluctant to
adopt the new technology, were coaxed continualty
into doing so by implement company advertisements in
agricultural periodicals and newspapers. by equipment
exhibits at agricultural fairs, and by demonstrations of
traveling salesmen. Agricultural societies, the United
States Department of Agriculture. and the land-grant
colleges lso disseminated information on technologi-
cal changes that would case the furmer’s burdens and
improve the efficiency and profits of the farm opera-
tion. Usually, if an implement saved time, cased toil,
expanded production, and decreased costs, farmers
were inclined to adopt it. Generally. they tended to
purchase the most indispensable implement at the
cheapest possible price.

Technological advance in one area, however, re-
quired comparable change in other areas. If. for exam-
ple. a farmer purchased a grain drill to seed more wheat,
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this implement coutd not benefit him unless he also had
the technology to reap a larger crop. If the crop
shriveled from heat or was destroyed by grasshoppers
or by foul westher before the harvest could be com-
pleted. the grain arilt did not provide the farmer any
significant advantage. Technological balance. how-
ever. hud been largely achieved by the mid-nineteenth
century.

By the turn of the twentieth century. technological
change on the American farm had been phenomenal. In
1900, someone barn at the end of the War of 1812 could
have been able to recount harvesting wheat with a
sickle. cradle. reaper. and binder. One could recall
threshing the crop with a flail and separator as well as
terning the furrow with wooden, steel and sulky plows.
At eighty-five veuars of age. someone could remember

cutting hay with a scythe and mower and using a
wooden horse-rake and steel side-delivery rake to put it
into a windrow. Such a person might have watched a
combine operate or evenused one. Certainly. one could
give instruction about how a steam engine worked.
Indeed. no other aspect of American life was more
profoundly affected by technological change prior to
the perfection of the internal combustion engine than
was agriculture. Technological change in agriculture
contributed to the nation’s economic growth, released
farm workers for industry. and enabled the production
of an abundant food supply for urban America. No
other form of technological change wouid affect Ameri-
can life more significantly than that applied to agricul-
ture prior to the rapid development of the automobile
industry during the 1920°s.

AUTHOR’S NOTE

Severul years ago, Robin Higham asked me to write a
piece about farm tools in the Amierican West. His re-
guest excited and challenged me. Almost immediately.
however. 1 confronted the probiem every historian
must contend with when writing about the West. Sim-
ply put. Where is the West? Does it begin at the Missis-
sippi River. the Great Plains or the Rocky Mouatains.
Or. is it the line of demarcation stretching from Saint
Paul to Fort Worth which Gilbert Fite used for his
seminal study The Farmers' Frontier, 1865-1900. All of
these boundaries for marking where the West begins
seemed reasonable, but, at the same time, each was not
quite satisfactory for this study.

Confronted with a problem of definition, [ decided to
avoid it for the moment and to concentrate my research
on western farm tools anyway. Again, | was im-
mediai *ly confronted with another equally serious pro-
blem. It was that very few farm tools, used within the
scope of this study, were developed entirely in the

West. Virtually every tool had eastern antecedents.
Certainly, some tools were better suited for western
conditions than were others, and. ultimately, some
tools were perfected in the West. Still. these factors Jdid
not make them specifically western farm tools. So, 1y
problems compoundad.

Finally. the idea struck me (though hardly with a belt
of lightning), that there has always been a West. In this
sense, the West is a state of mind. This revelation will
hardly be new or astounding for historians of the
American West, but it did solve my problems. Cer-
tainly, from the time the first Europeans settled the
North American Continent, the West has always been
those lands which lay beyond. If not, I am badly mista-
ken.

With this rational in mind, my work proceeded
smoothly. For those readers, however, who do not
accept this reascning, | must apologize and urge them to
try again.

R. Douglas Hurt earned his Ph.D. in American His-
tory at Kansas State Universiiy. He has been a Smith-
sonian Feliow in the History of Science and Technol-
ogy, and he has taught at Texas Tech and Ohio State
Universities. His specialization is agricultural history,
and he is the author of The Dust Bowl: An Agricultural
and Social History (1981) as well as a number of articles
for scholarly journals. He is Curator of Agriculture at
the Ohio Historical Society,




Blurt: Cleapter - Fhe Plowman’s Tools

e T

Fhrough the ages. the plow hay been the most important tooi for gilling the soil, This New England furmer is ising oxen to pull an iron-heamed waltking or

vuistg plow, (George B Tingley photo, 1899, Library of Cosgress.)

CHAPTER 1I
THE PLOWMAN’S TOOULS

PLOWS

Through the wges the plow hus been the most impor-
tunt ugrcubturad tool, Indeed. without it fsrmers could
aot titl the soil und prepare their fields for extensive
agriculture. Although the plow is an ancient agricultural
tool. it underwent little change prior to the invention of
improved methods for making iron and steel in the
mid-mineteenth century. American plowmen, however,
aiways demanded an implement which required fittle
draft. that i, the amount of power needed for pulling it
i#s well as one which ran at a uniform depth. turned over
the furrow. and pulverized the soil. But. these demands
were seldom met before the standardization of design
and the perfection of interchangeable parts.

During the early seventeenth century. though. if far-
mers owned plows at all. they were usually British
imports or were crudely fashioned homemade tools.
Most beginning colonial farmers went without plows for
a considerable period of time. [nstead. they used hoes
and mattocks to prepare the seedbed, The Pilgrims, for
example, did not have plows until 1632 — 12 years after
their arrival at Plymouth Rock. Only a few miles to the

north, in 1637, the Puritan farmers around Boston had
anly 37 plows to tilt their ficlds. And. as e as 1642,
Rhode Istand furmers were still using hoes and spades
to turn the soil. Later. British mercantile policy inten-
tionally restricted the development of American indus-
try to make the coloaists reliant upon England for man-
ufactured goods. Consequently. colonial furmers could
either import expensive English plows or fashion their
own as best they could.

Because of the genera! absence of plows in colonia
America. farmers who owned one tilled their neighbor’s
fields. Or. the town paid a bounty 1o any farmer who
purchased a plow and used it to prepare local ficlds for
planting. Those farmers. who could acither afford a
plow nor hire their plowing done. fashioned plows of
their own design from the wood and metal available,
They commonly selected a winding tree and crafted a
moldboard from it. Ideally, the moldboard’s function
was to lift the furrow slice. turn it over. and bury the
crop stubble. This procedure would leave the plowed
ficld relatively smooth and in a suitable condition for
further tilling and planting. In order to prevent the
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Colonicl furmers in New England used the Old Colony Strong Plow to break virgin soil. The wooden moldboard was plated with thin iron straps to reduce
PRt etef to prevees S soil from sticking to e moldboard. The iron bar in front of the moldboard is called a cowdter. The coulter cuts the fiurrow slice
versicativ while tre mtoldbourd turny it over horizomtally. Eastern farmers continued to use the Old Colony Plow antit about 1820, 1t had « 10-foot hoam
and g 4-foor lardside tthe vide of the plow which rested against the soil when the moldboard turned the furrow). This plens reportedly made furvows stand
i like the riby of a leunt horse in the month of March.” (Smithsonian Institution.)

meldbourd from wearing out too rapidly, turmers plated
it with tron from worn out saw blades. hoes, and horse
shoes. Betore this iron could be attached to the
moldbourd. however, the local blacksmith heated and
pounded it into thin strips which were then nailed or
baltzd onto the face of the plow. The side opposite the
motdbouard. calted the tandside, was made from an iron
bar or strap, and the bottom of the plow was shod with u
thin iron plate, The shure or cutting edge of the plow
wits also mide from iron. The beam and handles were
wauden und were fushioned respectively from o tree
trunk and from crooked branches. All of these parts
were attached in o somewhat haphazard fashion, The
sii- or seven-foot beam was set at any pitch the farmer
desired, und the kandles were usualiy fustened at nearly
right angles — hoth practices of which gave the farmer
very fittle control over his implement. Two or three
voke of oxen were reguired to puli it. Even so. tilling the
suil with plows such as these required an extraordinary
amount of hurd work. and the process was invariably
slow, since the cotting and turning ability of these im-
plements was undependable, The net result was an
imperfectly prepared seedbed,

When the furmer’'s homemade plow broke. he had
fittle hope of repairing it exactly. Or. if a farmer had
purchased a particulary effective implement from a
plowright, he still had no guarantee that the craftman’s
repairs would return the plow to its former level of
performance. In short, if a farmer owned a plow which
easily cut through the soif and turned the furrow
smoothly and completely, it was because of accident
rather than from design.

Thomas Jefferson. who was a farmer, thought the

plow could be designed on mathematical principles so
that a standardized moldboard could be easily repro-
duced. Such plows would provide maximum tilling
ability and at the same time reduce the draft or power
required for pulling the implement — all of which would
make plowing easier for man and beast alike. At the
same time. scientifically designed plows wouid do a
better job of turning the furrow and kitling weeds, since
standardized moldboards could be fashioned for all soil
types. In 1798, with these goals in mind, Jefferson de-
signed o moldboard that would Lift the soil vertically
and, in a continuous motion, turn it over horizontally,
This moldboard, however. did not turn all »0ils in a
uniform manner, and it was never manufactured on a
commercial basis. Nevertheless. Jefferson successfully
demonstraied that a standardized moldboard could be
produced. provided the mathematical formula was
perfected for its design. And. while Jefferson made no
attempt to improve the technical aspects of the plow’..
sote. landside. and position of the beam and share. he
did recommend casting the moldboard from iron to
improve the plow’s cutting and wearing ability. This
was an important idea, because standardization of de-
sign could not be achieved by using wood, since each
plowmaker fashioned it as he pleased. Only metal
which was cast. wrought or molded in some fashion
would permit consistent duplication of superior design.

Jefferson never cast his moldboard, but, in 1797,
Charles Newbold, a New Jersey inventor, patented his
own plan for a cast-iron plow, Newbold cast the
moldboard. share and landside in one. solid piece. Al-
though Newbold proved that such casting could be
done, it was far from practical, Indeed, if any pari
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broke. as happened to the original model’s shace point
during testing. the entire plow became useless. If the
plow did not break. the share dulled guickly and the
farmer had to etther replace the entire implement or
sharpen it frequently. These unfortunate features made
the plow far too expensive for the uverage farmer.
Many farmers also apparently believed cast-iron
poisoned the soil, and encouraged the weeds to grow
and. theretore, refused to adopt it for these reasons.
Even though Newbold substituted a wrought-iron
share. the American tarmer still preferred the wooden
moldboard. Stitl. Newbold's invention was a major ad-
visree in plow concept. design and construction. Qther
agricultural inventors would build on his technological
centribution.

Several years kater. in the spring of 1807, David

bt 1797, Churles Newbold patented a cast iron plow. Newbold

fushioned the moldbourd, share, and landside in one salid piece.

This iftustration shows the Newbold plow from the landside. The
Newbold plow was oo cxpensive for the average farmer 1o afford
and many furmers believed that cast-iron poisoned the soif,

Peacock, also from New Jersey, patented a cast-iron
plow with three parts. The moldboard and the landside
were cast separately and a wrought-iron, steel-edged
shuare was attached. Peacock’s design was more practi-
cal than Newbold’s since a worn out or broken part
coutld be replaced. About this same time. the prejudice
against the cast-iron plow began to fade away and
Peacock™s ptows gained widespread popularity in the
middle Atlantic siales where they were used until the
eve of the Civil War.

The concept of standardized. replaceable parts is.
however. usually credited to Jethro Wood of Scipio.
New York. Probably because he was the most suc-
cessful inventor to market a plow with these features. In
i814, when Wood patented his plow with replaceable
parts. he probably knew about Peacock's design, be-

FAC-SIMILE OF THE ORIGINAL W(OOD PLOW.

In 1814, Jethro Wood patented an iron plow with interchangeable parts. Wood improved his design in 1819. The great advantage af Wood's plow was that

if one part broke, it could be casily replaced. (Smithsonian Instingion.)
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SHOVEL PLOWS

Phe shovel plow cohd be made by attaciting o wrought-iron blade, with the convex side turned outwards. 1o a beam. The shovel plow cut a shallow fir-
e, ced it was populer it the South fire dlling the soil. Northeen furmers primarily ased it for cultivating soil.

cause ke dind not claim that he had invented the principle
of interchungeable parts. In (819, however. when he
patented an improved design. he did claim a new
method tor joiming the moldbourd. landside and share
without the use of screws or bolts which were difficuit
to make or ¢spensive to obtain, Various mortise and
tenon juints atlowed the picces to lock together. A
steel-tipped shure cut through the soil more efficiently
and required less sharpening than cast-iron shares.
Woad's plow probably did more to ¢liminate the old.
chumsy, wooden plows than any other design to thut
time. and farmers were quick w purchase it. In 1817,
mare thun 1500 of Wood's plows were sold in New
York. A year ater, L0 plows were soldiand., in 1519,
the yeur he patented his improved model. New York
furmers purchised 3.600 of his plows. Wood's plow
remained popular for decadzs and stimulated other in-
ventors to fashion their own plow designs after his
model. Most of the plows patented for a long time
thereafter. differed very littie in their general principles.

Even though an estimated 10.000 plows had been
manufactured in the United States by 1820, the limited
advantages of the cast-iron plow prevented farmers
from quickly purchasing the implement on a wide basis.
Some farmers were too conservative or refuctant to try
these new implements since they had used nothing but
wooden moldboard plows all of their lives. Most, how-
ever, simply could not afford to purchase a cast-iron
plow. Cast-iron plows cost approximately twice as
much as a1 wooden plow. if both were purchased from a
merchant. If the farmer made his wooden plow at home
he could save even more money. Furthermore. plow
parts were not always readily available for the new cast-

The Carey plow way popular arong farnters in the early nineteenth
centry, This plow had o woeden moldboard plated with iron strips.
Acroughi-ivon sharve was attached in front af the moldboard to split
tere frrrene, (Smithsonian Institntion, )

iron models. because of poor transportation and dis-
swibution: systems in nineeenth century America. The
beaedits of interchangeable parts were of little value, if
the purts could not be obtained in the first place. And,
finally. although the cast-iron plows often turned the
furrow more efficiently thun wooden plows, they did
aot always perform as well as the best wooden models,
Generally. these early cast-iron plows had difficulty
penctratina the soil deeply and were able to turn only a
four-or fivc-inch furrow. Con-equently, even though
cast-iron plows required substantiafly less draft, ap-
proximately one yoke of oxen instead of the two or
three yoke needed for a wooden plow. many farmers
100k a wait-and-see attitude.

Although farmers increasingly adopted cast-iron
plows between 1820 and 1835, the wooden moldboard
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Some shovel plows, such as these manafactured by the Brown-Muanly Plow Company of Malta, Chio, were fitted with wooden break pins or springs.
When the shovel kit a solid obstruction, the pin broke or the spring flexed, thereby, allowing the shovel to bend backwards. This innovation helped

prevent broken or damaged shovels.

plow remuained a fuvorite. The Carey plow was perhans
the most extensively used wooden model. Although the
Carey plow’s form differed somewhat according to the
skill of each blacksmith or plowright who worked on it,
the general style was uniformly reproduced on a wide
basis. The Carey plow had a wooden iandside and
moldboard. Iron straps plated the moldboard and a
wrought-iron share was attached to it. The beam and
handles were also made from wood. All joints were
wooder and the various pieces were attached with
wooden pegs. Over time, these joints loosened and the
wood cracked or broke, all of which made plowing
difficult and repairs frequent. Still. the Carey plow was
popular in the North as well as in the South. With it, a
farmer could plow about one acre per day.

Many Southern farmers, however, preferred to use
the shovel plow above all others primarily because they
maintained their prejudice against the cast-iron plow.
The shovel plow. which had become popular in the

colonies prior to the American Revolution, was usually
made by the plantation blacksmith. It consisted of a
rough wooden beam into which another wooden piece
with an iron point was attached. Two handles were
nailed or pinned to the sides of the beam. The wrought-
iron point, approximately nine inches across, was
shaped much like a shovel with the convex side turned
outwards. A loop was welded on the back of the blade to
provide a place for the stock to enter. One horse or mule
could easily pull the shovel plow. It cut a shallow fur-
row and turned the soil both ways. The nearly upright
position of the handles forced the plowman to maintain
an erect, tiring position. One observer noted that using
a shovel plow was *‘pretty much like dragging a cat by
the tail.”” Nevertheless, southern farmers continued to
use it for plowing and cultivating until the Civil War,
particularly in the coastal and piedmont regions of
Georgia and the Carolinas. Nevertheless, while planta-
tion profits were primarily invested in land and slaves




rether than i sericulterad implements. many southern
formers began osing the Carey plow on an ever in-
crewsing b,

Ablthough plowrights fushioned moldboards iato
virtous shapes in order to meet the requirements of
different soifs. more adjustments were necessary. when
tarmers crossed the Appalachians and entered the rich
peairie fand of the Midwest. There. the tough prairic
sod mude the wooden plow useless. It would neither
penetrate the sod and cut the roots nor stay in
the soil. Conseguently, praivie farmers used another
plow totern o furrow, That tool calted abreuking pltow.
was simihir to the Old Colony Strong Plow which New
Engluad Bwmers used for breaking virgin soil. The
prairic breuker. popular from the §820s. through the
F840N was an immense. wooden plow plated with iron
strips to reduce as much friction as possible. A wrought-
won share and conlter were fitted onto the moldboard
arad beam to cut through the tough root system of the
griss. Soeme models had a long. sloping, iron
mofdboard, designed to dift the sod and tarn it over

completely inorder toexpose the roots to the air and kill
the grass,

The prairic breuker was a heavy plow. The
moldbeard alone often weighed 125 pounds. The
tourteen- or fifteen-toot beam and the huandles made it
even heavier, but this weight was needed since it kept
the plow from bucking out of the furrow as it struck the
fib¢rous root system. Two small wheels supported the
ptow beam in front and the depth of the cut was regu-
luted by a lever which ran from the handles to the front
of the beam. By lifting the lever the share would dig
deeper into the soil: by depressing it. the plow could be
ratsed from the ground. One of the front wheels ran in
the furrow and was from two to four inches larger than
the wheel which ran on the sod. This was necessary to
keep the beam level. Sometimes. several curved rods
replaced the moldboard. The rods reduced the friction
on the plow while lifting and turning the sod.

Plowing with a prairie breaker was slow, hard work.
even though it cut only two or three taches deep. De-
pending on the toughness of the root sysiem, as many s

Fore Carriage for Wisconsin Breakers.

This Fore Carriage is all steel except the lifting lever and rear post. The upright steel
standards are held in position on the bsam by steel clips and are securely clamped to an
1}4-inch steel axle. By loosening the axle clamps the axle may be set to accommodate any

width of cut from 18 to 24 inches.

The wheels are steel with three-inch tire, staggered spokes. Equipped with oil-tight, dust-
proof boxes. With these boxes it is an easy matter to oil the axles by filling the screw-cap
with axle grease and screwing same into place on the hub.

Advertisement for the Wisconsin Breaker, ( Smithsonian Iistitution.)
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Vi o vfern frrmters wsed d eavy Broaking plon to tarn the tongh, praieic sod. The motdboard was e from gy polisted iron or seclto prevead the
v froen ticheng Phe praine breaher onty cud several inches devp. Nevertheloss, three or four vorthe af sven were feedeo o prdl oS mithsonian
Fres bbiabiens p

B TRAT fodon Dreere balt o plove s o fnshly polisded weslit-iron moldbowrd wond 0 steel dneee . B easite cut tiroagh the proirie sod and
tarnted o farreny . Jedhis Fheere tnade this plioy i IS38 e it is prohably identical to the I837 modded. He did vor mahe astecl tehidbrocrd wntil
1840, [ he drisivey lieons e cutare Jodug Beere plosw  eSmichyonian Frstioatior )

From the (8485 10 the I860s . the Fushe plow was the peost popular tillase implement m Hee United States. This plow was bidlt e many sevies. B i was
chraracterized by a losger and oore carved proldboard than that found on orier ploves . The Bagle plow was owell suited for tarning o furrow fnmost soils.
tSethivonian Institulion_y




three to seven yoke of oxen might be needed to pull this
plow. I a farmer broke as few as cight acres during the
plowing scason. be was fortunate to have done that
much work. A hired breaking team could usuafly do
more. since the plowmen did not have other furm
chores to tuke up their time. A two-man breaking team.,
wsing three yoke of good-sized oxen and o twenty-four
inch plow. could tuemn three acres o duy. The share
wsirbly hud to be tuken to the blacksemith once a week to
be postided thin and sharpened. In between trips to the
Facksmith. the plowmen usually fited the share fre-
guently. generully ufter cuch round on an eighty-acre
field. Custom breuking teams had two shares so they
would not need to stop work while a boy took the dulled
share to the nearest blacksmith. Freguently. the plow-
men. " cold hammersd™ the share when it dulled. Todo
this. the share wis semoved from the moldboard and
pluced on a piece of wailroad ron which served as an
wpvil. The share wias then baummered thin and shar-
peted with u file,

Abthough plowing with a prairie breuker was slow,
the cast-ivon plow of the 1830s and 1840s did not give
the western furmer o viable altermative, becuuse the
sticky prairvic soil clung to the motdboard. The cast-iron
plow had twe problems which made it nearly useless in
prateie setfs. First, it did not take a high polish, Con-
segrenthy. the moldboard would not scour. that is, it
tended to hold sticky soil instead of allowing it to slide

or peel oft as the implement was pulled through the
ground. This caused constant delay while the farmer
unclogged the plow by s¢raping it with a paddle. Sec-
ondly. the cast-iron surface contained small cavities
known as blow holes which tilied with the clay-like soil.
This clogging caused unwanted friction which in-
creased the draft required.

About 1833, John Lane. a Lockport. [linois
blacksmith. made the first successtul effort to design a
plow that would not clog after the initial breaking had
been completed. Lane recognized that only steel. not
cust iron. would scour stitably to permit the moldboard
to turn a clean furrow. in order to produce such a plow.
Lane plated a wooden moldboard and share with strips.
of steel cut from an old saw. Lane’s innovation worked
better thun any plow tried in the prairie soils to that
time. He did not. however. patent his idea nor produce

By the late nincteenth century, steel breaking plows were widely
avaitable, This steel plow has a wooden beam and a disk counlter.

During the 18505 and 18605, the Michizan Double-Plow hecame popalur. The fromt share cut the furrow and terned several inches of soil. The larger, rear
shure cut deeper and turned o thorotghly puiverized furraw, (Smithsonian Institution.
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The cutky or viding plew became popdar in the trans-Missivsippi West during tre 18705, It enabled farniers to plow fuster than they conld with the walking

plene and 1o ride al the same time. The sulhy plow was an important tftage implement for farmers wha had leree aereages 1o prepare for seed.

cSmtithsernion astitution. j

his steel plows on an extensive basis. Steel was both
seiree and expensive, and it remained so until the Bes-
semer and open hearth processes enabled steef produe-
ers to increase production and reduce the price. Even
su. other agricultural investors hegan applying Lane’s
discovery to their own work. One of the most success-
ful and widely recognized inventors in these efforts was
fohn Deere.

Actually. Joha DPeere. a Grand Detour. [linois
blucksmith, did not make steel plows on a wide basis
until the mid- 18305, His early plows. the first made in
1837, consisted of a highly polished wrought-iron
moldboard with a steef shure. Deere cut his diamond-
shaped moldboard and landside from a single piece of
wrought-iron, then heated and bent it over an anvil until
it took the desired shape. To this. he attached a steel
share. There is no clear evidence that he fashioned his
first plow from a steel saw blade. Nevertheless, this
myth has been repeated so often that it is accepted as
fact. More correctly. Deere's reputation for devising a
steel plow came from his use of 4 stee! share which was
stronger than cast-iron and which held a sharp edge

better than wrought-iron. Farmers, by calling this im-
plement a steel plow, were probably merely using the
term to distinguish it from more traditional wooden
and cast-iron plows,

John Deere’s highly polished, wrought-iron
moldboard with steel share easily cut through the sticky
prairie soils without dalling or clogging and with about
half the draft which cast-iron plows required. His plow
was s0 superior to the heavy bre.king plows that it
became commonly used as a breaking plow itseif.
Quickly. it earned the nickname “'singing plow.”” In
1846. Deere received the first slab of cast plow steel
rolled in the United States. but this metal was still too
expensive to warrant extensive production of steel
plows. Until the mid- 1850s. most of Deere’s plows con-
sisted of wrought-iron moldboards with steel shares.
Not until the 1860s. when several steel manufacturers
began making consistently high quality crucible steel.
did implement manufacturers begin using steel on a
wide basis. Even so. steel plows cost as much as two
and a half times that of cast-iron plows. Furthermore,
many technical problems remained to be solved before




Suiky plowing near Russell, Kansas, 0. i Smithsonian Institution. }

THE IMPERIAL CONVEX RIDING (AN,

The sulky plow became a gang plow, when a second moldbaard was
added. Sulky gany plows required four or five horses fur draft instead
uf two fur o single moldhaard sufky.

a completely satisfactory steel plow could be made.
Although Deere’s plow was effective in the Midwest.
he had manufactured and sold only a few by 1843, In
that year. however. Deere udded a foundry to his shop
and together with Leonard Andrus., produced 400
plows. kn 1847, Deere moved his shop o Moline. I}-
linois, and with expanded capital increased production
1o 7 plows. By [857. twenty yeurs after his first plow,
John Deere was producing more than 10,000 plows
annually, Over that time. he also refined the shape of
the moldboard from the original curved trapazoid to one
that tooked more like the traditional moldboard.
Lurgely because of John Deere’s efforts. the steel
plow was in great demand by the late 1850s. Yet, while
many farmers awaited the perfection of the steel plow,
they still needed an efficient tool that would turn a
furrow and not breuk or dull quickty. This meant using

the best cast-iron plow possible. Fortunately, Joel
Nourse. of Worcester. Massachusetts, succeeded in
making a cast-iron plow which adequately broke rough
ground and turned a furrow in soil with weeds and
heavy stubble. This implement, called the Eagle plow,
differed {n two respects from all other cast-iron plows.
First. Nourse lengthened the moldboard. Second, he
gave the moldboard additional curvature. The result
was that the Eagle plow lifted the soil and turned it over
more effectively than did any other cast-iron plow. The
Eagle plow cut a furrow 7 inches deep and as much as 14
inches wide depending onthe model, With abilities such
as these, it became a popular implement for several
decades. In fact, from 1840 to (861, Nourse sold from
25,000 to 30,000 Eaugle plows annually — more than any
other plow-maker in the United States.

During the 1850s and 1860s another casi-iron imple-
ment. known as the Michigan Double-Plow, came into
widespread use. The Michigan Double-Plow had two
shares, the smaller of which was attached to the beam
ahead of the larger moldboard. The forward share pared
off several inches of sod. inverted it, and deposited the
slice into the previous furrow. The following share or
main plow could then cut more deeply. The Michigan
Double-Plow prepared a thoroughly pulverized
seedbed which was excellent for all crops, but it was
particularly well suited for preparing a deep. loose soil
favorablz for vegetable crops. The Michigan Double-
Plow cut deeper than single moldboard plows, but it
required greater draft power to enable both shares to
cut through the soil at once. Still, while the Michigan
Double-Plow was never exceptionally popular for
breaking virgin sod in the Midwest, some farmers used
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Fhre Billside or sidehill plow enabied farmers
rroldbourd and rolfed it under the beam to 15
forth uerass the fuce of the hill.

it for thut purpose. because the second share
thoroughly covered the grass roots which the first share
exposed. Even so. the Michigan Double-Plow could be
used only as a breaking plow in the spring when the soil
wus damp. At that time, three horses could plow two
acres a day, but if the soil was dry the same number of
horses could not budge this plow in the tough praivie
sod, More appropriately. farmers found this implement
useful {or preparing the scedbed with a second plowing,
after the initial breaking had been done and the sod
effectively Kilted.

Even though the Eagle and Michigan Double-Plows
were popular during the 1850s. prairie farmers still pre-
ferred the steel-shared or steel moldboard plows when
they could get them, and steel plows were in great
demand by the outbreak of the Civil War. Nevertheless.
steel plows had # number of imperfections that pre-
vented maximum effectiveness, particularly when
manufacturers substituted inferior material or were
haphazard with the finishing process. Certainly. steel
plows turned the prairie soil better with less power than
the cast-iron models, but they were expensive and
either broke or wore out more quickly than cast-iron
plows. if they were not tempered correctly.

A major problem with the steel plow was that the
metal’s quality did rot permit maximum performance.
Given the state of steel technology at that time, the
metal could not be tempered uniformly. During the
precess of shaping the plow. the steel would hold its

IMPERIAL HILLSIDE OR REVERSIBLE PLOWS.

‘Lo populur Hillride or Beserstlie Ulus (v made In Wood
ar ~eeal Beam, furnisbed with or wilhuat Wheel or Joiater,
cnsotdered), made 10 seyyral sires. ult of which havu been
Uaatoughly tested 40d jFoven. Whersver lukroduced, trade
ula Lhein pas bean ateadily on thelucheasr. They diva satis
(a¢tien.

hack and fortl across steeply sloping land. At the end of the furrow. the plowman unlocked the
vide. By so daing, the moldboard cast the furrow down Bill as the furmer guided the plow back and

Furmers ised the subsoil plow to loosen the *“hard pan,”” that is, the
packed soil bereath the regular cut of jae motdboard plow, It was
alsa used to deepen the furrow to permit better moistire pentetration;
The wheel and bracket on the beam regudated the depth of the cut,

form only when it was cold. When the steef was heated
for tempering. it would warp and it would conrtinue to
warp as it cooled, thereby ruining the shape of the plow.
In addition. improperly tempered steel would not scour
properly. [n 1868, John Lune {the son of the carlier
inventor with the same name) developed a process for
muking “soft-center™ stecl. Lane welded a soft bar of
cast-iron between two bars of steel. He then rolled the
block into a thin plate for tempering and shaping into
moldbuirds. This process ended some of the warping
problems. Moldboard plows could he fashioned now
which maintained their scouring ability und which were
virtually unbreakable.

Early in 1869, James Oliver. also a blacksmith,
patented a process for hardening cast-iron so the
moldboard would wear longer and scour better than
regular cast-iron plows. The process involved passing a
stream of warm water over the hot cast-iron. Oliver
called the result “chilled iron.” because it cooled
rapidly and became exceptionally strong. Chilled iron
wats itlso cheaper than soft-center steel, In 1870, Oliver
produced his first plow for commercial sale. His plows
became popular nationwide. because they were light
and durable and had less draft than other iron models.
By 1878, Oliver was producing 60,000 plows annually.
and more than 175,000 chilled iron plows were in use.

By the last quarter of the nineteenth century. the
walking moldboard or swing plow operated cfficiently
behind & draft horse. A variety of moldbourds were on
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the market which scoured and turned a furrow under
many seil conditions. Plows with iron beams gave the
implement superior strength when used in stubbly soil.
Weoden beams. however. were tighter and were less
ikely to be sprung. although they might break if the
share hit a rock that did not give way. Furthermore, cast-
iron was abandoned in favor of chilled iron and soft-
center steel for plow-making., Additional plow im-
prevements woild come only with the introduction of
msoline tractors which incrcased deadt power,

In the meantime, furmers moved beyoad the mid-
western prairies and onto the Creat Plains, Agriculture
now became more extensive than ever before. Bonanza
farmers ubso began breaking vast tracts of Tand along the
Red River Valtey in North Dukota as wetl as on the large
firms along the Pacitic Coast. The single moldboard
wabking plow wis too slow to do all the work that was
necessaty. Comsegtiently. these Frermers began using
sulky amd gang plows to speed their work.

The first successful sulky or riding plow appeared
about 1864, and 22 becume populur umong the grain
producing farmers during the 1870s. This one bottom
plow enabled furmers to tuke advantage of the extra
draft power that they were losing when their horses
pulled the walking plow. also permitted them to cover
moge groucd than ever before and to ride at the same
time so that their work became fuster snd casier. The
first sutkies comsisted of o moldbourd mounted on a
twuo-wheeled frame with o seat, In the mid- 1870s, how-
ever, the plow’s kindside was eliminated and the left
wheel set at an angle in the furrow te support the plow.
This tnnovation Hghtened the plow and decreased the
druft reguired to pull it. A lever or foot peddle enabled
the operator to regulate the furrow’s depth without
stopping the horses wnd getting off the plow. By tripping
anather lever or by stepping on the break peddie. de-
peading on the model, the operator raised the plow from
the soib. Several yeurs fater, in 1884, the three-wheeled
mude! uppeared on the murket. and it found widespread
acceptance umony the farmers in the Upper Mississippi
Valley. Occassionally. a4 second moldboard was added
to the sulky. but this substantially increased the draft
and these plows were commonly called “*horse killers.”™
A sulky plow with 4 single moldboard was generally
cheaper and more efficient. Nevertheless. during the
fatc E870s, and eurly 1880y, bonanza farzers in Califor-
nmia and the Red River Vulley of the North readily
adopted sulky gang plows for their wheat lands. Four or
five horses were used to pull the two bottom gang and
eight horses to pull the four hottom implement, With the
two bottom sulky plow, the operator could turn from
five to seven acres per day.

In addition to wooden. iron, or stee!l moldboard
plows. whether walking. sulky, or gang. farmers also
used a variety of specialty tillage implements such as
the hillside. subsoil. ditching, paring, and disk plows.
The hiltside or sidehilt plow . for example. was designed

The ditching plow helped furmers prepare a trench for drain tile. The
landles adjusted to permit plowing trenches as deep as four feet,

The paring plow cut weed roots beneath the surface without turning a
Surrow. Oveasionally, the paring plow was used to cultivate between

COFR Fow'y,

to allow a farmer to plow back and forth across steeply
sloping ground and cast the furrow downward. In order
to accomplish this task the moldboard pivoted on its
axis from one side of the beam to the other. When
unlocked. it could be rolied under the beam and up on
the opposite side at each end of the furrow to permit
plowing back across the face of the hill. This plowing
method helped prevent soil erosion since the furrows
acted s miniature terraces to catch precipitation. The
sidehill plow was also useful for turning furrows away
from stone walls or fences.

The subsoil plow was another speciaity implement.
This plow had neither a landside nor a moldboard.
Instead, it consisted of a narrow blade or tongue which
could be set to cut at varjous depths. Farmers used the
subsot! plow for deepening the furrow to permit greater
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During the lute nineteenth century, Western farmers began using disk
plows. The disk plow cusily cut through stubble and hard or sticky
saifs. The disk plow. however, did not become popular until the
wwsoline tracter provided adequate draft power.

Harrowy are used to smooth the soil after the plowing, and the
simplest form of harrow is a tree limb pulled behind the plow horse.
Some early American furmers improved the brush harrow by attach-
ing branches ro a horizontal bar. {Smithsonian Institution.)

moisture and root penetration. The narrow plow blade
followed the furrow made by the moldbouard plow. Itcut
from 10to 16 inches deep without bringing the soil to the
surface. Not ali farmers used it during every plow sea-
son. but many midwestern farmears found it useful when
the subsoil became packed or when they desired deeper
plowing than usual,

When farmers had 0 coniend with poorly drained
iand. they used a ditching plow to help prepare the
trench for the faying of drain tiles. The ditching plow,
like the ssbsotl plow, did not have a moldboard. In-
stead, it had a sharp, spiked point designed to cut a
narrow furrow. This plow, pulled by two horses, cut a
teench from five to eight inches deep. Workers then
used narrow shovels to clean out the furrow, and the
plow was drawn down the trench again, ¢ach horse
walking on one side of the furrow to avoid cave-ins.
Frequently . the ditching plow had adjustable handles so
that it could be used at the bottom of a ditch as much as
four fect deep: part of the beam was also moveable so

that it swung upward while the plow was in the bottom
of a deep trench. When the trench was completed and
the drain tile laid. a moldboard plow was run along the
excavated earth in order to turn it back into the ditch,

Tlhie paring plow was also a specialty implement. It
had a flat, triangular-shaped blade which cut & three-
foot swath. The blade ran a few inches beneath the
surface and shaved off weeds. An adjustable gauge.
attached to the beam, regulated the plow’s depth. This
gauge or shield rested on the ground: if lowered the
plow would cut shallower; if raised it would cut deeper.
The paring plow was sometimes used to cut grass and
weeds between poorly cultivated rows of corn.

During the late nineteenth century some farmers,
who tilled sticky or hard soils. began using a disk plow.
In those soils a moldboard tenued to clog or jump out of
the ground. Disk plows sliced through hard and sticky
soils easily and efficiently and thereby did a better
tillage job than most plows. Although the the disk plow
huad less draft on hard ground than the moldboard. the
draft proved to be heavier in proportion to the amount
of work completed. The disk plow did not become
popular until the 1920s. when gasoline tractors pro-
vided the adequate draft power needed for it to operate
efficiently in all soils.

HARROWS

The harrow, next to the plow, is one of the oldest and
most useful implements for seedbed preparation.
Plowmen considered it a necessary tool for rough,
cloddy soil which the moldboard left unpulverized,
Consequently, the harrow was needed to smooth newly
tilled ficlds prior to seed planting. Harrowing encour-
aged an even crop stand and provided easier footing
during harvest time. Harrows were also used to Kill
weeds and to cover seed which had been sown. The
oldest and most primitive harrow was nothing more
than a tree limb or clump of small trees, such as cedars,
hitched behind the plow horse. Although the brush
harrow did not smooth the field in a uniform manner, it
did break down some of the rough spots and cover
newly sown seed. An improved version of the brush
harrow could be made by drilling holes in a timber and
by wnserting branches ten or twelve feet long in the
holes. Chains could then be tied to the branches for
weight, thereby, improving its smoothing ability.

By the 1790s, the American farmer was using two
basic harrow styles — the square and the triangular or
**A” frame. The square harrow was usually used on old
fields that were free from obstructions such as tree
stumps, roots, or rocks. The triangular harrow, on the
other hand, was commonly used on newly plowed lands
which had such obstructions. The triangular harrow
was stronger and less likely to break, and it did not
collect as much stubble as the square harrow. Both




Something Practical
Something Unique

Earlv American furmers madv o triangular or A frame'” harrow by
frsertine pees i holey bored in g dimber. The tricngular harrow was
stronger thar the sqtre harrow, and Eways usee primarily on newly
plovwed tund. i Smithsonian Institution.)

Buring the fute [860s, the Nishwitz harrow became popular. The steel
disks casily smoothed roughhy plowed ground. The Nishwitz harrow
acjiested for various widths by moving the center crossbar.

Vsl IV CUTAWAY DIAK Tramgmy

The disk harrow increased in popularity during the 1890s. Sometimes
the disk harrow was nsed as a plow, but these implements did not
pravide maximam tillage efficiency until gasoline tractors furnished
adequate draft power.

During the mid-1840s. furmers began using the
Geddes harrow, It was the most popular trian-
gular harrow of that era.
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Abuve: After the mid-nineteenth century, farmers used spike-tooth
harrows with either wood or iron frames. The teeth were made from
tron or steel. Some harrows had adjustable levers which regrulated the
angle and depth of the teeth.

Right: Some harrows, such as the Acme, had jupged, curved iron
strips for teeth. No matter what type of teeth the harrow had, how-
ever. ify prrpnse was to smouth roughly plowed ground.

harrows had wooden frames with either wood or iron
teeth.

In the 1840s. furmers began using a hinged harrow.
This design worked better on rough land. It was less
ltkely to break. since the hinge gave this implement
some flexibility. The most popular triangultar. hinged
harrow appeared about 1845, This Geddes harrow had a
light draft and it easily could be lifted to clear away
clogged stubble. The hinged, square harrow was still
most commenly used on well cleared land. When the
square harrow was joined with another to smooth a
six-foot swath, a farmer could harrow as much as ten
acres a day. Still, there were problems. Iron teeth fre-
guently broke when they struck rocks or other solid
objects. Consequently, farmers had to replace harrow
teeth frequently. During the 1860s, however. steel teeth
were substituted for iron: manufactures also began
making the frames from iron instead of wood. These
two changes substantially increased the harrow’s
strength and performance. At that same time, harrows
were designed with levers which aliowed the farmer to
change the pitch or angie of the teeth, depending on the
nature of the ground being worked and the degree of
smoothness desired.

Soon after the Civil War the Nishwitz disk harrow
achieved a degree of popularity. This harrow consisted
of a wooden frame held together by a cross bar. The bar
adjusted to expand or contract the harrow to the desired
width. The cast steel disks were about one foot in
diameter and cut several inches deep. Disk harrows
such as the Nishwitz und other models which came later
did not pack the soil as did some harrows with iron or
steel teeth. For most soils, the disk harrow was the most
economical implement. since it sometimes could be
used as a substitate for the plow. particularly if the soil
was loose or where only shallow tillage was required.
Although harrows with 14- and 16-inch disks increased
in popularity during the 1890s. they were not entirely
satisfactory until tructors provided adequate draft
power to pull them through heavy soils. In the mean-
time. farmers preferred the spring-tooth harrow.

The first patent for a spring-tooth harrow was made in
1869. The spring-tooth harrow was well suited for
rough. rocky ground, since the steel teeth flexed and did

+

~ACME" PULVERIZING HARROW,
CLOD CRUSHER AND LEVELER.
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Rollery and clod erushers were made with steel or corrugated bars.
These implements were used to crush large chunks of soil, left by the
plow, before plunting the crop.

By the mid-1880s. many farmers preferred the spring-tooth harrow. The feeth of this harrew were made from spring
wbstructions withour breaking. Spring-tooth harrews were made with either wood oF iron Jrames.
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not break as did the spike-tooth models. A lever
adjusted the angle and depth of the teeth. The spring-
weth hurraw was abse well adapted for covering seed
after sowing and it required far less draft than the disk
harrow. By the mid-1880s. the spring-tooth harrow
was in popafur demand. and with the larger models a
Farmer could cover from twenty to twenty-five acres a
duv. At that same time. bonanza farmers along the Red
Riverin North Dakoti began using spike-tooth harrows
that were twenty feet wide., These harrows had tour
sections to permit tlexibitity on uncven lund. An
operator with a four-horse hitch coutd cover forty acres
per day with those implements.

ROLLERS AND CLOD-CRUSHERS

Omee the plowing had been completed, some farmers
oecasionally ased @ roller or a clod-crusher to break
down chunks of soil which the plow had not pulverized
as it turned the furrow . The tirst rolters or clod-crushers
were stmply fogs with pins driven into each end to
which straps. leading to-a voke of oxen, were attached.
Log rellers were difficult to manipulate and to turn at
the ead of u field. and they did not function properly on
uneven ground. These problems were solved by the
imvention of tron rollers made in two or three sections.
Euch section ratsed or lowered independently as the
implement passed over uneven ground. The most ef
fective clod-crushers consisted of cast-iron disks which
were foosely fitted over an axle so that each disk re-
valved separately.

Clod-crushers uand rollers tended to pack the soil, but

rollers did so more evenly. Consequently, farmers
sometimes used this implement to pack the soil after the
seed had been plunted to enhance germination. More
often than not. however. packed soil was a hindrance
because it enabled motsture to escape through tiny,
capillary-like holes. In order to prevent that moisture
loss. farmers harrowed their fields after they used a
rofler or clod-crusher. The harrow broke up those
capiliary passages and caused the moisture to remain in
the soil for a greater length of time. Rollers and clod-
crushers were primarily used on heavy soils that were
not well drained. In wet soils, the plow invariably
turned over large chunks of eartn that had to be broken
down before seed could be planted. Rollers were par-
ticularly well suited for preparing a smooth. fevel
seedbed which was beneficial to farm hands who came
later with a grain cradie. grass scythe. hay rake or
mower. After & farmer installed drain tiles. however.
the soil dried better and the plow pulverized it more
efficiently. Consequently. rollers and c¢lod-crushers
were seldom used.

With these implements. then, the farmer stirred.
turned. and smoothed the soil for the preparation of the
seedbed. Few other major technical changes occurred
before the adoption of steam and gasoline tractors
which required plows and harrows to be designed for
rapid travel through the soil. Until then, once the
plowing and harrowing was completed. the field was
ready for planting. The increase in technical know-
ledge. which enabled inventors to improve the plow-
mun’s tools, had ¢ven greater impact upon seeding and
planting implements. Indeed. technological advance
revolutionized scedtime for the American farmer.



» 2
-
-
-
-
- -
T -
.
-t
- -
-
‘*—
- -~

L
» ‘a

i
o

A

PR VAL

-
L

AN SLATIR

L] 1
“‘n.‘.‘”., . [
A LU S, ‘,l.,?.
P !
or L]

b A AT e T
:'-HI',"".'.‘i,',','.a:u'“.'o'f‘».'u /‘:- ‘{"‘
[l.l, .

+
. II’}' ,‘.-_,‘_‘.
RO g
. s . : x .

"
] LA

SRRV LD P
. e

Prior to the perfection of the grain drill, farmers either seeded their crop by hand or they used a broadcast seeder. The handcrank broadcast seeder
consisted of u buy with a star-shaped disk at the bottom. As the crank turned, seed fell onto the spinning disk and scattered across the furrows.

iSmithsonian [nstitution. )

CHAPTER I
SEED TIME

From antiquity until the mid-nineteenth century,
farmers planted seed by hand. Some broadcast their
seed. that is, they scattered it in the air as they walked
across their fields. If the seed was sown broadcast,
however, the field had to be harrowed in order to cover
as much of the grain as possible, and. thereby, protect it
from the birds, wind and weather. Still, an even stand of
grain was difficult to obtain by broadcast sowing, be-
cause the amount of seed which fell to the ground at
each cast depended upon the sower’s skill and the force
of the breeze or wind.

GRAIN DRILLS
About 2000 B.C., Babylonian farmers began ex-
- perimenting with a seed drill which required two men to
operate. As one farmer guided the drill across the field,

a second man dropped seed into a pipe which deposited
itin the trench behind the furrow opener. The Assyrians
experimented with a similar seed drill during the
seventh century B.C., but this implement remained
virtually unchanged until the late sixteenth century
A.D. At that time, Italian inventors added a revolving
mechanism which automatically dropped the seed into
the furrows.

Few other effective improvements were made in the
seed drill vntil the early eighteenth cemury, when
Jethro Tull, an English inventor, began experimenting
with it. In 1733, Tull pubiished Horse-fHoeing Husban-
dry in which he described and illustrated a seed drill.
This one-horse drill seeded three rows of wheat or
turnips at once. Hoe-shaped coulters or points opened
the furrow. The seed dropped into the soil through a
tube which passed through the coulters. These rows,
spaced seven inches apart, could then be weeded witha
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The wheelbarrow seeder dropped the prain from the seed box as the
wheel turned. Then, the seed had to be covered with a harrow.

P . e
- T i

Sesmour’'s Broadeast Sower was popular during the 1840s. It wonld
scatter alf sizes of seeds from peas to clover, and it would spread lime
as well. The fever above the right wheel adiusted the seed opening at
the bottom of the box.

r=. AR e i

horse-drawn cultivator. Other grain drill innovations
followed Tull’s. but few were more than marginally
satisfactory. .

American farmers began using the seed drill ona very
kimited basis about the time of the Revolution. But as
was true with the plow. these drills were either im-
ported from England or they were made locally, Newly
cleared fields with an abundance of stumps and rocks
did not lend themselves to the use of this implement.
Furthermore, most farmers sceded winter wheat in
fields where corn had recently been harvested and the
statks plowed under, and the corn stalks and weed
stubble clogged in the drill tubes. These early drills also
failed to plant uniformly on roughly plowed ground. In
addition, seed drills were too expensive for most farm-
ers, and for about the first decade, the soil was usually
so fertife that farmers could reap bountiful harvests
simply by broadcusting seed. Finally, those farmers
who were familiar with grain drills did not find them
practical because they could sow as much grain by hand
in a day as they could reap by hand at harvest time.

Even so, the first American patent for a grain drill
was made in 1799 by Eliakim Spooner of Vermont. The
patent drawings for this tool have been lost. but no
matter what the implement looked like. it evidently did
not function very well because it was not reproduced on
a wide basis — if at all. Other patents for seeders of
various kinds followed during the next forty years, but

little technical advance was made. and few farmers had
any direct knowledge of grain drills or their use.

In the meantime. most farmers ¢ither sowed by hand
or used broadcast seeders. These seeders were of three
geaeral types — handerank. fiddlebow or wheelbarrow,
The handecrank and fiddlebow seeders consisted of a
bug with a star-shaped or vaned spreading device and a
hand crunk or a bow. The seed bag was carried with the
aid of a shoulder strap. and as the farmer walked across
the field. he turned the crank or worked the bow back
and forth. By so doing. seed fell from the sack onte the
spinning disk. and it was, in turn, cast out across the
ground in a radius of several feet. These seeders were
satisfactory only for small fields. The evenness or un-
iformity of the crop stand depended upon a consistent
turn of the crank or pull of the bow and the operator’s
walking speed. but frequentiy. the seed was sown too
thinly or too thickly. The wheelbarrow seeder had a
long seed box which extended several feet laterully
beyomd the frame. The whee! meshed with a set of gears
which powered a revolving ugitator inside the sced box.
The agitation forced the secd through the holes in the
bottom of the box und onto the ground. Then. it had to
be covered by a harrow,

Seymout’s Broadcast Sowing Machine. patented in
the early 1840s. was more cffective than either the
handcrank, bow or wheeltharrow seeders. The Seymour
broudcast seeder consisted of a long box with an adjust-
able opening which extended the length of the bottom.
As the seed fell from the box through the opening. a
vibrating rod, powered by a sprocket chain from one of
the wheels. scattered the seed. Since the seed fell only a
short distance to the ground. it did not scatter much in
the wind, and since it dropped seed more consistently
thaz the handcrank models, a more uniform crop stund
resulted. This one-horse. box seeder gained limited
popularity in the wheat producing regions of New York
und the Middle Atlantic states. but it never won wide
aceeptance among wheat farmers in the Midwest.,

In 1841, however, Moses and Samuel Pennock of
Chester County, Pennsylvania, muade a major im-
provement in grain drill design. The Pennock drill was
fitted with seven hoes and seed tubes spaced nine in-
ches apart. Seeds in the hopper fell into a cylinder
where a flanged shaft caught them as it revolved. As the

HATCH'S SOWING MACHINE.
4




Pulbmer's Wieat Betll seas introduced to the grain furmers of New
York chour 1848, Natice fiow the drill tubes were designed to spring
over obstractions in te fleld.

The “rorce-feed” grain drill depended wpon this mechanism. Sced
Fell fron the grain box into the grooves of the cxlinder. As the cxlinder
wirged, it empticd the seed diven the drill tubes. Force-feed grain
drifts pluneed the crap more uniforedy than sowing machines or drills
which did not have this device,

Belonw: Fhe endyate seeder attached to the rear of @ wagon. A
sprocket chain linked the seeder to the left rear wheel. The operator
Jilled the seeder’s bin from the basket in the wagon bed. { National
Arcltives. )
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shadt rotated. the seeds fell down the tubes and into the
turrow . A series of fevers enabled the farmer to raise or
boweer each drith tube separately . The Peanock drifl re-
portedly worked welt on rough or smooth ground. With
it s s aned tw o horses could sow ten to twelve acres a
iy with a varkety of seeds such as wheat, rve. corn.
oatts . peits. beas . rutubagaes. or turnips. I could also be
regtbited o drop any amount of seeds per acre thit was
destred. The Pennock drit! was manutuctured and used
o i sl seale in Chester County . Pennsylbvania. and
New Costhe County. Delaware, during the planting sea-
son of T84E. By 1858, this drill was in wide use in the
wheat lands from Virginia to New York and west into
Ohio. and it remained one of the most popular grain
dritls up to the Civil War.

A mujor improvement in planting devices came in
IS5 1 with the patent of the first ~force-feed™ grain drill.
Drtlls of this design had o notched disk or spindle which
cofected and metered the same number of grains for
cuach seed refeuse. The amount of seed dropped into the
turrow depended on the size of the notched disks or the
spoed at which the disks rotited. The disks revolved in
wevhinder which hid in opening on top. As the seed teli
from the hopper into the cvlinder. the disk wirned.
caught the sced. and passed it into the grain tubes,
Nearly twenty yeurs hters in 1868, C. 0. Gardiner of

¥

This grain drili patent model has furrow openers called “hoes.”” The
I « Tha L.

crabled the furmer to set the planting deptic ascd position of the hoes.
{ Smtithsonian Institution.)

The PP, & Must Company of Springficld, Ohic, mamfactured his eigli-hoe Buckeve Grain Drill. The gearing for the force-feed mechanism is located

or tre conter af the uxle,




Springfteld. Ohio. patented a force-feed grain drill
which wis produced by the Thomas & Mast Company.
Fhis popuiir emplement became known as the " Buck-
eve.” Bt had telescoping seed tubes which could be
rabsed or fowered o Factlitate easier traveling on coun-
i roads.

bn EBS7. o geadn drill was patented with @ furrow
opencr ceasisting of two disks which were set at an
ahgie to open the treach in front of the seed tubes.,
Chains or press” wheels. placed behind the tubes,
covered the secd. Although the disk drill did aet
achicve fmmediate popubarity. it was well suited for
herd. crusted. or stubbly soil. During the [880s. Great
Phains and Red River Valley turmers in the North began
ustng the single und douhle disk drills.

By the mid- 1860s. the drill was in common use among
mid-Athentic, Peansylvania. and Ohio farmers. A de-
cade ater about half of the winter wheat was dritled in
the Messisstppt Valley. and spring wheat farmers were
beginning to wse it onan increasing busis. By the early
[580s, 37 percent or 14,000,000 acres of winter whet
lumds in 24 stutes were seeded with the drill — an
estimated [0 percent increise since 1874,

Fhe grain dritl becume even more efticient and widely
weed aboat 1885, when o “shoe™ type furrow opener
wits iwdded to the seed tubes on some models. Flat or
goiled springs pressed the shoes into the ground. These
springs gave the grain twbes Aexibility and made them
Fuss likely than the hoe drill o clog in stubbly sofl, but it
oteld not penctrate the soil as well.

Farmers along the Pacitic coast at this time., however.
sl preferred the broadeast seeder which was designed
ta fit o the end of o wagon. This endgate seeder cume
into use about 1839 along the Pacific coast. It was used
on a more limited basis in the spring wheat region of the
Upper Misstssippi Valley during the 1870s. The endgate
seeder consisted of i large seed box with several s¢ut-
tering fans. A sprovket was attached to one of the
wigon'~ rgar wheels, A chain connected the sprocket to
the seew v, and as the wugon moved forward, the fan
trmed and cast the seed. Although farmers could scat-
ter seed about 60 feet und sow twenty to thirty acres a
duy. it had the same limitations of the smaller hand
cranked seeders. The slightest breeze scattered the
seed unevenly and o poor crop stand resulted.

During the 1866« this problem was sumewhat solved
when implement manufacturers attached a force-
feeding device to the hox seeder. The force-feed
mechantsm consisted of o futed cylinder attached 10 a
shuft. Seeds felt from the hopper into the grooves. The
cylinder revolved and emptied the seed into the tubes
and onto the ground directly below the seeder. The
combination seeder-cultivator also achieved popularity
during the latter nincteenth century. This box seeder
consisted of an agitator powered by the ground wheels.
A teailing row of cultivator teeth covered the seed. The
ane-horse seeders covered about four acres a day.

Ty Une-Bloese Garan Ty

One-horse grain drills were economical for seeding small fields. Each
disk opened the furrow for the seed tube. The gearing on the wheel
regulated the amount of seed which fell through the drill tubes.

The Siperior Pheslie Dise Dl

Lurge. double disk grain drills such as this twenty-row Superior, were
well suited for seeding large fickds in the Great Plaing and Far West.
The spring attached to cach fureow opener enabled the grain tubes to
fife over ohstructions,

while the two-horse models sowed about six or seven
acres. On the bonanza farms of the Red River Valley.
cight-foot. seeder-cultivators covered as much as
twenty acres per day. while the fourteen-foot, six-horse
models covered up to forty acres, but these estimates
may be rather high.

Certainly the grain drill and the seeder-culiivator
combination eliminated a second trip across the field to
harrow under the seed. Still, the seedbed had to be
smoothly prepared for these implements to work effec-
tively. Even then, many of the grain drills did not mea-
sure seed accurately, Frequently too much or too little
seed passed through the seed tubes or they clogged
easily. The force-feed mechanism and the disk furrow
opener, however, greatly alleviated these problems.
Drills, however, generally produced greater yields and
used about one-quarter a bushel less seed per acre than




Seed Tone

Aberve: During e ING implement mannfacturers bevan adding
the forcesfeed mecharism to the box seeder or sawer, The force-freed
nrechanisnt deposited a uniform amogns of Secd or fertilizer throngh
o tuhes. fere, @ force-feed sover evenly spredds fertitizer aoross
the field. i Smithsonian bistitagion. s

Lttt During thie bate nineteontle CREEV, Y Iroadeast seeders fud
altraling vow of cultivaror teeth whicl stirred the voff and eovered the

seed,




did broadcast seeders. Grain drills planted seed evenly
and at a uniform depth. and the furrows heilped protect
the new plants.

Certainly, drills saved a great amount of labor. In
1830, for example., one man could sow an acre of wheat
in an estimated time of one hour and twenty minutes, or
roughly seven to fourteen acres in a ten-hour day using
one to two and a half bushels of seed per acre. Pen-
nock’s drill. however, might plant as much as fifteen
acres per day. By the 1890s, fourteen- to sixteen-foot
drifls pulled by four horses easily planted fifteen to
twenty acres a day. These figures are only rough esti-
mates. because drilling rates varied with the soil condi-
tions. the number of horses used. and the speed at
which the farmer wanted to work. A general estimate
for drilling wheat. however. is that a two-horse drill
would plant nine and « half ucres a day, a three-horse
drill eleven and a half acres, and a four-horse drill about
sixteen acres per day. In 1890, most wheut farmers were
using grain dreills. if their fields were fairly level and
clear from obstructions. At that time, wheat tarmers
believed grain drills would pay for themselves. in terms

of increased yields and labor saved, in one year.

CORN PLANTERS

Until about 1850, the American furmer planted corn
Just as the Indiars huad taught the first colonists to do
neurly two and a half centuries before. Planting was

The American furmer began
wesing the hand corn planter
or 'jobber'' during the
18505, Ir ways used primarily
to plame gardens and to re-
seed small areas in the field
where poor gerntination oc-
curred.
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The Randall and fones Double Hand Pianter enabled a farmer to
seed his crop in evenly spaced rows for casier cultivation. (Smithso-
nian Institution.)

done by hand with a hoe or a pointed dibble stick. With
the hoe, the farmer chopped a hole and dropped a few
seeds into the ground. He then formed a hill of carth
over the seeds to help support the young stalks. If he
used a dibble stick, the farmer simply made a hole,
dropped in the seeds, and covered them with the heel of
his boot. The corn farmer could plant about one-half to
one acre a day with the hoe, or approximately ten acres
during the planting season. Since the planting season
varied from three to five weeks and since the corn had
to be cultivated by hand. time and climate, in the ab-
sence of mechanization, severely limited corn acreage
nationwide.

During the 1850s, however. the hand cornplanter
appeared on the market. This planter consisted of two
wooden slats with handles and a seed canister attached.
A slide joined the slats in the middle. Two sharp pieces
of metal, which opened or closed as the slats were
pushed together or pulled apart, joined the bottom end.
The slide passed under the seed canister and a small
hole in it filled with seeds as the slats were pulled apart.
The point was then thrust into the ground and the
handles closed. This action caused the seeds in the slide
to drop to the point of the planter and fall intc the
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ground. The hole was then covered with the farmer’s
boot. Muny styles of this corn planter were manufac-
turedk but the ool never gained widespread acceptance
because farmers did not think it saved enough time. A
two row planter such as the Randall and Jones Double
Hand Planter was more popular. but hand corn planters
were primarily nsed to seed small fields or gardens and
not large acreages. or for reseeding spots where poor
germination occurred,

The development of relutively satisfactory sced
drills, such as the Pennock drill, encouraged inventors
to apply the same orinciples for seeding small grains to
planting corn. Actally, innovation in this respect had
been going on at least since 1839, fn March of that year.
D. S. Rockwell patented 4 four-wheeled corn planter

Abave: During the 1360x, the check-row planter became popular
amaong cord farmers, Two ranners or Vshoes” opesed the fir-
row, Ai the farmer drove the imploement at vight angles to o
previonsty marked field. w boy tripped the handle and the seed
Settat vacltintersection. Cleck-vraw planting enabled the farmer
to cuftivate both directions between evenly spaced rows.
(Smithsonian Institution.)

i eraxs section of o doableaow corn jobber shows on the
rigfet the seod canister and several Kevaels ready o fall from the
paint. (Smithsonian [nstitution.)

which had a shovel-type furrow opener attached under
a sced hopper. A slide, operated by the rear wheels
tripped at the appropriate interval and dropped the seed
into the furrow. The rear wheels covered the seed and
packed the furrow. Although Rockwell’s concept be-
came the basic design for the corn planter, his various
models failed to work properly.

A major prohlem which hindered mechanization of
corn planting was the practice of many eastern farmers
of steeping their seed corn in tar before planting, be-
cause they believed the tar would discourage birds from
eating the newly planted seed. But, seed corn treated in
this manner did not lend itself to machine planting.
since it tended to gum-up the planting mechanism. Nor
did farmers with rocky, stumpy. or rooty lands find




either the hand or the hovse-drawn planter useful. In the
Midwest where these problems were less severe, far-
mers readity adopted the horse-drawn planters of vari-
ous styles and makes. Even so, some farmers in the
Midwest refused to use the corn planter and continued
to plant seed with the hoe. They argued corn planted in
the furrow was harder to cultivate than that planted in
kitls. since they could not plow both ways between
FOWwWS,

The objections of the midwestern farmer to corn
planters were Largely removed in 1853 when George
Brown of Tylersville. Hinois. marketed a two-row,
horse-drawn implement. This dropped seed into the
furrow by a mechanism geared to the ground wheels.
Five years kater, in 1858, Brownadded & *“shoe” furrow
opener for cutting through stubble-filled or crusty soil.
A seed tube extended trom the hopper down the length
of the furrow opener. As the wheels turned. the seed felt
from the heel of the shoe into the furrow.

In 1860, Brown putented further improvements of his
corn planter. His planter now catled for two runners or
furrow openers to suppurt the front while two wheels
upheld the frame in the rear. The shoe was given a new
design so that it curved upward in the front thereby
atlowing it to climb above and break through hard soil.
A hand operuated dropping device was added so that an
astendant (usuakly a boy riding on the seat in the front
of the machine) could trip the seed release at the pro-
per moment. A lever also allowed the driver to raise
the frame and seeding devices. Horse-drawn planters
of this type gained rapid acceptance during the 1860s in
the Midwest. With it, 2 farmer couid plant from twelve
to twenty acres a day, or approximately as much as
twenty times more than he could piant with a hoe.

About this same time, |. H. Rider of Wilton. lowa,
devised & corn planter mounted on sled runners, The
driver operated the seed dropper with 4 foot pedal and
plunted two rows at one time. Without wheels, how-
ever. to trip the seeding device with the aid of a cam or
sprocket. this planter could never become automatic,
since the operator always had to trigger the mechanism
himself. The major advantage of this planter, however,
was that i could be cheaply constructed. Other innova-
tions followed. most of which were unsuccessful, corn
farmers preferred Brown's model.

Even so. these carly corn planters had no marking
device to allow farmers to plant in parallel rows.
Straight rows, an equal distance apart. were necessary
to permit cultivation with horse-drawn equipment.
During the [860s, though, farmers began using large
marking sleds in addition to the shovel plow to help lay
out the rows. These sleds had equally spaced teeth
made from iron or wood: some had wooden runners. As
the sied was drawn back and forth across the field, it left
parallel rows. The farmers, then, had only to plant at
right angles to those rows and drop the seed at each
intersection. This left a checkerboard pattern which

This patent model of Kuhn's check-row planter (1880} shows an open
. eed box on the right. The wooden handle tripped the seed release
mechanism in both boxes. The center lever regulated the planting
depth of the furrow openers, (Smithsonian Institution.}

Before the farmer seeded his crop with a check-row planter, he used a
marker sled to cut parallel lines across the field. Then, he planted at
right angles to these marks and dropped the seed at eachintersection.

permitted cultivation from each direction. Some far-
mers also began using a marker which attached to the
corn planter. These markers were simply arms which
extended 1o the side of the planter. A disk or spike cut
into the soil and left a mark to guide the operator on his
return trip across the field.

In February, 1857, Martin Robbins, a Cincinnati in-
ventor, patented the first corn planter that would drop
the seed automatically in evenly spaced rows. This
planter attached to a jointed rod or a chain with metal
buttons, which, when pulied through the sceding
mechanism, tripped the dropper. The chain was staked
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Buring the mid- 18605, corn furmers began using the wire operated, check-row plamter. This patent model shows the mechanisms on each side thronugh
which the wire pussed. Whenever a knot passed through the pulley, it tripped the seed release gearing . Check-row planters seeded from twelve to fifteen

acres per duy. (Smithsonian Institution.)

down at each side of the field, and the corn planter
followed the chain as a guide. Although Robbin’s
planter failed to work properly, it provided the basic
concept for the check-row planter which other inven-
tors perfected.

In 1864, John Thompson and John Ramsay of Aledo,
Illinois, patented a corn planter which used a knotted
wire, in place of Robbins’ rod or chain, to trip the seed
dropper. In 1875, this patent was reissued and assigned
to the Haworth brothers of Chicago for manufacture.
Only one person was needed to operate this check-row
corn planter. As a knot passed through the machine, it
triggered the mechanism which released the seed into
the tube behind the fustow opener. The check-row
planter became the standard corn planting implement
during the 1870s. By the turn of the twentieth century,

other modifications and improvements had been made,
such as allowing the wire to transfer from one side of the
machine to the other as it turned around for planting
back across the field. Rotary dropping devices also
replaced slides which measured the seed. This too
speeded the planting process.

On the western edge of the prairie and the eastern
edge of the Great Plains, though, the annual rainfall was
fess than in the more humid regions farther east, and
cora growers, planted deeper to insure proper germina-
tion. Neither single-row corn drills nor the check-row
corn planter could penetrate deep enough to meet their
needs. In the mid-1870s Great Plains farmers de-
veloped the lister planter which solved their problem.
The lister is essentially a double moldboard plow which
split the furrow and turned the slice both ways. A seed




cinister was attached behind the moldboard. On the
walking listers. a sprocket wheel. attached behind the
moldboard. rotated on the ground and tripped the
seeding mechanism. Small cultivator blades or disks
covered the seed. On the riding lister modeis, the seed
mechanism was connected toa drive chain attached toa
sprocket on the axle. The deep furrow which the
mofdboard left helped retain moisture and protect the
young plants from the hot, dry winds. Lister-planted
corn was also easy to cultivate because of the wide
space between furrows which could be tilled with
horse-drawn implements. In the corn region of the
Midwest. however. plowing and planting were com-
pleted separately until the gasoline tractor provided the
extra draft power needed to pull 1 combination imple-
ment through the heavy. sticky soils.

By the turn of the twentieth century, grain drills,
seeders, and corn plunters had made the planting sea-
son shorter and easier than in the days of hand power.
Whether drawn by horses or by steam traction engines.
these implements hud become standard equipment
among wheat and corn furmers. Grain drills, seeders
and planters meant farmers could seed more acres of
smill grains and corn than ever before. With this plant-
ing technology. they would have far surpassed their
ability to cultivate and harvest their ¢rops had not
technofogicul change been just as revolutionary for
these farm tusks,

tms purent model of the Headrick’s one-row corn planter (1872)
shows the gearing on the front wheel which regulated the seed release
mechanism under the canister. (Smithsonian Institution.)

Right: The one-row, horse-drawn planter was used to plant smail
fields. On this model, the chain-linked gearing regulated the planting
mechanism beneath the seed box and fertilizer canisier. The clevis on

the front of the beam regulated the planting depth depending on how
the horse was hirched 10 i1,

Above: Lister corn planters, such as these single-row walking, one-
row sulky and two-row sutky models, enabled farmers to plant their
seed in deep furrows. The furrows protected the plants from the wind
and retarded the loss of precipitation. The sprocket wheels on all
three models tripped the seed release device.

The Ohto Corn Drill
A HIGH.GRADE PLANTER
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The expandable. one-horse cultivator appeared on the market, during the 1820s. By the late
nineteenth century, the walking cultivator condd be purchased with spike- or spring-teeth or
shovels, The spring-tooth model was popular among farmers who cultivated small ficlds.

CHAPTER IV

WEEDING THE CROP

CULTIVATORS

As soon as o farmer had planted his seed, he began
the age old batthe against the weeds, which, if allowed to
remain. would rob the soil and, in turn. the crop of
needed moisture and nutrients. During the age of hand-
power, the most common way to kill weeds was to chop
them out of the field with the hoe. These hoes were
usually fashioned from iron by the village blacksmith.
By 1823, however, at least two manufacturers in
Philadelphia were making cast steel hoes. and in 1836,
two Pittsburgh manufactures were making about
192 000 steel hoes annually. More than twenly years
tater hoe manufacturing was still a major aspect of the
agricultural tool-making business, because in 1857, four
Pittsburgh firms made 384,000 hoes. These hand tools
were primarily used to cultivate corn in the North until
about 1840, and for weeding cotton and corn in the
South as late as the mid-1850s.

Corn farmers generally hoed their crop four times. At
the rate of three-quarters to one acre per day, as much
as six days fabor per acre might be spent killing weeds

by hand. Certainly. the amount of ¢corn farmers could
efficiently cultivate determined the acreage planted,
and cultivation by hand severely limited the total corn
acreage nationwide. About 1820, however, American
farmers began using animplement called a **horse-hoe””
to cultivate their crops. This horse-drawn equipment
was based on a cultivator designed by Jethro Tull. Iis
purpose was to loosen the soil and kill the weeds. Al-
though wheat farmers found it of limited use. corn far-
mers quickly began to see the cultivator’s labor saving
value, and a host of American innovations followed.

Those initial experiments with single-row, horse-
drawn cultivators encouraged some furmers to try har-
rows and shallow turning plows for weeding between
rows of corn. The shovel plow also became a favorite
among corn farmers in both the North and South. The
shovel plow was well suited for cultivation because it fit
easily between corn rows, Killed the weeds, stirred the
soil, and tilled the plants by casting more earth around
the newly sprouted corn. By 1850, a second shovel had
been added and the double shovel plow became a com-




Fhe P2, & Must Company of Springficld. Oftio, manufuctured the No .4 Buckeye Sunbeam Walking Cultivator, This implement
wils dosigned with a high frame and an arched axle 1o pass over waist-high corn plants.

mon cultivating teol among corn farmers.

In the mid-1820s, the expandable cultivator appeared.
This implement consisted of a triangular shaped frame
which could be expanded from twelve to twenty-eight
inches in order to till between varying spaced rows. The
cast-iron teeth only cultivated one row at a time. and
they had o tendency to cutch on roots. rocks, and
stumps. Although this implement clogged easily. it cul-
tivated more efficiently than the hoe. and it was lighter
than & plow thereby improving maneuverability. Corn
farmers believed they could do more work with this
implement than with three plows. Consequently, this
cultivator was an impertant advance in the evolution
of cultivating implements.

During the E830s. most farmers continued to cultivate
with the hoe. Indecd. few farmers had ever seen a
cultivator. Stifl. by the latter part of the decade more
and more farmers were adopting the harrow or shovel
plow for cultivation. Farmers commonly removed the
front tooth on the triangular harrow in order to allow it
to straddle the plant row. This method was usually used
for the first cultivation. Subsequent tillage. where im-
plements were used such as on the farge corn farms in
New York, Pennsylvania and Delaware, was done with
the shovel plow. Cultivation techniques, however, dif-
fered from region to region, among localities, or even

between farms depending on tradition and personal
preferences. Small farms in New England, for example,
which had only a few acres in corn, could be cultivated
fairly quickly with the hee, In contrast, plantations in
the South with a large forced labor supply could send a
number of workers into the cotton fields to cultivate by
hand. However, farmers beyond the Appalachians,
who had large acres of corn and wheat but a short
supply of hired labor, turned more quickly to the newly
developed horse-drawn cultivators. Even so, the
shovel plow remained the common cultivating tool until
the late 1840s and into the 1850s in lowa and Hlinois.

By the late 1840s, cultivators had been fitted with
steel teeth which were less likely to break than cast-iron
ones. Cultivators with iron teeth, however, were most
common during that decade, particularly if the imple-
ments had five or six teeth, By the 1850s, iron-tooth
cultivators were in common use in the East and Mid-
west, and steel-tooth cultivators were gaining in popu-
larity.

During the 1840s and early 1850s, as well, wheat
farmers in New York and Ohio began using the field
cultivator, This large, horse-drawn implement was not
used for cultivation at aii, rather it was employed for
cross plowing the seedbed prior to planting time. The
field cultivator had a varying number of shovels, two
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Combinutivn riding and walking cultivators were popudar during the late nineteenth century. On this model, the tevers reenlated the
depeh of the shovels. When the furmer rode the caltivator, e tised his feet to gride the shovels down the crop rew,

farge wheels, @ heavy frame and a seat. Somewhat
smuller. seatless models, such as [de’s Whee! Cul-
tivator. were also marketed for a short time, The cutting
depth of these cultivators ¢ould be reguiated by alever
or by screws on the uxle, Few farmers in the Midwest
crass plowed their lands, but these cultivators were
used in this region in phice of the hurrow to cover wheat
seed after using the broadeast seeder. By the lute 1850s.
the field cultivistor was seldom used.

The next stage in cultiviator development came in
i%36. when George Esterly of Heart Prairie. Wisconsin.
patented a new implement design. Although Esterly is
incorrectly given the ¢redit for patenting the first sulky
ctiltivator at that time. he did patent a walking.
struddle-row cultivator with increased flexibility and
maneuverability. Esterly’s cultivator consisted of two
large wheels on am axle which was attached to a tongue.
Ancye bolt attached to each side of the axle from which
4 trailing beum joined a4 horizontul bar with movable
shovels. These shovels were adjustable to expand or
contract in order to cultivate on each side of the corn
row. The farmer guided the cultivator with a set of
handles attached to the rear bar.

During the [1830s, other innovations followed Es-
terly’s. Some of those improvements involved arching
the axle to straddle growing rows of corn and therehy

cnable the cultivation of more mature plants. Some
changes imvolved the addition of shiclds to protect the
plaats, fevers to raise and lower the shovels, or hinges
to illow the shovels to spring or slip over obstructions.
Two-row cultivators began to appear as wetl as imple-
ments without tongties. The tongueless cultivator be-
came popitlar, because it had a light draft, it could be
easily maneuvered close to the plants, and it could be
turned casier at the end of each row. Form implement
manufacturers also added wrought-iron beams to cul-
tivators during the 1850s. By the 1860s. the sulky cul-
tivator was also in widespread use in the corn growing
region of the Midwest. This two-horse implement culti-
vated on cach side of the plants as one horse and one
whee! rraveled down g row while the other horse and
wheel went down another. By cultivating both sides of
the row at one time. corn farmers doubled the amount of
Land they could weed ina day. and they ¢ould ride at the
same time. No cultivator. however, had greater thun
two-row capacity and most furmers preferred single-
row implements.

In the ante-bellm South, farmers sometimes used the
same types of cultivators that were being adopted
among corn growers in the North, More frequently.
however. if they did not use the hoe or the shovel plow.
they eultivated between their tobaceo and cotlon plants




NEW BALANCE WALKING CULTIVATORS

1t € ik ater wilh Deuble Comgas and Fyelppecd wlih flne Siavimees.

Some cultivators were fitted with disks which tilled the soif close 1o
the plants and helped the farmer guide the implement down the crap
Feby’,

teruktie Heown Balance Erane Walking Cultivator

N 24X Parnbisl Begm Spring Trip

The springs on this cultivator enabled each shovel to kick backwards
without breaking., if it hit an obstruction.

withimplements called scrapers, skimmers, or sweeps,
Generally. these were used only on the most progres-
sive plantations. Scrapers were developed originally to
cut weeds and loosen soif around tobacco plants with-
out breaking the leaves. These cultivators had long,
horizontal blades, made from thin pieces of wrought-
tron. which shaved off the weeds a few inches below the
surface. Scrapers came in various styles, but all of them
cut a swath varying from approximately twelve to
twenty-two inches wide. These cultivators were par-
ticularly well suited for level fields and loamy soil rather
than for rough lands and heavy soils. Consequently,
scrapers were more commoaly found in Mississippi,
Louisianz. Arkansas and in the black prairie lands of
Alabama rather than on Georgia and South Carolina
farms and plantations where hills and clay soils pre-
vailed. With these implements, a farmer could cultivate
about one and a quarter acres per day. In the North, a
stightly different variation of this cultivator was fitted
with steel plates called “*duck feet.”” The duck feet

attached to the beam and pared or cut the weeds like the
scraper did in the South.

By 1870, the design of the cultivator had become
nearly standardized with most manufacturers produc-
ing models with rectangular frames mounted on two
wheels with a tongue and a driver’s seat. For the re-
mainder of the nineteenth century cultivator patents
generally involved changes in detail. Those changes
were known as ““combination claims,” that is, the in-
ventors did not claim a new invention, but rather unique
arrangements of the various cultivator parts. Indeed,
1.9G0 such patents were made in 1869 alone. Those
claims often involved designing more efficient means
for expanding or contracting the beam s+ as to adapt the
implement to the width of the crop row. Other changes
involved improving the shape of the cuiting teeth or
shovels in order to make them more adjustable or more
efficient in throwing the soil in a certain manner or
direction. Some cultivators had wheels, others did not.
Some cultivators had springs attached to the shanks
which allowed the shovel to trip backward, if it hit a
solid object such as a rock. Once the obstruction had
been cleared the shovel sprang back into place. Many
cultivators simply had wooden pins which kept the
shovels from bending backwards as they cut through
the soil. If a shovel hit an obstruction, however, the
force of the blow would break the wooden pin, thereby,
enabling the shovel to falt backward and lift up and over
the object. Before proceeding, though, the farmer had
to reset the shovel at the proper angle and insert a new
pin in place of the broken one.

In 1870, two-row cultivators, drawn by three or four
horses, easily weeded fifteen acres per day, with (as one
report indicated), “*almost as much ease and comfort as
aday’s journey in abuggy.’” Sulky cultivators with four
bottoms were also being used during that decade for
cross plowing corn land in the spring. In this respect,
they were used much like the old field cultivators had
been some forty years before. For this purpose, though,
a fifth shovel was often added at the front of the cul-
tivator to give it a wedge shape which enabled it to cut
through the soil more effectively. By the turn of the
twentieth century, cultivator teeth and shovels were
being made from soft-center steel for maximum dura-
bility. Disk cultivators were also being used where Jarge
amounts of soil had to be moved on the furrow, or when
weeds were exceptionally high.

For the next fifty years after 1870, howevcy, the rate
of cultivation by horse-drawn implement: remained
about the same. Indeed, cuitivation speed did not
change remarkably until after 1924, when the Interna-
tional Harvester Company introduced the first afforda-
ble and efficient row-crop tractor. Tractors increased
the draft power available which enabled farm imple-
ment manufacturers to add more rows of cultivator
teeth or shovels to further speed the weeding process.

During the age of horse power, then, the cultivator
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By the turn of the pventicth century. two-row. sulky cultivators were popular among farmers with large corn fields, Note the wooden break pin behind the
rigghi-frand svel. B the sfovel i a solid object, such as a rock, the pin broke and the shovel sprang back withowt breaking. Then, the furmoer had 1o siop
amed Feset o nev pin, Fhis procedure ook time, but it was cheaper than replacing broken shovels. (Smithsonian Institution.)

became. perhaps. second in importince only to the
plow among the Bumer's tools. Indeed. without the
cultivator vast acreages of corn would not have been
possible. becuuse the weeds would have choked the
crop before the farmer could hoe them out «nd bring in
the harvest. When farmers adopted the cultivator in
place of the hoe, they could plant larzer crops because
they now had the ability to weed more land more
quickly and more efficiently than ever before. Still,
change comes slowly and it depends on the willingness

of individuals. such as farmers, to accept new tools and
methods for the job at hand, Nevertheless, the cul-
tivators which developed during the nineteenth cen-
tury saved many man-hours in the field during weeding
time, and when their worth was clearly seen. farmers
readily adopted this most useful implement.

With the crops weeded. the American farmer pre-
pared for harvest time. During this season too. new
technological innovations made this task quicker and
easier.




CHAPTER V

THE GRAIN HARVESTERS

Until the rapid adoption of herse-drawn machinery in
the mid-nineteenth century, the American farmer har-
vested his wheat, oats. barley. and rye by hand. This
was hard work which had to be completed swifily,
because once the grain was ripe. a race began with time
and the weather. If the grain was not cut promptly, it
might shrivel in the head: or. hail, wind, or heavy rain
might destroy it. In the vast prairie land west of the
Appaltachians, wheat acreage was limited only by the
amount a farmer could effectively harvest. This restric-
tion contrasted with the com crop which was limited
orly by the amount a farmer could cultivate, since the
harvesting requirements of these two crops are entirely
different.

For harvesting small grain crops, the sickle was the
most common reaping tool until the tate eighteenth
century. The sickle is a ancient agricultural implement
that has remained virtually unchanged since
Mesopotamian farmers fashioned it from clay as early
as 3,700 B.C. With its curved, metal blade and wooden
handle. the sickle enabled early American farmers to
reap the harvest by an age old method. To use this tool,
the reaper stooped down, separated a handfui of grain
stalks with the point of the sickle and grasped them with
his left hand. He then drew the sickle through the stalks,
from the heel of the blade to the point, with his right
hand. An axiom of that age was that no one leasrned how
toreap property until they had cut the little finger on the
hand which hekd the bunched stalks. The stalks, once
cut, would then be raked together. bound into bundles
and faid together in shocks by helpers who followed the
reapers through the field or by the reapers themselves.
The sickle was well suited for rough, stumpy land or
where the grain had fallen down and had tangled. Still,
harvesting grain with a sickle was back-breaking
diudgery. At best, a reaper could harvest only three-
fourths to one acre per day with the sickle, depending
on the thickness of the grain.

By the end of the War of Independence, however,
farmers in the middle Atlantic states, particularly Vir-
ginia, Maryland, and Pennsylvania, were using a more
efficient tool — the cradle scythe — for the grain har-
vest. Although the scythe was a European invention
which had been introduced into the American colonies
early in the seventeenth century for hay mowing, the
American farmer changed its design in order to make it
more suitable for cutting grain. The cradle scythe was
unique. It consisted of a grass scythe secured (o a frame
with four or five long wooden fingers. This frame at-
tached above the blade and the wooden fingers ran

Eintil the late eighteenth cemtury, farmers used the sickle to harvest
their grain crops. The sickle has remained virtually unchanged for
nearly 6,000 years, excep! that it is now made from iron instead of
clay. (Smithsonian Institution.)

parallel to it. As the reaper made his cut, the grain fell
onto the fingers. The reaper then tilted the cradle and
allowed the grain to fall into a pile where it could be
raked into a bundle and bound into sheaves. A skilled
reaper could cut approximately two to three acres per
day — approximately triple the amount he could cut
with a sickle. The cradle scythe enabled the reaper to
maintain an upright stance, but the ten- to twelve-pound
tool required skill to manipulate, and cradlers com-
monty received more pay than did the other harvest
hands, Still, once the grain had been cut, it had to be




Hurt: Chapter V — The Grain Harvesters

41

raked and bound for shocking. This involved stoop
labor simitar to that of cutting with a sickle. Generally,
three binders for every two cridlers were expected to
prepare about 1K sheaves per day for shocking over a
ten-acre field.

Although. the cradle scythe achieved quick popular-
ity among middie Attantic farmers. it was seldom used
in the Soutk before the carly nineteenth century.
Southern farmers preferred the sickle. because it did
not shatter the grain from the heads as much as the
cradle scythe. and because it was easier to manipulate
in heavy stands of grain. Many southern farmerss also
preferred the sickle. because it left more straw or stub-
ble to be plowed under to help fertilize the field as well
as to lessen threshing and stacking time, since there was
less straw to work with. Many Peansylvania and Ohio
farmers also continued to use the sickle well into the
18205, and New England farmers used this hand tool
until the late 8305, Still. the cradie scythe was adopted
by more and more farmers, and it became a standard
reaping tool until about 1860,

Whether grain farmers used the sickle or the grain
cradie to bring in the harvest, these tools restricted the
acreage they could expect to safely harvest in the
course of the season. unless they were prepared to
expend farge sums of money to hire harvest hands. tn
the case of wheat, tor example, a farmer might have a
maximum of ten days to complete the harvest before it
began to shatter out of the heads or even less time if a
weather change threatened to slow or ruin the harvest.
Until the farmer could speed the harvesting process
mechanically . he had little hope of cheaply expanding
his grain production. With kind cheap and labor expen-
sive, the cost of hiring a large number of harvest hands
was often prohibitive. because many men and women
preferred to own or rent their own farms rather than
work for someone ¢lse. Only horse-drawn machinery
would free the grain farmer from a dependence on hand
tools and hired labor. But, until an efficient horse-
drawn harvester of some sort was invented and per-
fected. the individual farmer’s grain production was
severely limited.

REAPERS

Gatlic farmers had experimented with a form of
reaper during the first century A.D. which. when
pushed, stripped the grain heads from the stalks and
caught themin a box. Many centuries passed before any
other significant attempt was made to mechanize the
grain harvest, and it was not until the eighteenth cen-
tury that a mechanical reaper became practical. The
first American patent for a mechanized reaper was is-
sued to Richard French and T. J. Hawkins of New
Jersey on 17 May 1803, The design of that machine 1s
not entirely clear. It had three wheels, one of which

In order to harvest grain with a sickle. the reaper had to bend down,
grub a handful of stalks with one hand and draw the sickle through the
grain with the other. Harvesting with a sickle was back-breaking
work. (Smithsoniar Institulion.)

Mid-Atlantic states grain farmers were using the cradle scythe in
place of the sickle by the end of the American Revolution. The cradle
scevthe enabled the reaper to harvest grain without bending over.
(Smithsonian Institution.)

extended into the grain at one side. The cutters con-
sisted of a series of scythe-like knives which revoived
on a vertical spindle. Long, wooden fingers extended
into the grain below the cutter. A team of horses drew
the machine from the side. Beyond this description.
little is known, since the patent records have been de-
stroyed. Nevertheless, American inventors had begun




to direct their attention to the grain harvest. QOther
experiments followed which met with either fuilure or
very limited success. and o new age in grain harvesting
dik not begin untif (831, when Cyrus Hall MeCormick
tosted his first reaper in Rockbridge County, Virginia,

MceCormick™s reaper had i straight. knife-like blade,
which was tinked to the drive wheel by a pitman and
gearing. The blade oscilluted or reciprocated and sawed
through the stalks as the machine moved forward. Pro-
jecting fingers or guards on the cutter bar caught and
held the statks while the blade cut through them. The
grain fell onto a platform and was raked off by somecne
walking alongside. This method of clearing the platform
kept the grain out of the way as the reaper made the next
round, since the horses were harnessed to the side and
followed in the previously cut path. A divider on the
outer edge of the cutter bar separated the standing grain
from the swath being cut.

McCormick was not entirely satisfied when he tested
this machine in a rye field during the summer of 1831.
After the initial test, he linked a reel to the main axle
with a belt to help gather the grain in front of the blade.
He also improved the divider und added saw-tooth ser-
rations to the blade to improve its curting ability,

Ahave: The cradle sevthe deposited the cat grain in a pile ready for
hinding. A skifled worker cowld cut three tintes as much grain with a
cradie sevthe as with o sickle, tlnternationat Harvester.)

Left: In 1834, Cyrus MoeCormick pats nted his first veaper after three
vewrs of experimentation, This reaper is a reproduction of MeCor-
micn's ariginal invention, (Smithsonian Institution. )

McCormick tested his reaper again in a ficld of oats
where it successfully cut six or seven acres. McCor-
mick spent the next three years trying to make further
improvements betore patenting the machine on 21 June
1834. This reaper was substantially the same as his 1831
test model. Even so. McCormick continued o make
adjustments on his reaper and he did not place the
machine on the market until 1840. In the meantime. on 2
July 1833, Obed Hussey, tested a reaper near Carthage,
Ohio. before the Hamilton County Agricultural Soci-
cty.

Hussey patented his reaperr on 31 December 1833,
and sold his first machines in New York and Hlinois the
following year. Hussey's reaper differed from McCor-
mick’s in several respects. First, it did not have areel 10
help gather and hold the grain while the sickle bar cut it.
Second. the five-foot sickic consisted of a series of
triangular stee! plates which were riveted to a flat iron
bar. This cutter bar had a reciprocal motion between
slotted, spike-like fingers. As the machine moved for-
ward. the sickie clipped or chopped through the stalks.
Hussey's reaper also consisted of a heavy frame which
carried the gearing and the platform. The platform ex-
tended from behind the main wheels off to the right side
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Privr to the development of a self-rake reaper, during the 1850s,
someone fad to stand or sit on the reaper or walk along beside it to
rake the cut grain from the platforn. The Russell & Company of

Mussillon, Ohic, offered the Senior Hand-Rake Reaper to the public
for the 1869 harvest.

HER e e e g Above & Left: In 1833, Obed Hussey patented the first reaper which
- achieved modest commercial success, Hussey's reaper, shown here
with a drawing and model, was pulled by two horses. Like McCor-

mick’s first redaper, the driver had to sit on one of the horses. (Smith-
sonian Institution. }
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By 1841, Hussex had added ¢ seat for the person who raked the cut
grain from the platforse. The single drive-wheel was added in 1837,
tSmithsoniun Institution.}

of the machine, and it was supported by two small
wheels, Two kwge drive-wheels carried the frame. The
sickle was attached to a pitman which was given its
motion by a crank geared to the axle. The grain fell onto
the platform where it remained untit enough accumu-
Eated to make a bundie. Then, it was raked onto the
ground for binding.

By 1837. Hussey had changed the construction of the
reaper by substituting one karge ground- or drive-wheel
for the original two. He still did not provide a seat on the
reaper so the driver had to ride one of the two horses
needed to pull the machine. By 1841, Hussey had added
aseat and had moved the platform from behind the main
wheel to the side. Hussey's machine, however, had a
heavier deaft than McCormick's and it had to be drawn
much fuster than the horses would normally walk —
almost a1 a trot.

Each machine had its ardent supporters. but Hus-
sey's reaper was best suited for mowing hay. This was
not readily apparent, and both Hussey and McCormick

- entered into o long and bitter period of competition
which did not end until Hussey sold his patents to rival
munufacturers in 858 and retired from the reaper busi-
ness. Hussey”s machine. however, was the only practi-
cal reaper sold during the 1830s. Although he built and
sold about forty-five machines across the country by
the time McCormick offered his machine for sale, it still
required many improvements. Hussey's reaper, at first,
for example, deposited the cut grain directly behind the
machine so that it had to be raked. gathered. bound, and
shocked before the machine made the next round,
otherwise. the horses would trample it.

In 1843, a comparative test in Virginia between
McCormick’s and Hussey’s reapers revealed positive
and negative results for both machines. At that time.
McCormick’s reaper still had a lighter draft and re-
quired only two horses to pull it while Hussey's
machine required four draft horses. McCormick’s
machine cut better in damp grain, but Hussey's reaper
performed more satisfactorly in grain which had tangled

or had fallen down. Both machines cut cleanly, but
Hussey's cut approximately one-fourth te one-third
more per day. Neither machine cut properly on hilly or
uneven land. Still. if a field of wheat or oats was
smooth, and clear of obstructions, most farmers who
were familiar with both machines believed reapers
would quickly pay for themselves with the cost of labor
saved.

McCormick and Hussey continued to make im-
provements. In 1847, Hussey modified the cutter bar to
eliminate the problem of clogging in wet grain. In that
same year. McCormick changed his design to place the
gearing in front of the drive-wheel to protect it from dirt
and to give the reaper better balance. Two years later
(1849), McCormick took the driver off the horse and
gave him a seat on the reaper. And he further improved
his machine about 1850, when he bought the rights to
use¢ Hussey’s cutter bar on his machines.

In 1847 and 1848, Hussey’s and McCormick’s reaper
patents expired respectively and they were not reis-
sued. Other inventors now came forth with their own
ideas for the improvement of the machine and made
plans for its manufucture. By 1852, the reaper was no
longer an experimentul implement. Although additional
improvements would be made over the next ten years.
farmers could now confidently purchase the reaper and
receive consistent, efficient service for about ten years
before it wore out. Ohio, New York, and Hlinois
quickly became major reaper-producing states.

Sales now increased dramatically. Midwestern far-
mers had lands well suited for growing wheat and for
mechanizing the harvest. With the reaper, grain farmers
could harvest larger crops with less hired labor than
ever before. Since the reaper did not shatter the grain
out of the head as did the cradle scythe, less grain was
wasted. The reaper also cleanly cut the stalks close to
the ground and thereby increased the amount of straw
saved over that produced by the cradle scythe. These
features convinced many farmers that a reaper would
pay for itself in one year. By 1851, McCormick was
producing more than 1,000 reapers annually, and in
852 an estimated 3.500 new rzapers replaced {7,500
harvest hands in the Old Northwest.

During the Crimean War (1853-1856) European de-
mands for wheat increased. At the same time the de-
mand rose, prices climbed, the California gold rush of
1849 and the lure of the Far West continued to drain
farm workers from the East and Midwest, so farmers
began to meet increased grain demands and labor shor-
tages by adopting the reaper. The McCormick, Manny,
Ketchum, and Atkins reapers became popular imple-
m<nts during the 1850s. By 1855, the reaper was a
common sight in the wheat fields at harvest time; and,
by 1860 over 80,000 of these machines were operating
on the grain farms west of the Appalachians. By the
outbreak of the Civil War in 1861, an estimated seventy
nercent of the wheat in the West was harvested with the
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KIRBY'S AMERICAN HARVESTER.

AS A REAPER—WEIGHS 740 POUNDS,

‘0981 904 AHAOY4NI

For the general working of the Macﬁine, we refer to the following gentlemen :

Henry Fitzhugh, Esq., Sherwood Forest, Stafford Co.y Va.; L. C. combs, Esq., St. Mary's
River, St. Mary's Co., Md.; John F, Fenwick, Esq., Leonardstown, do.do.; Wm. H. Ford, Esq.,
St. Inigoes, do. do.; Chas. 8. Semerville, Monticello, Calvert Co., Md.; W. W.W. Bowie, Esq..
Prince George's Co., Md.; Hon. Richard B. Carmichacl, Queen Ann's Co., Md.

PRICE OF COMBINED MACHINE IN BALTIMORE.....ccccererrenanenn $140
Do. MOWER ONLY do do, P ¥ 11

Do. MOWER WITH REEL, d0. 0.  .oevseereorovererrvers 130
Manufactured by D. M. OSBORNE & CO,,
mas-3t 145 PRATT STREET, (OPPOSITE MALTBY HOUSE,) BALTIMORE, ND.

Advertisement for Kirby's American Harvester. From The American Farmer-Advertizer, May. 1860. (Smithsonian Institu-
tion. }




From Fhe American Farmer-Advertizer, June 1860, (Smithso-
i FRstitution. )

reaper. Wartime labor shortages further encouraged
grain farmers to adopt this machine. In 1864, for exam-
ple. an estimated 60,000 to 85,000 reapers were pro-
duced and solk! — more than the total number man-
ufactured between 1833 and 1861. In 1865, McCormick
alone sold as many as 7,000 reapers. Four years later,
60,000 reapers were produced pationwide. At that time,
reapers required a crew of 8 to 10 men, one to drive the
horse, a second to rake the platform, and 6 to 8 men for
binding and shocking. This crew could harvest from 10
to 2 acres per day.

Still, the reapers simply cut grain. In this respect, the
reaper eliminated the need to hire cradlers and it
speeded the harvest, but hired hands were needed to
rake the gavels of cut grain together, bind the sheaves,
and place them in shocks. Even though a man could ride
on the reaper and rake the grain off, this too was tiring
work. Consequently, by the mid-1840s, inventors were
turning their attention te the development of an av-

F. RAY.
B.

JOSEPH FARROW.

F. RAY & CO’S

Wo eall l.hd.nl'wu'tiou of Farmers te our s.in.npl\- Twaper and Mywer.
sdvantuges:

IQI M n complete Reuper St onty welghs T00 I, —axn Mow, rotly HQ.
bere wrm nedie of Wone coy-whiels abwul it which teader 53l utber machines vy uneatisfagtory—=hut it worke
el“ﬂ'ly utm ': ol lermcimsmpueslly ety is but dittle lrmlw Al ¥he imjoriant poriy of e sachloe are suade of the
mug 1 bton.
muclilne can be ralecd or Jowered by Uhe driver, while iy ntlon,

rll.h l comnect te Kiife disectly to the miain driving wheel, by the awim of i tuckerabaft,

Gth. | have mnllealde bron guards, arranget s et & [ ||u|mullllu fur Uic machine to Md'e-l.lnc Lnife passing
through two gunrds 8y etch ¥ [hrathon,

s, ‘Theto 16 no Welght of the horse's ek, fror tie fact int U tongue e hinged 1o the lnln mme

7th, The machise can be thauyul from & Ih-nisr Sor o Mowoer, by Wt iewiin nf remaving two Bolls.

#h. Toere 2 no side raft in this b Devnr th horaea can work (his machise
with Jerfitd LA ronch ur sansoth gmuml. you -lll e Dy evtilflunive, hat $U his Teets mafd by Farsien 6o be \h
(11 1b use, pHcIky, nd dursbibiyy, wid for a1l uther adeasitiges we have heer mon

It alsc received the Firsl: Promlum at tho Maryland Institute Fair of 1855,

The Harvesicr, the pml sengon. has rendered the likghest satefaction 1w all whe have used them
izl ae 41 evidetice of it superiority the demand wus so great thut we could not meetit, This
* r decided improvements liave bee Ninde, and it §a now procisimed thy very model of perfection.

hose wisking machioes should ORDER EARLY.

In poasesscs the following

PRICE OF GOMBIN'ED MAGHINE $120.

PRICE OF ONE HORSE MOWER $100.
850 oash, and balsnce. in note at sixty deys, with city endorser.
Baltlmore.*i :

OFFICE, No. 181 W. Pratt st., Baltir

Ma.nufactory, cor. Leadenhall and Henrietta sts
Baltimore, Md,, in reality,

tomatic raking mechanism which would remove the cut
grain from the platform. Various technigues were tried
to provide revolving raking arms. Many of those de-
signs did not work very well and frequently scattered
the grain off the platform, thereby making the raking
and binding more difficult. Since these machines were
more technically complicated than the hand-rake reap-
ers, they were mcre difficult to maintain in a state of
good repair. These early self-rake reapers were also
more expensive than the hand-rake models, and they
were not readily adaptable for mowing hay as were the
hand-rake models. All of these factors, then, preveated
quick adoption of these machines.

By 1854, however, the first commercially successful
self-rake reaper, based on an 1851 patent, was marketed
by the Brockport, New York, firm of Seymour and
Morgan. The reaper called the "*NewYork Self-Raking
Reaper,” or simply the “*New Yorker,” had a rake
operated by a gearing from the ground wheel. As the
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BURRALL’S REAPER.

'AS MANUFACTURED BY: -

E. WHITMAN & CO.
BALTIMORE, MD,

I+ considered the mest substantial and the most desirable Reaper for the farmers
of Maryland and Virginia.
- Fifty Dollars was Awarded this Reaper, .
By & Commitee of 'Fwelve Men selected by the New York State Agricultural Soci-
€Ay, and tested in a trial of eight days with nine otber Reapers, comprisng all the
teading Reapers in this countey, and the folfowivg is an exteact from (heir report:
The Jedges, in their report, say 1att T B Burmit's Machine performed il work in the most
irablz maner  the W. m’;n ol buid ; the workmavnahip mpf{ulcmh were excellent; the
cirenlir ayron Dot side Jdelivery, the bafance wheed, and an srrangement to ELEvare Lhe xterioe
edige of the apsun, are valuable Teawures® 1t bas w0 extim, wheels or pinions beyoud what sre sioply
feewssary s uo o b beat down or waste the grain; wo basud-oheels, prilics, belle, wraps, or har
gw kitd, to get out of ondee; sothibg o himler tite cutibg and sweuriog the E’;am. Simplicily,
and Refiability jor doing the work all duy ared every day, have been the leading objects.
bolt cuts Grain of all kinds, is all conditions, without clopging, and moy beworked by ozen or

Lmft cyte a2 any height required, by a few moments shange. i

S0 gt i G e, e rong e Thvil's, o a the ide, ke MeCormiek's,
leavisng toum for the-teay and machine 1o pusy agais Without reading on thegrain, ‘This changeis
i by weans of extrs upron, (atiachedin & moment, ) from which the-grain is laid io 8 better con-
dition fur drying end bisding. and with much lees labor to 1he rakee than has ever boeo done before.

4ol bas a Edmn ¥ hael, which corrects the irregularity of the crapk motion, and gives a
it ayk uilem mivveinent o the tachine, . .

Elaving made and solid 0 large aumber of the Burrall Reapers last year, we wished (o nscertain a3
a3 possible the vesalt of their operations, and for that purpose, on the 191h December Jast, we
Weote (o each of vhe purchasers wnd have received answers from them, all of which are enlirely sat-
: . Wee nanex ag many of ihem a3 our spaec will adwmit, and refer to our pamphilet for fur.
ther parti ‘The pamphlet moy be had gratis oa application. by mail or otherwise.

I wehad roome we wuuklpbalghﬂ io add a great many more leltery, ail of which spesk in equally
ligh termoef the Renper. We can say 0 our [ricnds who ate in want of Reapers for the eomlﬁ
season, that they can rest assured that they will be cqually well made this season, together Wil
tome. vafuable improvements, which have been added,

P Vhe Prices will censain the same as Inst year—viz :

" Nomber 2 Reaper, - - - - - ‘§12000.
Number 3 -Reaper, - - . - - 125 00 -
Number 4 Reaper, - - - - - 13000

machine moved forward, the rake swept across the
platform at intervals and deposited the gavel on the
ground where it awaited the binders. The wooden plat-
form had a metal guard on the outer edge to prevent the
grain from being brushed to the ground prematurely as
the rake made its ninety degree arc. With this invention,
one more worker was eliminated from the harvesting
process.

Other manufacturing firms developed similar self-
raking reapers. Owen Dorsey, a Maryland inventor,
patented a popular design for a self-rake reaper in 1856.
Dorsey’s design allowed the rakes to revolve arcund a
vertical axis by means of a cam. As the rakes rotated,
they fowered at the front of the platform, swept across
it, and deposited the gavel off to the side on the ground.
After clearing the platform, the rakes rose and swung
around to the front to begin a new sweep. At first, the
rakes made too wide an arc to permit the driver to ride
on the machine. This problem was eliminated in [861,

From The American Farmer-Advertizer, Muay, 1855, (Smithso-
nian Institution,)

when changes were made in the gearing to lift and swing
the rakes out of the driver’s way. Machines with this
raking mechanism were called *‘pigeon wing’’ reapers,
and they became standard reaper features for the re-
mainder of the ningteenth century.

A simplification of the self-rake reaper was known as
the “dropper.”” The cutter bar, reel, and platform of this
implement were identical to the reaper. The major dif-
ference, however, was that the hinged platform behind
the cutter bar dropped at the rear and deposited the
grain on the ground. In contrast to the reaper, the drop-
per did not deposit the gavel in a neat pile ready for
binding. It simply dumped the grain from the platform
onto the ground behind the machine. As a result, the
binders had to work fast to clear the way before the next
pass so the horses would not trample it. Although an
1849 patent granted to Oliver Barr of lllirois suggested
the dropping technique for a reaper, the machine did not
become important until afier 1869, when Amos Rank of




The Blorsey Reaping Machine beeume one of the early seccessful Fhe self-ruke reaper became popular during the 1860s. Notice how
selfrake reapers. Tae rake arms rested on the curved metal hoop. the rukes lift and tilt after clearing the platform in order to miss the
The hoop provided support and served as a gaide for the revolving driver. { Smithsonian Institutiorn.)

arres. {Smitiesonian bsticntion.)

In 881, Fhe William Anson Wood Mower and Reaper Company of The dropper deposited the grain behind the implemens, when the
Youngstown, Ohio, buile this single-wheeled, self-rake reaper. This aperator fowered the platform by stepping on a pedal, The Russell &
reaper eut g swath five feet wide, and it could be purchased with four Company offered the Seaior Dropper for sale in time for the 1869
or %% rakes. A tool box was mounted on the beam. harvest.

The Atkins Automaton or Self-Raking Reaper was built during the
1850, The first Atkins reaper was produced in 1852, and, in 1856,
J 000 of these implements were manufactured for the harvest season,
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Bluring the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, many farmers in the Great Plains and Far West used the header to harvest
the wheat crop. In contrast to the reaper, the horses were hitched behind the reel and cutter bar, and the operator steered the header
with the tifler.

The Buckeve Dropper wos manufactured by the C. Aultman & Com-
pany in Canton, Ohic. The dropper apparently did not deposit the
gavel in as neat a pife as this illustration indicates, because farmers
complained that it scattered the cul grain.

Ohic obtained paients for the dropper and licensed
several implement manufacturers to produce them. A
number of companies manufactured the dropper during
the later nineteenth century, but other grain harvesters
worked better; and, on the large wheat farms of the
Great Plains, they were seldom used.

In retrospect, by the outbreak of the Civil War, the
major problems of the seif-rake reapers had been over-

come, and both production and sales increased.
McCormick, for example, produced his first seif-rake
reaper in 1861; by 1864, two-thirds of his total reaper
production consisted of self-rake models. Labor shor-
tages during the war years made the self-rake reaper
extremely popular, and the increased price of wheat
made it more affordable than ever before. By the end of
the war, where the reaper had reduced the number of
men needed to harvest fifteen acres in 2 day from four-
teen to nine hands, the self-raking reaper reduced that
work force to eight men. Still, binders were needed no
matter whether grain was raked off the platform by
hand or by automation. Therefore, in order to eliminate
the need for binders and to maz.c the harvest faster and
easier than ever before, inventors began to contemplate
ways to eliminate hand binding from the harvesting
process.

HEADERS

During the late i840s and early 1850s, another grain
harvesting implement — the header — attracted atten-
tion in the midwestern wheat lands. On 2 October 1344,
George Esterly of Heart Prairie, Wisconsin, patented
the first practical header. At that time, Esterly believed
Hussey’s reaper required too much draft to become
practical while McCormick's reaper was still of un-
proven merit. As a result, Esterly decided to developa
grain harvester which would strip the ears from the




This MeCormick header was aved during e 1890s. To the far left. the driver stands on the platform behind the six-horse itch. (National

Archives.)

I wrder for these headers (o cut clockwise without trampling the first swath of grain, the field was probably opened with a reaper or eradle scyithe.
Furmers with lurge whoat fields freguently eut from the center to the ousside to avoid that initial opening around the edges of the field. (Smithsonian
Institution. s

stalks and collect them in a hopper. Esterly’s header
was not unlike the Gallic reaper used in the Roman
Empire during the first century A.D. His machine had a
straight. knife-like sickle which adjusted in height to
slice the heads from the plants. A spiral wheel with
paddles, powered by a belt attached to the ground
wheel, revolved and forced the heads against the knife
which sheared them off — much like a reel type lawn
mower. The grain heads were then forced into a large
bin. A four-horse team pushed this cumbersome,
four-wheeled header through the grain field, The
operator steered Esterly's header with a wheel, like that
which a ship’s captain used, while he stood on a plat-
form in the rear,

Five years later (1849) Jonathan Haines of Illinois
also patented a header. This was the only other header
successfully produced before the Civil War. The
*Hoines Ilinois Harvester™ featured a reciprocating
sickle (instead of a straight, fixed blade), and an endless
conveyor to carry the grain heads to a wagon drawn
alongside. The grain heads then only had to be hauled to
the place where the threshing was to take place. Like
Esterly’s machine, the Haines header was pushed be-
fore a two-horse team. The operator steered from the
rear with a tiller. The Haines Illinois Harvester cut a
ten-foot swath and was advertised to cut from twenty-
five to forty acres a day.

Although the header sold well in the prairie region



Hurt: Chapter V ~ The Grain Burvesters

Fhiis header was pushoed by o hitcl of three mides and two Borses, (Kansas Stare Histovical Socieiv.)

amd i Culifornia from the Lie 18405 to the early [860s,
furmers soon found the grain had to be dry before cut-
ting it with this machine: otherwise. it would spoil in the
stuck. Grain farmers in the humid Midwest sefdom had
the proper weather or climatic conditions to permit
thorough ripening and drying before the grain was cut.
Midwestern grain was generally cut while slightly green
and it peeded to cure in the shocks to permit adequate
threshing. As u result, midwestern farmers rejected the
header in favor of the reaper. During the 1860s, how-
ever, the header was the most important harvesting
muchine in California. and in the 1870s, it gained some
popularity in Kansas and Nebraska.

By the last quarter of the nineteenth century. the
keader customarily had a 12-foot cutter bar and har-
vested from [5 to 25 acres per day. A four-horse team
ustrtlly pushed the header and the operator carefully
steered it close to the wagon which collected ihe heads
from the machine’s conveyor. In contrast to the reaper
amd binder. however, the header cut counter-clockwise

daround the grain field. Since the header was designed to
lift the grain into the wagon from the left side of the
miachine. a counter-clockwise harvesting pattern was
required to keep the horse-drawn wagon from knocking
down the uncut grain as it followed alongside.
Clockwise harvesting would have required opening the
ficld with 4 binder or grain cradle to clear a path around
the edges for the header and wagon. Instead, the header
operator drove to the center of the field and began
cutting in a circle from the inside toward the outer
edges. The cut grain was then stacked in the center of
the field where it awaited the threshing machine.
Overall, the header had several advantages over the
reaper. The most important was that it eliminated
binding, shocking and hauling the sheaves to the
threshing site. Consequently, it reduced the number of
workers reguired at harvest time. Since the header only
cut the top eight to ten inches of the stalks, the threshing
machine had greater capacity and speed than when
grain cut by a reaper was fed into it. Nevertheless., the




MARSH HAGVESTER WARDER MITCHELL & o0, SFRIN GPLE il

fn 1864, the Marst harvester reached the market. It delivered the cut grain to a plutform where two men bound it into sheaves. Then, the

bundles were tossed onto the ground ready for shocking.,

header was not well suited for small- or medium-sized
fickds, and it was somewhat cumbersome to steer. Con-
sequently. it was soon replaced by the Marsh harvester
apd the automatic binder.

HARVESTERS AND BINDERS

By the early 1850s, a number of inventors were trying
to eliminate the backbreaking task of binding grain on
the ground. All of those efforts failed to provide a solu-
tion to the problem until Charles W, and Witliam Wal-
lace Marsh of De Kalb County, lIilinois, successfully
tested and patented their harvester in 1858. The **Marsh
harvester.” though not offered for sale until 1864, con-
sisted of a five-foot sickle and a reel similar to those
used on reapers at that time. The machine differed from
other reapers, however, because it had an endless can-
vas aproa or belt which carried the cut grain away from
the sickle and elevated it above the drive-wheel where it
fell onto a receiving table. Next, two men riding on the
attached platform gathered the grain ard bound it into
bundles which they dropped onto the ground. The
Marsh harvester, then eliminated the stoop labor re-
quired for binding the sheaves. By 1870, the Marsh
brothers had sold licenses for producing their machine
to a number of manufacturers, and at least 1,000 were

sold. A decade later, in 1879, an estimated 100,000
harvesters had been manufactured. Although, this
machine cut 8 to 10 acres a day, mechanical break-
downs severely limited its popularity, many of the best
self-rake reapers having a far superior performance to
the Marsh harvester. Still, two men binding on the
harvester could do as much work as four or five binders
walking behind a reaper. Certainly, the Marsh harves-
ter speeded the harvest, and while the machine did not
become the complete solution to the farmer’s hacrvest
problems that the Marsh brothers had hoped, it was an
important step toward the complete mechanization of
the grain harvest.

Indeed, the first wire-binding mechanism, which
eliminated th« need to prepare the bundles by hand, was
attached to the Marsh-type harvester in the early 1870s.
Experiments had been conducted for the development
of an automatic binder in 1850, when John E. Heath of
Warren, Ohio, patented the first twine grain binder.
Heath built several binders which worked fairly well,
but he sold his patent rights in 1851 and made no further
contributions to binder invention. Other innovations
followed. At first, attempts were made to develop a
reaper which would bind the sheaves with twine, but
the lack of a suitable mechanism to tie a knot retarded
the perfection of this binder. Instead, inventors found
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Fhre binder awesomaticaliy tied the eat grain into sheaves with wire o ivine. This e

currier cangfte the bound sHeaves witich fell from the tving mechanism above.
fever which emptied the platform, The canister fold 4 spool of twine.

‘ar view of a bindor siews the tandle carrior on the right. The bundle
When cnought grain had collected to meke o shock, the
{Nutional Arelrives.)

operitor iripped o

the [890s. (National Archives.}

. l' K
Farmers with large wheat acreages susually hired several binder operators to harvest the

crap. This is a harvest scene in Kiowa County, Kansas, during
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that wire could be wrapped around a sheaf, cut. and
twisted automaticallv to hold the bundle together.

The first machine to bind with wire, was patented on
I8 November 856 by C. A. McPhitridge of St. Louis.
Missouri. The binding mechanism on this machine con-
sisted of an arm which wrapped the wire around the
gavel when an attendant turned a handle to teip the
mechanisin. The mechanism also cut the wire. twisted
the ends together. and deposited the bundle on the
ground ready for shocking. The operator had the task of
determining when the proper amount of grain had been
delivered to the platform where the bundle or sheaf
would be bound.

James F. and John H. Gordon of Rochester, New
York. eliminated the need for an attendant to gauge the
size of the bundles. when they patented a device known
asa “packer’” which automatically measured the gavels
and packed them into bundles for binding. James Gor-
don had been experimenting with this concept as early
as {862, but he did not achieve success until 1872 when
he attached his binding mechanism to a Marsh harves-
ter. This innovation worked well enough for Gordon to
patent his device. but the first commercially successful
wire binder, wlso mude in 1872, was not his. At that
time. Sylvanus D. Locke of Janesville, Wisconsin, pre-
duced a binder which had an improved mechanism
_ which twisted the wire to tie the band. Although Locke
sold only three binders in 1873, by 1875 he had joined
the Wulter A. Wood Compuany and about 300 Wood-
Locke binders were sold that year. McCormick began
muinufacturing the wire binder in 1874, four years later
he was producing 5.000 self-binders annually. In the
same year. 1878, the Deering Company also began pro-
duction by building several thousand wire binders. As a
result. an estimated 20,000 wire binders were used in
the 1878 harvest.

By 1873, the wire or self-binder achieved popularity,
because it eliminated the need for rakers and binders;
onby one man, the driver, was required to operate it,
The wire binder was particalarly popular on the
bonunzi wheat furms in the Red River Vatlley. By the
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end of the decade. it was standard equipment on those
vast wheat farms. Still. the wire binder was not without
its problems. The wire often caught in the machine’s
moving parts. and. once the sheaves had been broken
for threshing. disposal was a nuisance. since it would
neither rot nor burn. Sometimes the wire damaged the
threshing machine or mixed with the straw or grain. If
the straw was fed to cattle. and the wire ingested. it
could kil the livestock. Millers also complained that
bits of wire damaged their grinders and sometimes pas-
sed into the flour. Some milters paid less for grain that
had been bound by wire binders. Because of these
problems. griin furmers were beginaing to give up using
the wire binder by the late 1880s. Fortunately for them.
they did not have to return to binding by hand either on
the Marsh type harvester or behind a reaper. Just at the
time when the wire binder was coming under increased
criticism. a mechanism for tying a knot in twine was
perfected and adapted to the harvester.

In 1858, John Appleby of Whitewater. Wisconsin,
began experimenting with a “bird bill”® knotter and
rotating arm which wrapped the twine around the bun-

» o

Once the grain had been bound and shocked, it had to be hauled to the
threshing site. (Smithsonian Institution.)

The loose piles of sheaves were deposited by the bundle carriers on the binders. The worker at the left-center is setting the bundles into shocks.

(Smithsonian Institution.
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e and fred ¢ kbot w it Appleby did not patent fus
Geviee until B¥TSn the mean time. Facob Behel of
Rockford, Mimeis, aiso begn experimenting with
methods 1o sobve the knotting problent. s 864 Behel
patented his teme mechanism called o "hawk bill”™ or
Sulthook T Uhes kpotter was similar to Appleby '~ be
woasie Betiel wrapped the twine around the bundle with
ccurved ) revolving arm OF these two pioneers in the
ta e hirotter ficld. Appleby wias the most sueeesstul i
vatnng e support he needed to prodoce hinders with
B o miedsnism, The Deering, Fsterly, Bxcelsior,
Mot ormck. Bucheye. Champion, Minacapolis Hin-
sonter, Craborne. and Wood Bisders all used Appleby’s

By et

i bsse with the knotting problem solved., the Deer-
i Company placed 10080 twine binders on the market,
SicCarmmck entered the twine-binder market the fol-
fosving vear and by tate summer of 1882, he had pro-
doced some F3000 machines. By that time. twine hid
replaced wire m the binder imdustry. in fact. MoeCor-
vk stepped making wire binders in 1883, Puring the
mind- FREO . competiion among Lam machinery com-
peerties Cidpseed the price of twine binders to decline. the
prce of hemp also tell, Farmers now could afford 1o
puichase this machine with greater case than in the
raist. By the ead of the decade. almost the entire wheat
farsest was broaght in with the teine binder.

These carly binders. though, were heavy machines.
MoCormick s tives and siv-foot models weighed almost
LA pounds. and they placed agrent strais on the draft
fivewe~. [ 1885 however. the I M. Osborne and Wil
Ham Dieering Companies began subsiuting steel in

plice of wood and iron Tor the frame. This innovation
nide the binders Lighter and more nancuverable,
MoCormick tollow ed stitin 1887, By the ke 18RO the
onhy non-steeh parts were the binder’ s tonguce . reel shids,
and cunvas elevator, During the 1890, additional im-
provements were nhde tolower the center of gravity e
place smuall wheels on the tongue in order o take the
muachine s weight ol the necks of the horses.and o add
o bundie carrier. This last improvement was i hinged
tuble which collected the bound sheaves until the
operator tripped the releise which deposited themin o
pite ready tor the shockers, The bundle carrier saved
the shockers muany weary steps. since they no longer
had to swadk tack and Torth 1o pick up the bundbes and
place thens in shocks. Instead, they built the shock
where the Buadles fell, Asaresult. the harvest not only
became quicker. hutitalso became cheaper sinee fewer
shockers were needed to set up the bendles.

[n retrospect. all of the mechanical harvesting im-
plements — reapers. headers. harvesters, and binders
—saved time and labor expenses. They did not. how-
ever. increise substantially the amount of grain a
Grmier could cut in one dav. The hand-rake reaper and
the twine binder averaged ahout ten to twelveacres per
day . butoceasiomally us much asfifteen to twenty acres
per day depending on ficld conditions and the thickness
of the crop stand. Between the adoption of the self-rake
reaper and the binder. horses and even steam engines
could not provide the speed necessary toincreise sub-
stantiafly the total number of aeres that could be hir-
vested in one diny . Anincrease in daily harvested ac-
Feae would not come until the twenticth century when




Buckeve binder with bundle carrier.

gasoline tractors provided the draft power necessary to
expand the binder’s duily cutting capacity. Still, these
implements made the harvest substantially quicker, and
casier for grain farmers. Inthe fifty year period between
1830 and 880, the total time necessary to produce one
bushel of wheat fell from three hours and forty minutes
to ten minutes. In spite of improved titlage and seeding
¢quipment. the tremendous savings in time was made
possible primarily by the evolutionary change in grain
harvesting technology.

Technological change in relation to the grain harvest,
though. had another important effect besides saving the
farmer time and money. As the development of the
grain harvesters progressed, fewer and fewer hired
hunds were needed at harvest time. This change light-
ened the cooking burden on the farmer’s wife who had
the responsibility of preparing three hearty meals and
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frequently an afternoon lunch for the hatrvest hands
from the time the cutting began until the last sheaf was
in the shock.

During the last quarter of the nineteenth century,
however, some farmers and inventors wanted to
mechanize the grain harvest even more by combining
the harvesting and threshing processes into one opera-
tion. By so doing, they hoped to eliminate entirely the
need for shockers and threshing men, While the grain
binders clattered across the wheat fields in ever in-
creasing numbers, those changes were being made.
Others wanted to apply the same kinds of technological
change to the corn crop that had been so influential for
harvesting small grains. During the late nineteenth
century, several corn harvesting machines began to
eliminate the task of picking corn by hand.



Betone the invention of the mechattival picker, e corn harvest was brought in by hand. Here, the cars are snapped from the stalks and tossed imto the

webrory. { Sy onicerr Brstitution. )

CHAPTER VI

THE CORN HARVESTERS

OF all the grains, corn not only produces the grostest
vields. but before the age of the gasoline tractor. it also
reguiired more hand Libor for harvesting than any other
vereal, Corn stulks, Luden with cars. are heavy and
cumbersome o handle, Nevertheless. the application
of technological innovation to corn harvesting lageed.
becatse corn does not require immediate picking when
it ¢ ripe. M. for example. the farmer raised corn for the
grain. the ears could be left on the statk well into the
winter. The dried statks and cold weather did not dam-
age the corn. and the harvest could be brought in after
the other farm chores. such as haying and autemn
plowing. hud been completed.

When the corn was harvested. the work could be
done in one of three ways. First. the corn stalks could
be cut while still relatively green and placed in shocks.
The ears would be removed at a later time and the stalks
used for livestock feed. Second. the corn might be cut
while it was still green and hauled to the barn for chop-
ping into cattle feed. Or. third. the eurs might be al-
lowed to ripen fully in the field then picked from the
stalks by hand and hauled to the barn or corn crib. The
dry stalks were plowed under and aflowed to decom-

pose to help build soil humus,

No niatter which harvesting method the corn farmer
chose o employ. cach method required a tremendous
amount of hard work. Although the amount of time
required to produce one bushel of corn fell from 4 hours
and 34 minutes in 1855 to 41 minutes by 1894, this
decrease was primarily attributable to the use of the
gang plow and the check-row corn planter. The harvest
was still brought in by hand.

Most corn farmers preferred to use both the stalks
and the ears if at all possible. To do this, the corn was
allowed to ripen until the ears were mature and fairly
firm. At this stage of development. the stalks which
were still somewhat green were cut with a sharp hoe or
with long-bladed knives. The hoe was heavy to man-
ipulate during the course of the day and most farmers
preferred a corn knife. When using a corn knife. the
harvester had to stoop at each piant and sever the stalk
at ground level. This work tired the back. and most
farmers either devised or purchased corn knives with
long blades or handles which eliminated as much bend-
ing over as possible. Home-made corn knives were
usually fashioned from old scythe blades. The scythe



Some corn furmers used @ wooden horse to build corn shocks. The
bundles were set against the horizontaf arm. When the shock had
beer completed, the arm was pulled out, the horse withdrawn, and
the shock cinched tight.

was cut into two parts and a corn knife hammered and
filed from each piece. The knife made from the pointed
end was usually the better of the two, becuuse the knife
forged from the seythe’s shank was heavier to wield. A
wooden handle was attached with screws or rivets.
Factory-made corn knives came in all shapes and sizes.
Still. corm harvesting with a knife was back-breaking
work no matter which style of knife a farmer used.
Some manufucturers attempted to eliminate entirely the
need o stoop vhen cutting the stalks by producing a
knife-like blade which attached to one’s boot with a
leather strap. Instead of bending over to cut the statk.
the farmer kicked the corn stalk with the blade to sever
it. This idex resulted in just as much tiring work as when
using a corn knife or hoe.

As the stalks were cut, they were gathered, bound
into bundles and placed in shocks. Setting up the shocks
required a degree of skill, otherwise they would col-
lapse or fail to shed water properly and the corn might
be damaged or destroyed by the weather, Shocks varied
greatly in size and were usually made about as large as
the individual farmer wished. Generally, a shock was
made from an area twelve hills square or from 144 corn
hills. The number of bundles tied also varied according
to the height and thickness of the corn.

Corn shocks might be set up by sevcral different
methods. One common method was to use a long pole
with crossing wooden arms inserted in it. The pole was
shoved into the ground and the bundles leaned against
it. When the shock approached the proper size. the rods
were pulled out and the center pole withdrawn. The
shock was then cinched tight with a rope and tied with
twine or a cornstalk band. Some farmers used a three-
legged brace, called a wooden horse, to help build corn
shocks. One leg had a horizontal arm which the bundles
or loose stalks were set against. When the shock

reached the desired size. the rod was pulled out, the
horse withdrawn. and the shock cinched tight. If a
farmer preferred not to take a pole or wooden horse into
the cornfield. he might build the shocks around a square
of four bent-over corn stalks which had been twisted
together. Once the corn was cut and shocked. the
tarmer still had to snap the ears from the stalk. husk
them. uand rebind and shock the stalks for later use. as
well as haul the ears to the crib. This took time even
though it could be done during the winter when other
farm chores were less pressing. Many farmers recog-
nized that if the corn harvest could be mechanized. the
drudgery of handling the crop so many times could be
reduced.

Actually, us early as 1820, an attempt had been made
to mechanize the corn harvest. Other experiments fol-
lowed, all of which met with either failure or very li-
mited success largely because inventors were trying to
apply the basic principles of the reaper to a corn har-
vester. The thickness of the stalks caused the early corn
harvesters to clog or break down under the strain.
While inventors tackled the problem of designing a
mechanical harvester, some farmers began using corn
sleds for cutting their crop.

The corn sled was simply a triangular, wooden plat-
form with wooden runners or skids. A thin, sharp blade
extended from both sides. and stanted forward from the
rear. As the sled was drawn between the corn rows, the
blades sliced the staiks which were then bound and set
in shocks. Home-made corn sleds were probably used
before the first one was patented in 1886 by J. C. Peter-
son of West Mansfield. Ohio. By the late 1880s, how-
ever. corn sleds were being manufactured and mar-
keted by a number of implement companies.

The two-row sled reportedly cut enough corn in one
day for 300 shocks. Two men rode on the platform and
gathered the stalks in their arms to prevent the corn
from fatling in all directions after being cut. The sled
stopped at each shock and loose stalks or bound bun-
dles were added to it. This corn harvesting method was
still hard work. The men riding the sled had to maintain
their balance while sitting on a narrow seat, catch and
hiold the cut stalks, and walk back and forth between the
sled and the shocks. Tangled corn stalks were hard to
cut. and, even in the best corn, the horse had to work at
a fast pace to permit proper cutting.

Still, the sled saved sufficient time and labor costs to
warrant improvement. Stalk lifters or coflectors were
attached to the sled in order to guide the stalks onto the
platform. When enough stalks had collected to make a
shock, the workers riding on the sled pushed the stalks
onto the ground for the binders who followed. Wheeis
were also added to reduce the draft and thereby lighten
the work of the horse. And. knife guards were added to
cover the cutting edges, when the sled was not in use in
order to protect the legs of man and beast alike.

A more complicated version of the corn sled cut two
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rows at once with a reciprocating cutter bar. Although
this design still arttempted to imitate innovations in
reaper technology, it worked efficiently enough to merit
production by o aumber of implement companies. Two
groumd wheels powcered the cutter bar. As the horse
watked between the rows, the dividers, with endless
guike chains on cach side, channeled the stalks o the
wugter, The stulks then fell onto o platform which titted
by wipping i lever. When o sifficient amount of corn
d been coltected on the platform. the horse was stop-
pad. the platform lowered. and the shock set up arcund
it pofe which exteaded out from behind the machine.

Even though the corn sled was not the ultimate an-
swer to speeding the corn harvest, it was an improve-
ment over cutting the stalks by hand. Two men could
vit and sheck more than four and a half acres per day
with the corn sled compared to less than one and a haif
acres per day for a man cutting with a corn knife. With
the perfection of the twine binder for small grains, how-
ever. many farmers began anxiously awaiting the de-
velopment of a similar machine that would ease the
burden of the corn harvest.

CORN RBINDERS

During the 1880s, inventors began designing
mechanical corn harvesters to help lessen the labor of
cutting the statks by hand, These one-row harvesters
had endless chains on each row divider which fed the

Some corn sleds or harvesters had reciprocating sickles to cut
through the thick statks and a horizomal arm to help build the shocks.

Top Left & Left: Corn sleds eliminated the task of cutting the erop by
hand. One or two workers rode the sled and gathered the stalks in
their arms wntil onough collected to tie a bundle. Qr, they dropped the
stafks i bunches (o wtd the binders who foltowed,

stalks into the cutter bar. The cut stalks fell upon an
apron which elevated the stalks into a wagon drawn
alongside the harvester, A binding attachment, how-
ever, could be substituted in place of the elevator. This
machine did not work well enough to warrant wide-
spread use.

In 1892, A. S. Peck of Geneva. llinois, patented the
first satisfuctory corn binder. Peck's machine con-
tained the essential principles used on all the corn bin-
ders produced thereafter. His machine consisted of two
dividers which passed down each side of a corn row and
fed the stalks into the cutter. The cufter bar was a
serrated knife driven by gearing attached to the ground
wheel. An endless chain caught the top and the bottom
of the stalks and carried them back to the binding
mechanism which packed and wrapped the bundle with
twine before depositing it on the ground. The horses
were hitched behind the binder in the same manner as
they were on the header. Peck’s corn béinder worked
better than any other implement. but two more years of
experimentation were needed before the machine was
suitable for manufacture and sale.

By the mid-1890s, the mechanical problems of the
corn binder had been eliminated. Most farmers used the
corn binder to harvest the crop while it was still greenin
order to run it through a shredder or fodder-chopper.
The finely shredded stalks were then blown through an
elevator and into the silo for ensilage, Most corn bin-
ders had row dividers attached to the frame. Two or




Abeve: The Pect corn hinder operated in front of a two-horse hiteh. It
wars the first satisfuctory corn hinder.

Left: Some corn binders had special attachmems which elevatred the
hundles imto a wagon dravwn alongside.

Below: By the mid-(880s, the mechanical problems of the corm binder
had been oliminated. Generally, theee hoeses were vequived for draft.
{ Nationd Archiives.}
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Ehis rear view af ¢ corn binder shows the twine canisior and « neatly ticd bundle. i Sntithsonian Institution.)

three endless chuins caught the statks and carried them
to & serrated cutting knife which was given u recip-
rocating motion by a pitman attached to o weighted
fiywheel. The flywhecl gave the cutter enough foree to
stice through the toughest corn stalks. A conveyor car-
ried the stalks back to the binding deck where the bun-
dle wus packed and tied with twine by a knotting device
simifar 1o that used on grain binders. Discharge arms
then pushed the bundle onto the ground, These corn
binders weighed an average of 1.500 pounds and
worked best in ficlds where the corn had been planted in
check-rows. The binder had a draft of 420 pounds and
three horses were required to pull it. The corn binder
harvested from seven to nine acres per day. Since the
average field hand shocked about three and a third acres
per day. two or three shockers were needed to follow
behind the binder.

Although the cost of cutting an acre of corn with a
binder was about the same as cutting it by hand and was
slightly more expensive than by cutting it with a sled,
tlargely due to the cost of the binder and the expendi-
ture for the twine), farmers still preferred the binder
because it made the corn harvest easier. The binder,
however, knocked some cars off the stalks which had to
be picked up by hand after the corn was shocked, By the

late 1890s, the implement companies were producing
thousands of corn binders cach year.

SHOCKERS

Still, corn cut with a binder had to be shocked, and
once the binder had been perfected, inventors turned
their attention to devising a machine that would bind
and shock the corn at the same time and thereby elimi-
nitte the need for additional field hands at harvest time.

Actually. the corn shocker was invented by A. N.
Hadley in I888. This machine consisted of a frame
mounted on two wheels. Dividers with endless chains
delivered the stalks to the reciprocating cutter. A
five-foot wide circular table rotated behind the cutter. A
shaft with radiating arms gathered the stalks in a verti-
cal position and formed a shock on the table. When the
table was full, after about 100 stalks or hills had been
cut, the shock was hand tied and lifted onto the gound
by the revolving crane mounted on the frame. The corn
shocker harvested the corn crop cheaper than the sled
or binder. and it built and set-up each shock in about
five minutes time. The shocker only harvested about
three or feuracres per day, but it eliminated the need for
two or three binders and therefore provided a savings in
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Fhe corn Rarvester and shocker eliminated the 2 or 3 men needed to
Soltow the binder, Fhe shocker platform held the stalks from about 100
hitfs.

labor costs. Corn harvested with a shocker was more
difficult to load into wagons than that cut with the
binder. The corn bunsiles from the binder were light
enough to load with a pitch fork., but the
mechanically-made shock was so heavy a hoisting de-

" vice had to be attiached to the wagon. Even so, many
farmers preferred the shocker over the corn binder
because of the amount of laber saved.

PICKERS

In the Midwest, farmers often raised more corn than
they could use for fodder. Consequently, they did not
need to shock the entire crop for livestock feed. In-
stead, midwestern farmers primarily raised corn for the
ears which they picked by hand. This hard, monoton-
ous task was accomplished in one of two ways. First,
the corn farmer might saap the ears from the stalks
while walking down the rows. The ears were tossed into
piles and hauled to the crib later. Second, a high
“‘bangboard” could be attached to a wagon on the side
opposite the pickers. This board prevented the pickers
from missing the wagon as they tossed the ears intoit. A
skitled picker could snap 100 bushels of ears per day.

The mechanical corn picker snapped the ears, stripped the husks, and
elevated the cobs into a wagon drawn alongside.

The wagon did not need a driver since the horses knew
their business and walked ahead on their own.

In 1850. Edmund W. Quincy, of Peoria, Hlinois.
patented a corn picker which promised to bring an end
to the task of snapping the ears from the stalks by hand.
Quincy’s machine was designed to pick the ears with
two spike cylinders which tore off the ears as the corn
stalks passed between them. The cars fell onto a con-
veyor which delivered them into a wagon driven
alongside the machine. Although Quincy’s implement
never worked efficiently enough to merit manufacture
and sale, he stimulated other inventors to try their ef-
forts at solving the picking problem. A host of picking
devices with rollers, cylinders, cutters, gathering
prongs and parallel vibrating bars followed--all de-
signed to snap or tear the ear from the stalk, These
machines usually had row dividers to feed the stalks
into the cutter, Generally, these early corn pickers were
pushcd by the horses hitched to the rear.

Manufacturers did not begin producing roller type
corn pickers until 1874, even then, the machine was far
from a state of perfection. Frequently, the rollers shel-
led the cora from the cob instead of snapping the ear
from the stalk; or, some rollers failed to hold up under
the strain of the thick, tough, corn stalks which passed
between them. By the mid-1880s, roller-type corn pic-
kers had been sufficiently strengthened consistently to
snap the ears, strip the husks, and lift the ears into a
wagon drawn alongside. But, the picker still had the
disadvantage of shelling too much corn from the cob,
and it failed to pick in tangled stalks. If the corn picker
had a husking device attached, the draft increased sub-
stantially and four horses, instead of three, were re-
quired to pull it. If a husking attachment was not used,
the rollers removed from 25 to 75 percent of the husks.
The remainder had to be removed by hand or by a
husker set up at the crib. Faced with these disadvan-
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The kusker-shredder snapped the ears from the stalks. stripped the husks. and deposited the cob out one end while the fodder was blown
it the vear, Any corn shelled in the process fell to the bottom of the machine and dropped ont into the box o the ground.

tages many farmers preferved to pick their corn by hand
or us¢ the binder or shocker. Farmees who used the
picker. however. hurvested seven to nine acres per day.
During World War L labor shortages and high harvest-
ing costs forced many farmers to begin using the
horse-drawn picker. Even by that time, though, the
michine did not work very well. because the
groundwheel still fuiled to provide sufficient power or
consistent speed to operate the picking mechanism.
The gasoline tractor, with its power take-off, would
sobve these problems. but it was not used for corn
harvesting on a general busis untit after the mid- 1920s,

HUSKERS

Whether farmers harvested their corn by cutting the
stalks and placing them in shocks or by picking the ears.,
the husks still had to be removed. A variety of husking
pegs and gloves were used for this task. The husking
peg or glove had projecting iron spikes, which stripped
the busk from the ear with greater ease than if the job
was done with the hands alone. By using the husking
pee. « farmer could bhusk about one acre of shocked
corn per day or one and a half acres from uncut stalks in
the field.

In 1837, Jonathan Cutler of Putney. Vermont made
an attempt to mechanize the husking process, when he
patented the first corn husker. That implement had a
pair of rough rollers which revolved inward and strip-
ped the husks off as the ears passed between them.

Huand-powered huskers of this type were preduced for
sile by the mid-1860s. Some of those huskers were
attached to a wagon so the ears could be husked while
the picking was done. Prior to 1880. however. no
machine had been invented that would satisfactorily
husk the ears.

During the last decade of the nineteenth century.
inventors gave increased attention to mechanical corn
threshing or shelling. The implements tested at that
time, however. so pulverized the stalks that inventors
soon realized a mechanical shredder would have great
appeal to farmers who used the stalks for forage. The
finely-ground stalks were more palatable to cattle and
livestock wasted less todder if it were cut into fine
picces. This discovery led to the invention of the ¢com-
bined husker-shredder which removed the ears from
the stalks. stripped the husks and grounad the stalks into
fodder.

During the 1890s. the husker-shredder gained popu-
larity. Although many ditferent models appeared on the
market, the husker-shredders all worked about the
same way. The statks were fed into a roller which snap-
ped off the ears. Once the ears were removed, the stalks
were pushed through a series of knives attached to a
spindle and pulverized. The shredded fodder then fell
into a blower which passed it through a funnel and out of
the machine onto the stack. The ears dropped from the
snapping rollers to the husking rotlers. When the husks
were stripped away, the ears passed to an clevator
which carried them out of the machine and into a bin or
wagon ¢t the opposite end from the fodder blower. The
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PATENT MACHINES

SHELLING CORN,

MADE AND SOLD BY

" LEVI NICE,
TURNER AND MACHINE MAKER,

No. "3, Vine Street,

PHILADELPHIA.
it ——

Having examined Phinney’s machine for shelling corn, we sre of
apinion, that it may be advantageously employed by our farmers, |
With simplicity of construction, its operation is rapid, separating
in our presence one bushei of grain from the cob* in four minutes,
by the agency of two persons. -

RICHARD PETERS,

) ROBERTS VAUX,
\“Philadeiphiv, Oct. 1817. JOHN VAUGHAN.

* This being corn of this year’s growth,

Corn sheller advertisement. (Smithsonian Institution.)
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husks fell upon a conveyor which carried them back to
the blower. Corn kernels which were removed by the
husking votlers felt through a scecen where a fan blew
away dirt particles before the grain dropped into a box
underncath the machine.

By the tuen of the twentieth century implement man-
ufucturers were producing husker-shredders which
husked from 100 to L.OM bushels per day. The harger
machines were wsually owned by custom operators.
The smaller muchines were more suitable for the farmer
who preferred to do his own work since they were
cheaper. At first, horses and steam engines provided
the power to opetate the husker-shredders. By the early
twentieth century. however, many com farmers were
using small gasoline engines to drive the machine.

Southern farmers, however. did not readily adopt the
husker-shredder during the nineteenth century. In fact.
they seldom used the husking peg when picking com in
the field. Southern farmers preferred teaving the husks
on the ears arguing the husks prevented insect damage
while the corn was in the crib. Northern farmers. how-
ever, preferred removing the husks because they be-
Heved the husks attracted insects and rodents, took up
too much crib spuce. and preveated proper drying of the
cars. If the corn was not husked when it was picked.
that job had to be completed prior to shelling.

SHELLERS

Shelting is the process of removing the kernels from
the cob. It was one of the most time-consuming aspects
of the corn harvest. Early colonial farmers scraped sea
shells along the eur to remove the corn and it is perhaps
from this work that the term *shelling™” is derived. Until
the development of mechanical shellers a variety of
methods were used to remove the corn from the cob
such as flailing. treading with oxen or horses. scraping
over an iron blade. and driving the ear through a metal
ring with i mallet.

Prior to the 1820s, American farmers begun using a
corn sheller which consisted of a farge, solid whee! with
iron spikes on the surface. The wheel was mountedona
frame. and, as the operator turned the handle, the wheel
revolved and the ear of corn was held against it. The

Corn shellers stripped
the kernels from the
cob. The corn fell into a
basket and the cobs
dropped away through
another opening. Dur-
ing the 18405, the Bur-
rall corn sheller was
poptlar.

kernels dropped onto a tray and the cob was either
thrown away, burned or ground into fodder. Many vari-
ations of this sheller were placed on the market prior to
the 1840s. Most of those shellers took the ear down a
spout or iron throat which fed into a box where the
spiked wheel removed the kernels. The kernels and the
¢ob were generally deposited out the bottom together.
By the early 1840s, shellers had been designed to drop
the kernels out one spout while the cobs exited from
another. The Burrall sheller was a popular model of that
type. it was made from cast-iron and it had a fly wheel
to equalize the velocity of the handcrank. One person
turned the crank while another fed the cobs into the
spout. The shelled corn fell out the bottom into a tub,
and the cobs dropped out on top. With this implement
about 40 bushels of corn could be shelled per day.

in 1843, F. N. Smith of Kinderhook. New York,
patented the first horse-powered sheller. Smith’s shel-
ler. known as the *Cannon’* was one of the best imple-
ments for shefling corn on a large scale. The **Cannon™
sheller had an iron-tooth cylinder which was six feet
long and fourteen inches wide. The cars were shoveled
into one end of the cylinder, and. as the teeth raked the
kernets from the cob, the corn dropped into a bin below
the maching. The cobs exited from the end of the shel-
ter. Two horses provided the power. and the machine
shelled 100 bushels per day.

By the last quarter of the nincteenth century. two-
horse shellers had been so improved that 2,500 bushels

Hand operated corn
shellers.




of corn could be shelled per day. By that time, most
shellers had cast-iron or wood pulleys for attachment to
a steam engine’s belt. A self-feeding conveyor with iron
teeth carried the ears into the shelling mechanism
where beaters or corrugated wheels removed the ker-
nels. A fun blew away the chaff and a cupped conveyor
lifted the shelted corn into a wagon or bin. The cobs
were carried out of the machine on a chuin-lugged con-
veyor and dropped into a pile.

From the turn of the twentieth century until the
1920s. corn harvesting technology remained static. In
the 1920s, however, the sheller and picker were com-
bined and placed on a tractor. This innovation enabled
the picking and shelling to be accomplished in ane oper-
ation, a feat which horses and steam engines could not
match. By the time corn farmers were adopting horse-
drawn and steam-powered shellers, however, small
grain farmers had already adopted threshing machines.
These machines, clearly eliminated the arduous task of
threshing grain with the ffail, or the slow process of
treading it from the heads with horses’ hooves.

This corn sheller was powered by horses or by a steam engine. It was
used to shell corn from large cnibs. The cobs were fed into the
machine at the right. Tre shelled cornwas lifted out through the spout
behind, and the cobs were taken away from the machine by the
conveyor at the left. This implement could shell from 200 10 300
bushels per hour. i

GROM SHELLER WITH TABLE. FAN. COS RAXE 48D SANMER.

In 1890, the Foos Manufacturing Company of Springfield, Ohio,
manufactured this corn skeller. It could be powered by hand or by
horses. Thisimplement could shell from 250 10 300 bushels of corn per
day.
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CHAPTER VI

THRESHING TIME

FThe long handle of the fTail is called the staff. and the short piece is
called the swiple. (Smithsonian Institution.)

Above Right: Before the invention of the threshing machine, many
Surmers used the flail to knock the grain from the stalks. This task was
completed after the antamn plowing and planting had been finished.

After the grain had been harvested, the farmer had to
threshit. Threshing is the process of removing the grain
from the heads. Once the grain was threshed, the next
sk was to winnow it — to seperate the grain from the
straw and chaff. The jobs of threshing and winnowing
ware left for the winter months, and threshing could be
accomplished in the barn and out of the weather, after
the fields had become too wet or frozen for further
plowing. Cold, dry weather was the best time for
threshing, because i the grain was damp it did not beat
ot of the heads properly. Nevertheless, threshing and
winnowing required tong hours of hard work. As plant-
ing and harvesting machines increased the amount of
grain a farmer could produce, technical innovations
were necessaty not only to speed the threshing time,
but aiso to help the farmer cope with the increased
harvest.

FLAILS AND FANNING MILLS

Coloniai farmers, particularly those in New England,
used the flail to thresh the grain from the heads. The flail

consisted of a short wooden club attached to a long
handle with a piece of leather. The long handle, called
the ‘*staff,”” enabled the thresher to maintain an upright
position as he lashed at the grain spread across the
barn’s threshing floor, The short, club-like piece, called
a “‘swiple,” struck the grain, and, in time, knocked it
from the heads. Wielding the flail required considerable
skill and beginners usually knocked themselves about
the head and shoulders before they learned how to use
the tool properly. After the grain was threshed, the
straw was raked away and the grain and chaff sweptinto
a pile or collected in a bin where it was stored for
winnowing. On the average, approximately 7 bushels of
wheat, 18 bushels of oats, 15 bushels of barley, 8
bushels of rye. and 20 bushels of buckwheat could be
threshed and cleaned during the course of a ten-hour
day. At this rate most of the winter would be needed to
thresh the harvested crop.

In the middle or bread colonies, where grain produc-
tion was greater than in New England, the flaif was too
slow to enable completion of threshing in a reasonable
amount of time. There, in order to speed the threshing




process and to keep the number of hired laborers to a
minimum. Earmers used oxen or horses to tread the
grain from the heads. I order to do so, they spread
several grain bundles in a circle on the wooden or stone
threshing floor, or perhaps even on frozen or hard-
packed ground, and walked the animals over it. A man
stood in the center of the floor and guided the animals
with the reins over the grain sheaves. The straw was
frequently turned with & pitchfork so that as much of it
as possible came into contact with the oxen’s or horses’
hooves, When the grain had been trampled from the
<urs, the straw was raked aside and the grain and chaff
swept into a pite ready for cleaning.

Treading was substantialty faster than threshing by
flait. A man and & boy using three horses could tread
about 30 bushels of grain per day, while two men and six
horses could thresh approximately 100 bushels during
that same period. Overall, however, threshing the grain
from the heads with oxen or horses was not as efficient
as fMailing because the animals did not tread evenly and
much of the grain was wasted. Consequently, the flail
remained a common tool for threshing until about 1850,
Nevertheless, if a farmer had a larg~ acreage of small
grain, such as wheat, to harvest. treading was more
economical than flailing. The larger volume of grain
produced and the speed of treading lowered taber costs
because fewer workers were needed.

Once the grain was threshed, the farmer turned to the
next task — winnowing the chaff from the grain. Sev-
eral methods were used to separate the grain from the
chaff. First. the straw was raked aside and the grain
colfected and placed in a wide, shallow basket and

Above: Once the grain had been threshed, it had to be cleanted. Many
early American furmers used the winnowing basket to separate the
grain from the chaff. In order to do so, they shook the basket's edge
into the wind so the chaff would blow away. (Smithsonian Institu-
tion.)

Left: The staff and the swiple of the fluil were usuolly joined by a
leather strap. (Smithsonian Institution.)

tossed into the air.The breeze blew the chaff and dust
away, and the grain fell back into the basket. The farmer
continued to toss the grain until as much chaff as possi-
ble had been removed. A second winnowing method
involved pouring the grain from one basket into another
until the chaff was blown away. If a breeze was not
blowing, someone had to use a cloth sheet or blanket to
fan the chaff from the grain. Some farmers preferred
using a riddle 1o remove the chaff from the grain. This
was simply a sieve which held the larger pieces of chaff
as the grain fell through the screen onto the ground. The
fine pieces of chaff which passed through the screen
blew away to the side, Once the grain was winnowed, it
was stored in bins or put into bags to facilitate handling
and transport. Winnowing by hand remained common
on farms which produced small grains well into the
nineteenth century. Indeed, around 1820, one of Chio’s
best wheat farmers winnowed his crop with a riddle .
while two persons fanned the chaff away with a sheet of
cloth.

By the American Revolution the fanning mill had
been introduced from Great Britain to speed the job of
winnowing. The fanning mill consisted of a series of
wooden paddles approximately 18 to 24 iuches long
which were attached to a rod geared to a crank. The
paddles or fans were enclosed in a box-like frame which
also housed several screens. As the grain and chaff was
poured into the container at the top, the farmer turned
the crank which caused the fans to take in air through
apertures in the sides and blow it across the screens.
The grain fell onto the screens and sifted to the bottom
as the forced air blew the chaff away. The cleaned grain
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poured out into a basket below. American-made fan-
ning mills were available to the farmer soon after the
tuen of the nineteenth century. By the late 1830%s, it
hasd become a standard farm implement in the mid-
Atlantic states and in the wheat producing region of
New York.

By 840, the winnowing basket. riddle, and breeze
had been abandoned in favor of the fanning mill. The
fanning milt remained popular among grain farmers
through the nincteenth century even though the
threshing machine had made it obsolete for large jobs by
the 1840s. Many farmers used it to clean seed beire
placing it in the hopper of their grain drills. Seed cleaned
in this manner did not clog the drill tubes, enabled more
uniform planting, and permitted a better crop stand.
The fanning mill required three men to operate it — one
to tuen the crank. one to pour the grain into the mill, and
one to sack it and stack the grain bags. By using a
fanning mill with a capacity of one bushel per minute, an
average of from 400 to 600 bushels of grain could be
cleaned and sacked in a ten-hour day. This average
includes time for running the grain through the mill
twice — the common practice to ensure proper clean-
ng.

THRESHING MACHINES
AND HORSE-POWERS

No matter whether a farmer threshed his grain with a
flail and winnowed it with a basket or riddle, or whether
he trod it from the ears under horses’ hooves and blew
the chaff away with a fanning mill, these tasks involved
long hours of hard work. As early as 1788, however,
Andrew Meikle, a Scottish inventor, patented a water-

which is the bt fur-the parpose ever faventsd, sad which coils $4 less than our Double Screensi

mar Hon.)

powered threshing machine which heralded the begin-
ning of innovation to mechanize the threshing season.
Meikle's machine did not winnow all of the straw and
chaff from the grain, but other innovations quickly fol-
lowed which improved the threshing and cleaning pro-
cesses.,

Satisfactory results from those experiments came
slowly. In 1791, Samuel Mulliken, a Philadelphia in-
ventor, patented the first threshing machine in the Un-
ited States. This machine was too complicated to work
efficiently and little advance was made among Ameri-
can inventors until the 1820s. Some American grain
farmers imported British threshing machines after the
War of 1812, but these machines were expensive,
mechanically unreliable and in need of more horse-
power than the average farmer could afford.

Between 1820 and 1830, however, a number of small,
simple, inexpensive and locally-made hand- and
horse-powered threshing machines appeared on the
market. Jacob Pope, a Boston inventor, built the most
popular thresher at that time. This machine had an
endless belt which fed into a spiked cylinder and con-
cave. As the grain was fed into the thresher, the cylin-
der with iron teeth rotated, and, together with the teeth
fastened to the inside of the chamber or concave, beat
the grain from the heads. These machines did not sepa-
rate the straw or winnow the chaff from the grain, they
simply threshed. Consequently, the grain and straw
were deposited on the ground for separating and win-
nowing. Pope’s machine threshed more efficiently than
most other implements at that time, but farmers com-
plained that it was harder to turn the crank than to
wield a flail. To eliminate that problem, horse-powered
gearings were soon added to Pope’s and other man-
ufactured threshing machines.




By the American Revolution, farmers were using the fanning
miill im plisc e of the winsowing basket to clean grain, The fanning
it} had become a standard farm implement by the late 1830°s.
tSmeithyostian Bestitution.}

By the early 1830s, approximately 700 threshing
machines were on the market. These carly implements
were ¢called ““groundhog™ threshers, because they were
staked to the ground and had the appearance of digging
into the earth while they were in operation. The
groundhog threshers were driven by treadmills, some-
times referred to as ratlway horse-powers, and by
horse-powered sweeps which were often called cider-
mill horse-powers. The treadmill was the most common
form of power on small farms. This device, consisting of
an endless belt made from wooden slats, was mounted
on roflers in an inclined position. The wooden belt and
rollers were supported by a heavy frame. A fence-like
pen was attached at-ove the slats and rollers. One or two
horses were placed in the pen, and, when the brake on
the belt was released, the weight of the horses moved
the slats backward and caused them to walk forward
which, in turn, caused the belt to move continually.
Since the treadmill depended on the weight of the
hosses for power, it generated only a relatively small
amount of power.

Farmers with larger amounts of grain used bigger
machines than could be adequately powered:-by a
treadmill. In order to solve their power. problcm they
adopted the horse-powered sweep. The sweep, in con-

trast to the treadmill, depended on the strength of the
horses for its power. Consequently, the more horses a

. farmer could hamess onto the sweep, the more thresh-
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ing power he could obtain.The stationary sweep con-
sisted of a center-post or spindle with radiating beams
to which from two to eight horses were harnessed. As
the horses walked in a circle, the spindle pivoted and
turned a large master-wheel which was usually located
above the spindle. As the master-wheel turned; it drove
a pinion and shaft which transmitted power to the -
thresher by means of a belt or tumble-rod. During the
1840s, sweeps were mounted on wheels and fitted with
folding booms in order to make them portable, Portable
horse-powered sweeps eliminated the overhead
master-wheel and placed the gearing at the bottom
thereby forcing the horses to step over the tumble rod at
each round.

In 1837, Hiram A. and John A. Pltts of Wmthrop,
Maine, improved the threshing machine when they
patented one designed to thresh, separate the straw,
and winnow the chaff from the grain in a single opera-
tion. A two-horse treadmill powered this small, porta-
ble thresher. As grain bundles were fed into the thresh-
ing cylinder, the grain was beaten from the heads, and
an endless, vibrating, riddle-like conveyor belt, made
from wooden slats, carried the grain and straw away
from the cylinder. Most of the grain fell between the
slats, and was winnowed by the fan which blew the
chaff from the machine. The cleaned grain emptied into
bags through a spout and the straw and chaff piled up at
the rear of the machine and had to be carried away.
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Left: Between 1820 and 1830, the small, horse-powered theeshing
mtchive appeared on the market. On this machine, the stalks were
Jed into the spiked concave from the vight, the threshed grain fell out
below, and the straw was carrivd away on the conveyor wi the left.
From The American Farmer-Advertizer, Muy, 1856, (Smithsosian In-
stitution.}

Below: During the mid-1820s. Pope's threshing machine was popular
among New England furmers. This hand-operated machine did not
separate the grain from the chaff or straw. {National Archives.)

Popr’s Thresphing PVlachine,

This threshing machine was powered by horses. Notice the
pulley on the lefv which a belt linked to a horse-powered
treadmill. From The American Farmer-Advertizer, July, 1859.
(Smithsonian Institution.}




Although perfection of the threshing machine still
had not been achieved, the Pitts thresher was a major
advance in the threshing process.With the Pitts
thyesher, four men — one to deliver the bundles from
the stack. one to feed the sheaves into the machine, one
to bag the grain. and one to pitch the straw away from
the thresher — could thresh about 100 bushels per day
using a two-horse team. This was twice as much as they
could thresh with the early groundhog machines. The
Pitts thresher had the added advantage of light weight
and small size. It could be loaded onto a two-horse
wagon and transported to the place where it was
necded. The thresher conld be set up in about thirty
minutes, and it could fit into a barn space as small as
welve-feet square.

During the 1840°s the Pitts thresher became quite
popular among wheat farmers. By the 1850s, mechani-
cal threshers were in common use. Some machines
could thresh from 300 to 500 bushels per day. By that
time, however. the Pitts brothers had separated. About

The early threshing machines, such as this Westinghouse
Thresher and Cleaner, were called V'groundhog’” threshers,
because these implements tended to dig into the ground.
{Smithsonian Institurion, )
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1847, Hiram moved to Alton, lllinois, and then to
Chicago where, in 1851, he began manufacturing the
**Chicago Pitts”’ thresher. John moved from Maine to
Albany, New York, and after several other moves to
Rochester, N-w York, and Springfield, Ohio, settled in
Buffalo, New York, where he manufactured the **Buf-
falo Pitts™ thresher until his death in 1859.

After the Pitts brothers patented their threshing
machine, other inventors and manufacturers began
making improvements on the groundhog thresher.
During the 1840s, for example, George Westinghouse
manufactured a thresher at Schenectady, New York,
based on the patent design of Jacob V. A. Wemple, a
blacksmith and wagon-maker in Mineyville. This
widely used implement had a threshing cylinder similar
to that used on the Pitts machine; but it had a slatted
canvas conveyor which vibrated as it revolved over
square rollers. The vibrating motion shook the grain
and chaff out of the straw. The conveyor carried the
straw to the end of the machine, a fan blew the chaff
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away and clean grain emptied out ready for bagging.
During the late 1840s, John Cox and Cyrus Roberts of
Belleville, Illinois, made additional changes or im-
provements in the groundhog thresher. Cox and
Roberts replaced the endless wooden belt behind the
¢ylinder with an agitating pan which had holes bored in
the bottom. The grain and chaff fell through the holes as
the pan vibrated and moved the straw away from the
threshing cylinder. The grain and chaff dropped onto a
ridddle where a fan blew the chaff away. The cleaned
grain then passed through a spout into bags. This
agitating principle was patented in 1852 with additional

Nu. 5.—6 Horse Power....
Nu, dentf o8 19 Horse Pow

Above: On small farms, the
treadmill most commonly pow-
ered the threshing machine.
Power transferred from the
treadmill to the threshing
machine by the beft in the conter
of the iltustration. (Smithsonian
Institution.)

Left: Before the uge of portable
steam engines. horse-powered
sweeps were needed to drive
targe threshing machines. The
power transferred from the
sweep 1o the machine by a tum-
hle rod. That rod is beneath the
cover af the left. (Smithsonien
Institution,)
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improvements patented in 1856. The St. Louis man-
ufactusing firm of Kingsland and Ferguson first pro-
duced this machine in 1856, but the Battle Creck,
Michigan, company of Nichols and Shepard began
manufacturing the Cox and Roberts thresher in 1858.
This company was primarily responsible for
popularizing the **vibrator’’ thresher among grain far-
mers. The next year (1859) the vibrator thresher was
redesigned to incorporate a double shaker or two vib-
rating troughs. The two-shaker design provided a
counter balance and eliminated the tendency of
threshing machines with only one trough to move along




Darins: the 1840y, implement musnufucturers began building portable
horsespowered sweeps. Portable sweeps gave the farmer greater
Hexibility ar threshing time. These sweeps were characteristic of
thase buile durine e fate Ainctventit centiry,

the ground while tn operation.

During the late nineteenth century. farmers who did
their own threshing usually owned small portable
machines. The lirger more efiicient machines were
generafly owned by an enatrepreneur who sent a
thresher with an itinerent crew from farm to farm.
These threshing-time entrepreneurs contracted their
work for each season. Although contract threshing im-
posed an immediate labor expense on the farmer, it did
free him from the capital investment necessary to
purchase a lurge machine. By the Civil War. graia far-
mers commonly hired itinerent crews with threshing
machines to do the work quickly. Large threshing
machines saved time, and enabled many farmers to get
their crop to market before prices fefl.

STACKERS AND FEEDERS

By the end of the Civil War only two major prablems
remained before the threshing machine could be truly
claimed to have reached perfection. One involved the
straw removal from the machine. Since the threshing
machine simply dumped the straw on the ground, it had
to be removed with pitchforks and piled in a stack.
Pitching hay onto the stack involved an added labor
expense for the farmer, and the men who worked be-
hind the thresher had the dirtiest job of all. By 1870,
however, most threshing machines had elevator at-
tachments which carried the straw away from the
machine and lifte it onto the stack. The stackers were
generally endless conveyor belts made from chains or

wooden siats. The conveyors were driven by the same
power which operated the machine — either horse or
steam. These stackers saved the expense of hiring at
least two men.

During the 1880s. moveable or swinging straw stac-
kers began replacing stationary elevators on the
threshers. The swinging stacker moved from side to
side and deposited the straw ¢venly on the stack. This
stacker was not permanently attached to the thresher.
Instead, it was mounted on wheels and moved indepen-
dently of the thresher. The swinging stacker was linked
to the thresher with a belt which was driven by the
machine’s power source. Although the swinging
stacker worked better than the fixed stacker, it was
clumsy and difficult to transport. In 1884, James
Buchanan, an Indianapoiis. Indiana, inventor, solved
this probiem with a blower, Straw blowers ultimately
replaced the stationary and swinging stackers.

Buchanan's “*wind stacker’* consisted of a fan and a
steel tube, As the fan turned, it created a vacuum which
drew the chaff and straw out of the threshing chamber
and into the tube which conveyed it to the stack. The
stacker oscillated and adiusted in height and thereby
enabled the threshermen to build high, wide stacks,
easier and more quickly than ever before. In contrast,
to the swinging stacker, the wind stacker was perma-
nently attached to the thresher. The major disadvantage
of the wind stacker was that it added from $250 to
$300 to the cost of the threshing machine. Because of
that extra expense, many farmers continued using
threshing machines with stationary or swinging straw
stackers until well after the turn of the twentieth cen-
tury. Nevertheless, the wind stacker was far more effi-
cieat than any other stacker. It blew the chaff nearly
fifty feet into the air and replaced as many as six men
from this aspect of the threshing process. With the wind
stacker. only one or two men were needed to build the
straw stacks,

At the same time inventors were working out the
problems of the hay stacker, they also turned their
attention to developing automatic feeding and band
cutting devices. The early threshing machines requi: d
two men to stand in front of the machine to cut the twine
or wire from around the bundles before the stalks could
be fed into the machine. During the 1880s another end-
less belt was added to the thresher to help feed the grain
into the threshing cylinder. And, by the turn of the
twentieth century, reciprocating knives had been
placed at the froat of the threshirg cylinder to chop the
twine bands into pieces so they would not clog the
threshing machine.

During the 1830s and 1840s, many farmers complained
that threshing machines were not only toeexpensive for
the average farmer, but that they also ruined the grain
for seed and the straw for feed. Some farmers also
argued that threshing with a flail was cheaper than
investing in a threshing machine, because the work
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ILLUSTRATING OUR METHOD OF SEPARATION

This cutaway view of an early twentivth century threshing machine shows how the implement worked. The crop was fed into the
maehine ar the left. The spiked concave threshed the geain from the heads, and the grain fell below onlo a winnowing or separating
rack. Fhe straw was edrried out of the machine on the top racks. The fan at the bottom blew the chaff away, and the cleaned grain
possred oue of the thresher at the bottom,

in 1894, ithe Buftulo Pites Agricultural Works placed this threshing machine on the market. The stacker elevated at the rear to carry the straw away. This
machine was designed for steam power.

THE WIND STACKER

In 1903, the Huber Company of Marion, Ohia, manafactured this threshing machine with a folding wind stacker.




Fhtis theeshing scene shows
vl Spuehek Dt operation.

Soon afeer the Civilt War, implement murufacturers began adding
strctw sEackers (o their threshing machines. The Russell & Company
aof Massillon, €hico, uffered this threstier and stacker for sale in 1869,

THE "~ AULT‘.EAN-TAYLO

R
P SEANDN GF 846,

THRESHER.

In 1886, the Aultman-Taylor Company placed this threshing machine
et the market. It was suited for either horse or steam power.

could be completed during the winter when there was
an abundance of cheap farm labor available. By the
1850s. however, these arguments had largely disap-
peared. Threshing machines had, by that time, proven
themselves more cfficient than the flail, because the
machine did the work faster and threshed more
thoroughly than when the work was completed by
hand. As a result, the threshing machine enabled grain
farmers to send their crops to market more guickly and
in lorger quantities than ever before. The threshing
machine’s popularity was also enhanced with the com-
pletion of the railway system in the Midwest during the
1850s. Railroads gave farmers greater access to imple-
ment manufacturers than previously. Furthermore. the
large wheat acreages west of the Ohio River, made
possible by the adoption of the reaper. necessitated the
adoption of more efficient threshing methods. Con-
sequentiy, by the mid-nineteenth century, implement
companies were producing thousands of threshing
machines annually with the Pitts, Emery, Westing-
house and Case machines dominating the field.
During the early 1870s, steam engines increasingly
powered threshing machines. In less than a decade,
steam had almost entirely replaced horses for power.
By the turn of the century, steam-powered machines
couid thresh 3,000 bushels of wheat and as much as
6.000 bushels of oats per day. By that time, horse-
powered threshing machines were no longer being
used. Although the gasoline tractor would replace the
steam engine in the 1920s, the threshing machine would
remain a necessary implement for the grain farmer until
tractor-powered combines became readily available
during the 1930s, In the meantime, the giant straw pile,
left by the threshing machine, became a symbol of
prosperity, protected cattle against the winter winds,
and provided aforbidden play-mound for farm children.
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CHAPTER VIl

THE COMBINES

Not lonrg after Cyrus Hall McCormick and Obed
Hussey patented their reapers. and about the same time
the Pitts brothers were experimenting with their
thresher-cleaner. Hiram Moore built the first successful
combine. The combine is simply a4 combination of a
reaper of harvester with o threshing machine and win-
aower attached. The first combine patent. however,
was not granted to Moore. In fact, three patents were
given te other inventors before Moore. together with
his finencial backer — John Hascall. received a patent
on 28 Junc 1836, On 8 August 1828 Samuel Lane of
Hallowell, Muine. became the first person to patent a
combined harvester. but he probably never built that
et hienne forr Bt to aw or sale, Similurly in 1818 4 D
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Ashnorore and o §, Pc.ek of Tennessee patented another
combine which evidently did not get much farther than
the drauwing bourd. Apparently this combine looked
much like the Gallic reaper. but little more is known
about it since the patent records have been destroyed.
Scveral weeks before Moore received his patent. E.
Briggs and C. G. Carpenter actually built their combine
amd tested it in the vicinity of Rochester. New York, in
1839, Four lurge wheels supported this machine, the
back two of which powered the gearing for the threshing
cylinder and winnower. With two yoke of oxen and a
team of horses for draft power, the Briggs and Car-
penter combine could harvest about twenty acres per
day. Still. this combine did not fuaction well enough to
merit widespread attention, and the combine’s feasibil-
ity did not become apparent until Hiram Moore began
ficld testing his machine,

In 1831. Moore moved frum Vermont to Climax

Prairie in Kalumazoo County. Michigan. and began
farming. Sometime soon thereafter, John Hascall, a
neighbor, urged Moore to design o combine. Hascall's
wife had had a dream in which she saw a giant horse-
drawn machine cutting and threshing grain all at once.
Hascall knew that Meore had an inventive mind and
told him about the dream. Although it is uncertain when
Moore began working on the problem of designing a
combine harvester. he completed a patent model in
1834, und field tested his combine near Flowerfictd.
Michigan. the next year. At that time, however.
Moore's combine was incomplete since the threshing
cylinder was not attached. and the machine cut only
two rads before it broke, Moore returned to his shop o
revise his plans and 1o make repairs. In October of that
same year (1835). he was back in the ficld for another
test. This time he had the threshing cylinder attached
but not the winnower. Moore's combine worked to the
delight of the bystanders. Twelve horses pulled the
machine which cut and threshed three acres of grain at
an estimated cost of $.82 per acre — a considerabie
savings over the geing rate of $3. 12 for cradling. raking.
binding, shocking, threshing and cleaning grain.
Moore realized this modest success did not mean he
had perfected the combine harvester. Improvements
and additional tests were needed. In July [838. for
example, Moore's twenty-horse. fiftcen-foot swath
combine cut thirty acres near Climax. Michigan. A vear
later. Moore was back in the field at Prairie Rhonde
where his combine cut sixty-three acres at the rate of
twenty acres per day. Although Moore’s combine
worked. tha short Michigan cummers did not provide a




HOLT BROTHERS
Improved Combined Harvester.

For Efficiency, Durability, Light Draft and Fine Work it is far
superior to any other harvester of the present day.

Those eanteriplating buving are invited to visit our manufactory and see for themselves,

vireulars and testisuonials sent ob application te

STOCRTON WHEEL (0.,

Stockton, Cal.

HOLT BROTHERS.

30 & 32 Main St. S. F.

Combine advertisement from the Pacific Rural Press, April 27, 1889, (Smithsonian Institution. )

harvest time of sufficient length for extensive testing.
Nevertheless, by 1843, Meore believed he had built «
combine that was a practical harvesting machine. At
that time, his combine could harvest twenty-five acres
per day.

Between 1836 and 1854, Moore built five combines
with the mechanical help of the tool-and-die makers in
Rochester, New York, and in Schoolcraft and Battle
Creek, Michigan, and with the financial aid of Hascall
and several other investors. Those combines looked far
different from the self-propetled combines of today as
well as from the mammoth horse-drawn combines
which inventors developed in California late i the

nineteenth century. Essentially, Moore’s combine was
a huge threshing machine, mounted on wheels, with a
reciprocating sickle and a gathering reel. This combine
was seventeen feet long and fifteen feet wide. Two
wheels, seven feet in diameter, with iron spikes to pre-
vent slipping on wet ground, provided the power for the
cutting and threshing mechanisms. The cutter bar con-
sisted of a fixed plate with saw teeth and a saw-tooth
sickle which oscillated on top. The cutter adjusted to
permit shearing the heads close to the top of the stalk,
since the height of the grain varied from field to field or
even within the same acreage. A gathering cylinder
measured four feet in diameter and twelve feet in




Wit farmers needed af feast o pwvente-horse o mrade igck to pull e combines made during the late mineteentl contuey. The Holr Brothers of Stockeon,
€ alifrrrtice. weaide Bis combinge. B YOS i was af work I a California swheat fiold. (National Archives.)

fength. Rows of sis-inch wooden or metal teeth ex-
temded from the cykinder. These teeth caught the grain
amd publed it into the reciprocating sickle. An apron
carrted the cut grain to the threshing cylinder. Behind
the cylinder a revolving wire riddle separated the straw
and dropped it onto the ground. The threshed grain and
chaft felf through o sieve where a winnowing fan blew
awiay the chaft. The grain then pussed through a con-
veyoramd spout into bags. A dividing bar on the edge of
the machine separated the standing grain from that
which was about to be cut. The sickle and reel were
wdiustable to perat autting grain of various heights, At
leust six men were wqmud tu up;mtc Mumc S Lom-
trine . Odlne plder wirs b me :
team. Several additional workcrs were ncedcd tu haul
the grain sucks to the barn or granary,

By the late 1840s. Moore had changed the combine’s
design so that 2 huge. barrel-like threshing cylinder wus
set @t an angle behind the reel. The sepurated straw
dropped to the ground from the cylinder’s open end.
The grain fell through u sereen at the bottom where a fiun
winnowed the chaff. The cleaned grain collected in a bin
from which it wus elevated to a platform where a
worker. riding on the machine. collected it in bags. This
machine. pulled by sixteen horses walking two abreast.
ceet a ten-foot swath. and sacked the grain at the rate of
twenty-five acres per day. Moore’s combine worked
best in ficlds free of stumps and large rocks and was
reportedly simple enough for operation by "“any mun of
ordinary common sense after two day’s experience.”

Mcore continued to make adjustments on his com-
bine. but the midwestern farmer did not adopt it nor was

it mapufactured by any agricultural implement com-
pany. Four major problems prevented the acceptance
of Moore™s combine in the midwestern grain belt, First,
the ficlds were smill, and Moore’s combine was Luge.
clumsy. and difficult to mancuver. The lighter. simpler.
more manageable reupers just coming on the market
required only two horses for draft instead of sixteen or
twenty, and they were far more suitable for the grain
farmers’ necds. Second. the bumid climate and wet
summer weather of the Midwest kept the grain stalks
from drying. Damp stalks and tough griin heads did not
thresh properly and often clogged the cylinder. How-
ever, it the grain was cut with a reaper and placed in
shovks i would cure and diy owi engugi lor muchine
threshing. Third. rain could delay the harvest for days
or weeks if the ground was too muddy for the combine
to operate properly. While a farmer waited to get his
combine into the field. more severe weather might de-
stroy the entire crop. Fourth, Moore estimated that his
combine would cost $500 each, far more than the Mid-
western grain farmer could afford.

Midwestern farmers weighed the disadvantages of
Moore’s combine against the advantage of quick com-
pletion of the harvest by cutting, threshing and win-
nowing all in one operation. Virtually all of them de-
cided the risks of breakdowns and bad weather and the
expense of & machine which required far more draft
horses than most farmers owned were not economically
feasible. Eventually, midwestern farmers would adopt
the combine. but they would not begin to do so for
another half century. At the turn of the twentieth cen-
tury. small combines which were technologically suit-



able for midwestern fields and crops would reach the
market. In the meantime. the reaper and the thresher
sutisfied their harvesting needs.

In 1853, John M. Horner. a bonanza wheat farmer
near Mission San Jose. California, invited A.Y . Moore
and George W. Leland. who had purchased one of
Hiram Moore's combines. to sead it to the West Coast
and test it in the California wheat fields. Moore and
Leland accepted the invitation and sent the combine to
California via New York and Cape Horm. Oliver Kid-
well Moore. A. Y. Moore’s son. met the combine at San
Francisco and used it to cut 600 acres of wheat in
Alemeda County during the 1854 harvest. Moore’s
combine attracted a great deal of attention. An editorial
in the Cafifornia Farmer reflected with pride that:
“This is one of the most wonderful inventions of the age
and the sight of it is well worthy of a visit to this great
valley.” Moore’s combine was not used during the 1855
harvest. and it burned in the field the following year
when @ bearing overheated after a negligent operator
failed to lubricate the machine.

tn spite of that disaster, Moore's combine had proven
well suited for agriculture on the West Coast, particu-
lazly ir the San Joaquin Valley where the dry harvest
season and large wheat fields made combining practi-
cal. There, the combine’s success created a flurry of
further inventions to improve the machine. Actually,

By the 18805, combines hud
been fitted with adjustable
wheels uand levelers,
thereby. enabling  the
wrichines to harvest rolfling
ar hilly funds. Fhiy hillside
combine was af work in the
seate of Washington in
FSBS, (Smithsonign Institu-
LN}

James E. Patterson, a California inventor, ¢constructed
a combine in 1852, the year before Moore’s machine
was shipped west. This combine required twenty-two
mules for draft power. When the combine was first
tested, however, the clatter of the machine caused the
mules to bolt. Before the ranaway team could be halted,
the combine had been torn apart, and it was never
reassembled.

Between 18353 and 1866, John M. Horner, a financial
backer of Patterson’s, also built three combines.
Horner tried to eliminate the potential problem of a
runaway team destroying the combine by harnessing
the horses or mules behi:d it in a manner similar to that
used on the header. With the Horner **Traveling Har-
vester Monitoir No. 2,”" three men and twelve horses
could cut, thresh, clean, and sack fifieen acres of wheat
per day at half the cost of binding and threshinz. The
California Farmer was so impressed with ting com-
bine's ‘performance, during an 1868 field te:t, that it
urged farmers to see it for themselves even if they had to
travel several hundred miles to do so. Some farmers
betieved combines would have revolutionary effects on
farm labor costs. Many farm workers evidently be-
lieved this as well because an arsonist, presumably a
harvest worker, burned one of Horner's combines in
the field the following year.

In {876, David Young and John C. Holt of Stockton,
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Some borse-powered combines were used well inte the oventieth century. In 1925,

wheat field it Ematilla County, Oregon. t National Archives.)

Cudifornia. buitt & similar combine which they called the
Centennial Harvester. Twenty-four horses or mules,
hitched twelve abreust. pushed the machine through the
wheat fields, Fwo wheels generated the power to turn
the combine’s gearing. The left wheel drove the
thresher and separator. while the right wheel powered
the sickle bar and reel. Geurs powered, however, by
ground wheels wore out quickly or broke frequently.
This problem. though, was sotved by the Holt Man-
efactuaring Company between 1885 and 1889, when ag-
ricultural engineers began using link chains and V-belts
instead of gears to transfer power from the wheels to the
various turning parts. Efa chain or beltbroke. it could be
repaired relatively easily.

Other inventors tried their ability at designing and
buitding 4 workable combine and more than twenty
types of combines were made in California between
1858 and 1888, Most of those inventors got no farther
thian the patent office. Although one optimist. writingin
878, believed that flour eventually would be milled on
the combine. few machines were in use by (880, In-
deed. it was not until 1883 with the organization of the
Shippee Harvester Works that the business of making
combines began to pass from the workshops of indi-
viduals into the machine shops of the major agricultural
implement companies. L. U. Shippee, who directed the
company, purchased combine patents from many in-
ventors and proceeded to build a machine that would
meet the needs of the average California farmer at a
reasonable cost. In 1884, the Haines and Houser Com-
panay merged with the Shippee firm to form the Stockton
Combined Harvester and Agricultural Works. This new
company manufactured not just one combine but a
number of machines based upon the patents which
Shippee had purchased earlier. One of the most popular
combines produced at the Stockton factory was the
Houser. By 1886, 280 Housers had been produced
which harvested more thac 300.000 scres of wheat that

twenty-six head of forses and mules pulled this combine across a vast

year. These machines cut and threshed from 25 to 35
acres per day and cost from $1800 to $2000 a piece. The
combines produced at the Stockton Combined Har-
vester and Agricultural Works, such as the Shippee.
Powell, Minges, Gratten. and Benton, had standardized
parts. The development of standardized combine parts
meant that if a part broke in the field, it could be re-
placed relatively quickly, since it did not have to be
specially made to meet the specifications of a particu-
lar machine which was itself a unigue implement.
Standardized or interchangeable parts meant that less
time wus lost during breakdowns. Besides the
machines produced at the Stockton Combined Har-
vester and Agricultural Works, the Young, Reynolds
and Patterson, Matteson and Williamson, Marsters,
Meyers, Holt, Herald, Price, and Judson were popular
along the West Coast, during the last quarter of the
nineteenth century. The Judson combine was the un-
ique machine of this group. It was powered by both a
steam engine and horses. Ten horses pulled the com-
bine while a 12-horsepower oil-burning stcam engine
drove the reel, cutter, thresher, separator and bagger.
This combii:¢ was probably the first farm implement to
use oit for fuel.

As early as 1871, B. F. Cook, another California
inventor, attached a steam engine to a Haines header
and a Pitts thresher. While the steam engine powered
the machine, a team of horses pulled the combine
through the field. Although this machine did not work
particularly well, it introduced the age of steam to com-
bine harvesting The first self-propeiled steam combine,
however, did not appear until 1886. That innovation,
conceived by George S. Berry, consisted of a 26-
horsepower Mitchell-Fisher steam engine {operating in
a reversed position) providing forward drive, and a
6-horsepower Westinghouse steam engine driving the
cutting, threshing, and winnowing mechanisms. The
engine mounted on the combine received its steam




througzh o flexible tube attached to the traction engine’s
boiler. Straw from the thresher fed back ina chute tothe
boiter firebox. thus making this “*straw burner” steam
engine the first of its kind. At first. the sickle on this
combine cut a twenty-tweo foot swath, but by 1888,
Berry hud extended it to forty feet. This combine cut
fitty ucres per day. The next year ([889), Daniel Best's
Sream Hurvester also appeared on the market. Steam
from the tractor's boiler powered an auxiliary engine of
the combine, and in {891, Benjamin Holt also marketed
& simitur steam-powered combine. For the next twenty
veurs combines were manufactured with auxihliary
steam engines which took steam through a flexibie tube
from the traction engine which pulled the machine. The
auxitiary engine. using the steam from the lead tractor,
powered the cutting, threshing, separating, winnowing
and bugging mechanisms. in 1904, the Hoit Company
began substituting gasoline engines for steam engines
amd. by 1912, the internal combustion engine had re-
pliced both the auxiliary and the traction engine for
most combine work.

Steam-powered combines reguired a crew of six to
sewer men. The driver, fireman, and water hauler at-
tended the steam traction engine. The header controlied
the sickle’s height. and the tender made sure the cut
grain fed into the threshing cylinder ¢venly to prevent
clogging. A sacker filled the bags. sewed them tight, and
dropped them onte the ground. Finally, a man and o
teum might follow the combine and load the sucks onto
the wagon for transport to a raitway louding dock or to
storage facilities elsewhere. Some ot these giant
machines. weighing fifteen tons with forty foot sickle
bars, cut 100 acres and threshed 2,500 bushels of wheat
a day. Even with harvesting capacities such as these,
steam-powered combines were less efficient than
hoerse-drawn models, because the extra men required to
man the steam engine increased harvesting costs far

Combining with a bwentv-five horse hiteh near Walla Walla, Washington, 1917, (National Archives.)

beyond the expense of the three men needed to operate
the horse-drawn combines.

In addition. steam-powered combines were danger-
ous. because a spark from the fire-box or smokestack
coulit set the entire wheat field ablaze., Horse-drawn
combines could perform nearly the same amount of
work as those pulied by steam engines. A forty-horse
hitch with a thirty-foot cutter bar could harvest from
seventy-five to one hundred acres per day with no
danger from sparks. Two ground wheels powered the
horse-drawn combines. One wheel usually drove the
sickle bar and the other powered the threshing and
cleaning mechanisms.

No matter. though. whether these large combines
were horse- or steam-powered, they were suitable only
for fiat lands. Wheat fields planted on hilly ground still
had to be cut with reapers, headers or binders, because
the gigantic combines toppled over when used for hill-
side harvesting or else the long cutter bars dug into
uneven ground. By the 1880s, however, inventors had
added adjustable wheels and levelers which raised and
lowered the combine’s sides as conditions dictated in
order to keep the machine balanced. Most of these
hillside combines were designed for horse-power be-
cause only track-type tractors could safely operate on
sieeply sloping ground without danger of tipping over.

During the 18%0s, combines, whether steam- or
korse-powered almost completely replaced the header
onthe bonanza wheat farms in California. By the turn of
the twentieth century, the combine harvester cut ap-
proximately two-thirds of California’s wheat crop at a
cost of approximately $1.75 per acre. Only a decade
earlier, harvesting costs. when using a header and
threshing machine averaged $3.00 per acre. By the be-
ginning of World War I, more than forty combine makes
were produced from assembly lines in California,
Idaho, Oregon, and Washington.
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Certainly. the combine increased productivity and
reduced labor costs, because it wasted less grain than
reapers and threshers and fewer hired hands were
needed at harvest time. Indeed, for the farmers who
could afford the machine. the combine made them al-
most independent from hired help. Not only was the
crop removed at once and the field thereby cleaved for
immediate plowing. but the cut straw was also scattered
across the ground to help build soil humus. Further-
more. the combine freed farm women from the
drudgery of cooking meals for large threshing crews.

By the turn of the twentieth century, the combine was
still primarily used only along the West Coast. Most of

the combines used east of the Rocky Mountains prior to
World War I operated in the Great Iiains states where
the dry climate made the wheat suitable for combining.
Wartime labor shortages, though encouraged farmers
to buy combines. During the 1920s, technical advance-
ment, which improved maneuverability and reduced
the combine’s size, and the adoption of the gasoline
tractor, which gave the combine consistent drive with
its power take-off, helped make the combine popular in
the Midwes: by the late 1930s. Until that time, however,
combine harvesting remained a mechanical phenome-
non of the West Coast.




CHAPTER IX

MAKING HAY AND FODDER

Uniil the introduction of the horse-drawn mowing machine in the
1830, farmers used the scythe to cat kay. (Smithsonian Institution.)

Prior to the age of the internal combustion engine, hay
was the most widely grown crop on farms devoted to
general agriculture. Farm, city, and military horses and
mules required large amounts of feed and the annual
hay crop was a primary cash source for farmers who
owned grasslands and meadows. The economic value
of the hay crop caused anticipation, worry, and disap-
pointment. depending on the outcome of the weather at
haying time. In addition, the job of making hay became
even more worrisome, because the haying season came
during the harvest time for the small grain and corn
crops. I the grass was cut but not raked and stacked
because of labor shortages, or because attention was
given to other pressing demands, it might be ruined by
bad weather. A drenching rain would cause hay to mold
if it were not properly cared for, or some of the nutri-
tional value might be lost — all of which meant a sub-
stantial monetary loss for the farmer. Furthermore,
since two and sometimes three crops of hay could be
cut each season, the problems of hay-making were
compounded.

HAYRAKES

Before the nineteenth century began, & man could cut
one ar two acyes of hay per day with a scythe, but once
the hay was cut it still had to be raked, loaded onto a
wagon and hauled to the barn. Making hay in this man-
ner required little equipment; a scythe, wooden rake,
pitchfork, and a wagon were all the tools needed. Al-
though the investment in hay-making implements was
minimal, the job of haying was hard, slow work.

Although the scythe was universally used on farms
until the introduction of horse-drawn mowing machines
in the mid-1830s, technical change came early to the
hay-making process. Sometime before the turn of the
nineteenth century, the exact time of which is uncer-
tain, Virginia farmers began using horse-drawn rakes
which they either imported or copied from the British.
These horse-rakes had large wooden combs about ten
feet wide with teeth two feet long. The teeth were
spaced approximately eight inches apart and plow
handles were attached to the frame. As the horse drew
the rake across the field, the farmer manipulated the
rake over rocks and around stumps with the handles.
The grass gathered on top of the teeth which ran flat on
the ground. When the rake was full, the horse was
reined to a halt, the rake lifted and the hay shaken loose
in a heap or windrow, Once the hay was in windrows, it
could be pitched onto a wagon and hanled to the barn.
Sometimes the horse-rake was drawn along the win-
drow, and the hay collected and deposited at the place
in the field where the stack was to be built. These hay
rakes could replace from three to six hired-hands in the
field.
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Prior to the sineteenth centary. furmers used horse-rakes, such as
thiy one, to put hay in windrows. The rope on each side of the rake
attached to the Rarness.

Bob White Revolving Slide Rake

American farmers hegan using the revolving horse-rake during the
carly nineteenth century, When the front reeth filled with hay. the
Surmer lifted the handle und the back teeth rolled over to gather a new
ywth,

By 1820, farmers in the middle Atlantic states and
New England had adopted the horse-rake, but it was
seldom used in the South where farmers preferred to
graze their cattle year round and to use cottonseed cake
for supplementary feed. The wooden horse-drawn hay
rake became exiremely popular. however, in New
York. Pennsylvania, and New Jersey where the terrain
was well suited for this implement. The rocky New
England soil was less satisfactory, because the horse-
rake was difficult to maneuver over it and the wooden
teeth broke frequently; consequently, it had only
limited appeal in that region.

Sometime before 1820, the revolving horse-rake ap-
peared. Although the exact origin of this rake is unclear,
Ephraim Perkins and Charles Gouge of Oneida County,
New York, made such an implement in July 1811; and,
by 1823, Samuel Pennock at Kennett Square, Pennsyl-
vania, was manufacturing rakes of this type for com-
mercial sale. The revolving hay rake looked like the

The Wire Spring-Tooth Horse Rake.
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Advertisement for a spring-tooth rake. {Smithsonian Institution.)

simple horse-rake, except that it had a second row of
teeth mounted on the beam directly behind the teeth set
to gather the grass. When the first set of teeth filled with
hay. the farmer lifted the handles which caused the
beam to revolve. The teeth loaded with hay kicked
under and back and the entire rake revolved over the
hay which was left in a pile. At that same time, the
second set of teeth immediately revolved up and over
and began to gathet more hay. The revolving hay rake
eliminated the need to stop the horse and lift the rake
over the windrow to empty the cut grass or clover from
it.

Farmers slowly adopted the revolving horse-rake. By
1840, however, they were using it in every state north of
Virginia; and, by 1850, it had become a standard imple-
ment wherever hay was made. With it a man could rake
a ten-foot swath into windrows as fast as he could walk,
and cover about three acres an hour. Simply put, the
revolving horse-rake replaced about six men with hand
rakes.

About 1850, implement manufacturers began adding
seats to their rakes. Although the first sulky rake ap-
peared at least as carly as 1837, it was not untii 1849,
when Calvin Delano of Maine patented his sulky rake,
that this implement became popular. Delano’s sulky
rake had wooden teeth which the operator raised or
lowered with a lever. By the mid-i860s, “*Warner’s
Sutky Revelver™ was one of the most popular rakes,
This ra%e was manufactured by the Blymer, Day &
Company of Mansfield, Ohio. A lever, extending from
the rake to the driver’s seat, enabled the operator to trip
the fead when the rake was full. The teeth were tipped
with iron to prolong wear. When the job was completed,
the rake could be detached and fixed in front of the
driver to facilitate travel down country roads.

During the 1860s, sulky rakes with spring-teeth also
became popular. The Hollingsworth, made by the
Wanzer & Cromweli Company in Chicago, was one of
the most popular sulky rakes of this type. Rakes with
steel teeth could be used on rocky ground with less
damage than rakes with wooden teeth. After 1870. the
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Bay State Horse Rake.

The wooder-tocoth sulky rake became popular during the 1850s. By
th e xt decade, however, most sulky rakes were fitted with spring-
treth,

During the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, farmers with
large huy fields used two-wheeled sweep-rakes 1o gather hay. The
sweep-rake collected about a half ton of kayv before it was full.

. The Dayton Side Delivery Rake

During the late nineteenth century. farmers increasingly adopte 4 the
side-delivery rake, because it did the work faster and more efficic 11ly
than any other rake.

spring-tooth sulky rake remained virtually unchanged.
With ten- or fifteen-foot sulky rakes, a farmer could
take twenty to thirty acres of hay per day. The sulky
rakes were often known as hand-dump or self-dump
models. The farmer tripped a lever on the hand-dump
rake which emptied it in the windrow. The self-dump
rake emptied when a foot pedal was tripped. The
operator had to watch the dump rake constantly in
order to release the hay at the proper time. Even so, the
windrows left by the dump rake often zigzagged across
the field. Crooked rows meant the crew loading the hay
with pitchforks had more work to do as they walked
back and forth between the windrows and the wagon.
Still, the sulky rake eliminated the need for the operator
to walk behind the horse-rake and guide it with the
handles. By so doing, sulky rakes greatly speeded the
haying process. The most popular sulky rakes were
those made in eight- or ten-foot widths.

The side-delivery rake, which appeared after the
Civil War, was an even more useful implement than the
sulky rake. The side-delivery rake came in two styles.
One consisted of a wheeled frame with spring teeth
mounted on a reel. The reel was set at a forty-five
degree angle and as the wheels turned the gearing, the
teeth kicked the hay into a windrow off to the side of the
rake. The second style had wheel rakes set at an angle
which pushed the hay off to the side and into a continu-
ous pile. By the First World War most farmers prefer-
red the side-delivery to the dump-rake, because it
worked faster and more efficiently. The side-delivery
rake did not work weil on rocky ground, but it became
increasingly poputar in the Midwest after 1890. There.
the leve! prairie lands and heavy grasses made the
side-delivery rake a welcome farm implement.

By the laie nineteenth century, the sweep-rake,
sometimes called a buck-rake, bull-rake, go-devil or
slip-around, came into extensive vse in the Middle West
and Great Plains. This rake looked much like a revolv-
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b Februars, 1822 doreminh Builey patented this mowing machine . The civcalur Dlade did not cus grass efficiently, and it never beeame g pravicel menwer,

LSmithsonian Brseitution.)

ing horse-rake. It had teeth five feet long and a wooden
box-like frame on top. A horse was attached to each
side. und. as the rake was pulled down the windrow, the
frame filled with hay, Once full, the rake was pulled to
the stack or the barn and the horses turned about, This
cuansed the hinged sides to open and reverse position,
The rike was then pulled away ready to gather another
lead. This rake reportedty collected thirty tons of hav in
a ten-hour day.

At the turn of the twentieth ¢century, the sweep-rake
consisted of a horizontal beam, usually about twelve
feet long, fitted with long wooden teeth. The tecth were
stightly elevated and had steel caps to prevent them
from digging into the ground as the rake was pushed
ahead of a team of horses. The teeth were eight feet long
and were spaced one foot apart on the beam. The teeth
stipped under the hay and collected it against a brace at
the rear. The sweep-rake came with or without wheels.
Wheelless and two-wheeled sweep-rakes were pulled
with a horse hitched to each side. Sweep rakes with
three or more wheels were pushed ahead of the horses.
The wheelless sweep-rake was made for hauling hay to
the stack in the field, since it was unsuitable for travel
along country roads. Wheeled sweep-rakes were de-
signed so that the teeth could be raised after the hay had
been swept up or loaded. This placed the weight di-
rectly on the wheels and eased the burden on the
horses. The wheeled sweep-rake also kept the hay
cleaner and required less draft power, during transport
to the stack or barn, since it did not drag across the

ground,

Although the sweep-rake was occasionally used to
gather hay directly from the swath, it was most com-
monly used to gather the grass or clover after it had
been raked into a windrow. The sweep-rake reduced
the cost of hauling hay from the windrow to the stack or
barn by fifty percent, and one boy could operate it
alone. A two-man crew using sweep-rakes could haul
twice as much hay to the burn as a three-man crew using
pitchforks and o wagon, or three times as much hay if it
was stacked in the field. The sweep-rake required
heavy. powerful horses to operate efficiently, because
the rake might collect a half ton of hay before it was
fitled and ready for dumping.

MOWING MACHINES

Until the early nineteenth century, the American
farmer cut his hay with a scythe in a manner little
changed since antiguity. On 4 December 1812, how-
ever, Peter Gaillard of Lancaster, Pennsylvania,
patented a horse-drawn machine specifically designed
for mowing grass. By doing so, Gaillard began a new
age for haying technology. even though his mower pro-
ved unsuccessful. Ten vears later, on 13 February 1822
Jeremiah Bailey of Chester County, Pennsylvania, be-
came the second American inveator to patent a mowing
machine. Bailey's mower consisted of a rozary blade
five and a half feet wide which looked much like a
madern circular saw blade. The biade was attached toa
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Left: The Ketchum mower became the most popular single-wheeled
mowing machine during the nineteenth century. (Smititsonian In-
stitution. }

Below: Mowing machine advertisement from The American Farmer-
Advertizer, 1855, (Smithsonian Institution.)
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in 1884, the McCoarmick Harvesting Machine Company offered this
mowerfor sale. Note that the gears at the center of the axle have been
e ered to keep oat the dust.

The flexible cutter bar was a standard feature on mowing machines
after the mid-1850s. In 1886, this mower was manufactured by J.F.
Seiberling & Company of Akron, Ohio.
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spindle which was connected to gearing on the drive
wheel. A weighted lever enabied the farmer to adjust
the height of the blade. The gearing, blade and lever
were mouated on a two-wheeled frame made from
white oak. Bailey claimed his mower would cut six
acres per day and replace twelve men with scythes in
heavy grass and six men in light grass. Although
Bailey's mower attracted some attention in Pennsyl-
vania and New Jersey as well as in England, it too did
not function efficiently enough to merit production and
widespread use. Indeed. the horse-drawn mowing
machine did not become practical for more than twenty
years after the first patent had been granted on that
implement.

On 3 May 1831 William Manning of Plainfield, New
Jersey. patented a mowing machine which proved suc-
cessful. Manning's mower incorporated for the first
time the principle of the reciprocating sickle. Mapning’s
sickle or cutter rested on the ground, and as the ma-
chine moved forward, the sickle reciprocated as it
moved through the grass. Iron teeth, six or eight inches
long, protruded from under the sickle and gathered and
held the grass for the encoming blade. Manning's

mower. like Gaillard's and Bailey’s before him, failed to

work sufficientiy to ment adoption by a large number of
farmers. Nevertheless, Manning’s reciprocating sickle
indicated great possibilities to other inventors, who
believed that. with certain adjustments, it could be
made to work efficiently.

Obed Hussey was the first inventor to improve upon
Manning’s concept. Hussey's combination reaper-
mower, patented in 1833, had a superior sickle for cut-
ting grass: and after some adjustment in 1847, it became
the standard cutter for both reapers and mowers. Com-
bination reaper-mowers. however, did not work en-
tirely satisfactorily. The reaper platform either inter-
fered with mowing, or. if it was removed, the platform's
absence weakened the machine. Because of these
problems. inventors began desining implements spec-
ifically intended for mowing hay.

On 10 July 1847 William F. Ketchum of Buffalo, New
York. patented a durable mower designed specifically
for cutting hay. Ketchum’'s mower was simply built
with a single drive wheel and a cutter bar which con-
sisted of an endless chain of knives. A small runner
supported the outer edge of the sickle. The endless
cutting apparatus did not prove successfui, but after
Ketchumadopted Hussey's sickle, his machine became
the first mower manufactured in large quantity. In time,
th= Xetchum mower earned the reputation of being the
best single-wheeled mowing machine ever produced.

Beyond the ‘addition of a'second ‘wheel, the two-
wheeled mowing machine had a flexible cutter bar in-
stead of the fixed sickle found on the single-wheeled
mowers. The origin of the flexible cutterbar can be
traced to Hussey's reaper-mower which had a hinged
sickle attached to the main axle. On 5 December 1854

Flexible cutter bars enabled the operator to work around obstructions
without loss of time. In 1882, this mower was built by the D.M.
Osborne & Company of Auburn, New York.

Cyrenus Wheeler patented a two-wheeled mower with
a flexible sickle design which proved a lasting success.
Wheeler placed the cutter bar at the rear of the machine.
This location permitted the driver to raise or lower the
blade with a lever while the mower was in motion. The
D. M. Osborne & Company of Auburn, New York,
manufactured Wheeler's mower and marketed it under
the trade name of ‘*Cayuga Chief.” The next major
contribution in the development of the flexible cutter
bar came on 4 September 1855 when Jonathan Haines
patented a mowing machine with two drive wheels.
The mowing machine’s design was further improved
on 17 July 1854 when Cornelius Aultman and Lewis
Miller of Akron, Ohio, patented a two-wheeled mower.
In May 1853 Miller patented another design with a
floating cutter bar, that is, a sickle which followed the
contours of the ground and thereby cut more efficiently.
Since that time, the design of the mowing machine has
changed little. Aultman and Milier marketed their
mower under the name “‘Buckeve.” The Buckeve
mower differed from previous machines in several re-
spects. First, a series of gears, attached to the main
axle, drove the sickle. This feature gave better balance
to the machine since gearing fixed to only one drive
wheel caused the machine to veer off to one side.
Clutches on each drive wheel enabled the operator to
engage or disengage the wheels at the proper moment
and thereby turn sharper corners than ever before. The
cutter bar was mounted in front of the driver. This was
an important safety feature, since the sickle was fixed
behind or off to the side of the driver on the other
machines. If the mower hit a hole or obstruction, the
driver could be easily thrown into the path of the sickle.
By placing the blade in front of the driver, the operator
was out of the path of the oscillating sickle if he fefl from
the machine. The cutter bar could be raised or lowered
with a lever. The Buckeye mower had an additional
convenience because the sickle raised and folded in




front of the driver. This feature facilitated traveling
down country roads and passing through natrow gates.
The Buckeye mower was animmediate success: and, as
Iong as hay wuas mowed by horse-power. it remained
one of the most popular implements for cutting grass
and clover.

The mowing machine improvements which followed
the Buckeye mower were primarily designed to lighten,
strengthen. and rveduce the cost of the machine. By
1860, the mower was 2 practical farm implement, and
the Cayuga Chief. the Ball. and the Buckeye were the

most popular mowing machines at that time. These
mowers cut a narrow swath, and, as late as 1918, the
most commonly used mowing machines had only
five-foot cutter bars. These mowing machines cut an
average of ten acres per day, and thereby replaced ten
men with scythes. The two horses required to pull the
mower were also cheaper to feed than a mowing crew.
One farmer believed the mowing machine made the job
of cutting hay so easy that it could be done by a *‘smart
boy. or lazy farmer, or old man’’ without difficuity. By
the end of the First World War, though seven- and

Left: A specially beveled grindstone was needed to keep the sickle
sharp on the muwing machine.

Below: In 1853, Lewis Miller became the first inventor to place the
seat hehind the sickle. This was an important safety precaution,
Other invertors and manufucturers adopted this sufety feature as
shown here on an 1878 maodel of a Kirby mower, (Smithsonian In-
stitution.)
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The Quail All Steel Hay Tedder &7 - P
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In 1882, the Bullard Bev Tedder was built by the Richardson Manufucturing Company of Worcester, Mussachusetts. By the 18905, steel had replaced
waent fir sediber feames. Ty Quail All Steet Fedder, manufactured by the Qhiv Rake Company of Dayvton, Ohiv, is a notable example.

cight-fool mowers were becoming popular; these
machines cut fifteen acres per day.

The mowing machine requived only one tool — a
grinder — to maintain maximum operating efficiency.
The commonly used fiat grindstone. which was turned
with a crank. would not fit between the teeth of the
sickle blades. Consequently. by the late 1860s, a diffe-
rent type of grindstone was devetoped. The grindstone
had two Faces, each set at a sixty degree angle, to fit the
bevel of the teeth. A clamp held the sickle against the
stone, and. as the hand-crank turned, the stone re-
volved and ground a sharp edge on the teeth,

TEDDERS

When the hay was especialty heavy. it might not dry
property. if the hay was too damp when it was placed in
the stack or in the barn, it might mold or create enough
heat to start a fire. Sometimes the hay became packed
as the horses and mowers were driven over the previ-
eusly cut swath as the farmer made his next round. In
order to loosen the hay and permit the air to circulate
through it and therebv speed the drying process, some
farmers fluffed it with a tedder.

The tedder’s origin is unknown, but it was invented
about 1800, probably by the British. The tedder was not
adopted by many American farraers until after the Civil
War. when the mowing machine became widely used.
The hay tedder had a number of wire prongs or forks
attached to a revolving crank shaft which extended
betweentwo wheels. As the implement moved forward,
the shaft revolved and the prongs kicked backward and
lifted the hay. The forks were placed at one foot inter-
vals and most tedders had about eight forks, each com-
posed of several tines. At first, the tedder had a wooden
frame. but by the early 1890s, it was beirg made from
steel, and more than fifty makes were on the market.

Tedders worked best about half a day after the hay was
«ut. If the hay leaves were too dry, though, the tedder
would break them off and thereby cause a substantial
toss of hay. Since the side-delivery rake lifted and fluf-
fed the hay nearly as well as the tedder, and left it in
windrows as well, most eastern and midwestern far-
mers preferred using it instead of the tedder. By so
doing, they saved the expense of purchasing an addi-
tional implement. In the Great Plains and Far West, the
dry climate cured the hay rapidly and farmers in those
regions seldom used the tedder.

LOADERS

After the hay had been cut and tedded. it was ready
for the barn or the stack. The hay sweep eliminated the
task of loading hay onto a wagon with a pitchfork, but
some farmers preferred to use another implement — the
hay loader — for gathering the hay from the swath or
windrow. Although patents were granted for hay load-
ers as eatly as 1848, this implement did not become
successful until the late 1860’s. The hay loader attached
to the end of a wagon, and as the implement moved
forward, a series of forks and endless chains revolved,
scooped up the hay, and carried it to the top of the
machine where it fell onto the wagon.

The **Douglas’ Hay Loading Machine,”* patented in
1870, was an early model which worked fairly well. This
hay loader consisted of eight endless leather belts at-
tached to two rollers. A belt transferred power from the
wagon's sprocket wheel to the loader. Steel spikes on
the leather belts caught the hay and carried it to the top
of the loader where it dropped onto the wagon. But
when the wagon was full, the hay loader could not be
easily detached or thrown out of gear. Consequently.
both the hay wagon and loader were hauled to the barn
or to the hay stack. This type of hay loader was a




Huy toaders, such ay Bese attached behind the wagon and lifted the hay onto the bed. Earm workers generally disliked the loader becauss it made them
work Barder and faster ko build the wagon stack than did hand-loading with pitch forks.

cumbersome implement, and it did not pick up all the
hay from the ground. In 1875, a more efficient hay
ivader appeared on the market. when the Keystone
Manufacturing Company of Sterling, IHlinois, began
producing its machine. Like all hay loaders, this imple-
ment attached to the wagon.

The most popular hay loaders had either forks or
cyfinders with tines which lifted the hay and deposited it
on anr endless inclined apron which carried it up to the
wagon. Two men could load two tons of hay onto a
wagon with « loader, if the stack was carefully built.
The hay loader became popular among farmers in New
York, Pennsylvania. Ohio, Indiar.... and [owa. it did not
work very well on uneven ground, or in the wind, and
because of these disadvantages, the hay loader never
achieved widespread popularity. Most farmers prefer-
red to pick up hay from the windrow with pitch forks
or with sweep-rakes.

HAY FORKS

In the East, farmers generally placed their hay in the
barn loft. Sometimes as much as ten or twelve tons of
hay might be hauled to the barn during the course of a
day. If this hay was pitched up into the barn with hand
forks. the work was not only hard, but dirty as well,
since dust and dried leaves and stems sifted down upon
the men in the wagon.

By the late 1840s, some farmers were experimensing
with tie horse-fork for lifting hay from the wagon into
the barn mow. The horse-fork looked much like a targe

pitchfork. It had a wooden handle five and a half feet
tong and a wooden head about twenty-eight inches wide
to which long steel tines were attached with screws and
nuts. A rope was tied to the fork and threaded through a
pulley which was attached to the rafter at the peak of the
barn. The rope then passed down through another pul-
fey fixed to the barn floor, and from there to the horse.
The man working on the wagon drove the fork into the
hay, and as the horse walked forward, the fork load of
hay was raised to the door of the mow. A man on the
wagon held a rope attached to the handle in order to
keep the {oad level. Once the fork reached the top, a
waorker in the hay loft swung it inside and emptied the
load. The korse was ther backed up, the fork lowered,
and more hay prepared for lifting. The length of the
handle, however, made the horse-fork difficuit to use
under low roofs, but this problem was soon solved by
adding a hinge between the head and the handle. The
hinge was tripped with a cord by whomever was work-
ing on the wagon. As the fork was lowered, the weight
of the head caused the hinge to snap back into place
ready for another bite of hay. Where one man could
unload a ton of hay in thirty minutes by using a pitch-
fork, one person could unload that same amount in
about six minutes by using a horse-fork. Other innova-
tions for lifting hay into the mow followed.

In September 1864, E. L. Walker, 2 New York in-
ventor, patented a “‘harpoon’™ hay fork. This fork
worked in a manner similar to a whaler’s harpoon. The
harpoon fork, either single or double, had tines from
twenty-five to thirty-five inches long with folding barbs
housed in the shaft hear the point, The fork was driven
into the load of hay, and as the horse tightened the rope
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for lifting the fork, the barbs sprung out of the tip and
held the hay. The harpoon fork worked best on long-
stemmed hay such as timothy. It did not work as wellas
the horse-fork for short-stemmed hay such as clover,
alfaifa, and the short grasses.

About the same time that harpoen forks became
popular the “"eagle claw™” forks were developed. These
forks looked like giant bird claws which were hinged

Harpoon forks were driven into a wagon load of hay in order 1o lift it
inte the barn mow. Harpoon forks worked best ot long-stesmmed
hay. but the eagle elaw fork worked better on shore-stemmed grass
or clover.

MEW SRAPPLE FORK.

P

With Yo, Four or 8ix Tines,
Made of Spring Steet and
Heud of Maiieabls

" trom,

It Is very simple and
strong, and has no expos-
cd parts. 'The Tripls sim-
ple and rellable, Oone of
the leading features was to
constmict 3 Grapple Fork
easy to operate and handle
on the lead. This Fork
penetrates the hay casily,
and compresses it from top
to bottom. thus adapting
it especialiy to fie hand-
ling of fine, short or brit-
te hay. It is light, and
wilh if the hay is separat-
ed from the lrad with
considerably Iess power,
and much more casily
tian with any other lork,

together much like a clam shell. The steel teeth were
driveninto the hay, and, as the horse tightened the slack
of the rope. the teeth closed and the load was lifted to
the mow. A rope extended from the hinge to the ground,
and as the hay was swung into place, the hinge was
tripped and the load emptied. In contrast to the har-
poon forks, the eagle claw forks worked well on short
hay.
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rortled ter the proper tocation for releaye. The release mechanism o the hay fork was tripped by the man on the wagon who held the rope.

Although hay forks greatly eased the burden of
pitching hay up into the barn. once the hay has been
reteased, workers in the [oft still had to build the stack
by hund. By the kite 1860s, however. this problem had
been solved with the ddition of the steel track and
currter. The track was fixed to the ceiling of the barn
and & carrier with a pulley attached to it. A rope was
threaded through the pulley and tied to the hay fork.
The other end of the rope, passed through another
pulley fixed to the barn floor; it was then tied to the
horse. When the hay fork was raised to the track, it
locked onto the carrier and immediately slid toward the
back of the barn. When the hay fork reached the ap-
propriate point for release, someone working in the
mow gave a shout to the person holding the trip rope on
the ground below. The trip rope was given a jerk, the
fork opened. and the hay was released. At that point,
the horse was backed up; the fork pulled back along the
carrier and lowered with another trip device, Steel hay
carriers could support more than half ton of hay and
together with the hay fork greatly sped the task of
puiting hay into the mow,

If a farmer used a sweep-rake to gather the hay and

transport it to the barn, he frequently preferred to lift it
into the mow with a sling. The sling was essentially a
rope net made in two sections and joined together witha
trip fastener. The sling was spread on the ground and
the sweep-rakes's hay load dropped on it. A horse
drawn rope lifted the sling into the barn. The entire load
could be raised at once. The sling, however, could be
easily pushed out of place when the sweep drove over
it, and some farmers preferred to place it on a wagon’s
empty bed so the load coud be built on top of it. Then,
the wagon was simply drawn to the barn and the sling
attached to the hoist and lifted into the mow.

HAY STACKERS

In the midwestern prairie, the Great Plains and the
Far West, farmers preferred to stack their hay outside
because their annual crops were far too large to fit in
most barns. By the early 1860s, some farmers were
using tripods made from long poles to build their hay
stacks. Twao tripods were set up where the farmer plan-
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Some farmers used a sling to lift their hay into the barn mow. In order
todo so, they placed a repe sling on the wagon bed and built the stack
on top ofit. When the wagon reached the barn, the sling was attached
to a rope and hoisted info the mow.

ned to lecate the stack. A pulley slid on a rope betweer
each tripod and the hay fork’s load was released in the
same manner as wien it was used in a barn. Two other
types of stackers — the overshot and the swinging —
soon developed.

The overshot and swinging stackers iooked much like
sweep-rakes attached to a frame. Hay was piled on the
giant fork which was lifted with the aid of a horse, rope,
and pulley. As the horse pulled on the rope, the fork
lifted up over the frame and tossed the hay onto the
stack. The swinging stacker could be locked in place,
after the fork was raised, and pivoted ‘over the stack
until it reached the proper position for releasing the hay.
Some hay stackers such as Palmer’s Hay Stackerused a
steel horse-fork instead of a large wooden fork to hold
the hay. This stacker consisted of a large boora attached
to a frame. The fork was sunk into the hay on a wagon
and raised until it struck the puiley which automaticaily
swung the fork over the stack for release, Once the hay
was dropped, the horse backed up, and, as the fork
lowered, its weight caused the derrick to revolve back
into position ready for another load. The swinging
stacker was particularly useful for loading hay from the
stack back onto a wagon for delivery to livestock feed
bunks.

HAY BALERS

During the first hadf of the nineteenth century, many
inventors tried to eliminate the use of pitch forks for
stacking hay as well as the nuisance of shipping loose
hay by patenting a host of designs for hay presses or
balers. The earliest hay presses were designed to work
by hand. Hay was stuffed into a box-like cylinder and a
hand-crank and wooden plunger squeezed it into a firm
bale. These hand presses did not work very well be-
cause human strength was insufficient to press the hay
adequately, and horse power was soon applied to these
implements. By puiling or pushing a lever back and
forth or by turning a sweep, a horse could provide the
superior strength necessary to compress large amounts
of hay into firm, tight bales. In 1853, H. L. Emery of




£ the Grear Plaing and Fur West, furmers sometimes used tripods with pulleys and huy forks 1o build the hay stack. Tripods, i wever,
ook Bty tor Seb wpp and most furmers preferred the overshtor or the swinging stacker.

Above: The overshor stacker, like this Deering model, lifted the hay
and cast it onto the stack.

Right: The swinging stacker, like this MeCormick implement, raised
the Rav and swung it over the stack for release.

Alpany, New York, began manufacturing a horse-
powered hay press. With Emery’s press, twomenand a
horse could make five, 250-pound bales per hour. Each
bale measured 24x24x48 inches. When the bale was
completed wires were fed through slots at each end and
the bale tied together, Once the bale was removed, the
machine had to be reset to start the baling precess afl
over again.

In 1872, L. & P. K. Dederick also of Albany, New
York, began manufaciuring a continuous process baler
called the “*Perpetual Press.” This press could form
more than one bale at once and the machine did not
need to be reset after each bale was completed, As two
men fed hay continually into the receiving box of the
giant vertical press, horse-powered fevers packed the

hay tight. When the appropriate bale size had been
reached, a block of wood was inserted into the cylinder
to mark the end of one bale and to start the beginning of
another. The finished bafc was then tied with wires and
emptied from the machine.

By the mid- 1880s, steam-powered balers were on the
market. These required a crew of eight men — one
engineer and a water hauler to operate the steam en-
gine, two men to pitch the loose hay from the wagon,
another to fork it into the baler, two men to tie wires
lengthwise on each bale and one man to carry the bale
away from the machine. A crew such as this could bale
approximately twenty-five tons of hay per day, al-
though some steam-powered presses baled as much as
ninety tons per day. Still, horse-powered balers con-
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grressive

DEbErRICE"S HavaPio
to $i70, aevording to size. Made by Wa. Dreaxe & Co. of Aluny,

DIEDERICK:S NEW HAY-PRESS

. The close packing of hay
for market bas become an in-
portaut object.
best muchines for this purpose
is DEDERICK’S new press, as
shown i the aecompanying
cut. It is a togele or pro-
; pPress ity
chief improvement being in
the parallel areangement of
the toggles, which are so pla«
ced that one is vear one cud,
and the other near the ether
end of the follower; and its
movement. cannot have any
other (riction to overcome
than that of the material it is
pressing. The bulk and weight
of the machine are so greatiy
reduced that the tarmer cun
© uow have the hay press trang-
ported to Lim as conveniently
as by its use he ean transport
hig hay to market, It iswork-
ed by i horse upon a capstan—
vequiving him to make only 5
or teireles ona 7 foot sweepto
make a bale, ' With 2 men and
a horse, it will lale from 5to 8
tons of hay per day, Price $100

Une of the

By the late nineteensh and early twentieth centuries, korse-powered
hay balers had been reduced in size from thuse bullt during the 18605,
Frorder o use these senaller presses, the farmer placed the hay in the
compression box drnd the bale was squeezed out uf the end at the
righe. implements, suck as this one, could bale aboui 18 tons of hay
per duy.

)

By the mid- 18805, stzam-powered hay balers could easily bale 90 tons
of kay eack day.

tinuad to be made until after the turn of the twentieth
century even though these implements only produced
about eighteen tons per day. Whether horse-powered or
steam-powered, hay balers not only enabled a farmer to
stack more hay in a smaller space than ever before, but
baled hay also could be easily lcaded onto wagons or
railway cars for transport and sale. Bales were particu-
larly useful in the prairie hay and alfalfa ficlds of the
Great Plains and Far West where the large quantity of
hay was often expensive to hand-stack with hired labor.

FODDER-CHOPPERS
AND FEED MILLS

Since antiquity, farmers have prepared coaise grass
and grain stalks for livestock feed by cutting or chop-
pirig it into small pieces. Chopped forage was more
palatable to cattle aad they wasted fess of it. American
farmers followed fais ancient practice, and by the early
nincteenth century, they were using hand-powered
fodder-choppzrs to prepare cattle feed.

At first, fodder-choppers simply consisted of a feed
box mounted on a wooden or iron frame with a large,
lever-like knife attached to one side. Straw or stalks
were placed in the box and cut into the desired lengths
or pieces. These fodder-choppers could be easily made
by the farmer with the aid of the local blacksmith, who
fashioned the cutter from an old scythe. By the early
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Fodider-choppers were wved for cut o ard other forage crops into small pieces. These lever und crank models were built by the Silver Manufacturing

Comprary of Saler, Ohic, for the 18U swdsen,

Fhis fodder-chopper wos desigaed for hoavy duty work, Two horses
perwesiid thix imgtement whiclt coild chop Hiree to four tons of ensil-
dge per howur,

1820s. fodder-choppers with spiral knives attached toa
shaft revolved as a hand-crank turned. The operator
fed the stalks under the knives which cut the forage into
pieces. Some fodder-cuiters had knives attached to the
inside of a flywheel. The straw fed from the box into the
spinning wheel. Other models had spiked rollers which
fed the crop into revolving knives attached to a spindle.
With all models. the chopped fodder fell from the knives
onto the ground, ready for feeding livestock.

The lever, crank aad flywheel fodder-choppers were
suitable only for dry straw. Corn stalks required more
chopping power than an individuai could generate with
a lever or crank for a sustained period of time. How-
ever, by attaching a pulley and belt. which linked the
fodder chopper to a horse-powered sweep or treadmill,
corn stalks could be cut easily. Later in the nineteenth
century, steam engines repiaced horses for powering
large fodder-choppers.

During the last quarter of the nineteenth century,
some farmers began storing green or partially cured
corn as well as alfalfa and grain sorghum in silos. In
order to fill their silos. they used fodder-choppers,
known as silage or ensilage cutters, which had been
adapted for cutting green stalks. An endless belt fed the
crop into radial or spiral cutters. Radial knives were
attached to a flywheel and the stalks fed through it.
Spiral knives were attached to a spindle and cut the
forage much like a reel-type lawn mower. A chain or
pneumatic conveyor carried the chopped ensilage into
the silo. Before the age of the g=soline tractor, ensilage

Left: The Little Giant Feed Cuiter and Elevator was munu‘uctured by
the E.W. Ross Company of Springfield, Qhio. With the aid of a steam
engine, this implement could cut eight to twelve tons of ensilage per
hour.
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PATENT SCREW PROPELLER,
IMPROVED GYLINDRICAL STRAW CUTTER,

Awarded by the Maryland State Agricultural Society, Nov. 1, 1855,
the 1st Premium.

Straw cutter advertisement fraom The American Farmer-Advertizer, June, 1860.

cuiters were steam-powered. Only steam engines pro-
vided sufficient power to turn the cutting blades and
mechanisms which lifted or forced the fine pieces of
ensilage into the silo. At the turn of the twentieth cen-
tury, ensilage cutters chopped about one ton of forage
for each horsepower of the steam engine.

After the mid-nineteenth century, many farmers also
owned feed mills, which they used for grinding corn,
cobs, and small grains into livestock feed. Hand-crank
mills appeared first, followed by horse and steam-
powered mills. Feed mills worked on the same basic
principle of fodder choppers. A feed box dropped the
grain or cobs into a chamber where iren mill plates,
called burrs, turned and crushed it. If cobs were fed into

THE CYLINDRICAL STRAW CUT-
TER, although invented and made in this
city more than thirty years past, still retains
its high reputation for efficiency and dura-
bility. With the present feed works, (Screw
or Spiral,) the article is greatly improved
and rendered more simple. All efforts of
inventors that have been made in Europe or
the United States towards improving or in-
venting Straw Cutters, have failed to produce
a machine of equal perfection as our palent
prepeller.

The serew(leed renders the machine simple

A in arrang.mentof the works, reduces power,
§ and allows those driven by horse power to be

run 30 per cent. faster than ordinary, and pro-
ducing a esonsequent greater number of bush-
els of cut fodder in a given time. Thesizes,
prices and eapacity, are as follows, viz:
Width of Cut, 9. 1L*13. 15in,
Price, 28, 30. 40. $45.
Capacity per hour, 45. 55. 225. 250 Bush.

As regards capacity, the 9 and 11 inches,
are rated by hand power, and the 13and 15
inches by horse.

Aiso for sale, a variety of Straw Cutters
of various sorts and sizes, prices from 5 to

: $16.

Manufactured and for sale by

R. SINCLAIR, Jr. & Co.
62 Light sireet, Balt.
*See fizure. Ap. 1.

the mill, a revolving cutter chopped them into fine
pieces before the burrs ground the forage into even finer
pieces. The burrs were corrugated to carry the crushed
feed from the surface of the plaies to the outer edge. The
milled feed then dropped out of the mill throungh slots at
the bottom. During the 1860s, feed mills, driven by a
two-horse sweep or by a railway, crusked from five to
ten bushels of corn per hour. By the turn of the twen-
tieth century, horse-sweep or stream-powered mills
ground as much as twenty bushels of shelled corn,
fifteen bushels of ear comn, or twelve bushels of oats per
hour.

In retrospect, no other agricultural aciivity had a
greater variety of tools and implemenits than did hay and
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Most farmers who owned livestock and poultry used feed mills 1o
grind grain. [ 4 mills crushed grain and cobs for easier mixing and
feeding. These ,qills could be operated with either horse or steem
power,

fodder-making. The vast array of rakes, mowers, ted-
ders, loaders, stackers, forks, fodder-choppers, and
feed mills attest to the great technological change which
occutred in the hay- and fodder-making process. These
horse- and steam-powered implements enabled the
farmer to complete more work more efficiently than
ever before. Certainly, the gasoline tractor brought in-
creased power and speeded these farm chores as old
implements wzre modified and as new ones were de-
veloped to work properly behind this new power
source. But, before the gasoline tractor revolutionized
agriculture in the twentieth century, steam-power
caught the imagination of agricultural inventors and
farmers alike.
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For those furmers who could afford one, ¢ stationgry stecm engine made many farm chores easier. Washing machines. fodder-choppers,
threshing machines qnd funning mills could be driven by steam power.

CHAPTER X

STEAM POWER

The exact date is unknown when the first steam en-
gine was used for farm power in the United States. As
early as 1807 or 1808, however, Oliver Evans was
butlding steam engines ir his Philadelphia shops for
powering cotton, flax and wool machinery and for
driving sugar cane mills. By 1809, steam engines were
turning gristmills, and during the War of 1812, some
Georgia planters were using steam to run their cotton
gins. Indeed, early in the nineteenth century, southern
planters most commonly used steam engines for ag-
ricuitural purposes, and by the late 1820s, Louisiana
plantation owners were making large investmenis in
steam-powered sugar mills. A decade later, only
Pennsylvania had more steam engines in operation than
did Louisiana. By the outbreak of the Civil War, steam
power had almost completely replaced horses or oxen
for powering sugar mills, and plantation ewners across
the Sonth were using st¢am engines (o operate rice milks
and to turn cotton gins.

The work which a steam engine performed was a
significant increase over that accomplished by horse or
man power. With it, for example, threc men and a

cotton gin could remove the seeds from 1,000 to 4,500
pounds of cotton per day. This was about 100 times
more than they could gin without steam power. Until
the 1830s, most of the steam engines used in American
agriculture were British imports. During the 1830s,
however, American manufacturers began making
steam engines for agriculturists. The W. Tift and Com-
pany of Cincinnati, the West Point Foundry of New
York, Holmes Hinckley of Boston, and John Allaire of
New York were several of the most important early
steam manufacturers in the United States. A decade
later, during the 1840s, the Tredegar Iron Works in
Richmond, Virginia, also became an important supplier
of steam engines, when it began furnishing steam-
powered sugar mills to southern planters.

Prior to the 1850s, stationary rather than portable or
traction steam engines generated steam power. Station-
ary engines, as the term implies, could not be moved
easily. Rather, these steam engines were bolied to
solid, brick and mortar foundations. A belt linked the
steam engine to whatever machinery was to be driven.
Southern plantaticns, which were devoted to the inten-




The portable steum engine reached the market during the 1850s.
These steam engines, however, were not self-propelled. and a team of
horses kad to pulfl these implements to the threshing site. In 1877, this
stear eagine was built by the C. & G. Cooper Company in Mount
Vernon, Ohio, The smokestuck folded back whenever the engine was
woved from pluce to pluce. The belt, which linked the steam engine to
tite theeshing machine, was attached to the flvwheel on the upposite
side.

In (886, the Aultman-Taylor Company of Mansfield, Ohio, placed the
**Baby Elephant’” on the market. It had a 6-horsepower engine, and it
could be purchased with skids instead of wheels, if the engine was to
be used on a semi-permanent location.

sive cultivation of specific crops such as cotton or sugar
cane, were much better suited for the adoption of
stationary steam engines than ivere farms devoted to
the extensive cultivation of various crops. Steam en-
gines did not become popular on grain farms until port-
able models reached the market. The daily chores on
most farms were just too diverse for the convenient use
of stationary steam engines. Once the boiler, steam

cylinder. and flywheel were mounted on a wheeled
frame, the portable (horse-drawn), steam engine be-
came practical for farms concerned with general ag-
riculture. The portable steam engine could be used on
any part of the farm no matter whether it was needed in
the corn field, the wheat field, outside the barn, or down
the road at the neighbor’s place.

Although Thomas Jefferson had called for small,
portable steam engines as early as 1815, more than three
decades passed before that innovation became areality.
In 1849, A. L. Archambault of Philadelphia manufac-
tured the first American-made steam engine which had
the advantage of mobility. Archambault aptly named his
steam engine the *‘Forty-Niner,”’ and built it in 4-, 10-,
and 30-horsepower models. By the outbreak of the Civil
War several dozen agricultural manufacturing com-
panies ulso were building portable steam engines all of
which were designed for belt work, that is, to power
farm implements such as threshing machines, corn
shellers, and fanning mills.

Although the portable steam engine appeared on the
market in increasing numbers during the 1850s, and
although farmers recognized its labor saving value,
steam power was not used on a widespread agricultural
basis prior to the Civil War. At best, before 1860, the
application of steam to general agriculture was still very
much in the experimental stage. During the 1859s,
steam engines were still primarily found either on
southern plantations or on the large farms of wealthy
land owners in the midwestern prairies. Few farmeis
had even seen a steam engine and fewer still owned v ¢,
but most believed this innovation would only suppi«-
ment the role of the draft horse and mule rather thas:
replace them on the farm.

During the 1860s and 1870s, however, importont
technical changes in plowing, planting and harvesting
machinery helped to increase grain production. With
expansion in production, additionai technical changes
were needed to enlarge the threshing machine’s capac-
ity and to increase its operating speed. As manufactur-
ers built larger threshing machines, more power was
needed to operate them. The horse-powered treadmills
and sweeps simply were not capable of adequately
turning the mechanisms of the large threshing
machines. Moreover, horses seldom maintained the
even speed required for maximum threshing efficiency.
If the horses walked too fast, all of the grain might not
be threshed out of the heads. If the horses walked too
slowly, poor separation took place. Both problems
meant either wasted or dirty grain and economic loss for
the farmer. Furthermore, horses had to be rested or
changed frequently. i

Because of these problems, by the late 1860s, an
increasing number of grain farmers were beginning to
use portable steam engines to power their threshing
machines. By 1868, for example, the Wood and Mann
Steam Engine Company of Utica, New York, had sold
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more than 1,200 steam engines. At that time, a 12-
horsepowered engine could drive a threshing machine
capable of threshing more han 100 bushels per hour.
‘These engines used a half a cord of wood or from 300 to
400 pounds of coal during a ten-hour day. By 1870, the
building of steam engines was an important aspect of
the threshing machine manufacturer’s busine=s. During
that decade. farmers in all sections of the nz:-: - began
applying steam power to their wheat, corn and rice
threshing and cotton ginning operations. By 1880, the
Census Bureau estimated that steam power threshed 80
percent of the grain harvest in the major wheat produc-
ing states. Most of those steam engines were manufac-
tured by the various threshing machine companies,
Indeed, itinerant or custom threshermen often bought
their steam engine and threshing machine as one outfit.

Although the portable steam engine increased the
speed and capability of the threshing machine, it had
one serious flaw — the portable steam engines were not
self-propelled. Lacking traction, steam engines could
neither plow nor move about under their own power.
Consequently, their use was limited to belt work on
threshing, ginding, miilling, and ginning machines. In
order to move the portable steam engine. the operator
hitd to hitch a team of horsgs to it and putl it from place
to place. Some steam engines had a seat or platform on
the front or the rear from which the operator steered it
with the reins. On other models, the farmer simply held
the reins as he walked alongside the engine.

Although self-propelled steam engines did not reach
the market before the 1870s, it was not because inven-
tors failed to devote their attention to the development
of traction models. As early as 1769, Nicholas Cuognot,a
French inventor, built a self-propelied steam engine
which he drove through ihe streets of Paris. But, the
first traction steam engine produced in the United
States was not marketed until 1873, when the Battle
Creek, Michigan, firm of Merritt and Kellogg offered a
self-propelled model for sale. By the late 1870s, the C.
and G. Cooper Company -of Mount Vernon, Ohie, had
won the reputation of being the first company to man-
ufacture traction steam engines in quantity and market
them nationwide. In 1880, more than 1,000 Cooper
steam tractors were in use across the country. Other
agricultural manufacturing firms quickly sought to win
the farmer’s business, and, by 1881, most of the
threshing machihe manufacturers were making steam
traction engines. By the late 1880s, the gearing, clutch-
ing, braking, and steering problems had been eliminated
so that the driver could operate the tractor without
fosing control.

All steam tractors cssentially shared a common de-
sign, no matter which company built them. Each had a
boiler, engine (cylinder, piston, and valves), governor,
flywheel, traction gears, wheels and a firebox. The heat
in the firebox converted the water in the boiler to steam
by passing down a flue. A valve admitted the steam into
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In 1885, the Aultman-Taylor Company placed this 13-horsepower
traction steam engine on the market. Two horses, however, still had
to be Litchedin front 10 help guide the engine down the road. Notice
the seat in front.

TOTE N ZHLRSE MWER COAL UR WUOD-BLINER TRACTIOA. LEFT-HAND Y

In 1894, the Pints Agricultural Works in Buffalo, New York, built this
steam engine. It was designed to power threshing machines, and to
burn wood or coul.

the cylinder where it drove the piston joined by the
connecting rod to the crankshaft. In turn, the
crankshaft moved the gearing linked to the rear wheels.
Traction steam engines were made from two possible
designs. One design called for a frame upon which the
boiler, engine, and other parts were mounted. The sec-
ond design involved making the boiler the main struc-
ture and attaching the various parts to it. Usually, the
engine was attached to the boiler and the boiler then
mounted on a frame or truck.

Traction steam engines were built with either a
direct-flue or a return-flue boiler. The direct or locomo-
tive-flue was virtually universal for traction steamn en-
gines intended primarily for plowing. With this flue, the
heat and smoke passed from the firebox in the rear




|1

The Frick steam engine (ca. 1875) needed a team of horses to puil it from place to place. It did not have a seat, however, and the driver walked alongside

und guided the horses with the reins. (Smithsonian Institution.)

through flues or tubes te the front of the boiler where it
exited up through the smokestack. As the heat and
smoke moved forward, it heated the water which sur-
rounded the flues and turned the water into steam. In
the return-flue boiler the heat and smoke moved for-
ward through a large flue then passed up and back down
the boiler in several smaller flues from which it exited
through a smokestack at the rear of the boiler. The
return-flue boiler had the best fuel economy, since the
heat passed through the boiler twice, but the smoke-
stack at the rear increased the heat around the engineer.
Some operators argued, however, that the direct-flue
boiler was stronger and safer than the return flue boiler.

[ndeed, a major problem with the early traction steam
engines was that the boiler iron was sometimes too

weak to withstand the pressure generated inside. When
water converts to steam at 212° Fahrenheit, it expands
1,600 times in volume; adequate safety valves were
needed to prevent explosions and the inevitable injury
of the operator and others nearby with fiying pieces of
shrapnel and scalding water. By the late 1870s, how-
ever, manufacturers were using Bessemer steel and
improved joint-making technigues for their baoilers and
the hazards of steam engines were greatly reduced.
Sparks escaping from the smokestack created
another steam engine hazard, particularly when
threshing was done in the stubble field. The addition of
spark arrestors, made by placing screens in the
smoke-stack or by forcing steam into it, helped reduce
that danger, but cautious threshermen kept the steam
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engine as far away from the straw stack as possible.
An equally serious danger involved the weight of the
traction steam engine. Bridges designed for horses,
wagons, and carriages could seldom supoit a ten- or
twenty-ton steam engine. Only improved bridge en-
gineering eliminated this problem, but changes came
slowly and many steam engines crashed through the
timbers and into creeks and ravines before improve-
ments were made.

Although steam tractors only lumbered along at arate
of two or three miles-per-hour, the sight of these iron
monsters, with smoke spewing from their stacks, in-
variably terrified oncoming horses. After numerous in-
cidences of bucking horses, overturned wagons, and
runaway teams. many states passed laws requiring that
a team of horses be hitched in front of the steam engine
while it traveled down a public road. The horses in front
tended to give reassurance to oncoming teams that all
was well and the number of accidents decreased.

By the late 1870s, farmers were beginning to use
self-propelled steam engines in considerable numbers;
and, by the mid-1880s. the steam engine met the grain
farmer’s major threshing needs. Many agriculturists,
however, wanted the steam tractor to do more than

propel itself from field to field and thresh grain, sheil
corn, gin cotton, or power a wood saw. In the vast
expanse of the Great Plains and Far Wost, wheat far-
mers anxiously awaited the development of a stearm
engine that could pull the plow.

Prior to the development of the steam threshing en-
gine, inventors had been working for many years on a
plowing engine. No one knows when the first steam
plowing engine was made or by whom, although it may
have been Luke Johnson, a Leominster, Massachusetts
inventor, in 1816. Other inventors grappled with the
problem of producing an engine that had sufficient
power to propel itseif across a field and pull a plow at
the same time. During the 1830s, 1840s, and 1850s,
various attempts were made to build a steam plow, but,
at best, most inventors achieved onty limited success.

Edmund C. Bellinger of South Carolina was one such
inventor. Bellinger believed a stzam engine should not
waste its power moving across a field. His steam en-
gine, patented on 19 November 1833 had a cable and
windlass attachment. Bellinger's technique was to
place the steam engine at the side of the field and use its
power todraw a gang of plows, attached to a cable, back
and forth across it. This arrangement allowed the en-

Russint Tracrion Excing
LA TEND THINTEEN AXND SINTHEN HOLsE

The Russell & Company of Massillon, Ohio, built this traction steam engine during the 1890s. (Smithsonian Institution.}

a
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The 1 L. Case Compuny of Racine. Wisconsin, built compound cylinder steam engines duving the early twentieth century. Compound cylinders provided
the extra pewer needed for operating lgrye threshing machines. (Smithsonian Institution.)

«THE HUBER™ STRAW BURNER

During the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, the Huber and Buffalo Pitts Companies built steam engines which burned straw for fuel. These
steam engines were only suitable for threshing, since the straw burned rapidly and a constant supply from the stack was necessary. Both eugines have
return flue boilers.
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Left: This front view of a Huber steam traction engine shows the reserve water tank
swing to the side and the flues tirough which the heat and smoke traveled.

Betow: Steam threshing in Kansas, ca  1910-1915. Notice the wind stacker on the thresh-
ing machine. (Kansas State Historical Society.)

gine to move ahead slowly as the plowing progressed,
yet at the same time devote all of its power to puiling the
cable and plow attachment.

Some inventors tried to modify Bellinger's steam
plowing method by using two steam engines, one on
each side of the field, to draw the piow back and forth.
Bellinger's steam plow, however, never won wide-
spread support in the United States. Two major faults
prevented its success. First, the cost of a steam engine
with plow, cable and windlass apparatus was extremely
high. Oaly the most wealthy farmers counld afford an
outlay of from $10,000 to $12,000 at mid-point of the
nineteenth century. Secondly, cabie plowing with
steam power was impractical on American wheat
farms. Here, the fields were too large for a cable ap-
paratus to work efficiently. At least four men were
needed to operate the cable plow, and they could plow
only about twenty acres per day. The fields of Great

Britain were much smaller and much more suitable for
this method of steam plowing, but in the Great Plains
and Far West, the fields were too large. There, farmers
needed a steam engine whick could pull a gang of plows
behind it eaxily, and which required only one operator
and a fuel and water tender. Until steam engines were
built strong enough to pull a gang of plows, the grain
farmers of the prairies and the plains preferred using
horse power for plowing their fields.

Obed Hussey was perhaps the most famous early
inventor to build a steam plow. In 1855, Hussey tested a
steam plow before the Maryland Agricultural Society,
and, in 1856, he exhibited his steam engine at the In-
diana State Fair, Although Hussey won a silver cpp in
the Indiana competition he was unable to gain the finan-
cial backing needed to proceed with his experiments,
and he abandoned further work on the steam plow. If
Hussey was the most famous inventor to work on the




Steem threshing in Russer! Covrey, Kansas, {908, (Smithsonian Institution.}

Steam threshing scene ca. 1908-1909. Notice the grain chute emptying from the threshing machine into the wagon. A water teader is alongside the steam
engine at the right. (Smithsonian Institution.}
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Steam plowing in Meade County, Kansas. Notice the disk plow and the corrugated clod-crusher. (National Archives.)

ing outfit of John W. Fawkes, a Lancaster, Pennsyl-
vania, inventor, probably attracted the most public at-
tention prior to the perfection of a commercial steam
plowing engine.

Fawkes'® steam engine, exhibited at the Illinois State
Fair in 1858, weighed ten tons, extended eighteen feet
long and eight feet wide, and had a coal box mounted
above the front wheels. A vertical boiler held 360 gal-
lons of water and two nine-inch pistons with a fifteen-
inch stroke generated 30-horsepower. The piston rods
were geared to aroller 6 feet long and 6 feet in diameter.
This roiler served as the drive wheel. The two forward
wheels were linked to the steering column, and the
operator steered the tractor from a piatform beside the
boiler. A frame, attached to the rear of the steam en-
gine, held eight fourieen-inch plows. The depth of each
plow could be adjusted and the entire gang lifted from
the soil with a lever. Fawkes’ steam plow moved at a
rate of three or four miles-per-hour, and cut a furrow
nearly nine and a half feet wide, and required an 18-foot
radius to turn effectively. Its operating costs were ap-
proximately $2.50 per acre. Even so, horse-drawn
plows couid till an acre for about half that amount.

In that same year, 1858, Thomas H. Burridge of St.
Louis, Missouri, also invented a steam traction engine
designed for plowing. Burridge’s implement, patented
on 31 July 1860, consisted of two steam engines or
pistons mounted on an iron frame at each side of a
vertical boiler. Two drive wheels ten feet in diameter
propelled the tractor and a gang of plows attached to the
frame at the rear. Like Fawkes’ steam plow, Burridge’s

implement was unwieldly and it did not come into gen-
eral use,

Ten years after Fawkes tested his steam plow in
Illinois, on 10 May 1868, P. H. Standish, an inventor at
Pacheco near Martinez, California, patented a vastly
different steam plowing apparatus called the ‘‘May-
flower.” This steam plow had a vertical boiler and two
horizontal engines which generated 12-horsepower. At
the rear of the steam tractor two to four vertical shafts
were attached to a series of rotary diggers or tillers
which were geared to the engine, Each digger was made
from six knives. The diggers revolved horizontally on a
perpendicular shaft and tore or stirred the soil as the
tractor moved forward, much on the principle of the
modern rotary lawn mower. The tillers cut a twelve-foot
furrow from two to six inches deep. Like Fawkes’
steam plow before it, the Standish invention was a
huge, clumsy machine. It extended twenty-four feet in
length and twelve feet in width. The two rear drive
wheels were eight feet in diameter and thirty-two inches
wide. The front wheel was a mere four feet in diameter
and eighteen inches wide. Weighing eight tons, the
Standish rotary steam plow had a forward speed of from
1.7 to 3.4 miles-per-hour and it could till five acres an
hour.

Traction steam engines, such as the Fawkes, Bur-
ridge, and Standish, remained ineffective until the
1870s, because inventors had great difficulty working
out an efficient power-weight ratio. Because of the
steam tractor’'s great weight, most of the power was
used to propel it across the fietd or down the road. Until
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This A very steamt traction engine is pulling @ ten-bottoneplow. The engine hus been mounted on the frame benedth the boiter. Implements with this design
were colled “undermounted”” steam engines. (National Archives.}

fr 1908, this 60-Forsepower **Big Betsy' steam engine, built by the Holt Company, seeded grain in the San Joaguin Valley on ground too soft for horses.
Each wheel was 7V fret wide, and the two outerwheels on each side conld be remaved before the engine rraveled between fields. This steam engine was
nearky 50 feet wide and too cumbersome to be practical. (National Archives.)
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Fhis FOS Bkt steam traction enyine publed d combine which caf at « rate of 65 acres per day. The voller in front of the stewn engine helped smooth the
wrotd and keep the ongine fevel A National Archives.)

farmers preferred to use horse power for plowing rather
thun te invest in an expensive ““elephantine™ iron
monster.

Several technical problems involving power and
weight had to be overcome before a fuliy satisfactory
steam engine could be used for plowing. First. the
cast-iron gearing of the steam engines designed for
threshing were only strong enough to move the tractor
from one place to another. Cast-iron gears could not
withstund the strain placed upon them during drawbar
work. Second. in order o gain sufficient tractio, in-
ventors at first, wtitized the engine’s weight instead of
an efficient combination of gears. Although traction
coutd be improved by placing most of the weight above
the rear wheels. these steam engines were usually so
heavy they bogged down in the field, particularly in
damp or soft soil. Lastly. the plows, harrows, and grain
drills on the market were designed for horse power.
Horse-drawn implements did not work properly behind
steam tractors. Consequently, plowing. sceding and
harvesting operations would not be improved until new
implements were developed to wark efficiently with the
increased draft of a traction steam plowing engine.

By the late 1870s. manuiacturers were making great
strides toward the deveiopment of a steam tractor
which could pull a plow as well as operate a threshing
machine. Bessemer steel strengthened the gearing
which meant that greater power could be applied to the
traction wheels and to the plows bekind. Differential

gearing and friction clutches made the steam engine
more maneuverable than ever before. Improved gear-
ing gave steam tractors two forward speeds — fast and
slow. Compound or double cylinders were added to use
the steam more efficiently and to provide more power
than did single cylinder models. Manufacturers also
increased fuel and water capacities. Since a 10-
horsepower engine burned about one and a half cords of
wood per day and used about 700 galtons of water,
adequate carrying capacity was important to shorten
refueting time and to climinate as much fuel and water
hauiing as possible. Stee!l boilers made high pressures
nossible and improved steam valves prevented loss of
valuable power. Manufacturers tried to capitalize on
these improvements by giving their steam engines
names which suggested power, speed, and unequalled
performance, such as the Robinson **Conqueror.”” the
Harrison “*Jumbo,”” the Minnesota **Little Giant,” the
Advance “'Incomparible,”” the Frick ""Eclipse."” the
Monitor **Champion.”’ the Port Huron *'Rusher,”” the
Geiser " Peerless,” and the Northwest “*New Giant.™

Even though production of steam engines increased
rapidly during the last quarter of the nineteenth cen-
tury, the average farmer was still hesitant to make the
large investment required for ownership of a steam
tractor. Consequently, itinerarit or custom threshermen
owned most of the steam engines used to power
threshing machines. But, farmers in the Great Plains
and Far West were beginning to make the investments




I the Great Plains and Far West, steam engines had to plow
o5 well ay power threshing machines. because of the large
tields and harvests. fr 1909, this [4-bottom Pevrless steam-lift
plow was af work on o farm near Fullerion, North Dakota.
fCourtesy Hiram M. Drache .}

neccssary to buy steam engines which could be used to
capacity for threshing and plowing during most of the
vear. By the 1890s, monstrous steam tractors, some
weighing twenty-five tons with 120-horsepower, moved
relentlessly across the wheat lands of the American
West. These traction steam engines eusily plowed from
thirty-five to forty-five acres per day. The largest of
those steam engines pulled twenty to thirty plows and
tilled as much as seventy-five acres per day and de-
creased plowing costs from two dollars to forty cents
per acre. By the early twentieth century. 110-
horsepower steam engines in the Far West and Great
Plains simultaneously pulled plows, grain drills, and
harrows. These ouifits covered a strip as much as thirty
feet wide at a rate of three or four miles-per-hour and
covered from eighty to one hundred acres per day. By
s0 doing. these steam traction engines replaced forty to
fifty teams of horses with accompanying implements
and men.

At the turn of the twentieth century., implement com-
panies were building more than 5.000 traction steam
engines annually — an increase of 3,000 tractors over
the previous decade — with the J. I. Case and Huber
Companies leading the competition. The most powerful
steam engines designed primarily for plowing usually
had two cylinders. A two-cylinder steam engine could
start heavy loads easily without damage to the gears and
provided better balance than did single piston
machines. These stea. engines were also **double act-
ing,”" that is. steam was admitted into the main cylinder
in an alternating sequence. When the proper amount of
steam was in the cylinder. a valve shut off the intake.
and the piston moved to the end of the cylinder. When
the piston reached the end of its stroke, the steam was
released. At the moment of release, another valve ad-
mitted more steam to drive the piston back to the other
end of the cylinder. Not all of the steam was released
e.ch time so that some would cushion the piston head at

the end of each stroke. Each piston was fitted with two
or three rings to prevent the steam from passing bet-
ween it and the cylinder wall and thereby cause aloss of

power.

By 1900, steam tractors were also fitted with gever-
nors which regulated forward speed. Coil springs had
been placed between the boiler and the front and rear
wheels and under the steeving gear to prevent breakage
and to help cushion the tractor from rough spots in the
fields or on the roads. The fuel supply also became more
flexible as tractors were designed to burn coal. wood,
oil. and straw. Although the use of straw helped reduc=
the hay stack during threshing time and eliminated the
need to procure other fuel, it was not convenient when
the steam engine was used for piowing. Straw burned
too quickly and large amounts had to be hauled con-
tinually to the tractor in the ficld. These improvements
did not mean that the traction steam engine had been
made smaller and lighter. In fact, most tractors re-
mained gigantic and weighed from ten to twenty-five
tons

In retrospect. through the nineteenth and early twen-
tieth centurics, steam engines, whether stationarv,
portable, or traction, replaced thousands of draft ani-
mals on the American farm. By 1913, steam engines
provided power equivalent to 7,000,000 horses and
males. Still, most farmers could not afford to own a
steam engine. From [908-1915, during the peak of the
steam engine’s popularity, only one farmer in twenty
owned a steam tractor. Where steam power was used
for threshing and plowing, most farmers usually hired
custom operators to do the work for them. By the
beginning of the First World War, however, the
gasoline tractor was rapidly replacing the steam engine
for threshing and plowing. With the International Har-
vester Company’s production of the first affordable,
row crop tractor in 1924 — the Farmall — the age of
steam was relegated to the past,
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APPENDIX

Metallurgy and Technological Change in American Agriculture

rom the age of hand power through the age of

steam. rapid technological change in agriculture
would have been impossible without similar change in
metallurgy. that is. in the art and science of making iron
and steel. Indeed. metallurgy has always been closely
linked to the manufacture of farm tools. Early in the
colonial period. Americans recognized the importance
of making iron and steel in order to provide themselves
with a wide variety of agricuitural tools such as axes for
clearing the land. plow shares for tilling the soil, hoes
for cultivating crops. and scvthes and sickles for reap-
ing the harvest.

As early as 1619, the Virginia Company of London
granted a group of Southampton entrepreneurs the
right to build an ironworks in the vicinity of Jamestown
for the purpose of smelting. casting and forging iron. In
1622, however. hostile Indians killed the workers. de-
stroyed the ironworks. and temporarily ended all at-
tempts to produce iron in Virginia. By the mid- [640s,
however. the American iron industry had been suc-
cessfully established in eastern Massachusetts, and the
Bay Colony became the leader in colonial iron pro-
duction until the early cighteenth century.

The ironworks of colonial America supplied local
blacksmiths with the metal necessary for making ag-
ricultural tools. During the seventeenth centuty. for
example, village blacksmiths crafted farm tools from
bloomery iron. Ironmasters made bloomery iron by
placing ore and charcoal into a Catalan forge. The
charcoal burned with the aid of an air bellows and
reduced the are to metal. This forge, however, could
aot produce sufficient heat to liguify the iron. Instead,
the iron formed & semi-molten lump or bloom in the
bottom of the forge. Each bloom contained impurities,
catled slag. which the iron workers removed by pound-
ing the metal with a water-powered trip hamme- . This
hammering or forging alse increased the density of the
metal and shaped it into a bar. Bloomery fron was
reheated and hammered several times until it was ready
for the blacksmith to fashion into plow shares, scythes,
and hay forks.

Occasionatly, farm tools were made at the ironworks
instead of at a blacksmith’s shop. In 1647, for example,
Joseph Jenks began making scythes from bloomery
iron at the Lynn Iron Works in Massachusetts. Eight
years later, the General Court granted him a patent for
making an improved scythe. This scythe was lighter
and easier to maneuver than the English scythes which
most American farmers used, because the blade was
longer, thinner and stronger. Jenks™ scythe eased the
New England farmer’s task of mowing hay, and it was

the most important agricultural tool produced at this
early American ironworks.

Bloomeries, such as the Lynn Iron Works, were
scattered througheut many of the colonies, particularly
in Massachusetts, New Jersey and Pennsylvania.
Ironmasters with bloomery forges, however, could not
proditce large quantities of wrought-iron. At best, they
could only meet the needs of local blacksmiths. Conse-
quently, increased demands for iron necessitated im-
provements in smelting techniques. Early in the eigh-
teenith century. smelting became more advanced when
ironmasters began installing blast furnances in order to
meet the demands of a growing market. The blast
furnance was much larger than the bloomery forge. and
it generated temperatures high enough to melt iron. As
a result, colonial ironworks began producing more and
better iron for the making of agricultar:l tools.

The blast furnance was a large, hollow, brick struc-
ture which held alternate layers ¢f iron ore, charcoal,
and limestone. A water-powered bellows provided
oxygen for the burning charcoal and sped the smelting
process. As the ore melted, the limestone helped sep-
arate the impurities from the molten metal which ran to
the bottom of the furnance; the slag floated to the top.
The molten iron was drained or tapped off by removing
a plug at the bottom of the furnance. As the liquid iron
ran out through a trough, it coliected in sand molds
sculpted in the ironworks’ floor. There, it solidified into
long bars of cast-iron called “pigs.” which contained
from three to five percent carbon and other impurities.
Generally, two tons of iron ore smelted into one ton of
pig iron.

When the pig iron cooled, workers carried it to a
nearby forge for refining. At the forge, the pig iron was
reheated in a charcoal fire and worked into a {ump
called a **half-boom.’” Then, a water-powered hammer
pounded the carbon and other impurities from the metal
until the iron acquired the tough, fibrous structure of
wrought-iron. Small forges usually produced about two
tons of wrought-iron or bar iron per week, but large
forges, with several hearths and hammers, turned out
more than 300 tons annually — a far greater amount
than a bloomery was capable of producing. Blacksmiths
and ironworkers used this bar iron, just as they had
used bloomery iron, to fashiva plow shares, scythes,
hoes, shovels, axes, and wagon tires. During the late
eighteenth century, for example, New York foundry-
men made good quality scythes, hoes, and spades; and.,
a small manufacturer in Berkshire, Massachusetts,
made 1,100 rakes anaually from blast furnace iron.

Blast furnace iron not intended for the blacksmith
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was cast immediately into agriculiural tools and house-
hold atensils. In 1797, Charles Newbold cast the first
plow in the United States and other inventors made
similar experiments. At the turn of the nineteenth cen-
tury. Peter Townsend, who operated the Sterling Iron
Works in Orange County, New Jersey, cast three plows
that were *no heavier than the old fashioned™ wzzden
implements. He also attempted to cast fatning mills
and com pickers of some sort. but without success.
About that same iime, Peter }. Curtenius. a New York
City foundryman. also advertised cast-iron plows for
sale.

Virtually all inventors at that time had great difficulty
using cast-iron. because metallurgists could not regu-
late consistently the amount of carbon left in smelted
iron. Since high percemtages of carbon gave cast-iron a
crystafline structure, which caused tools made from it
to break easily. most cast-iron was used for making
hottow ware such as kettles, skillets, and pots, or for
muking stove plites and Dutch ovens. During the late
18205 and early 1830s. though. metallurgists learned
how to restructure the carbon content of pig iron by
remelting it. thereby making it strong enough to cast
tnto agricultural tools. By 1830, a Massachusetts
foundry cast more than 1,000 plows annually; and, a
Pittsburgh factory produced 100 cast-iron plows per
day. By 1850, the art of ptow-making had been trans-
ferved from the local blacksmith to ironworks which
specialized in plow casting primarily because of im-
proved techniques for making cast-iron. The
blacksmith ro longer had to pound out plow shares
from wrought-iron or plate wooden moldboards with
thin iron strips. Instead. farmers now ordered standar-
dized cast-iron plows directly from the ironworks or
from implement manufacturers.

Other scientific and technical changes improved
carly nineteenth century metallurgy. Many ironworks,
for example, adopted the puddling process for refining
pig iron. The puddling process, first used in 1816 at the
Plumsock Rotling Mill in Fayette County. Pen-
nsylvania, involved melting pig iron in a reverberatory
furnace. This furnace held the iron and fuel in separate
chambers. The heat from the firebox melted the pig
iren, and the carbon oxidized or burned away as
workers stirred the molten metal and exposed it to the
air. As the carbon burned out, the molten iron lost its
fluidity and formed a pasty bloom or lump of nearly
pure wrought-iron. Rollers flattened the bloom into bars
which were ready for sale to merchants and
bl:cksmiths.

The puddling precess for making wreught-iron had
two major advantages over making wrought-iron in an
open forge. First, greater quantities of pig iron could be
refined in a reverberatory furnace than could be heated
and hammered out at an open forge. Second, since the
iron was kept separate from the fuel, coal could be used
instead of charcoal because the sulphur and phos-

phorus in that carbon fuel would not transfer to the
molten iron.

The adoption of the coal-fired reverberatory furnace
brought great change to the American iron industry. By
the 1830s, coal was replacing charcoal for fuel in the
furnaces of eastern Pennsyivania. Change came
slowly, however, because wrought-iron made from
charcoal was tougher and more malleable and had a
better welding quality than did iron smelted from coal.
Nevertheless, anthracite. and later bituminous coal,
was used on an increasing basis, because it was less
expensive than charcoal. With the increased use of coal
for fuel, the iron industry began to concentrate west of
the Appalachians. There, ironmasters capitalized on
the abundant coal deposits as well as on the vast iron
ore ranges in the vicinity of the Great Lakes. By the end
of the Civil War, coal was the primary fuel for making
iron.

In spite of the iniportance of the iron industry for the
innovation and manufacture of agricultural tools, steel
production expanded very slowly in the United States.
Indeed, throughout the colonial and early national
period of Ametican history, pig iron and wrought-iron
satisfied most needs for agricultural tools. Technical
problems as well as high costs for transportation, and
fuel and laber shortages kept steel production tow until
the mid-nineteenth century. As early as 1655, however,
a Long Island ironmaster made steel: and, by 1750, a
steel furnace was in operation in Kinningworth, Mas-
sachusetts. During the latter haif of the eighteenth cen-
tury, steel furnaces were also in operation in New York
and Pennsylvania.

Early American steel was called *‘blister’”” or “‘ce-
mented’’ steel. Blister steel was wrought-iron with
enough carbon bonded on the surface to make stecl
suitable for manufacturing edge-tools, Ironmasters
made blister steel by placing wrought-iron bars, with
alternate layers of powdered charcoal dust, in a fur-
nace. The furnace was kept at a cherry-red heat for a
week or more, during which time the iron absorbed the
critical amount of carbon from the charcoai to form
steel. Ironmasters calied this steel-making method the
**cementation’’ process. During the cementatior: pro-
cess, a chemical reaction occurred between the carbon
of the charcoal and the oxygen and slag trapped in the
wrought-iron which caused blisters to form on the
surface of the metal. When, the bar cooled, it was ready
for market.

Blister steel-making was a slow, expensive process,
because the ore first had to be reduced to wrought-iron
then reheated with great amounts of charcoal to give
the metal the appropriate carbon content. By 1810, only
917 tons of blister steel were produced annually in the
United States. Blacksmiths used it to make plow
shares. to plate hoes, and to make edge-tools. By 1820,
one implement manufacturer in New Haven, Con-
necticut, used blister steel to make pitchforks.
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In 1812, the quality of American steel began to im-
prove when a Valley Forge ironmaster began making
crucible steel. The crucible steel process, involved
placing wrought-iron and powdered charcoal into a
crucible or container above a furnace flame. As the iron
metlted. it absorbed about one percent of the carbon and
became steel. This molten steel was then cast into
ingots and rolled into slabs ready for making various
agricultural tools and implements. By the 1830s, Pitts-
burgh manufacturers were producing cast steel hoes,
shovels. and hay- and manure-forks which were supe-
rio: to similar tools made in Europe. In 1846, the
Pittsburgh firm of Jones & Quigg rolled the first slab of
plow steel cast in the United States for John Deere of
Molkne, IHinois. This plow steel was low grade, how-
ever, and Pittshurgh furnaces did not begin to make
high quality cast steel for agricultural tools until 1853.
Even then. the total production remained low. By 1860,
thirteen crucible steet plants produced less than 12,000
tons of high grade steel for agricultural implements,
springs. and locomotive wheels. Brittle spots and biow
holes or gas bubbles and inadequate crucible materials
kept early ninsteenth century ironmasters from making
the best crucible steel possible. By the late nineteenth
century. the use of graphite instead of silica crucibles
improved the quality of the steel. Still, the crucible
process could npot produce great quantities of steel for
the muitipicity of industries, including the agricultural
implement industry, in need of it.

By the mid-nineicenth century, changes in ag-
ricultural technology created demands for greater steel
production. Inventors and manufacturers required
steel for plow shares and for harvesting machine com-
ponents. These demands were soon met with a new
steel-making technique called the Bessemer process.
This process was developed in 1855 by Henry Bes-
semer, an English inventor. It enabled ironmasters to
convert large amounts of molten pig iron into steel,
Other metallurgists improved the Bessemer process,
but it essentially involved forcing a blast of air into a
large container, called a converter, which heid molten
nigiron. The oxygen in the air burned away the carbon,
silica, and manganese from the pig iron. Since some
carbon was needed to give the metal strength, iron with
a high carbon and manganese content, called
spiegeleisen, or a compound of iron, manganese, and
catbon, catled ferro-manganese, was added to properly
carbonize the metal, and thereby, tura it into steel. The
liquid steel was then poured into molds and rolled into
bloems for sale to various manufacturers and railroad
companies.

The first Bessemer steel made in the United States
was produced in Wyandotte, Michigan, in 1864. During
the remainder of the nineteenth century, it was primar-
ily used for making rails and, thereby, helped expand
the railroad industry. Some Bessemer steel was also
used for moldboard plows and for the gearing of steam

traction engines. The Bessemer process, however, did
not remove the sulfur and phosphorus from the iron.
Therefore, only ores which did not contain those ele-
ments could be smelted and converted into steel.

In 1868, however, the New Jersey Steel and Iron
Company at Trenton began making steel with the open-
hearth process. This met..nd involved using natural or
bitnminons gas fuel and a preheated air blast to super-
heat a reverberatory furnace to as much as 4,000 de-
grees Fahrenheit so the impurities would bery away
from the molten pig iron. Since pig iron melts at about
2,100 degrees and wrought-iron liquifies at about 2,300
degrecs, the open-hearth furnace could easily keep
steel, which melts at about 2,880 degrees Fahrenheit, in
a molten state. Consequently, even though the open-
hearth process was slower than the Bessemer method,
which took only about ten to fifteen minutes for con-
version, the steel could be kept in a liquid state longer
while metallurgists experimented with the proper car-
bon content to make various grades of steel. Fre-
quently, open-hearth furnaces were added to Bessemer
works to utilize scrap steel and to remelt worn-out rails.
Open-hearth steel was particularly well suited for mak-
ing boilers and fireboxes for steam engines,

By the turn of the twenticth century, open-hearth
stee] was a major competitor of cast-iron; and, in 1908,
it surpassed Bessemer steel in volume produced. Open-
hearth furnaces could be economically operated with a
monthiy production of 1,000 tons, whereas Bessemer
plants had to produce 8,000 to 10,000 tons to warrant
the financial investment. At a time when the United
States Steel Corporation was attempting to monopolize
the market and to keep prices high, the open-hearth
process enabled many small, independent producers to
stay in business.

By 1870, the iron and steel industry clearly was
concentrated west of the Appalachians and Pittsburgh
was the center of tho industry. This concentration
reflected more than new sources of iron ore and coal or
improved methods for making iron and steel, It also
meant that the traditional relationship betw=en the
local ironworks and the village bilacksmith had been
altered for all time, Large quantities of iron and steel
were sold directly to manufactyrers such as McCor-
mick, Aultman-Taylor, and Deering, who used it to
make agricultural implements. In 1902, the newly cre-
ated International Harvester Company even built its
own steel plant and rolling mill near Chicago to satisly
its metal needs. As a result of this change, the local
blacksmith no longer used his forge to craft farms tools
from bars of wrought-iron. Instead, he used it to repair
the iron and steel implements made elsewhere.

During the late nineteenth century, increased iron
and steel production enabled implement manufacturers
to expand their operations. The dramatic growth in the
value of farm machinery in the United States reflects
the increased production of agricultural impiements.
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Between 1850 and 1870, for example, the value of farm
machinery increased from $152,000,000 to
$271.000,000. In 1900, it rose to $750,000,000; and, ten
years later it reached $1.265,000,000. This growth in
value reflects, in part, the importance of the advances in
metallurgy. Progress in metallurgy enabled inventors
and manufacturers to design and to build efficient, af-
fordable iron and steel implements. Furthermore, the
iron and steel paris of plows, cultivators, harvesters,
threshing machines, combines, hay-making equipment,
and steam engines hastened the completion of the far-
mers’ tasks and eased his labors.

Certainly, without technical progress in the iron and
steel industry, technical change in the manufacture of
agricultural tools and implements would have been
impossible. Ironmasters worked to meet the farmers’
technological needs. and inventors of agricultural im-
plements capitalized on the progress made in metal-
lurgy. By so doing, each contributed to the tech-
nological changes in agriculture which helped the Am-
erican farmer meet the food needs of a nation that was
becoming increasingly industrialized and wrbanized.
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twine, 52, 54-55

wire, 52, 54-53
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Blister steel. 114
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draft, 28

rates, 28
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See Rollers and Clod-crushers
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sleds, 58-52
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dibble stick, 30
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Corn shocking, 58
Corn sleds, 58-59
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Corn shocking, 58
Corn sleds, 58-39
Cox, John, 73
Cradle Scythe, 40-41
Crucible steel, 115
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Delano, Calvin, 83
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Dorsey., Owen, 47
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Drafi power
See plows, grain drills, seeders, reapers,
ete,
Dropper (reaper), 47, 49

E
Eagle claw forks, 93
Eagle plow, 28, 30
Emery threshing machine, 76
Endgate seeder, 28
Esterly, George, 37. 49
Esterly binder, 55
Excelsior binder, 55

F
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Far West, 94, 97, 105, 107, 112
Fawkes, Joha W, 109
Feed mills, 99
Fiddlebow seeder, 25
Field cultivator, 36-37
Flail, 67
Fodder-choppers. 97-98
Force-feed grain drill, 27-28
“Forty-Niner'” {steam engine), 102
French, Richard, 4!
Frick ““Eclipse™ (steam engine), 111l

G
Gaillard, Peter, 87
Gardiner, C. D., 27-28
Gasoline tractors
See tractors, gasoline
Geddes, harrow, 21
Geiser “'Peerless™ (steam engine), 111
Georgia, 11, 3§
Go-devil (rake), 86-87
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Gordon, James F., 54

Gordon John H., 54

Gouge, Charles, 85

Grain drills, 24-25, 27-28, 30
disk, 28
force-feed, 27-28
Pennock, 25, 27
advantages, 28, 30
draft power, 25, 27, 30
problems, 25, 28
rates, 27, 30

Grain harvesters, 40-36
headers, 49-52
Marsh, 52
reapers, 41-42, 44, 46-47, 49
rates, 40, 44, 46, 50-52, 55-56
sickles, 40-41

Grass scythe, 84

Gratten combine, 81

Great Phains, I8, 28,33, 83,86, 94,97, 105,
112

Groundhog threshing machine, 70, 73

H
Hadley. A. N., 61
Haines header, 50, 81
Haines & Houser Company, 81
Haines Hlinois Harvester, 50
Haines, Jonathan, 50, 89
Hamiltor County Agricultural Society
(Ohio), 42
Handcrank seeder, 25
Hand corn planter, 30-31
Harpoon forks, 92-93
Harrison **Jumbo™ {steam engine), 111
Harrows, 19, 21, 23
brush, 19
Geddes, 21
hinged, 21
Nishwitz disk, 21
spring-tooth, 21, 23
square, 19, 21
triangular (A-frame), 19, 21
purpose, 19, 21, 36
rates, 21, 23
repairs, 21
Hascall, Iohn, 77-78
Houser combine, 81
Hawkins, T. 1., 41
Hay balers, 95-97
Hay carriers, 93
Hay forks, 92-93
Hay ioaders, 91-92
Hay-making, 84-97
balers, 95-97
carriers, 93
forks, 92-93
loaders, 91-92
mowing machines, 87, 89-9]
rakes, 84-87
rates, 84-90, 96-97, 99
scythe, 84
sling, 93-94
stackers, 94-95
tedders, 91
Hay press, 95-97
Hay rakes, 84-87
Hay sling, 93-94
Hay stacker, 94-95

Headers, 49-52
Esterly, 49-52
Haines, 50
Heath, John E., 52
Herald combine, §1
Hillside combine, 82
Hillside plow (sidehill), 18
Hinged harrow, 21
Hollingsworth rake, 85
Holmes Hinckley Company, 101
Holt, john C., 80-81
Holt combine, 81-82
Holt Company, 82
Horner, John M., 80
Horner “ Traveling Harvester Moniior No.
2, 80
Horse-fork, 92
Horse-rake, 84-85
Huber Company, 112
Husking peg, 63
Hussey, Obed, 42, 44, 89, 107

I
Idaho, 82
Ide’s Wheel Cultivator, 37
Llinois, 14-16, 32-33, 36, 42, 44,47, 50, 52,
55, 59, 62, 12-73, 85, 92, 115
Indiana, 74, 92
International Harvester Company, 38, 115
Towa, 32, 36, 92
Iron rollers, 23
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Jefferson, Thomas, 8, 102
Jenks, Joseph, 113
John Allaire Company, 101
Johnson, Luke, 105
Jones & Quigg, 115
Judson combine, 81

K
Kansas, 51
Ketchum, William F., 89
Ketchum, reaper, 44
Keystone Manufacturing Company, 92
Kingsland and Ferguson Company, 73
Kinningworth, Massachusetts, 114

L
Lane, John, 14-15, 17
Lane, Samuel, 77
Leland, George W., 80
Lister corn planter, 33-34
Locke, Sylvanus D., 54
Log rollers, 23
Louisiana, 38, 101
Lynn Iron Works, 113

M
McCormick Company, 115
McCormick, Cyrus Hall, 42, 44, 46, 49,
54-55
McCormick binder, 55
McPitridge, C. A., 54
Maine, 70, 72, 77, 85
Manny reaper, 44
Manning, William, 89

Marsh, Charles W., 52

Marsh harvester, 52, 54

Marsters combine, 81

Maryland, 40, 47

Maryland Agricultural Society, 107

Massachusetts, 16, 69, 101, 105, 113-114

Matteson and Williamson combine, 81

Meikle, Andrew, 69

Michigan, [15

Minges combine, 81

Merrit and Kellogg Company, 103

Meyers combine, 81

Michigan, 7., 77-78, 103

Michigan Double-Plow, 16-17

Mid-Atlantic states, 9, 25, 28, 40-41, 69, &5

Middle colonies, 67

Midwest, 12, 16, 18-19, 2§, 32, 34, 36-37,
44, 51, 86, 94, 102

Miller, Lewis, 89

Minnesota ‘‘Little Giant'* (steam engine),
111

Minneapolis harvester (binder), 55

Mississippi, 38

Mississippi Valley, 18, 28

Missouri, 54, 73, 109

Moline, Illinois, 115

Monitor “‘Champion’’ (steam engine), 111

Moore, A. Y., 80

Moore, Hiram, 77-80

Moore, Oliver Kidwell, 80

Moore combine, 77-80

Mulliken, Samuel, 69

N

Nebraska, 51

New England, 5, 12, 36, 41, 67, 85

New Jersey, 8, 41, 85, 89

New York, 9, 25, 27, 36,42, 44,46, 54,65,
72, 7778, 85, 89, 92, 96, 101-102

New York self-raking reaper, 46-47

Newhbold, Charles, 8§, 114

New Jersey, 113-15

New Jersey Steel and Iron Company, 115

New York, 113-14 :

Nichols and Shepard Company, 73

Nishwitz disk harrow, 21

North Dakota (Red River Valley), 18, 23,
28

Northwest ““New Giant™ (steam engine),
111

Nourse, Joel, 16

(¢
Ohio, 27-28,36,41-42,44,47,52,58,68,72,
85, 89, 92, 101, 103
Old Colony Strong Plow, 12
Oliver, James, 17
Open-hearth process, 115
Oregon, 82
Osborne binder, 55

P -
Pacific Coast, 18, 28
Palmer’s hay stacker, 95
Paring plow, 19
Patterson, James E., 80
Peacock, David, 9-10
Peck, J., 76
Peck, A. 8., 59




Pennock, Moses, 25
Pennock, Samuel, 25, 85
Pennock drill, 25, 27, 30
Pennsylvania, 27-28, 36, 40-41, 69, 85, 87,
92, 101-102, 109, 113-16
Perkins, Ephraim, 85
“‘Perpetual Press’” (hay), 96
Peterson. J. C., 58
“*Pigeon wing™ reaper, 47
Pitgrims, 7
Pittsburgh, 114-15
Pitts, Hiram A., 70, 72
Pitts, John A., 70, 72
Pitts threshing machine, 76
Plows, 7-19
Carey, 11-12
colonial, 7-8, 11
Deere, 15-16
iron, 8-10, 12, 15-16
Jefferson’s. 8
Lane’s, 14-15, 17
Michigan Double, 16-17
Newbold's, 8
Old Colony Strong. 12
Peacock’s. 9-10
prairie breaking, 12, i4-15
shovel, 11, 35-36
steel, 9-10, 14-16
Wood's, 9-10
wooden, 10-12
componernts, 8
draft power, 10-11, 14, 17-18
problems, 10, 14, 17
repairs. 8-9, 11, 14
rates, 11, id, 17-18, 112
requirements, 7
standardization, 8-10
Plumsock Rolling Mill, 1i4
Pope, Jacob, 69
Port Huron ““Rusher’ (steam engine), 111
Powell Combine, 81
Prairie breaking plow, 12, 14-15
Price combine, 8]
Puritans, 7

R
Randall & Jones Double Hand Planter, 31
Rank. Amos, 47
Reapers, 41-49
Atkins, 44
dropper, 47, 49
Hussey's, 42, 44
Ketchum's, 44
McCormick's, 42, 44-46, 49
New York self-raking, 46-47
pigeon wing, 47
self-rake, 46-47, 49
Red River Valley

See North Dakota
Reverberatory furnace, 114
Revolving rake, 85
Reynolds and Patterson combine, 81
Riddle, 68-69
Rider, J. H., 32
Rhode Island, 7
Robbins, Martin, 32
Roberts, Cyrus, 73
Robinson ““Conqueror’ {steam engine),
Il
Rockweli, D. S., 31
Rollers and clod-crshers, 23

S
Scrapers, 38
Seed drills
See grain drills
Self-raking reaper, 46-47, 49
Seymour aund Morgan Company, 46
Seymour's Broadcast Sowing Machine, 25
Shippee, L. U., 81
Shippee combine, 81
Shippee Harvester Works, 81
Shovel plow, 11, 35-36
Sickle, 40-41
Side-delivery rake, 86, 91
Singing plow, 15
Slip-around, 86-87
Smith, F. N., 65
Soft-center steel, 17-18
South, 11, 37, 41, &5, 10i-102
South Carolina, 38, 105
Spooner, Eliakim, 25
Spring-tooth harrow, 21-23
Square harrow, 42
Standish, P. H., 109
Steam power, 76, 81-82, 101-112
portable, 101-103
stationary, 10i-102
traction, 103-112
Sterting Iron Works, 114
Stockton Combined Harvester and Ag-
ricultural Works, 81
Subsoit plow, 18-19
Sulky cultivator, 37-38
Sulky plow, 18
Sulky rake, 85-86
Sweeps, 70, 102
Sweep-rake, 86-87
Swing plow, 17-18
Swinging straw stacker, 74

T
Tedder, 91
Tennessee, 77
Thomas & Mast Company, 28
Thompson, John, 33

Threshing, 67-76
fanning mills, 68-69
feeders, 74
flails, 67
stackers, 74
sweeps, 70, 102
threshing machines, 69-76
treading, 68
treadmills, 70, 102
winnowing, 68-69
rates, 67-69, 72, 76, 103
Townsend, Peter, 114
Tractors (gasoline), 18-19, 23, 38, 56, 63,
76, 83, 100, 112
Tractors (steam), 23, 103-112
Treading, 68
Treadmills, 70, 102
Tredegar Iron Works, 101
Trenton, New Jersey, 115
Triangular harrow (A-frame), 19
Tull, Jethro, 24, 35
Twine binders, 52, 54-55

U
U.S. Steel Corporation, 115

v
Vermont, 63, 77
Virginia, 27, 40, 42, 44, 101, 113
Virginia Company, 113

w
W. Tift and Company, 101
Walker. E. L., 92
Water A. Wood Company, 54
Wanzer & Cromwell Company, 85
Washington, 82
Wemple, Jacob V., A., 72
West Point Foundry, 101
Westinghouse, George, 72
Wheelbarrow seeder, 25
Wheeler, Cyrenus, 89
William Deering Company, 34-55
Wind stacker, 74
Winnowing, 68-69
Wire binder, 32, 54-55
Wisconsin, 37, 49, 54
Wood, Jethro, 9-1C
Wood and Mann Steam Engine Company,

102

Wood binder, 55
Wyandotte, Michigan, 115

Y
Young, David, 80
-Young combine, 81
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