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SHELTER FOR FARM MACHINERY 

The Federal Census shows that there 
a.re implements and machinery on Min
nesota farms valued at over $180,000,000. 
This is an average of about $1,000 per 
farm. The cost when new would be at 
least double this amount and since many 
small farms have very inexpensive equip
ment it is evident that a large number 
of farms have $3,000 or more invested 
in implements and machinery. 

The more complicated a mechanism 
the more important it is that it be pro
tected. A harrow or a plow may not de
preciate very rapidly when left exposed 
to the weather but a grain binder or a 
combine-harvester will not last very long 
and give satisfactory service after being 
used as a rubbing post for stock or as a 
wost for poultry. 

A farm ma{'.hine is frequently used 
for only a few days each year and it 
should remain in good condition for 
many years if it is properly oiled, re
paired, and sheltered. The first two 
items require less attention if shelter is 
furnished. Surveys show that farm ma
chines are seldom actually worn out. A 
binder used six days each year for six
teen years is not giving a very great 
amount of service but many binders last 
only seven or eight years. Although 
housing may be second in importance to 
systematic repairs in lengthening the li fe 
of farm machinery, it usually has a very 
important part in getting the repairing 
done at the proper time and with the 
least inconvenience. Properly housed 
binders have about one-half the annual 
repair cost of binders standing un
sheltered. 

"It is not the use but the abuse." This 
applies to the shortened life of farm 
machinery when left exposed to damage 
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by the weather and farm animals. Ex
posure to the weather destroys the paint 
and causes the wood to warp and the 
iron to rust. More power is required to 
operate a warped and rusted machine 
and there results less work and of 
poorer quality. Good management in the 
housing of machinery wi ll add to the net 
income as "a penny saved is a penny 
earned." It is also an advantage to ha,•e 
the farmstead appearance improved by 
putting the machines under shelter in
stead of leaving them standing in an 
unsightly patch of weeds. The operator 
will do better work with a machine that 
looks well and that he can take some 
pride in operating. 

The care of a farm machine will be 
neglected unless there is a suitable build
ing where the oi l, wrenches, etc. may be 
kept and easi ly replaced after the servic
ing of the machine is completed. If the 
hand tools of the farm can be kept in 
a part of the machine shed nearest the 
house they will generally be most con
venient for all sorts of repair jobs. The 
location of the machine shed should be 
given considerable attention as a work 
bench in this building may be one of the 
most frequently used places about the 
farmstead. 

Two types of buildings are usually 
considered in determining the require
ments for any farm that has considerable 
equipment. A long rather narrow build
ing is most common as implements may 
be moved in or out without moving 
others. Such a structure has a large 
wall surface and to overcome this it is 
an old and in many cases a poor practice 
to build it as a leanto against a granary 
or some other building. A machine 
shed thirty-six to forty feet wide with 
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Machine Shed That Adds to Efficiency and Satisfaction of the Farmer 

doors at one or both ends has proven 
very convenient. It should have no posts 
in the middle. The machines are parked 
along both side walls. The most fre
quently used machines are placed in the 
middle which may serve also as a work 
space while repairs are being made. By 
grouping the machines in the order used 
very little extra moving is found neces
sary in this type of shed. The middle 
space of the shed may serve too as a 
convenient place to shelter a load of 
grain, etc. during a storm. 

In considering the shelter cost for 
farm machinery the farmer should not 
be discouraged by the first cost of the 
building, but he shou ld rather consider 
the annual cost. This annual cost shou ld 
be low enough so that the advantages of 
long-lived, better machinery resulting 
from shelter, the satisfaction of having 
a neat farm home, and the efficiency that 
comes from having "a place for every
thing and everything in its place," will 
be sufficient reward for the investment. 

The cost of a machine shed will vary 
considerably. A building eighteen feet 
wide can usually be built for less than 
$10 per foot of length. A building sixty 
feet long will shelter most of the imple
ments on a quarter section farm. Such 
a building costing $600 or less should 
have an annual cost not in excess of 
$60. This includes not only interest on 
the investment but also insurance, taxes, 
repairs, and painting. Farm machinery 
depreciates from five to twelve per cent 
each year. On an average farm with 
$3,000 invested in machinery having an 
average yearly depreciation of eight per 
cent or $240, if this can be cut only one
fourth by shelter, there would be a great 
advantage in having a $60 annual cost 
for a machine shed. Not only would it 
be possible to repair the equipment on 
rainy days and see that proper adjust
ments and repairs were made before the 
rush season opened but there would also 
be the advantage of adding to the length 
of life of the machines and raising their 
efficiency. Good sheltering of machinery 
has become a routine part of most in
dustrial enterprises and the future wi ll 
undoubtedly make it necessary in farm 
practice to be more careful in sheltering 
the implements and machinery. 

Special bulletin No. 115 entitled "Ma
chine Sheds" shows six plans of machine 
sheds, shops, and garages. It also lists 
the tools for a home shop. The bulletin 
may be secured from the Agricultural 
Extension Division, University Farm, 
St. Paul, Minnesota. 
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