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Abstract

The Bedford Count{farmSurvey, conducted in 20184, was funded by the Bedford Historical
Society (BHS) andhe Virginia Department of Historic Resources (DHR) and was administered
jointly by DHR andBedfard County The survey was undertaken by Landmark Preservation
Associates of Lexingtol.he survey covered most areas of the county and was undertaken in

two phases: a windshield documentation that characterized the historic resources of nearly three
hundrel farm properties and a reconnaissance survey of eiglotproperties representing a

range of resource periods, building types, and associations.
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Introduction , Research Design, and Acknowledgements

The Bedford County Farm Survey, conducted in 204 3was funded by the Bedford Historical
Society (BHS) andhe Virginia Department of Historic Resources (DHR) and was adieiats

jointly by DHR and Bedford County. The survey was undertakeh Daniel Pezzoni, a

principal ofLandmark Preservation Associatédd_exington, and was conducted in two phases:
windshield documentation that characterized the historic resources of nearly three hundred farm
properties completed in November and December of 2@18l a reconnaissance survey of
eighty-two properties representing a range of resource periods,ngutighes, and associations
completed from January to March, 2014

The windshield documentation followed up on a similar windshield effort conducted for the BHS

in early 2013 that characterized 470 farm properties scattered across the county. Botbf phases

the documentation resulted in digital photography of historic farm buildings that in combination
number in the thousandBhese buildings and structures were also reported in verbal form in an
inventory that appears in an appendix at the end of thetr@p@ photos and inventory entries

were identified by parcel number, the unique identifier that links to address and other
information in the countydés property database

142 A 45B

Two-story house, log with atherboard siding, pent room, riif" century?
Barn, vertical board siding, twlevel, mid20" c?

Corncrib, slatted

(two modern barns)

The windshield documentations recorded a range of historic resources inciidilg:
dwellings Secondary DwellingBarns Corncribs Apple packing shed3 omato canneries
Country storesChicken/poultry house®airy barnsMilking parlors Milk houses Garages
Gate pillars Meat houses/smokehous&$achinery/tractor shedsilos,Spring housesVell
housesPump lousesTobacco barndHay barnsGranariesBridges Water supplieswindmills,
Storage shed®©ffices Privies Root cellarsFlower housesGrain bins Field clearing piles
Stone wallsRoad traceg-reestanding chimneysMill ruins, Sawmills andCemeeries

The windshield reconnaissance covered most areas of the county but focused on those where
historic farm resources are concentrated and excepted or generally excepted areas of extensive
modern urban, suburban, or lake development; national faret; the Cifax Historic District;

and the upper Goose Creek drainage which was
Western regional office in the 19908.the early part of the project the following repositories

were visited to gather informatn on t he countyds agricultural

Bedford Central Library, Bedford

Bedford County office of Virginia Cooperative Extension, Bedford
Bedford Museum, Bedford

DHR Archives, Richmond

Jones Memorial Library, Lynchburg

Leyburn Library,Washington and Lee University, Lexington

F



The windshield information is compiled in the form of a map prepared by planner Mary Zirkle
that is incorporated into the report. The map indicates documented parcels, both those recorded
in the windshield phasesd@the survey proper.ne windshield work also generated a pool of
potential candidates for the reconnaissance survey phase of the project. However, a number of
recon sites were the result of property owner request, and of these the majority resulted from
contacts made by BHS President Betty Gereau in preceding years. Otheregusst surveys

were the result ainedia coverage, presentations to and contact with the county Ag Board, and
word of mouth grapevine contacts from owners whose properties wesyadrearlier in the

project. The reconnaissance work was carriedroatcordance witbHR guidelines and
resulted in entry of the dat a-CRISi(ViginigQuluwralDep ar t
Resourcdnformation Systemdatabase. Highlights dfie survey areresented below in the

historic context section of the reportie project was presented to the publithatBedford

County Agricultural Economic Development Advisory Board Expo held in March 2014.
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Historic Context
Overview

Settlement of the area that would become Bedford County58dé&gan in earnest in thiest

half of the eighteenth century agriculturalists of largely English and African derivationved

into the area from more established areas to the east in Piedmont and Tidewater Virginia. A
smaller number of settlers arrived from other areas. Settlement resulted in the construction of
mills, country stores, and the other commercial, industrial, and social staples of rural life and also
led to the formation of communities, foremost among them the county seat of Bedford

(originally known as Liberty), founded ihi782. Most historians notedghmportance of tobacco

to the countyo6s e dutingnyeartyfaims also praducad crops of@arnoandy
grains and raised livestock. Tobacco cultivation declined during the first half of the twentieth
century, replaced by such specializai@s commercial tomato and apple production and,



especially after World War Il, commercial dairying. The second half of the twentieth century
was dominated by cattle production and the growing of corn and hay for animaAé¢eedding

to the Bedford Offte of Economic Development, in 2007 county farms generated approximately
$23.6 million in sales annually. Over half of the total ($12.2 million) was from sales of cattle and
calves. Milk sales accounted for $7 million. No tobacco sales were noted.

Figure2. A representative Bedford County
farm landscape at the Hicks Farm (609
5378) in the Moneta vicinity: rolling
hayfieldsencompassebly wooded slopes,
the Blue Ridge in the distance.

Agriculture Context

Bedforddos early agricult
dominated by tobacco. The lucrative cash

crop was grown profitably in Virginia for

over a century by the time settlement

commencedh earnesin the Bedford

County area in the second quarter of the

eighteenth centyr and local tobacco farming practices were an extension of the agricultural

economy of regions further east. The first step in the establishment of a Bedford tobacco

plantation was land clearance, typically carried oua blave workforce under the supesion of

an overseefTo avoid the laborious and tinrdnsuming task of clearing the land, and to

expedite harvestéarmerso f t en pl anted their crops in fAdead:ée
been killed by girdling. The leafless branches allowed sgfitdight to reach the ground for the

plants to grow. Fire was also employed in a version of sastburn agriculture which

enhanced, at least in the short term, soil nutrients.

Tobacco cultivatioriormed the basis of plantation agriculture and couatat to the wealth of

county planters but it also had its downsidal 8xhaustiorwas one of these, and thougbt so

mucha concernn the early years when large, freshly cleared tracts were available to planters,

the problem had become unavoidabletry ¢arly nineteenth century and was in fact remarked

upon by docalresideniof the periodin 1833a Bedford correspondent who gave his initials as
C.W.wrote to the editordE d mu n d Rehmbridbaged-ar me r s 6tolRmaogn st er
Bedf or d oan tobaecbTheacorespondetteganwith what sounds like a hint of pride

notingt hat ABedford is one of the probutheiwgnaoh t ob a
to point outthatfi e present state of agriculture generally in this cousiyyery bad one; and

in some particular parts of the county, the w
and wheat were high, the countydsCW.adstedhl ands p
However,

A little depression in the price of wht, and a little spur or rise in the price of the tobacco
crop, and . . . you see all the best land on almost every plantativated in tobacco . .

'Heathand Gary]l e f f er s o n 6 s 5081 Panial BedférdCoenty18; Pezzonifi Ar chi t ectur al Hi s
Hal i fax CouPRey z dmhenst@dunty Hisfoldc Resources Survey Repart



. and a total neglect of every thing like improvement in soil, or in the mode or manner of
ploughing,and in the prudent application and distribution of manure, except on the
tobacco lots, are neglected; and the whole energy and industry of the plantation seem to
be employed in bettering the quality, and increasing the quantity of tobacco.

TheremedyfoBe df or d6 s t o®G.W.omined, wad sbil atnendroent with manures,

contour plowing, and crop rotation with nitrogBxing clover.To this end Bwas heartened by

the recent organization of an apeedtcchemandr al s o
their efforts 6. W. 6 s prescription for Bedford agricult
agicultural reformers of the era, and his comment on fluctuations in tobacco cultivation are

attested to in antebellum census statistics whichrécdrde count y6s t obacco pr
million pounds in 1840, 1.9 million pounds in 1850, and 4.1 million pounds in4860.

That poor farming practices were already harming the soil in the eighteenth century is attested to
by an archaeological discoveryRoplar Forest. Under an area used by Thomas Jefferson for an
ornamental plant nursery in the early nineteenth century, archaeologists have uncovered a gully
that measwad (before Jefferson had it filled) four feet deep, up to twbweyfeet across, and

more than eighty feet in length. The discovery suggests that by 1800 portions of the county had
the appearance of the eroded farms documented by the Soil Conservation Service in photographs
from the 19308.

Figure 3. The horse barn at

Rothsay Farm (009351).

Though tobacco was
¥ dominant in early Bedford
. & County and remained so
¥ through the turn of the
 twentieth century,
| account suggests mixed
. farming was also practiced in
| the county. Corn was an
|\ important foodstuff for
| people and livestock and
amual yields between 1840
and 1860 totaled in the
400,000 to 700,000 bushel
.~ range. Wheat and oats were
also grown. Interestingly,
Bedford led the state in the production of hemp and flax in 1849 and antebellum statistics for
orchard production are also afte. Between 1850 and 1860 the value of orchard products
increased from under $2,000 to over $26,000. Partize opening of the Virginia dimennessee
Railroad through the county during the decade accounts for the increase which anticipates the

C. W., fiBedf or d Dsriel,Bedfard Caumtgi78.cul t ur e ; 0
*Heathand Gary] e f f er sonds5Bapl ar Forest



success ofruit growing in the twentieth century. The usual complement of livestock was also
raised on county farms: swine, sheep, cattle, and hbrses.

An 1893 promotional booklet entitlddedford, the richest in natural resources of the counties in
Piedmont Virgnia suggests the agricultural makeup of the county had changed little since the
antebellum period. The anonymous author noted:

The principal agricultural products of Bedford county are tobacco, wheat, corn, and oats.
Besides which, there are producednmafier quantities, but of most excellent quality,

rye, buckwheat, sorghum, clover and timothy,hthg different vegetables, and, in great
profusion, apples, peaches, grapes, melons and other fruits.

Tobacco production remainedratighlyantebellum leved: over 2.8 million pounds, both dark

and light leaf, produced in 1889. The amount was said to rank the county third in the state,

behind only the tobacco powerhouse counties of Pittsylvania and Hdlifexauthor noted that

the county ranked fourth in the state in number of milch cows and production of butter in 1880,
perhaps a foretaste of the dairying specialization that was to become important in the twentieth
century and also presumably a reflectidrihe proximity of the urban market of Lynchburg.
Beginning in the 1880s the boom metropolis of
have provided a second market close at h@ihd.author noted that orchard production was

primarily fordomest use but that the fAgrowing of appl es
of fers a tempting and lucrative puPsuit upon

Figure 4. Alargehaymow at Redlands®
Farm (0090187).

The first half of the twentietbentury
saw the decline of tobacco tiuation
and the rise of othexgricultural
specializationsin 1900 over 9,000
acres were devoted to tobacco and
produced a harvest of almost 7 million
pounds.By 1954 bbaccoacreage had
decreased to just over a tlsand acres
A number of factors may account for
thedecline: soil exhaustion, depressedu
prices during the Depression era,
competition from other tobaceo

growing regions, and better returns ”
from other crops. In 1949 the county =

* Daniel,Bedford County78-80.
5 Bedford, the richest in natural resourcd$®-21, 23.



produced three types of tolzac Approximately 1,000 farmers producedHfored darkin d a r k
f 1 r)®lwhcco, 125 produced flairedor bright tobaccpand approximately twenty produced
air-curedburley tobacco, the latter trucked to market in Abing8on.

The first specialization teeplace tobacco was tomato growing. The case of Twin Oaks Farm,
locatedon a Blue Ridge mountainside at the head of Sheep Gllesikates the switch. The
f ar mds s odorsidered suitable for thé profitable growing of tobacco so at the end of

the first decade of the twentieth century farm

tomato growing and canning. His thulby-fifty -foot cannery operated from 1909 to 1937 and
packed between 10,000 and 15,000 cases of tomatoes a year. The caatsestaere taken by
six-horse wagon to the rail station in Thaxton. Other farmers had the same idea and by 1915
thirty-eight members of the Canners and Canneries Association resided in the county. Enough
farmers had turned to tomato growing by 1919 thB¢dford consortium was inspired to

establish the Piedmont Label Company f@mmfacturing tomato can labéls.

According to one source, by the eve of World War |l there were more tomato canneries in
Bedford County than in any county in the nation saveilndgkansas. Like tobacco growing,

local production was subject to the vagaries of markets, diseases like blights, and, in the mid
twentieth century, government regulation. The cannery at Twin Oaks Farm is said to have closed
(in 1937) due to the stressafsthe Great Depression but the war years that followed were by

most accounts prosperous ones for tomato growing. Several large and well equipped canneries
opened in the county after the war but they were poorly timed. According to Hylton, from a peak
of gpproximately 5,000 acres planted in tomatoes in the 1920s and early 1930s the acreage
decreased to about 400 acres in the early 1950s.

The commercial orchard production foretold in 1893 had become a reality by 1907 according to
aperiodpromotional pubtationwh i ch opined that the fAaltitude

County make it the natur al home of the appl e.

the state in 1900. A 1922 sale advertisement
near Boonsboro gives some idea of an apple orchard of the era. An estimated one thousand trees
produced Albemarle, Pippin, Winesap, York, and other apple ‘

varieties. Peaches, plums, and grapes were also gnowre
farm. With apple production, as in toneaproduction, after an
initial flush the bloom wore off. County Agent S. S. Hylton

wrote in a 1954 article on agr.i
and peaches were Astill an ur ce
orchard acres had beeneddna tail e

Figure 5. Painting on the doors of the Logwood Apple Pack
House (00%5117).

®*Hyl ton, AProgress of t g HistBridd Skeatchef Bedford Baugi§7;Bedfdrd Co u n

County, Virginia, History and Geography Supplem&6t

‘Bl anton and Becket BedfordiCouniy Herit@ya Rosk CBramittéteritage df; Bedford

County 28; Stanl ey,onfaBed fCarne8leCad werst, o0 T 9

® Bl ackwel der, AChanges in Agriculture during World War
County, o 34.

° Historical Sketch of Bedford Coun®§6, 7475.Hy | t on, fAProgress of Agriculture

9

O 00



The nascent dairy specialization of the late nineteenth century gained momentum in the early
twentiethcentury. S. S. Hylton dated the switch in emphasisifthe old reliance on tobacco to
livestockbased agriculture, both dairying and beef cattle raising, to the late. T920sarly

twentieth century was marked by consolidation in the dairy industry and by sanitary regulations

that responded to thlgrowing scientific understanding of the role of bacteria in illness and

met hods for reducing bacteria in dairy produc
infrastructure developed to funnel milk from farm to city . . . Over time, large corporations

organized the milk supply across an ever wider geographic area. They built local plants where

their 6patronsd delivered milk to be pasteur.i
transport, via a developing hhnapbowsstogya syst em, e
watershed) beyond tail routes by the 1930s. 0

Figure 6.The County
Farm Barn (00%031), a
1936 dairy barn.

Bedford County may

have lagged somewhat

behind the more

urbanized areas described

by McMurry but the trend

was present and survey
evidene suggests the

=1 makeover of numerous

_ farms during the postwar
period to accommodate
modern dairy production.

By 1949 dairying was the
countybés |l eading
agricultural specialization

andt h e ¢ o u n tagpfxdmatelg X200 ddiry cows rankiedifth in the stateGrade C

dairies suppliedaw milk to three processing plants in Bedford and sevéug/farms qualified

for Grade A designatioBy 1954the number oGrade A producers in the couritgd risen to

145and a creamery in Bedford manufacturdehi-million pounds of butter annually. S. S.

Hylton noted that local dairymen had formed an artificial breeding association and a dairy herd

i mprovement association. AMi |l k and cream truc
noted.Beef catle productiongained momenturm the late 1940s and 1950s and gradually came

to replace dairying as the principal livestock specialization during the second half of the century.

Architecture Context

The reconnaissance survey recorded a broad rangdaridiiarm resource types. This summary
treats the main building and structure types: multipurpose barns, dairy buildings, silos, corncribs

10Hy|ton, AProgress of Agriculture in Bedford County, 0
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and granaries, chicken houses, and tobacco barns. Also considered are two building types of an

agriculturatindustrial character: tomato canneries and apple packing sheds. More detailed

information on specific buildings mentioned below and many others may be found in the survey

files.
MultipurposeBarns

Themultipurpose bartypewith alower level for animals ananupper level for hayalso

known as a loft barns an iconic imagéen the American consciousness. Many examples of the
type survive irBedford unty from the turn of the twentieth century onward. Although
information is sketchy, surviving architecturai@gence suggests the form was relatively rare
the countyin the eighteenth and nineteenth centuitsdocal adoption probably owes most to
promotion of the form by the agricultural pregkan servicesstate agricultural authoritieand

the VirginiaAgricultural and Mechanical College (Virginia Tech) in Blacksburg. The form
reflectedthe interest in scientifitarmingmethods, efficiency, and labsavingtechnology that
characterized the Victorian and Progressive periods.

Figure7. A hayforkoutside the barn on the
Simmons Farm (008381). |

Closely associatedith the nevy introduced
loft barntype was the popularity of the
gambrel roof form. The doubldoped gable Vil 4 .
rooft he normative rooff o ol L S 0s
vernacular building vocabulargame to be i i 74 :
replaced by the fousloped gambrel form in
new bft barn construction during the period
1900 to 1950. According to historian Lowell
J. Soike, the gambrel barn roof form in its
modern incarnatiomas promoted bthe
adoption of the mechanizeaycarrier after
the Civil War. The carrier used a hayKpr N&,,M.;\ N |

typically in the form of gincerlike grappling mechanism, to I|ft Ioose hﬁpm a Wagon parked

i n t he bthroughfsoutside one end and drop it into the hayifiay loft) thereby
bypassing the hard work of pitching by pitch fohk.1867 lowa inventor William Louden
patentedvhat becaméhe preferred systerh o u d eamiérS e |l evat es t he hay
any heighpthe inventowrote inperioda d v e r t i stlen gpnveys ipoyizontafly to the

back of tlr%e longest mow and returns the Fork back to the load without a single effort of the
Pitcner. o

Hay fork systems | i ke Loudends worked best
crossbeams of olthshioned heavy timber construction. The old construction methods were
becoming less tenable as mechanized lumbering gradually reduced thieilgyafdarge
timbers.The solution, perfected in the Midwest and gradually adoptedshcoasareas like
Bedford County, wathe development of roof fornt®nstructed from lighter membeitsat

1soi ke, fHAAffor99.able Barns, o 87
11
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dispensed with crossbeams and were in their later iasatieHsupporting.Two forms were

introduced in the 1880and 1890sThe form known to barn researchers as the Open

Center/Wing Joist form supported thaymow roof from the sides but still required heavy posts

under the purlins at the breakpoints of ¢faenbrel. Another approachhe Shawver Truss form
reinterpreted the barnés wall and roof struct
the ridge and spanned thaymowspace from wall to wall without intermediate posts. Ohio
inventor Jon L. Shawven ot ed of hi s truss roof form, Athe
in use many years in bridge ¢perigapsrwdhesomeng. 0 | n
exaggeration®,000 barns had been constructed according to his désigher avances in the

early twentieth century simplified the truss form by utilizing smd#éegth members built up to

create the trusses, an approach that baddwm balloorframe construction?

Figure8. The horse barn at Savenac
(009-0030).

Amongthe ® u nt yygambesla r |
roofed multipurpose barnsthe
horse barn at Savenac (60930)
which may have been built in the
1910swhen horse raiser Dean
Starks acquired the property. The
barnis representative of transitional
gambrel forms. The roof is
suppoted by a row of heavy posts
at the breakpoints and the posts in
turn are reinforced by crodsaces

that tie in to the floor structure and
wall platesSt ar ks & En gl i s part expldin the noaf foimtay welnes gthestures
such as the bagneandsome brick construction and a basement level that may have served to
enhance ventilation of the space abdvee 1936 County FarmBarn (080 3 1) , or @A Red
as it is generally known, has a ssifpporting gambrel roof modeled on the lifaming
advances of the early twentieth centutyas been suggested the barn was built from a Sears,
Roebuck kit and it does share general features with published examples of Sears barns, as well as
specific features such as the shed ventilation dorthatproject from the rogfhowever an
exact exterior match has not been establisBdter barn kit suppliersuch as the Gordevian
Tine Companythe Aladdin Companynd the Louden Machinery Compangre active during
the era and may be the sour€er example, the
Aladdin Company is believed to have supplied
components for the Woolfolk Barn (0@388).

Figure9. The selfsupporting structure of the gambrg
roof on the County Farm Barn (0@®31).

A roof similar to that which covers the County far
Barn was built byhe Spradlin family at its newdy

2S0i ke, AWithin tIhe15R67ach of
12



established Triple Hills Farm (0&8867) in 194445. According to family tradition, farm owner

C. W. Spradlin had trouble finding a barn builder who could build the kind of barn he wanted
until he founda twentythreeyearold carpenter named Marvin Saunders who wato the task
The bar no6 s-supporting gambrel npof is evénfmore economical of lumber than the
County Farm Barn roof, although the area spanned appearsi@orbeer The tradiion about

t h e [eanstracbossuggests the advanced roof forms were still relatively unknown to county
barn builders as late as the 1948sother exampl@ppearst Terrapin View Farm (009395.

The epitome of the seffupporting form was the so tad Gothic Arch roof popular from the

1910s through the 1950s. The Gothic Arch roof, which has the curved and pointed profile of the
Gothic lancet archs represented in the survey by the roof on the 1947 cinder block dairy barn at
Parkdale Farm (089107). Gothic barn roofs and roofs with continuous curves typicsilized

thin wood sections that were bent, layered in multiple plies, and glued and/or nailed together to
create curved rafters. The technique was first publicized in 1916 and by the 13830&lalg

adopted by progressive farmefsie barrelvaulted bentwoodafter haymow of the ca. 1950

barnat Groveland (00%404) is a premier example of the forhh.

(l

v d

Figure10. The Gothic Arch roof of the dairy barn on the Parkdale Farm-5109).
Figure 11. Bentwood rafters in the barrehulted haymow of the barn @roveland (00%5404).

Not all multipurpose barns of the first half of the twentieth cerdidigpted the gambrel form.
Many, especially the smaller examples, retained the
traditional gable form. Bedford County has a number of
interesting barns that are variants of the bank barn form.
Bank barns are traced to Gerrrepeaking lands in Europe
and wee introduced to Virginia by Germans whomarily
settled west of the Blue Ridgéhe twentiethcentury barn . £,
on the CanerCroft Farm (00%6123)isme of t h eg = | LN
rare examples of the fully realized bank barmfoAnother EEERSRES Etv—

is the ca. 1920 barn on thance Farm (009402).

S N

Figurel2. The bank barn on the Nance Fg06095402.

BSoi ke, AWithin theléeReach of All, 06 149, 161
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An interesting varianof thebank barrform is the frame barn at the aforementioned Parkdale
Farm. This largdarn, constructed gdfeggednortiseandtenonheavy timbes, nireteenth

century and possiblgntebellum in date, is built into a slope with a center eitiveugh doorway
that opens uphill, as ithhe conventional bank bariorm, but thecrawlspace underneath too

low to sheltedivestock and may have been intendelglgato lift the haymowfloors off of grade

to protect the hay from dam@he barn is also notable for the wrouglailed construction of its
doubleleaf drivethrough doors, representing either a late use of the nail type, manufacture of
the nails on théarm, or recycling of doors from an earlier bary.3imilar method of lifting the
haymow floors off of grade wasmployed for the ca. 1900 barn at the Jennings Farm (009
5128).

A number of barns were built in what may be called albaifk form. Anexample of the form is
the frame barn on the Blair Farm (66975) which was probably built in the early decades of
the twentieth century although it reuses hewn timbers from an earlier building (possibly a barn).
Not only does the Blair barn have a Hadink form, its design is splievel; the south end, to the
left of the center driv¢hrough, has lowelevel animal stalls the upper portions of which rise
several feet above the dritlerough floor, whereas the north end is level with the elfiveugh.
The Blair barn is also notable for various provisions for the care of the animals housed in the
lower level such as a pordike drive-through in front of the stalls; latticed openings on fraint
the stal$ to facilitate ventilation; and openingsthe back of the stali&bove the center drive
through floor through which hay from the mow above could be easily forked to the animals
below.

Figurel3. The partial bank barn on the Blair Farm (€8875).
Figurel4. Animal stalls under the haymow thie barn on the Blair Farm (O&375).

The haymow may be considered the functional nucleus of these barns and because of its utility
apart from the sheltering and feeding of livestock it often exists in isolation as a hay barn. Many
hay barns are consitted of log, a material and constructtenhniquddeally suited to hay

storage The slender youngrowth trees that could be usdbuild the barns were less valuable

and presumably more plentiful than larger, older trees during the early twentiettycére
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