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INTRODUCTION

This project grew out of an almost casual question by my advisor, Don Peting. He asked
if I was confident that I had chosen the right topic for my terminal project. My interest was
piqued as soon as I saw his photographs of a building. With its classically beautiful architecture,
the poultry building spoke to my personal history. Having grown up in Petaluma, California,
which was the nineteenth century “Chicken Capital of the World,” I observed numerous poultry
industry related buildings and structures throughout the town and countryside. Older family
members had worked as teenagers in the industry sorting and candling eggs. The Oregon State

Fair Poultry Building was a perfect fit for my terminal project.

The west fagade of the poultry building at the Oregon State Fairgrounds, Salem, Oregon.
Photograph by author, 2008.
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The poultry building at the Oregon State Fairgrounds in Salem represents in physical
form the significance of poultry agriculture in the early twentieth century. Constructed in 1921 in
the Spanish Colonial Revival style, the poultry building was designed and constructed
specifically as a poultry exhibition hall for use during the week-long State Fair. The poultry
building reveals the region’s identification with agriculture in an elegant and traditional way.

The core evidence of this project has been

a three-fold investigation: a socio-poultry farming
history, an interpretive architectural history, and
an analysis of the building as artifact. Historian
David Peterson del Mar defines interpretation as
an “imposition of some sort of order on a welter
of facts and events and processes that would
otherwise amount to a procession of tiresome and
disconnected minutiae.”’ To interpret the history

of the poultry building, one must follow an

The poultry building’s main entrance fagade,
the south side. Photo h by author, 2008. . Bt
EEpY investigative theme that orders the sequence of

topics to be studied. The theme here is the link between architecture and agriculture. The elegant,
classic design of the poultry building represents the apex of success of the poultry industry in the
early 1920s.

For research I used primary and secondary sources, pictorial and graphic documentation,
periodicals and rare books, all found within a variety of collections. The Oregon Historical

Society, Oregon State Archives, Oregon State Library were important sources for primary

! David Peterson del Mar, Oregon’s Promise: An Interpretive History, (Corvallis, Oregon:
Oregon State University Press, 2003), 9.
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documents. Knight Library and Special Collections at the University of Oregon and Valley
Library and its Special Collections at Oregon State University were of premium importance to
this work. Several websites were consulted on state fairgrounds.

Valuable works on the settlement history of Oregon were referenced. I found David

Dary’s The Oregon Trail, and the Historic Context Statement: Salem, Oregon, by Marianne
Kadas, particularly informative. However, it is David Peterson del Mar’s Oregon’s Promise: An
Interpretive History, that remains my principal resource for Oregon history for its remarkable
range and detail.

Sources on the history of the poultry industry were readily obtainable, even though most
were generated by the industry itself. Oscar A. Hanke, John L. Skinner and James Harold Florea
produced American Poultry History, 1823-1973: An Anthology Overview of 150 Years. This
collection of essays on many different aspects of the poultry was an important resource, although
it tends to be Eastern-centric. I found Gordon Sawyer’s The Agribusiness Poultry Industry: A
History of Its Development, to be an invaluable source of information. A thesis by Paul Louis
Smithers on the History and Analysis of the Pacific Cooperative Poultry Producers and an
Oregon State University publication 100 Years of Progress: The Oregon Agricultural
Experiment Station were both filled with very useful data, as well.

Researching architectural history, I relied heavily upon Leland M. Roth’s American
Architecture: A History, Understanding Architecture: Its Elements, History, and Meaning and
America Builds: Source Documents in Architecture and Planning, Draft for Second Edition and

upon David P. Handlin’s American Architecture. Also useful was the McAlesters’, 4 Field

Guide to American Houses as a basic style guide.







There is a dearth of information on poultry exhibition halls, fair exhibition buildings, and
fair buildings in general. Search results listed books on such topics as fair rides and amusement
parks, or photo montage books which are good for a general overview but slim on specific
information. One such example is, Steven Robert Heine’s The Oregon State Fair, in which the
photographs inform particularly well of the building’s historic site composition; especially
interesting is the open plaza to the south of the poultry building (now the Natural Resources
Center). Perhaps it is due to the transient nature of such buildings — when an exhibition hall has
grown too small or lived past its useful years, it is reused for another purpose or more typically
torn down to make way for something bigger and better. Many were of wood construction and
burned; those of more permanent construction demolished. Many of the fair buildings that I
looked at were of the steel pole barn variety with sheet metal siding and roofs.

Useful sources informing the tenets of adaptive reuse are Arnold R. Alanen and Robert Z.
Melnick’s Preserving Cultural Landscapes in America, Contemporary Theory of Conservation
by Salvador Mufioz Vifias and Conserving Culture: A New Discourse on Heritage, edited by
Mary Hufford. Additionally, Heritage Values in Site Management: Four Case Studies, edited by
Marta de la Torre, proved an interesting and informative read.

The first chapter of this terminal project looks quickly at the settlement of Oregon as a
way to contextualize the people in the state and then builds a rather extensive context for the
building through an investigative study of the history of the poultry industry. At first, the
analysis paints a broad history of poultry in the U.S., and then narrows to specifically look at the
evolution of Oregon’s poultry industry. The Willamette Valley receives the most attention as it

had the highest number of poultry farms in the state. Then research moves to the educational and







scientific aspects through the involvement of the Oregon Agricultural College, the Agricultural
Experiment Stations and the Oregon Extension Service.

Chapter two adds the layer of architectural history to the story. It considers the post-WWI
era with its social estrangement and the search for comfort and safety as expressed through its
architecture. How was this building the embodiment of collective ideals? In this chapter we also
examine the architect, Folger Johnson, his life and his work. Also considered is the role of the
Oregon State Fair Board, its history and its decision making process.

The third chapter is an investigative look at the building — an analysis of the building as
artifact and an in-depth examination of its current condition. Here also is an exploration of the
changes over time that have altered the building’s original appearance and function. As well, we
look at the different uses the poultry building has endured over time as spatial needs changed.

In the fourth and final chapter, options are investigated for adaptively reusing the poultry
building in the context of the needs of today’s community. Examples of reuse at other
fairgrounds illustrate what these States are doing with their underused buildings.

Portions of this work will be utilized as the lead components in an Historic Structure
Report prepared for the State of Oregon, nevertheless, it is a complete document in and of itself.
This volume builds the context from which a restoration project or additional research can be
launched. Thus, the audience will be multiple — the preservation community, the Oregon Parks
and Recreation Department, and the historic architect authoring the HSR and his audience.
Hopefully, the preparation and findings of this work can be seen as the first step in utilizing a

multi-disciplined approach to the rehabilitation and restoration of this building, and in the future

to those charged with the long term care of this important piece of Oregon’s history.







Chapter One
OREGON’S POULTRY FARMING HISTORY

PRE-1900 TO 1939

A Brief History of Oregon’
Prior to contact with Europeans and Americans, thousands of indigenous peoples lived
for millennia in the area of what is now Oregon. They fished, hunted and trapped game, and
harvested native plants. Many groups relied upon salmon as their most important food source

(see Figure 1).

Fig. 1. “Indians Fish at Willamette Falls.” Drawn by Joseph
Drayton, 1841. Drawing courtesy of The Oregon History Project,
Oregon Historical Society, ORHI 46193. Found online at

www.ohs.com.

Fur traders came into contact with Native groups beginning in the mid-seventeenth
century, and possibly earlier. Russian, and later, American, Spanish, British and other European

traders came to Oregon seeking exchange. Commerce with these men brought influence and

2 This treatise is not meant as an in-depth study of the settlement of Oregon. For a more comprehensive history on
this period, please see Bibliography for recommended works.
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status to some Natives, slavery to others, and disease epidemics to most. By the onset of the
1840s, wagon trains in ever-increasing numbers began streaming west across the continent and
90% of the Willamette Valley indigenous peoples were dead from such diseases as malaria and
small pox.’

Pioneer Oregon Settlement

Fleeing the overcrowded American Northeast, abandoning the poor farmlands of the
Midwest, escaping the contagions of Southern port cities and the famines of Europe, westward
they came.* They were searching for adventure, opportunity, new beginnings and the well-
advertised “agricultural paradise” of the West.® Desperate, broke, adventurous, and hopeful, to
Oregon they came. In 1842, 100 people came across the Oregon Trail; the following year, 900
“overlanders” arrived in Oregon; and in 1845, 2,500 more made the difficult trip across the
coum:ry.(’

Settlement occurred early in the Willamette Valley where rich farmland could be found,
and later, when all the “good land” was taken, in the other areas of the state. Both Oregon’s
Provisional Government and the Federal Government encouraged this settlement by offering
land incentives for participants.’ By 1855, settlers in Oregon had filed 7,437 patents covering

more than 2.5 million acres of land.®

3 Peterson del Mar, Oregon’s Promise, 32.

* Henri Herz, “Obbligato by Herz,” in This Was America: As Recorded by European Travelers in the Eighteenth,
Nineteenth, and Twentieth Centuries, Oscar Handlin, ed., (New York, Evanston and London: Harper and Row,
1949), 201.

* David Dary, The Oregon Trail, (New York: Oxford University Press, 2004), 54, 80-82.

S peterson del Mar, Oregon’s Promise, 69.

7 Peterson del Mar, Oregon’s Promise, 74; acreage varied between 160 and 640 acres depending upon marital status
and date of settlement and qualifications included race, sex, age and citizenship status. Lane J. Bouman, “The
Location and Survey of Oregon Donation Land Claims,” Internet, found at
http://www.plso.org/readingroom/OregonDLC-Bouman.htm

¥ Kathy Tucker, Donation Land Claims, Oregon History Project, Oregon Historical Society, 2002. Found Online at
www.ohs.org/education/oregonhistory/historical_records/dspDocument.cfm







Between 1843 and the early 1860s, the number of settlers to Oregon rapidly increased
and the majority who came were farmers. Most of the settlements were rural and remote, and
were clustered around the northern half of the Willamette River. When the Gold Rush in
California created instant markets for farm products, Oregon’s economy received a strong boost.
The availability of these new markets increased the farmer’s desires for greater profits from his
land. Consequently, more acreage was put into production and in turn farmers began purchasing
improvements such as new and expensive machinery. This allowed for greater crop
specialization. Between 1860 and 1900 Oregonians saw great growth in their economy,
population numbers and in technological advances.

From the time of settlement, poultry were found on nearly every farm — small or large.
Farmwives and children kept gardens and raised chickens, with occasional ducks, geese or
turkeys, to supplement the family’s diet and for “pocket money” (see Figure 2). Surplus eggs,

chicks and cockerels were sold to neighbors, and to local markets and butchers in nearby towns.

Fig. 2. “Sally Bush and Mrs. Nolan near side porch of Bush House, Salem, Oregon.”
Circa unknown. Photograph of women with free-ranging chickens. Photograph courtesy
Bush House Museum, Salem Art Association, Salem Public Library Historic Photograph
Collections, Salem, Oregon. Photo ID number bh0138. Found online at www.salemhistorv.net.
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Although chickens were nearly ubiquitous on early farms, prior to the mid-nineteenth
century the poultry industry was not yet viable in the United States. And in Oregon, poultry did
not achieve a commercial standing until the turn of the twentieth century. This change was
coming and Oregon agriculturalists were to step onto the poultry scene in a major way.

The Development and Progression of the Poultry Industry

Chickens, and to a lesser degree, ducks, geese and turkeys, have functioned as casual yet
vital components in sustaining human life for possibly millennia. Both their eggs and meat were
seen as good sources of sustenance. Over time, in both Europe and America, specialized
breeding of “fancy purebreds” came into vogue and this led to the importation of exotic species
from around the world. In mid-nineteenth century America three developments — books and
articles on poultry, exhibitions, and poultry societies — led to a burgeoning poultry industry and a
major shift in focus for breeders. Additionally, evolving technology such as mechanical
incubators, brooders and electric lights, allowed for a rapid increase in poultry numbers. This
expansion led to a rise in larger sized flocks, a wealth of egg production and a longer exhibition
season. By the turn of the twentieth century, the poultry industry was shifting towards hatching
chicks and egg production and away from “fancy™ breeds just for show. Oregon was to fit
prominently into the history of the poultry industry. Although Oregon was settled later than
many regions of the country, its people wisely saw the benefits of poultry and quickly adopted
the industry as its own.

The Evolution of Poultry’s Importance
Poultry has been an important part of farmyards for hundreds, and possibly thousands, of

years. Prior to the eighteenth century, chickens, ducks, and geese in the English poultry yard «. . .
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scratched around in barnyards and gardens, haphazard layers and comparatively unmolested.™
Specific poultry housing was unheard of; wherever the birds chose to roost and lay was their
home. Egg collection was hit-or-miss, and loss to predators frequent. However, by the mid-
1700s, a more scientific approach to poultry management was employed which led to greater
protection for the poultry, better egg laying with easier collection and more meaty “table
birds.”"® Most of these new ideas are standard today; for example, nesting boxes with particular
lining material; special areas for roosting; enclosed yards in which to scratch, eat and forage for
insects; and specific poultry feed. Many people followed these new science based concepts. The
late-eighteenth century Bank of England architect, Sir John Sloane, designed homes with special
consideration to the poultry yard. Attention was paid down to the last design detail; the “physical
and aesthetic well-being” of the birds was considered when designing nesting boxes, ponds, and
yards."! The consideration being paid to poultry management by highly esteemed architects
clearly shows the value with which society was beginning to hold poultry raising. More changes
were to come.

By the early nineteenth century, the English viewed poultry in a more romanticized and
nostalgic light. The poultry house was seen as a “. . . pleasant place for ladies to pass the time”.'?
Nearly every home had chickens and possibly ducks for the family’s own use. The recommended
poultry yard was at least half an acre fenced, half in grass and half in gravel. There was a central
tree for roosting and a pond for ducks or geese or both."® Yet the raising of chickens, ducks and

turkeys was not yet seen as a commercial industry.

® Christina Hardyment, Home Comfort: A History of Domestic Arrangements, (Chicago: Academy Chicago
Publishers, 1992), 57.

' Hardyment, Home Comfort, 58.

"' Hardyment, Home Comfort, 59.

2 Hardyment, Home Comfort, 61.

'3 Hardyment, Home Comfort, 61.
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Similarly, poultry was important to the European settlers of the United States. There is
evidence to indicate a flock of 500 chickens in the Jamestown colony in the early seventeenth
century. During the extraordinarily difficult early winters many, if not most, were eaten for
sustenance.'* Eggs and meat from chickens, and feathers from geese and ducks, were considered
very valuable commodities. George Washington, in a letter written to his farm manager, stated
that every farm family should raise enough poultry to fulfill their needs.'® His home at Mount
Vernon had a “spacious back yard” with “turkeys, geese and other poultry.”™® Trade ships from
England and the West Indies customarily traded or sold their remaining poultry provisions before
taking on new loads at U.S. ports. These imports were bred with existing flocks creating a
relatively disease-free environment for early poultry production.”

Through the turn of the nineteenth century, chickens were seen as portable, adaptable and
a good source of nutrition through both their meat and eggs.'® Settlement and growth of
American cities, such as New York, Philadelphia and Boston, created a greater necessity for
these products. Farmers packed off their surplus to satisfy this need, yet serious attempts to breed
for the qualities of high egg and meat production had yet to become a priority with poultry
breeders.'® And, while poultry was slowly gaining some importance, it was seen as much inferior
to other classes of livestock. This was evidenced by the fact that mostly women and children

were charged with raising poultry. Additionally, wills and inventories listed chickens only by

' Gordon Sawyer, The Agribusiness Poultry Industry: A History of Its Development, (Jericho, New York:
Exposition Press, 1971), 16-17.

'® Sawyer, The Agribusiness Poultry Industry, 17.

¢ Jean Pierre Brissot, “A Revolutionary in the Making,” in This Was America: As Recorded by European Travelers
in the Eigh h, Nis h, and Ty ieth Centuries, Oscar Handlin, ed., (Boston: Harvard University Press,
1949; reprint, New York: Harper & Row Publishers, 1964), 84.

"7 Oscar August Hanke, John L. Skinner and James Harold Florea, eds., American Poultry History, 1823-1973: An
Anthology Overview of 150 Years, (Madison, Wisconsin: American Printing & Publishing, Inc, 1974), American
Poultry History, 22.

18 Hanke, dmerican Poultry History, 18-19.

¥ Sawyer, The Agribusiness Poultry Industry, 20.
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count, whereas detailed descriptions of horses, cattle, swine and sheep were typical.”® This

slowly began to change in the mid-1800s.

About the same time, farmers and other rural people began interbreeding their flocks with
the idea of producing the best looking birds. This specialized breeding aimed for particular
characteristics such as feather color, conformation, and size. Even prominent Americans such as
Thomas Jefferson became enamored with breeding poultry.?’ Additionally, the importation of
more exotic species, such as Cohin Chinas, Brahma Pootras, Shanghais, and Cittagongs, gained
popularity around this time. This led the early breeders to place a greater emphasis on the
breeding and raising of “pure” stock with little importance focused on egg or meat production.”?
The Transformation of an Industry

However, it was three developments in the mid-nineteenth century which led to the rise
in importance of the poultry industry and a major shift in poultry breeding. Firstly, breeders and
fanciers began writing about poultry in books and in articles for farm journals. Secondly, they
grew interested in staging poultry exhibitions to display their birds. And, lastly, they formed
poultry societies and clubs to support and promote “quality” in the breeds.” These three
developments would lead to a fundamental shift within the poultry industry: the split into two
independent and distinct branches, namely the production industry and the fancy breeders.

The first of these changes was the publication of books and articles written for farm
journals about poultry. In the U.S., the first book on poultry was published in 1843 by Micah R.
Cock, whose real name was C. N. Bement. In The American Poultry Book, he describes the most

prominent breeds and types of poultry in the country at that time. These included the Game

2 Hanke, American Poultry History, 19.
*! Hanke, American Poultry History, 22-23.
% Hanke, American Poultry History, 25.
» Hanke, American Poultry History, 25-35.
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Cock, Topknot, Italian Hen, Malay and the Bantam.? The 1850s-60s saw an increasing number
of articles in farm publications and books specifically on poultry raising, breeding and care (see
Figure 3). In one such book, by Simon M. Saunders, Domestic Poultry: Being a Practical

Treatise on the Preferable Breeds of Farm-yard Poultry... the author discusses housing, laying

and brooder boxes, feeding, breeding and management, diseases, and the preparation of show

The first poultry journal, The Poultry

SN RULES. )
Aoblar it Bulletin, began publishing in 1870. Articles

Never over feed. ) 5
i discussed egg numbers and the quality of

Never allow any food to lie abowt.

Never foed from trough, pan, basin, or any vessel. certain breeds of birds. Advertisements touted

Foed only whils the birds will run ofter the feed, and
not at all {f they seem oareless abous it. “superior egg producing ability” and “high egg

Gios adult fowls their liberty af daybreak.

Never purchass eggs for hatching purposes until @ hen
s ready to sit.

For seven or eight days before hatching, sprinkle the eggs
with ol woater shile the hen is off.  This will prevent the
froquent. complaint that the chicken was dead in the shell

production.”?® In Oregon, the first poultry
journal was the Oregon Fancier's Monthly,

published in Portland, in 1898, which was

Fig. 3. The “Golden Rules of Poultry Raising” by followed shortly by the Northwest Poultry
Simon M. Saunders, in Domestic Poultry: Being

a Treatise...published in 1868. Books like this were Journal in 1903. The most widely distributed
written to guide people on the many aspects of raising

d exhibiti Itry. . 2
R journal for poultry farmers in Oregon was the

Eggsaminer, also out of Portland, first published in 1924 by the Pacific Cooperative Poultry

Producers.”’ In addition to privately held publications, the Department of Agriculture (created in

1862) first referenced poultry in 1875 in their Annual Report of the Patent Office; and by 1895

2 Hanke, American Poultry History, 25.

% Simon M. Saunders, Domestic Poultry: Being a Practical Treatise on the Preferable Breeds of Farm-yard
Poultry, Their History and Leading Characteristics with Complete Instructions for Breeding and Fattening and
Preparing for Exhibition at Poultry Shows, etc., etc., (New York: Orange Judd Co., 1868), 10-102.

% Saunders, Domestic Poultry, 34.

%" James Dryden, Poultry Breeding and Management, New York: Orange Judd Co., 1916), 133.
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were publishing Bulletins, for both backyard and commercial interests, about raising, feeding
and housing poultry.28

Another of the significant developments which led to changes in the poultry industry was
the poultry show or exhibition. The first exclusively poultry exhibition in the U.S. was held in
1849 at Quincy Market, Boston (see Figure 4). It was originally advertised as a one day exhibit
but had to extend to a second day due to the overwhelming response by the exhibitors. 219
participants displayed 1,423 fowls and over 10,000 people attended. Daniel Webster exhibited

seven domesticated Wild Geese and a pair of Java Fowls.”

Fig. 4. “Site of the first exclusively poultry show held in America, The
Public Gardens, Mass., November 1849.” Courtesy Simon M. Saunders,
Domestic Poultry: Being a Practical Treatise on the Preferable
Breeds of Farm-yard Poultry, Their History and Leading Characteristics,
1868.

Newspapers carried the story of the exhibition throughout the country, thus spreading the word
on the growing popularity of raising poultry. In the following year, the Boston exhibit featured

over 12,000 fowls from over 400 exhibitors.** In Oregon, the first poultry exhibitions were at the

 Dryden, Poultry Breeding and Management, 20; Hanke, American Poultry History, 52.

% Daniel Webster, orator, Constitutional lawyer, Senator, Secretary of State under three Presidents (Harrison, Tyler,
and Fillmore), and Whig politician, was a noted poultry fancier and respected breeder in the early nineteenth
century; Hanke, American Poultry History, 31.

* Hanke, American Poultry History, 33.
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county fairs beginning in the late 1850s. Additionally, poultry was among the agricultural

exhibits at the first Oregon State Fair in 1861.%'

The third key development that led to the transformation within the poultry industry was
the creation of poultry societies, clubs and associations by poultry breeders and fanciers. In 1850,
the New England Society for the Improvement of Domestic Poultry was formed. Their main goal
was to sponsor exhibitions. They held that “public display and open competition was an effective
way to promote and improve quz;llity.”32 In 1873, the newly formed American Poultry
Association published the first set of quality standards known collectively as The Standard of
Excellence which listed the accepted features for 46 breeds of exhibition fowls. It became the
unofficial guidebook for poultry judging in North America.® Updated yearly, by 1875 The
Standard covered 79 breeds and varieties. The title was later changed to The Standard of
Perfection.®* Breeders of the so-called “fancy” breeds raised birds just for exhibition and were
concerned not with quality of egg or meat production but only with perfection of form and breed
type.3 5 The American Poultry Association sponsored exhibitions working with local and regional
poultry organizations to strengthen the industry.

During the 1870s and 80s, another advantageous development in the advancement of the
poultry industry was occurring. Emergent technology such as mechanical incubators, brooders

and hen house electric lights, allowed for the raising of “off season™ chicks (see Figure 5).

’ ! Marianne Kadas, Historic Context Statement: Salem, Oregon, (Portland, Oregon, 1992), 75.
*2 Hanke, American Poultry History, 33.

* Dryden, Poultry Breeding and Management, 21-22.

3 Hanke, American Poultry History, 36.

% Hanke, American Poultry History, 36-37.
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Fig. 5 Chicks hatched in an
electronically heated brooder, circa
1889. Photo courtesy Oregon State
University Valley Library Special
Collections. Photo number P040.057.

The increase in poultry numbers led to a rapid rise in industrial sized flocks of chickens,
explosive growth in egg production and a lengthening of the exhibition season.*® These

important new technologies were not seen as beneficial by all. In fact, many fancy breeders saw

the mechanical improvements as a “threat to the art” of poultry breeding. They questioned
whether chicks hatched by an artificial “mother” and raised by a machine brooder could reach
their “full potential” as hens.’” Lewis Wright, author of the book The Practical Poultry Keeper
first published in 1867, wrote, “That artificial incubation will ever commercially supersede, in
ordinary seasons and for ordinary eggs, the natural process, we do not for a moment believe.”*®

~ This aversion to the new technological advances signaled the coming split in the poultry industry

into two separate and distinctive branches: the production industry and the fancy breeders.
- By the turn of the twentieth century, the industry focus was shifting away from fancy
purebred poultry bred solely for exhibition, towards one of hatching chicks and egg production.

- The United States Postal Service lifted its restriction against the shipping of baby chicks by mail

3 Hanke, American Poultry History, 39-40.
- *7 Hanke, American Poultry History, 40.
3 Lewis Wright, The Practical Poultry Keeper: A Complete and Standard Guide to the Management of Poultry,
Whether for Domestic Use, the Markets or Exhibition, (New York: Orange Judd Co., 1869), 208.
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in 1917, which increased considerably the numbers of chicks raised for sale and widened the
disbursement area.® Farm journals at this time were filled with advertisements listing for sale
many varieties of fowls, with such claims as “superior egg producing ability” and “high

production.” Ads were also placed for the sale of equipment such as brooders, incubators and

bone cutters, and feed, tonics, ointments and pills.40 Many journals included glowing

testimonials of successful poultry operations, management suggestions and question-and-answer
columns. Breeders published mating lists and catalogs of their birds with glowing recitals of each
breed’s robust desirable qualities.*!

The History of the Poultry Industry in Oregon

It was out of this agriculturally progressive environment that settlers headed out West.
They traveled across the country into Oregon and brought with them the poultry stock with
which to begin new lives. And although settled later than much of the U.S., many rural
Oregonians quickly understood the advantages of poultry farming and finally undertook the
implementation of the industry. With advancements in the technology of refrigeration and
transportation, Oregon’s poultry farming, its agricultural college and extension service were to fit
most prominently into the history of the poultry industry.
The Development of Oregon’s Poultry Business

During the last half of the nineteenth century, not only the population but the number of
farms steadily and rapidly increased in Oregon. And while Oregon’s poultry industry was still

embryonic during this period, poultry were a part of nearly every small farm. On average, 87.5%

* Hanke, American Poultry History, 166.

“*R. W. Davison, Practical Poultry Culture: A Concise and Practical Treatise on the Management of Poultry for
Profit, (Indianapolis, Indiana: The Epitomist Publishing Company, 1898), 152.

! Hanke, American Poultry History, 41.
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of all Oregon farms had chickens.*? Raising chickens, and occasionally ducks, geese or turkeys,
was the realm of the farmwife or, not infrequently, the children. Most every farmwife tended
poultry for “pocket money” and to supplement her family’s diet with eggs and meat. Surplus
eggs, chicks and cockerels were sold to neighbors, and to local markets and butchers in nearby
towns.

From settlement to about the turn of the twentieth century, Oregon’s agricultural
development was exceptional. During this time period, the size of farms in Oregon was
decreasing while the number of farms was on the rise. In 1850, Oregon had a total of 1,164
farms; by 1860 that number had soared to 5,806; and by 1880, the number of farms had rocketed
to 16,217. By 1900, 35,837 farms were operating in the State.** The value of farms was also
rapidly rising. Each decade between 1850 and 1900 saw at least a 25% increase in farm value,
with three of those decades seeing over 100% increase in the value of farms.*

Oregon’s farms in the late nineteenth century produced a wide variety of products
including wheat, oats, rye, Irish potatoes, Indian corn, barley, peas, beans, wool, flax, buckwheat,
butter and cheese. Each decade saw marked increases in farm production. For example, in 1860
Marion County farms alone produced 146,931 bushels of wheat; in 1870, the county had yielded

290,933 bushels; and by 1880, 1,059,488 bushels had been harvested (see Figure 6).*

“2 13" Census of the United States, 1910, Vol. V, Agriculture, Part I, (Washington D.C.: United States Census
Office, 1912), 401.

13" Census of the United States, 396.

* 12" Census of the United States, 1900, Vol. V, Agriculture, Part I, (Washington D.C.: United States Census
Office, 1902), Plates No. 9 and 11. Not paginated.

45 8% 9" and 10" Census of the United States, 1860, 1870 and 1880, Agriculture Volume, (Washington D.C.: United
States Census Office, 1864, 1872, and 1883), 120; 230-231; and 202, respectively.
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Fig. 6. “Wheat Harvest, Marion County,” circa 1900. Photograph courtesy The
Oregon History Project, Oregon Historical Society. Photo OrHi 6464. Found
= online at www.ohs.org.

- Clearly, Oregon’s farmers were meeting with success in producing and selling their crops. And
although poultry were present, they was not enumerated in the United States Census until 1880
- and not delineated until 1890.

It was during the final decades of the nineteenth century that Oregon’s poultry industry

- began its remarkable rise. The expansion of railroad lines, and technological advances such as
refrigerated train cars and cold storage for eggs, helped to facilitate this growth. Ben Holladay
= began building his Willamette Valley railway, the Oregon and California Railroad, in 1868. He
reached Eugene in 1871 and Cottage Grove by 1873. Smaller rail lines attached to the Oregon
= and California line to link the Willamette Valley with Portland markets and se:aport.46 In 1883,
Henry Villard’s Northern Pacific railroad became the transcontinental link connecting Oregon

with the Eastern markets.*” By 1900, Portland was connected to most of eastern and

- “ David Peterson del Mar, Oregon’s Promise: An Interpretive History, (Corvallis, Oregon: Oregon State University
Press, 2003), 97.
47 peterson del Mar, Oregon’s Promise, 123.
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southwestern Oregon; from Portland south to Ashland and from Portland east to Ontario/Nyssa,
were joined by rail. With the population of the state nearly doubling every decade between 1860
and 1890, railroads emerged as the principal transportation method for farmers to get their
products to distant markets.*®

New developments in mechanical refrigeration both in special refrigerated train cars and
in storage facilities also assisted the growth of the poultry industry. Specially refrigerated cars
were connected to trains running the length of the Willamette Valley. Eggs were picked up at
stations and transported to Portland for distribution to markets or into storage. “Cold storage™
cooled and maintained eggs at the optimal temperature for storage. Extra space in refrigerated
rooms at packing houses, creameries and breweries were leased for egg storage. From 1890 to
1900, there was a 500% increase in storage space near the large transportation centers such as
New Jersey, New York City, Indianapolis, Cincinnati, St. Louis and Chjcago.” Accordingly,
there was also a corresponding rise in cold storage in the Pacific Northwest transportation hubs,
such as Portland and Seattle.

Writing of the budding chicken industry in Oregon, the authors of the 12 Census of the
United States, taken in 1900, stated, “The fancy breeds, reared chiefly on account of their
appearance, are, as a rule, poor egg and meat producers.”’ This Census commentary reflects the
growing shift away from breeding purebred poultry solely for exhibition, and towards poultry
being raised as a valuable food source. Chickens in particular were seen as highly beneficial for

the industry, whereas ducks were raised principally as meat for the farm family. Geese and

8 peterson del Mar, Oregon’s Promise, 98.
¥ 12" Census of the United States, coxxiii.
%0 12" Census of the United States, ccxxvi.
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turkeys were not raised in great numbers in the U.S. at that time.”! In their discussion of
Oregon’s emerging pouliry industry, the Census authors remarked upon its ability to offer a good
living for an industrious individual. They wrote,

It is only within comparatively recent years that the production of poultry and

poultry products has assumed the proportions of a distinct industry. It was, and to

a decreased extent is yet, a sort of collateral undertaking, or mere incident in

general farming, conducted by the farmer’s wife. With but little attention given to

the welfare of fowls, the returns are often meager and unsatisfactory, but when

intelligently conducted there is probably no branch of the animal industry from

which are secured such quick returns on money invested. The poultry keeper can,

if he so desires, follow a special branch of the industry. Egg production, “broiler”

raising, capon rearing, and the dressed-poultry market all offer inducements.*?

The first decade of the twentieth century brought to Oregon the rumblings of change within the
poultry industry. No longer content with raising just show birds, farmers were beginning to see
the prospect of poultry farming as a main source of income. Selling eggs to breeders and farmers
could bring a good return; selling specialized birds such as broilers (younger less meaty birds) or
capons (slightly older meatier birds) to meat markets could earn a healthy profit.

In 1902, John Minto, one of Salem’s foremost agricultural champions, wrote of the
Willamette Valley’s potential for a lucrative poultry industry in Reminiscences of Earliest Salem.
He noted,

Poultry raising is being found a very profitable industry and the highest state of

perfection is reached here in the raising of fowls. The State Board of Agriculture

have built a large building on the State Fair Grounds exclusively for the

exhibition of poultry, and every year is shown the result obtained by a systematic
breeding of fowls aided by the climate of the Willamette Valley.*?

*1 12" Census of the United States, cexxiv. Tt was not until the mid-twentieth century that turkeys would hold a
?rominent positioning Oregon’s agricultural portfolio.

? 12" Census of the United States, ccxxiv.

* John Minto, “Reminiscences of Earliest Salem”, in Salem, Oregon: Past and Present, An Historical Sketch,
(Salem, Oregon: Schaefer Printing Co., 1902), not paginated. The poultry building of which he wrote was used for
exhibiting poultry until 1921 when the ‘new’ poultry building was constructed. It was then used as a sheep
exhibition building and later demolished.

2
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While Minto’s purpose is clearly to promote agriculture in Marion County and the Willamette
Valley, and to encourage additional settlement, his attitude reflects the goals of one of the state’s
leading agricultural proponents: the railroad companies.

Working with the Salem Board of Trade in 1909, the Oregon Railroad and Navigation
Company along with the Southern Pacific Railroad, produced a flyer encouraging participation
in the growing poultry industry. While their manifesto is lengthy, it is worth recreating here in its
entirety. They claimed,

The poultry industry is one that presents splendid possibilities in the mild climate

of the Willamette Valley. There are no cold winters to contend with. The diseases

to which fowl are subject are very limited. With proper precautions all danger is

practically eliminated. The hens not only lay well, but the mild weather in the

early part of the year makes early hatching profitable, thus getting the broilers and

the spring fryers into the market when prices are best. The many daily trains make

the market easily accessible. The cities of Portland, Seattle and Tacoma are within

a short distance, and each requires large quantities of poultry and eggs for home

consumption. The Alaska trade presents an ever widening market, and the sea-

going vessels also require poultry products. There are many small tracts of land

that can be purchased at reasonable prices, and that can be profitably used for

fruits, berries and vegetables in connection with poultry. The person who owns

one of these smaller tracts and some good hens may rest assured of an income

without a great deal of labor.>*

Here the authors’ boosterism is certainly apparent. Again, the Willamette Valley is being touted
as an ideal region in which to raise poultry. The railroads worked in conjunction with trade
associations and Chambers of Commerce to encourage people to move to Oregon with the
enticement of a relatively easy form of income. Claims of a “mild climate,” few diseases, “easily
accessible” transportation to markets, and reasonably priced parcels of land offered wonderful
inducements to any who read the pamphlet.

During the second decade of the twentieth century, Oregon’s poultry journals reflected

the changing times. They were publishing fewer “how-to” articles on exhibition birds and

** Salem Board of Trade, Salem: The C apital City of Oregon, Willamette Valley Fruit Center, The Cherry City of the
World, (Portland, Oregon: Sunset Magazine, Homeseekers Bureau, 1909), 44.
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increasingly more essays on raising chickens for profit (see Figure 7). These articles exclaimed
how profits could be made through egg production, or baby chick and broiler chicken sales. For
example, the September 1912 issue of the Northwest Poultry Journal published about even

numbers of articles regarding the exhibition of chickens and those of commercial matters.

But by 1918 nearly all the essays in the same
f NORTH journal were on the subject of commercial concerns.
' POULTRY MNAL

Atrticles such as: how to build commercial poultry houses
and yards, nesting boxes and roosts; how to start and
manage a commercial poultry venture; a recounting of a
visit to a large profitable poultry ranch; best breeds for
highest egg laying production; and, the negative economic

influence of imported Chinese eggs. These later issues of

Fig. 7. Northwest Poultry Journal cover the Northwest Poultry Journal also offered numerous

from 1911. Courtesy Special Collections, ’ - . .
Knight Library, University of Oregon. advertisements for automatic feeders, incubators, brooders,

and a large selection of hatching eggs, chicks and breeding stock.

Data in the 1910 U.S. Census also suggest the changing status of the poultry industry. On
Oregon farms in the first ten years of the twentieth century, chicken numbers increased by 32.8%
to 1,823,680. The number of turkeys in the same period also rose but ducks, geese and other
fowls decreased. In the same decade, 7,000 more farms reported raising poultry and reported

having larger flocks. Additionally, the value of chickens rose from $583,000 to $1.1 million, or

83.3 %.” This increase in value indicates the potential commercial success of raising poultry. A

greater chance of profits would draw additional farmers into the industry.

% 13" Census of the United States, 401.
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In 1922, the Eugene Chamber of Commerce printed a folder advertizing the agricultural

opportunities in Lane County with the aim of attracting “. . . more industrious men and women

with capital, brain and brawn, to help work out and develop her natural resources.”*® They wrote

of Lane County as being an “ideal” place for the poultry industry giving the example of Cottage
Grove as an established “poultry section.”’ There were 3,300 farms and 2,500 farmers in Lane
County at the time of the folder’s printing. They claimed the climate and the land would support
raising poultry as a profitable venture. They wrote:

On the smaller farms a combination of poultry and orchards is proving successful,

as the land can be thus devoted to two uses without interfering one with the other.

There are about 200,000 chickens in the county and most of the flocks are of pure

bred stock of the various breeds. The average Lane County hen is producing ten

dozen eggs per year. Our poultry raisers are selling about $400,000 worth of eggs

and chickens annually.*®
The intent here was to promote Lane County as a healthy and prosperous poultry area which
would appeal to anyone looking to purchase a “smaller farm” and earn a good profit.

And, finally, in 1923, the Chicago Burlington and Quincy Railroad, working in
conjunction with the Great Northern and Northern Pacific Railways, took these ideas to the next
level. They published a small booklet entitled A4 Business of Your Own in Poultryland: The
Pacific Northwest, claiming western Oregon and western Washington were the “wonderland”
known as “Poultryland.”* Poultryland was the most “ideal place in the United States” for raising
poultry and where individuals were “happy and contented people” working at the “pleasant” job

of poultry farming,®’ They extolled the virtues of the Pacific Northwest’s temperate winters and

cool summers, and wrote of the highly successful egg marketing to New York by the co-

* Agricultural Opportunities in Lane County, Oregon, (Eugene, Oregon: Eugene Chamber of Commerce, 1922), 2.
%7 Agricultural Opportunities in Lane County, 4.

* Agricultural Opportunities in Lane County, 7.

* 4 Business of Your Own in Poultryland: The Pacific Northwest, (Chicago: Poole Brothers, 1923), 3.

% 4 Business of Your Own in Poultryland, 5.
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operative associations of producers. They claimed egg production was “continuous” and that

“production per hen nowhere is higher” in the entire country.®!

The unmistakable boosterism by the railroads was an all-out effort to increase their own
profits through greater rail ridership and freight usage. These three railroad companies offered
reduced fare, round-trip tickets during the year departing from each of their major hubs to
explore western Oregon and Washington. These tickets allowed diverse routing and “liberal
stop-over privileges.”® The Southern Pacific Railroad Company offered free freight to exhibitors
wanting to send their exhibits to the State Fair in Salem.® These campaigns were mutually
beneficial to both the railroads and the poultry industry. As egg production increased, shipping
by train to distant markets increased accordingly. With the expansion of Oregon’s railroad lines,
advances in refrigeration technology, and advertising boosterism, poultry farming was poised to

expand into a successful and profitable industry (see Figure 8).

Fig. 8. “Poultryland is in the Pacific
Northwest.” Map of Burlington-Northern
Pacific-Great Northern territory in Oregon,
circa 1923. Map courtesy A Business of Your
Own in Poultryland: The Pacific Northwest,
1923.

®! 4 Business of Your Own in Poultryland, 6.
2 A Business of Your Own in Poultryland, 30.
 North Pacific Rural Spirit, 32, 10.32, (7 September 1900): 5.
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In the early twentieth century, the principal outlets for the high-quality eggs produced in
Oregon were local stores, local creameries, the county produce handler or commission men,
packing companies, hotels, restaurants, individuals, and the stores and creameries of nearby
markets. Nationally, cracked and “dirty” eggs were sold to baking companies and “tainted” eggs
were used to dress leather gloves and in bookbinding, to make disinfectant and shoe blacking,
and as an ingredient in fertilizers. Additionally, millions of eggs each year were used by “wine
clarifiers, calico printworks, dye manufacturers and in preparation of photographers’ dry
plates.”®* Camping parties and “expeditions” used desiccated eggs as provisions. These diverse,
expanding national markets indicated a need which Oregon’s eggs could help fill.

In Portland, the center of Oregon’s poultry industry, packing companies shipped 80% of
the eggs that left the area; the creameries shipped 14% and the commission houses 6%.% Every
spring 10-12 train carloads of eggs were shipped out each month from Portland, sometimes as
early as January or February depending upon production. This totaled 30-50 carloads of eggs
each year. Most were shipped to Seattle, but many in increasing numbers were shipped to
Chicago and New York, as the larger consuming centers would pay premium prices.*® With the
national market beckoning, Oregon’s poultry producers understood the need for an organized
approach.

Prior to 1916, attempts by poultry producers to organize a cooperative were met with
disappointment. Early “egg circles” & farmers” granges supported local egg producers. In 1916,
these circles incorporated into the Oregon Cooperative Egg Circles and established their

headquarters and poultry plant in Portland. They later transformed into the Oregon Poultry

4 12" Census of the United States, cexxvii.

% Paul Louis Smithers, History and Analysis of the Pacific Cooperative Poultry Producers, MS Thesis, (Oregon
State Agricultural College, 1931), 6.

 Smithers, History and Analysis of the Pacific Cooperative Poultry Producers, 7.
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Producers Association in 1919, and in 1920 they again reorganized, as the Pacific Cooperative
Poultry Producers (PCPP). They were a capital stock cooperative marketing association working
for better prices for their members. To be eligible for membership, the producer had to have 200
or more hens, purchase one share of common stock per each 100 hens owned and signa

marketing agreement.67 Membership was paid for by a brokerage fee of one dozen eggs per case,

and the contracts ran for the length of a negotiated term (typically three to ten yea:s)A68

The PCPP quickly opened branch stations in Winlock, Washington and in Caldwell,
Idaho; in 1928 another branch station was opened in Eugene and later in Roseburgf‘9 By October
of 1920 over 100,000 hens had been “signed for” across the ten districts within Oregon and
South Washington.” Producers continued to join the co-op in increasing numbers and by 1931
membership was at 2,313 producers with nearly one million hens.”’

The PCPP also set egg grading criteria and rules for standardization. Standardization
ensured highest prices possible for the producers while clarifying the egg gradations and their
markets. They handled processing, marketing and distribution of product. Quoted below is an
example of such standardization rules,

Extras, Standards, brown extras and mediums are sold in out of state markets.

Dirty extras, dirty and brown mediums as well as dirty and brown pullets are

cleaned and sold locally. Firsts and Pullets are sold locally. Crax [sic] and seconds

are sold locally to the baker trade if the demand justifies and if not they are

broken, canned and frozen. This product is later sold to bakers.”

Egg production among members grew rapidly. In 1922, members were producing 49,570 cases

of eggs and by 1925 that number rose to an astonishing 129,370 cases of eggs. By 1930,

% In the 1920s, most PCPP members did not have large commercial operations (1,500 or more hens); rather, they
had flocks ranging between 200 and 1,000. Around 75% of members had less than 400 hens.

% A case of eggs holds 30 dozen or 360 eggs. Smithers, History and Analysis of the Pacific Cooperative Poultry
Producers, 12,24

 Smithers, History and Analysis of the Pacific Cooperative Poultry Producers, 8, 23.

™ Smithers, History and Analysis of the Pacific Cooperative Poultry Producers, 9.

7" Smithers, History and Analysis of the Pacific Cooperative Poultry Producers, 12.

7 Smithers, History and Analysis of the Pacific Cooperative Poultry Producers, 31.
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members were producing 296,506 cases of eggs for sale.” With the growth in production of eggs

and meat, the poultry industry was increasingly successful in Oregon and across the country.

At the same time, the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) published a
booklet touting the poultry industry as having “. . . developed into one of the important resources
of the Nation.””* By providing staple food products, the poultry industry by 1930, was finally
recognized as one of the nation’s agricultural anchors.

Oregon Agricultural College and the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Stations

It was the advent of scientific research into poultry disease and egg production that drove
Oregon’s poultry industry into its period of exceptional growth — 1910 to 1930. Two important
elements supporting Oregon’s burgeoning poultry industry were the Oregon Agricultural College
and the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station with its component the Oregon Extension
Service.

Founded in 1858 by pioneering Methodists, Corvallis College offered a classics-based
curriculum. The passage of the federal Morrill Act of 1862 offered land grants to agricultural
colleges and per year funding of $2,000. In 1868, Oregon’s legislature designated the Corvallis
College as the agricultural college of the state and accepted the provisions of the Act. These
included instruction in a variety of agricultural courses along with “mathematics, English, natural
science, languages, military exercises and moral philosophy”.” The Act also required the
establishment of an experimental farm and the purchase of the proper equipment to operate it. In

1871, Benton County residents donated thirty-five acres to the college for the farm and by 1885

7 Smithers, History and Analysis of the Pacific Cooperative Poultry Producers, 13.

7 U.S. Department of Agriculture, The Poultry Industry of the United States of America: A Special Report
Supplementing the Exhibit of the United States Department of Agriculture at the Fourth World’s Poultry Congress,
London, 1930, (Washington D.C.: United States Government Printing Office, 1930), iii.

"5 100 Years of Progress: The Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station, Oregon State

University, 1888-1988, (Corvallis, Oregon: Oregon Agricultural Station, Oregon State University, 1990), 1-2.
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the Methodists had relinquished control of the college to the State, and it was renamed Oregon
Agricultural College (OAC). By this time, agricultural students were studying chemical analysis,
chemical physics, natural philosophy, biology, political economy, social science, logic and
mental philosophy, English grammar, bookkeeping, and military science. They also took courses
in soil preparation, fertilizers, drainage, and the nature and constitution of plants. Later, classes
were offered in entomology, forestry, farm engineering, grasses, landscape gardening and
horticulture.”®

The Hatch Act of 1887 was a federal program established to provide grants of $15,000 to
each state and territory to establish agricultural experiment stations under the direction of the
land grant college. They were independent departments under the directorship of the college
president with a scientific staff, and controlled by college trustees.”” It was hoped the experiment
stations would “advance agriculture in a rapidly industrializing nation. . . [and] solve farm
problems particular to their states while building a core of basic scientific knowledge related to
agriculture,””®

Following federal passage of the Hatch Act, Oregon’s then governor, Sylvester Pennoyer,
signed legislation in 1889 establishing the Oregon Agricultural Experiment Station at OAC
under the Act’s provisions.” Local farmers donated animals and additional acreage for the
campus station, and in 1889, the campus constructed the first permanent brick farm building on

campus, Benton Hall.

7 100 Years of Progress, 2-3.
77 100 Years of Progress, 4-5.
" 100 Years of Progress, 5.

™ 100 Years of Progress, 11.
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By 1890, the experiment station was sending out
bulletins to farmers on a wide range of topics, such as
hog raising, weed control, irrigation, soil improvement,
the selection of varietals and construction of farm
buildings.

During the first 10 years of the experiment
station’s existence, they published nearly sixty bulletins
and circulars. The OAC campus experiment station

performed research and conducted testing on a wide

— BOSENE. 2t S e
Fig. 9. Three views of the Agricultural

Experiment Station at Oregon Agricultural
College, circa 1920. Photographs courtesy
of A Business of Your Own in Poultryland: R . N
- The Pacific Northwest, 1923. egg production, fowl diseases, to name but a few (see

variety of poultry topics, including chicken breeding,

incubation, humidity and ventilation issues, nutrition,

Figure 9).% By 1896, regional seminars, called “institutes”, were held for farmers in the field to

~ disseminate new information and to answer questions.®' Two of the Oregon Agricultural
Experiment Station top achievements were the development of the system of breeding poultry

- for egg production and the discovery of a new, simpler method of controlling fowl pox, a disease
which had been the bane of the pouliry industry.®

— Educators at OAC not only taught students in the classroom but instructed farmers

through correspondence, chamber of commerce events, high school commencements, grange

= picnics and grower’s associations meetings.* These educational forays were highly regarded off-

campus activities. Teachers also performed additional research and scientific testing at the

% 100 Years of Progress, 6-7; Hanke, American Poultry History, 94.
- ®! 100 Years of Progress, 12-14.

%2 100 Years of Progress, 61.

* 100 Years of Progress, 28.
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campus experiment station. As well, they contributed articles for journals and papers. One such
example was Professor G.A. Schmidt’s article “Culling the Flock and How To Do It” for The
Pacific Homestead in 1920.%*

Additionally, the railroad companies helped to contribute to Oregon’s poultry farmers’
knowledge. In the early 1900s, they sponsored agricultural demonstration train cars filled with
agricultural equipment and implements, livestock and poultry, and staffed with teachers and
scientists from OAC and the experiment station. These trains toured the Willamette Valley’s
main rail lines.®® Professor James Dryden from OAC wrote, “The demonstration trains, in which
the railroads co-operated with the colleges, have been the most successful agency in getting the
information directly to the people interested.”*® Clearly the railroad companies were interested in
promoting the rail system as the best mode of transportation between the farm and its markets;
however, they did encourage improvement of farming methods while they coordinated
communication between the scientists and farmers and assisted with spreading the latest
agriculture practices through Oregon. The railroad companies were great supporters and
promoters of Oregon’s agriculture.®’

To further educate Oregon’s farming community, the Oregon Extension Service, with

later statewide branch stations, was established in 1901 with the first field agents working by the

following year.®® Scientists at the branch stations researched solutions for problems with local

soils, climate, and other regional issues. They also performed field experiments to discover better

# G.A. Schmidt, “Culling the Flock and How To Do It,” The Pacific Homestead, (12 August 1920): 12.
% 100 Years of Progress, 29.
¥ Dryden, Poultry Breeding and Management, 23.
¥ Kathy Tucker, Aurora Band Greets Southern Pacific Farm Demo Train, Oregon History Project, Oregon
Historical Society, 2002. Accessed 23 February 2008. Online at
www.ohs.org/education/oregonhistory/historical_records/dspDocument.cfm?doc_ID=000F2AF9-E2AF-1DD3-
9F.
rogress, 24-25.
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quality crops at lower production costs.®® Extension scientists also wrote relevant articles for

publication in journals and newspapers. Hubert E. Cosby, Extension Service poultry specialist,
wrote extensively on poultry. “Effect of Squirrel Poison on Poultry” and An Inexpensive Poultry
Disinfectant” were two of his articles for The Pacific Homestead in 1920.%° The research
performed at the various branch stations and on the OAC campus had tremendous impacts upon
the farmers of Oregon.

Oregon Agricultural College became an even stronger supporter of the poultry industry in
1907 when James Dryden was hired as the head of the Department of Poultry Science. Under his
guidance, OAC erected an incubator house and moveable colony houses for laying hens and
chicks. He taught numerous courses and by 1913 there were eight poultry courses being offered
in the depamnenl.g‘ Dryden wrote extensively on poultry breeding, feeding methods, proper
housing, incubators and brooders, marketing, and diseases for farm and poultry journals.” In
1916, he published his book, Poultry Breeding and Management, which was used as a text
nationwide.” With his leadership, OAC scientists bred the first hen to lay over 300 eggs in 1913.
Lady Macduff laid 303 eggs in 365 days which broke state and national records. This
accomplishment focused national and international attention on the poultry breeding research
being performed at OAC.*

Dryden did much to promote the rise of the commercial poultry industry, but his career
was not without controversy. Much ado was made over his insistence that poultry exhibitions

should focus on a hen’s egg production and not only the perfection of her physical form. He

# 100 Years of Progress, 48.
* Hubert E. Cosby, “Effect of Squirrel Poison on Poultry,” The Pacific Homestead, (19 August 1920): 11;
, “An Inexpensive Poultry Disi ”* The Pacific Homestead, (21 October 1920): 10.
TOAC first offered a Poultry Husbandry bachelors degree in 1911, a Masters of Science degree in 1916 and finally,
a Ph.D. in 1966, see Hanke, American Poultry History, 101.
°2 100 Years of Progress, 29.
% 100 Years of Progress,
100 Years of Progress, 30-31.
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argued against poultry bred for appearance alone and advocated mixing breeds to attain high
productivity. Some local and East Coast fanciers took umbrage with claims. One wrote,

Dryden and men of his stamp are publicly advocating today, trying as best they

are able, with the aid of the prestige given them as experts in the employ of state

institutions, to deprecate, if not destroy, the great beneficial work of the American

Poultry Association and the Standard of Perfection that makes possible the

poultry show with its enticing and beneficial environments. 2
This author clearly feels that Dryden and others like him, by promoting “mongrel” breeds and
high egg production, would destroy the industry they knew and loved. The changes which were
occurring within the poultry industry were hard for some fanciers; yet others took the converse
position. In an article for the Northwest Poultry Journal, J. A. Aubry wrote of Dryden’s work,

Professor Dryden has come in for quite a bit of undue criticism for not breeding

up a straight breed. . . at both Utah and Oregon [he] has done exactly what he was

ordered to do by the general farmers of those two states. The great Burbank,

Marconi, Edison, Westinghouse, and many others of the present day great men

have all, and are yet, made the target for adverse criticism. And it has been the

same story in all ages, that those who have achieved some wonderful success out

of the ordinary, to immediately become a target for the jealous, ignorant and non-

thinkers. And why not Dryden; has he not succeeded where others have failed?*®

By the mid-1920s OAC’s Department of Poultry Science was focusing its research on the
study of disease, and they continued their study of breeding for quality egg and meat
production.”” In 1927, a three-story brick poultry science building was constructed on campus
with its accompanying poultry plant; the building was later renamed Dryden Hall.”®

World War I and later the onset of the Great Depression had a profound effect on Oregon

Agricultural College, the Experiment Station, and the Extension Service and, thereby, Oregon’s

farmers. The abolishment of the Board of Regents system and the implementation of the State

% Charles McAllister, “The Poultry Show: Its Relation to the Poultry Industry,” Northwest Poultry Journal, 16, no.
2 (February 1911): 51-55.

% J. A. Aubry, “The Case for Careful Selection,” Northwest Poultry Journal, 19, no. 3 (March 1914): 34-39.

°7 Hanke, American Poultry History, 259.

8 100 Years of Progress, 47.
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Board of Higher Education diminished the rate of agricultural research due to massive cuts in
their budgets. In the 1930s, overall funding to all institutes of higher education were cut by 50%,

the Experiment Station budget was cut by $156,000 and the Extension Service by $87,309.

Salaries of all employees in the State’s higher education system took three successive pay cuts.”

Additionally, between 1918 and 1931 only 3 new branch experiment stations were opened. By
1934, 10% of Oregon’s population was unemployed; consequently, college enrollments dropped
significantly.!%

In response to the disappearing research dollars, a new nonprofit, charitable organization
was established in 1934 to aid and promote all manner of agricultural research, the Agricultural
Research Foundation (ARF). Imitating a successful institution at the University of Wisconsin,
this incorporated group was a scientific and educational undertaking. They received revenue
from gifts, donations, grants and contributions. They also earned income from inventions,
scientific discoveries, patents, trademarks and copyrights, and scientific formulas. The ARF was
operated by three trustees and eleven directors, each serving a three-year term.'®! This group was
responsible for stimulating Oregon’s agricultural research community, and thereby its farmers,
during the State’s difficult economic times.

The growth of Oregon’s poultry industry between 1920 and 1930 was reflected in the
Fifteenth United States Census. Records show that the number of chickens raised in Oregon in
1920 was 3,150,155; that number climbed to over 4.6 million by 1930, and were worth

$4,228,418. In 1920 Oregon chickens produced 14,625,720 eggs and within a decade that

 The salary cuts were structured thusly: the first cut implemented a 5% reduction of the first $1,000 earned,
increasing to 15% up to $5,000 earned and up from there; the second cut took 9% of the first $1,000, and 27% up to
$5,000, etc; and the third and final pay cut reduced by 5% and 30% and up from there. These pay cuts devastated the
higher education system in Oregon.

1% 700 Years of Progress, 57-61.

11100 Years of Progress, 3.
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number had nearly doubled to 28,342,459. These eggs were valued at $9,134,412. By 1930,

Oregon’s poultry farms were valued at $20,331,305.'%

Without a doubt, the poultry industry was
a valuable contributor in the State’s twentieth century agricultural development.

In the early 1900s, while some fanciers still focused solely upon “pure-bred” poultry for
exhibition, increasing numbers of Oregon’s poultry breeders were concentrating on commercial
production. An article in the August 1914 Northwest Poultry Journal explains, “The profits from
pure-bred poultry and eggs sold for breeding and exhibition are rarely greater and often less than
those from market poultry.”'® More and more poultry farmers were realizing good profits from
raising chickens assisted by new technology such as brooders, incubators and electric lights,
expansion of railroad lines, and improvements in cold storage. By the 1920s, scientists were
focusing purely upon increasing egg production and breeding for that purpose. Poultry shows
took on a different flavor as exhibitors touted “good layer”, or “high producer” in their hen
descriptions. Supported by continuous scientific information coming from the agricultural
college and the Extension Service agents, books and farm journals, associations, clubs and
societies, Oregon’s poultry industry had become a relentless growing force in the state’s

agricultural repertoire.

192 15" Census of the United States, 1930, Vol. III, Agriculture, Part III, (Washington D.C.: United States Census
Office, 1932), 488.

'% Harry B. Soulen, “Poultry Exhibitions: Fitting and Exhibition Poultry, Judging, and the Trade in Pure-bred
Poultry and Eggs,” Northwest Poultry Journal, 19, no.8 (August, 1914): 11-12.







Chapter Two

ARCHITECTURAL HISTORY OF THE POULTRY BUILDING

A Brief History of American Architecture, 1919 to 1930
Profound changes occurred within the collective American psyche during the era of the

Poultry Building. After World War I, the United States withdrew from the world scene into a

“shell of isolationism” and attempted a return to “business as usual”.'" As Architectural

historian, Leland M. Roth states: “Historical periods are often defined by economic shifts
coinciding with major military conflicts.”'* This period, roughly 1919 to 1930, was one such
period and its unique mind-set was reflected throughout society; two examples of where this can
be seen are in community planning and architecture. Factory owners built worker housing to
support the industries involved in the war effort. Suburbs grew up along commuter rail lines and,
later, the automobile allowed suburbs to spring up far from mass transit lines. U.S. architecture
during this time period favored such historicist revivals as Colonial, Neo-Classical, Tudor,
Mediterranean, and Spanish Colonial, to name but a few. These traditional classical styles
offered an association with the familiar, the comfortable, and the safe. Architects who drew from
the post-war turmoil and upheaval struck out not on a new path, but an established one.'"

One of these historicist revivals, Spanish Colonial, reached a new pinnacle of popularity
after the 1915 Panama-California Exposition in San Diego; it was especially fashionable in

California and Florida.'"” Bertram Grosvenor Goodhue (1869-1924), architect of the exposition,

19 eland M. Roth, American Architecture: A History, (Boulder, Colorado: Westview Press,

2001), 339.

108 Roth, American Architecture: A History, 339.

1% David P. Handlin, American Architecture, 2™ edition, (London: Thames & Hudson Ltd., 2004), 170.

197 Spanish Colonial Revival is also referred to as Spanish Eclectic in Virginia and Lee McAlester’s A Field Guide
to American Houses, (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1995), 417; Roth, American Architecture: A History, 347,
Handlin, American Architecture, 178-180.
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chose a Spanish motif for the buildings he designed. He had performed a comprehensive study of
Spanish Colonial architecture and was concurrently designing residences in Los Angeles in the
style.'%® Other architects were inspired by the spotlight shown upon the Exposition’s architecture
and were moved to design residences and public buildings in the Spanish Colonial Revival style.
A wonderful example of this is the lobby of the Los Angeles Biltmore Hotel, designed by
architects Schultze and Weaver. Although the exterior of the 1923 hotel is in the “Italo-Spanish
Renaissance” style, the three-story lobby with its intricate wooden beamed ceiling and grand
staircase with ornate wrought-iron balustrade is certainly all Spanish.'®

Likewise in Florida, architects were taken with the Spanish Colonial Revival style.
Prolific architect Addison Mizner designed the Palm Beach Everglades Club (1918-1919) for
Paris Singer, the Daniel H. Carstairs house (1923) and Mar-A-Lago (1927), both in Palm Beach,
and the Dieterich House (1930) in Montecito, California, using variations on the Spanish Revival
style. Architects around the country used this style to express everything from the simplest
cottages to grand mansions, public buildings and private clubs.

New communities in Florida and Southern California, and established towns such as
Santa Barbara, California, chose this style for a comprehensive civic expression through
architecture.!'’ One architect at work in the transformation of Santa Barbara was George
Washington Smith. A classically trained architect (Harvard and the Ecole des Beaux-Arts in

Paris), he developed a Spanish Revival style for many of the buildings in the area that was

simple and restrained; this style became known unofficially as the “Santa Barbara school of

1% McAlester and McAlester, A Field Guide to American Houses, 418; Roth, American Architecture: A History,
347

'® Roth, American Architecture: A History, 347; Handlin, American Architecture, 193-194.

1o, Roth, American Architecture: A History, 348; McAlester and McAlester, 4 Field Guide to American Houses,
418.







architecture”.!!! The Spanish Revival style reached its height of popularity during the 1920s and
30s, and fell out of favor by the 1940s.""

Architects such as Smith who were trained at the Ecole des Beaux-Arts could satisfy the
desire for these traditional styles. Students at the Ecole were instructed in architectural and
design theory that became ubiquitous in many of the prominent architectural firms in the United
States. Beginning in 1894, Julien-Aziis Guadet espoused these principles of design in his lectures
at the Ecole. He spoke of architecture as art, not as formulaic science. As art has principles, so
too does architecture.!'> At the Ecole, students learned to analyze the utilitarian areas of a given
design problem which necessitated an understanding of the requirements and purpose of each
space. This was the development of the parti — the “starting point™ which incorporated the
functional requirements of each space within the building. The student would evaluate the
building site and its climate so as to position the structure with the best views and to take
advantage of the “natural ventilation.”'"* The design would have to be buildable. The student
would have to express the truth of the plan and clearly show its strength. The design should also
deal effectively yet simply with circulation through the building. Windows, necessary for both
light and ventilation, should be plentiful. Students also learned that they would be required to
sacrifice certain spaces for the position of the most significant space. Additionally, students had

to consider beauty; Guadet lectured that an axially-arranged plan, with attention paid to lines of

' Jeffery Howe, ed., The Houses We Live In: An Identification Guide to the History and Style of American
Domestic Architecture, (San Diego: Thunder Bay Press, 2002), 312-313.

McAlester and McAlester, A Field Guide to American Houses, 418.

'3 Julien-Aziis Guadet, Elements and Theories of Architecture, as quoted in America Builds: Source Documents in
Architecture and Planning, Draft for Second Edition, compiled by Leland M. Roth, (Leland M. Roth, 2006), 23 of
252,

" Guadet, Elements and Theories of Architecture, as quoted in America Builds, 26 of 252.
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115 Also, students should practice symmetry in their

sight and courtyards would create beauty.
design and include enough variety to bring out character.
Guadet believed that a good design should be essentially classic but not a strict adherence
to the “ancient orders.”''® As Roth writes,
These more conservative minded architects, many of them university educated,
Ecole trained, and well traveled, developed a creative academic eclecticism,
correct in the manipulation of historicist detail, carefully planned to accommodate
movement, full of readily grasped symbolic images of public function.!””
Beaux-Arts architects designed in a variety of revival styles yet did not replicate the historic

precedents. Instead, they applied historic detailing, incorporated the latest domestic technology

and offered modern floor plans in houses inspired by the classic architectural styles.

A wonderful example of Ecole instruction is Julia Morgan,"'® architect for William

Randolph Hearst’s complex in San Simeon, who brilliantly executed the design in the Spanish
Baroque or Spanish Renaissance style. The twin towers of the Casa Grande’s western fagade
(1927) clearly reflect their origin in the classical architecture of fifteenth- and sixteenth-century
cathedrals in southern Spain, while the smaller guesthouses (1923) are evidence of Morgan’s

119

expertise with the Spanish Renaissance style.'"” Another fine example of classical Ecole training

is Folger Johnson, architect of the Poultry Building at the Oregon State Fairgrounds in Salem.

"% Guadet, Elements and Theories of Architecture, as quoted in America Builds, 30 of 252.

Y16 Guadet, Elements and Theories of Architecture, as quoted in America Builds, 21 of 252.

17 Leland M. Roth, Under ing Archii e: Its El ts, History, and Meaning, (Boulder,

Colorado: Westview Press, 1993), 460.

8 nitially prevented from attending the Ecole due to her gender, Morgan was finally granted entrance in 1898 due
to placing thirteenth on the entrance examination out of nearly 400 applicants. She was the first woman to be
accepted into the architecture program at the school.

1% Sara Holmes Boutelle, Julia Morgan, Architect, Revised and updated edition, (New York: Abbeville Press
Publishers, 1995), 177; Mark Anthony Wilson, Julia Morgan: Architect of Beauty, (Salt Lake City: Gibbs Smith,
Publisher, 2007), 114.







Folger Johnson: Poultry Building Architect

Folger Johnson was a classically trained architect hired to design
the Poultry Building for the Oregon State Fair. It was his education at the
Ecole des Beaux-Arts which inspired him in his creation of the design of

e the building. He began his career in New York but soon resettled in

10. Folger
Johnson. Portland, Oregon in 1911. During the early nineteen-teens Johnson met
Photograph courtesy

of Richard Ellison and married Edith Waldo, daughter of Clara and Judge John Waldo. They
Ritz, Architects of

Oregon: A . X
Biographical had one son, Brian Waldo Johnson. Several of his designs were for

Dictionary of

Aflcgg;fm; 20559”5“1 socially and politically important clients, thus elevating his status as an
- an

Centuries, 2002. o 5 s g : . . o
Ly architect in certain social circles. The body of his work includes significant

buildings in and around the Portland area, including the Dr. A.E. Rockey House, the Albertina
Kerr Nursery, four of the seven Portland area branches of Carnegie Libraries and the Poultry
Building at the State Fairgrounds. Johnson’s professional career spanned more than fifty years in
both partnerships and solo practice.

The Career and Architecture of Folger Johnson

Born the 4" of July, 1882, in Columbus, Georgia, Folger Johnson attended the Georgia

School of Technology and graduated in 1902. Johnson later received his Bachelor of
Architecture degree from Columbia University and then sailed to Paris to attend the Ecole des
Beaux-Arts. Upon his return to the United States in 1910, he worked in New York City as a
designer in an architecture office. There he worked on several designs for the building surge that
was occurring in Florida. One of his projects was a design for the Tampa Beach gates. Johnson
was only in New York for a year before he headed to Portland, Oregon, and quickly established

his partnership with McDonald E. Mayer. Their firm, Johnson and Mayer, was responsible for
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designing the Gresham Library, the Portland Golf Club (1913) and the Dr. A.E. Rockey House

(1913) in Portland, and other work. The partnership lasted until 1916, whereupon Johnson set up

his own practice. He received his Oregon architecture license, number 31, in 1919.1%

By 1920, Johnson had developed an association with Jamieson Parker; they practiced as
Folger Johnson & Jamieson Parker, Associated Architects. Their company was commissioned
for the design of the Albertina Kerr Nursery (1921) and the Poultry Building at the Oregon State
Fairgrounds (1921). In 1925, Johnson and Parker formed a partnership with Carl H. Wallwork,
Johnson, Parker and Wallwork. One of their key designs was the Dr. John S. Rankin House in
Portland (1930). The partnership was short-lived, and Johnson returned to solo practice. By
1931, he joined yet again with Carl Wallwork in a partnership that also included Hollis E.
Johnston; their firm was Johnson, Wallwork & Johnston. Their major commission was The
Town Club, in Portland, which may have been at the behest of his mother-in-law, Mrs. Clara
Humason Waldo, a prominent member.'?!

By 1934, Folger Johnson joined in a partnership with Wallwork and John K. Dukehart,
who had worked as a draftsman for Johnson. This was Johnson’s longest lasting partnership —
over twelve years. This firm was responsible for the designs of four of the seven Carnegie
Library branches in Portland: St. Johns, Arleta, South Portland and Rose City; and the library in
Pendleton, to name but a few.

Upon Jamieson Parker’s death in 1940, Folger Johnson was appointed to replace him as

the State Director of the Federal Housing Administration; a position he held until 1950. At that

"Richard Ellison Ritz, Architects of Oregon: A Biographical Dictionary of Architects Deceased— 19" and 20"
Centuries, (Portland, Oregon: Lair Hill Publishing, 2002), 212.

2! Mrs. Clara Waldo, born in May 1858 in The Dalles, was the first woman in Oregon to be appointed regent on the
Board of Regents at Oregon State University in 1906. Waldo Hall, a significant building on the OSU campus, was
named in her honor. She was the wife of well-known pioneer and Oregon Supreme Court judge, John B. Waldo.
Found Online at http://www.open.org/pioneerc/pg46.html.
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time, he once again established his own practice in which he continued for the next 15 years. On
November 4%, 1970, Folger Johnson died at the age of 8812

An examination of some of Johnson’s work clearly shows the influence of his Ecole des
Beaux-Arts training and how that education directly affected his design for the Oregon State Fair
Poultry Building. Johnson’s design for the home of Dr. Alpha Eugene Rockey (1913), a
prominent physician and professor at the University of Oregon’s Medical School, and his wife,

Phila Jane, is in the Italian Renaissance style (see Figure 11).

o Re g g :
11. The A.E. Rockey House. Courtesy Oregon’s Architectural
Heritage by James B. Norman, Solo Press, 1986.

Through the design of the A.E. Rockey House, Johnson reflects his deep understanding of the
classical European models. His training at the Ecole des Beaux-Arts allowed for his regal
conception of the home’s design following the requirements of each room’s use while not
sacrificing the beauty of its space. The elegantly symmetrical fagade has large front windows
which provide light for the interior spaces and which are set off by the beautifully ornate railings

of the balconies. The porte cochere is a modern interpretation facilitating a covered drive through

122 Richard Ellison Ritz, Architects of Oregon, 116-117; 212-213; 307-309; and 407-408.
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which to comfortably enter the house, while the raised front terrace is a grand yet welcoming
entrance. It is obvious, Johnson’s design is replete with attention paid to even the smallest detail.

The Albertina Kerr Nursery (1921) was one of the first facilities of its kind in the West. It
was constructed as an orphanage and treatment center for the care of mothers with venereal

diseases. Additionally it was a teaching annex of the University of Oregon Medical School for

interns and graduate nursing students.'?® Folger Johnson designed the Nursery in the

Neoclassical Style which is reminiscent of an earlier era (see Figure 12).

Fig. 12. The Albertina Kerr Nursery. Courtesy Courtesy Orega 's
Architectural Heritage by James B. Norman, Solo Press, 1986.

Utilizing traditional Georgian detailing in a classically massed plan, his modern, regional
interpretation is subtle and restrained. Constructed with traditional materials in a contemporary
manner and featuring all the modern medical conveniences, the building reflects Johnson’s
classical education through its strength of design and simple beauty.

Folger Johnson was the epitome of a classically trained Ecole architecture student. His

designs are typical of the period and of his education. During this time period, he designed in the

12 James B. Norman, Oregon'’s Architectural Heritage: The National Register Properties of the Portland Area,
(Salem, Oregon: The Solo Press, 1986), 142.
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latest styles and was able to offer his clients the favored historicist revivals. Johnson’s classical
designs offered his clients recognizable, composed, sound architectural styles. He used his
classical training to further the emotional distance of the post-war upheaval by creating
reassuring, traditional, confident designs. This was the man the Oregon State Fair Board hired to
design the new Poultry Building in 1921.

The Oregon State Fair and Construction of the Poultry Building

In 1860, the Pomological Society (aka the Oregon Fruit Growers Association), joined
forces with farmers from Multnomah and Clackamas Counties, and the county agricultural
societies of Marion, Yamhill and Linn Counties to create the Oregon State Agricultural
Society.'** In 1861, they held the first Oregon State Fair near the Gladstone/Oregon City area
near the banks of the Clackamas River. The following year, to escape river flooding in Oregon
City, they held the second State Fair, and all subsequent fairs, in Salem. Over the years, the
acreage of the fairgrounds regularly increased through land donations and land purchases. New
buildings were constructed as needs arose and finances were available. By 1900, the fairgrounds
encompassed 160 acres and had a 10,000-seat grandstand, horse stables, cattle stalls, sheep and
swine sheds, hay barns, a large poultry house, a machinery building, an office, an exhibit
pavilion, a camping area and a mile-long oval horse racing track.'?” It was the Fair Board,
created in 1899 by the legislature and appointed by the governor, who determined the need for

new buildings and worked with the state legislature to appropriate funding for the construction of

2 John Minto, “History of the State Fair: The Birth and Growth of the Oregon State Agricultural Society,” The
Pacific Homestead 2, no. 2 (13 September 1900): 1.
Minto, “History of the State Fair,” The Pacific Homestead 2, no. 2 (13 September 1900): 3.
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such projects.'% Typically, Legislative appropriations to the Fair covered award premiums, some
. st : 127
operating costs, capital improvements and some maintenance.

The Era of the Poultry Building

During the early part of the twentieth century, the Fair Board began a progressive
program of improvements to the fairgrounds. They undertook installation of a new woven-wire
fence set on iron posts around the entire perimeter of the fairgrounds; installed a new six-inch
water main with branches serving all existing buildings; invested in a new sewer facility; and
completed a large-scale landscaping plan.'?® Then the Board’s attention turned to the
construction of new permanent buildings.

One of their first big construction projects of the twentieth century was a new “livestock
coliseum” in which livestock judging and horse shows would take place. On January 17, 1918,
discussions began in earnest with regards to the proposed coliseum project and Lewis Irvine
Thompson was hired as the architect. His early plan was drawn with a seating capacity of 3,500
but the Fair Board insisted the new coliseum seat 5,000 and have a “show ring not less than
80x180 feet.”'?* The architect suggested constructing the building in “units” with the cost
approximately $13,000 per unit. Mr. Thorensen was hired as contractor and ads for bids were

placed in Salem and Portland newspapers. The low bid of $16,820 by Siewert & Engstrom was

accepted by the Fair Board, and then abruptly withdrawn by the contractors. A later meeting

126 Minto, “History of the State Fair,” The Pacific Homestead 2, no. 2 (13 September 1900): 1; Fair History, Oregon
State Fair, Internet, Online at www.oregonstatefair.org/about_fair/fair_history.

%" These appropriations varied year-by-year. In 1928, the Fair began to receive millage fees from Marion County
and in 1933, funds from the racing commission. Found in Financial Report - Oregon State Fair, Oregon State Fair
Records, Financial, 1919-1950, Oregon State Archives.

18 Horace Addis and George N. Angell, “Sixty-Year-Old Fair is Still Growing: Annual Exposition at Salem Mirrors
the Resources of the Great State of Oregon,” The Oregon Farmer, (6 October 1921): 5-6.

' State Board of Agriculture Minutes, 1916-1931, Oregon State Fair Records, Department of Agriculture, Oregon
State Archives, 113.
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between the Board and Siewert & Engstrom proved successful and a contract price of $14,630
was agreed upon for the first unit,'®

Alternately referred to as the “stadium building,” the livestock coliseum,” or the “new
stadium,” the new building occupied the Fair Board with construction details. By April of 1918
the Board had accepted the State Board of Control’s offer of supplying Penitentiary brick for the
second unit at a rate of “$7.00 per thousand F.O.B. cars or wagons” and S.A. Hughes was

contracted to complete “brickwork, materials and installation of iron (supplied by the State Fair

Board)” for a price of $8,870 and cement work for an additional $825.141 By June of the same

year, the State Board of Agriculture Minutes reflect the architect’s pleasure with “the progress of
the new building and the quality of work™ and report the award of the construction of the second

unit again to Siewert & Engstrom. LE2

£

S ey Lxd O i EEE
Fig. 13. The Horse Stadium circa 1930s; note the classic landscaping, walkways and park-like plaza. Photograph
courtesy Oregon Historical Society.

1%° State Board of Agriculture Minutes, 1916-1931, 121-127.
"i State Board of Agriculture Minutes, 1916-1931, 129-133.
52 State Board of Agriculture Minutes, 1916-1931, 137.
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Later minutes convey the completion of the building’s final details, such as installation of the
doors and windows, iron folding doors at the entrances and the painting of “two coats of light
color paint” on the doors and windows.'*

By August, the Board had approved the removal of all buildings in front of the new
stadium building. In February of the following year, work proceeded to “move all buildings that
could be moved, and tear down those impossible to move.” Among the buildings slated for

destruction were a silo owned by the Salem Mercantile Company, a building owned by the

Episcopal Church, and a meat market owned by B.E. Edwards.'** The Board was working to

clear the fairgrounds of “old” structures as part of their ground improvements and to open space
for the construction of other new buildings. The record does not indicate how many structures
were moved or demolished.

At the annual Fair Board meeting in early January 1921, new department heads and the
new Building Committee were elected.'>® Board President A.C Marsters was again elected head
of the Poultry, Educational, Floral, Building and Grounds Departments. The Building Committee
was comprised of Directors R.A. Linn, A.C. Marsters, J.E. Reynolds, and Secretary A.H. Lea.
By early March, the Fair Board had inspected the grounds and agreed upon the location of two
new buildings, a machinery building and the poultry building.”*® In the Minutes, the Fair Board
Secretary described the site for the new poultry building; it was to be located “at the place where

the Spaulding silo and office building are now located and continuing east one hundred forty feet

"% State Board of Agriculture Minutes, 1916-1931, 169-171.

34 State Board of Agriculture Minutes, 1916-1931, 172-173.

53 State Board of Agriculture Minutes, 1916-1931, 181.

1% In 1917, Judge William Coats had urged the Fair Board to construct a new poultry pavilion; his recommendation
was put aside until 1921. In recognition, the Board elected Coats to present the poultry awards in the new building
during the 60® Annual Oregon State Fair. “Oregon State Fair Poultry Show,” Northwest Poultry Journal 67 no. 10
(October 1921): 4.
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by a width of eighty feet facing on the present hard surface walk.” 137 The matter of construction
was left in the hands of the Building Committee. On Sunday, March 6, 1921, the local
newspaper, The Oregon Statesman, reported on the newly proposed buildings at the fairgrounds.
They wrote, . . . other construction will be a new poultry, rabbit and livestock building . . . [this
building] will cost from $10,000 to $15,000.”"3® The next week the paper reported that the Fair
Board decided to begin construction of the new poultry building “at once.”'

At the March 14, 1921 meeting of the Building Committee, drawings were on hand of the
proposed machinery and poultry buildings. The Minutes indicate the Committee’s decisions,

The Secretary presented drawings of the Machinery and Poultry buildings, which

are to be erected upon the Fair Grounds. Prices of lumber, roofing and shingles

were submitted, after which it was moved and carried that Director Linn purchase

the lumber necessary for construction of these buildings, and if a better price than

that already submitted, namely $2.60 per thousand, is offered on shingles, that he

also purchase shingles. Director Linn was also authorized to purchase the

necessary hollow tile from Salem Tile and Mercantile Company for the Poultry

Building.

It was moved and carried that these buildings, and all the work be done by day

labor, and the Secretary was authorized to hire the necessary help for this purpose.

Folger Johnson was employed as Architect on the Poultry Building. The Secretary

was authorized to purchase the necessary roofing, hardware, and all other

materials necessary for the construction of said buildings.'*

A thorough reading of the State Board of Agriculture Minutes after March of 1921
reveals no further mention of the Poultry Building’s construction progress. Then, finally, on
August 8, 1921, the Minutes state that the Superintendent of the Poultry Department was

authorized to purchase coops for the “new poultry building” and a discussion was held regarding

painting of both the sheep barn and the new Poultry Building. It was decided that “the Secretary

57 State Board of Agriculture Minutes, 1916-1931,215-217.

138 «“Buildings at Fair Grounds 1921 Program,” Oregon Statesman (Salem), 6 March 1921, p. 1.

%% “State Fair Will Proceed with Buildings,” Oregon Statesman (Salem), 8 March 1921, p. 3.

0 State Board of Agriculture Minutes, 1916-1931, Oregon State Fair Records, Department of Agriculture, 219-220.
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was instructed to have the poultry building painted with cold water paint, and the sheep barn

painted with white wash, if possible.”'*!

Conversely, the local newspapers wrote often about the new poultry building. The

Oregon Statesman, between March 6™ and September 27% of 1921, carried eleven articles on the

Poultry Building alone, thereby showing their support for the State Fair and, more importantly,
the State’s poultry industry. An editorial on March 15 not only shared the editor’s
encouragement for the burgeoning industry while singing the praises of the new building, but all
the while boosted Salem’s role in the process. He wrote,

It has paid the poultrymen to wait. There is to be a new poultry building this year

on the State Fair Grounds, and it is to be a magnificent structure, of hollow tile

construction, stucco finish, and a composition roof, and it is to be 80 by 140 feet.

It is to be on the corner where the roadway turns to go to the new stadium—a fine

location. The fast developing poultry industry of Oregon deserves the recognition

that this new building will give it. There is bound to be a distinctive poultry

headquarters city in Oregon. Salem must strive to secure and retain this

recognition. Once given a good lead, the growth will be cumulative. Birds of a

feather flock together.'*
As well, on page 6 of the same issue, the Statesman estimated the cost of the new Poultry
Building at $20,000 to be built by “day labor.”'** By revealing details about the new building,
this newspaper’s reporting kept the local readers informed and interested in the progress of its
construction. By June 2", the paper was reporting that the building was under construction. It
was to be “a structure of beauty and utility; thoroughly up to date and worthy of the city and the

section and the commonwealth . . . it is being built by day labor, under the plans and

specifications of Folger Johnson, Portland architect and will accommodate 4000 birds.”'**

! State Board of Agriculture Minutes, 1916-1931, Oregon State Fair Records, Department of Agriculture, 225. This
sheep barn was the old poultry building rebuilt for a new use — sheep. “Vast Improvements on State Fair Grounds,”
Pacific Homestead 43, no. 4 (28 July 1921): 11.

"2 Editorial, Oregon Statesman (Salem), 15 March 1921, p. 2.

1 «Buildings Construction is Authorized by the Board,” Oregon Statesman (Salem), 15 March 1921, p. 6.

14 «Awakening Interest in the Poultry Industry,” editorial, Oregon Statesman (Salem), 2 June 1921, p. 2.
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Often, the newspaper’s journalists would boast of the Oregon legislature’s continued
support of the State Fair and their financing construction of new buildings at the fairgrounds.
They wrote derisively of Idaho’s decision to cut appropriation bills for state and district fairs, and
claimed, “Oregon, more wise to the necessity of keeping up heart, and the spirit of progress, and
the ways of spreading good example among the people, appropriated enough money to insure a
splendid fair.”'** By late July, the Statesman was reporting enthusiastically on the construction

progress of the new building. They wrote,

The new poultry building is nearing completion. It is one of the finest, if not the
best, poultry exhibit buildings in the United States. It is 80 by 140 feet long with
31-foot pillars. The floor will be of cement, and the outside finished with cement
plaster, with hollow tile walls and a patent tile roof. In the center of the building
will be a pool, with a fountain in the shape of a duck, especially designed for this
building. Clear around the building the windows are ornamented with rooster
heads. . . It was designed by Architect Folger Johnson of Portland."*®

In mid-September, just prior to the Fair, the Statesman wrote of the newly completed
Poultry Building. A reporter interviewed the Superintendent of Poultry, Edward Shearer, whom
he found in the new building installing exhibition cages. Of the building, he wrote, “The
beautiful fountain in the center of the poultry pavilion is completed and the large pool at its base
will be filled with trout during the fair which will be an interesting attraction.”"*’ Moreover, in
an article written on the second day of the Fair, the Statesman reported on the new Poultry

Building, “The lighting and ventilation of this building are the most commendable features,

15 «Building Busy At Fair Grounds: Machinery, Poultry Sheds and Other Things Make Good Showing,” Oregon
Statesman (Salem), 22 June 1921, p. 5.

146 “State Fair is Dressing Up,” Oregon Statesman (Salem), 27 July 1921, p. 3.

147 «Coops Put in at Pavilion,” Oregon Statesman (Salem), 18 September 1921, p. 2. While the addition of trout to
the fountain would have been incredible for fairgoers, this author could find no additional reference to this plan in
any resource. However the October 10, 1921 issue of The Pacific Homestead (page 7) claimed that “mallards were
swimming in the fountain in the center of the building” during the fair. Again, this claim could not be verified.
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while the fountain and pool in the center, the telephone booth and other conveniences make it the

admiration of every breeder of poultry and pet stock, as well as the public generally.”'*®

Fig. 14. From top: Horse Stadium; center:
Poultry Building; and, bottom: The
Pavilion (which was lost to fire in 1967).
Taken from the cover of the Northwest
Poultry Journal, September 1922.
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Farm and poultry journals were also commenting on the State Fair’s new Poultry
Building (see Figure 14). The Oregon Farmer wrote of the newly completed building,

The poultry building is said to be without a superior on a state fair ground
anywhere on the Coast, and probably not in the entire country. . . The lighting and
ventilation are perfect, and the construction of the building is such that a 35-foot
space in the center, running the entire length, is free from pillars. A permanent
fountain plays in the center, and the plan of the building calls for the construction
of a wing for pet stock and of an office for the superintendent.'*

As well, the Northwest Poultry Journal’s September 1921 issue gave a glowing report of the new

Poultry Building. In the caption under a photograph of the newly finished building they reported,

148 «First Awards in Poultry Exhibit are Made Known,” Oregon Statesman (Salem), 27 September 1921, p. 3. The
mention of a “phone booth” in the Poultry Building is the first and the only reference this author has read of this
detail.

' Horace Addis and George N. Angell, “Sixty-Year-Old Fair is Still Growing: Annual Exposition at Salem Mirrors
the Resources of the Great State of Oregon,” The Oregon Farmer (6 October 1921): 6. This author could find no
additional source which corroborated the claim that a wing to house pet stock was to be constructed on the poultry
building.
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The new poultry pavilion on the Oregon State Fair grounds at Salem. It is
constructed of hollow tile, stucco finished and has a tile roof. The main gable roof
is about four feet higher than the platform roof surrounding it, permitting of a

high row of windows from which an excellent sky light effect is secured. This

building is 80x140 feet and has 31 foot pillars. There are large double door

entrances on its four sides, concrete floor with a very artistic fountain and pool in

the center of the building. The ornaments shown above the windows and

entrances are large busts of roosters, above which are flag staffs. It is fire proof

and no doubt the finest poultry pavilion in the West.!%

While the final decision to build a new Poultry Building was made in early 1921, construction
was not started until, at best, late March. Yet, the Poultry Building was completed in time for the
60th State Fair held September 26" to October 1%, 1921. The final cost was $40,000 - $10,000 of
which was supplied by the State Legislature; the Fair Board borrowed the balance, which was to
be paid back by fair receipts.'”!

Owing to the importance of the new building to the community, farm and poultry
journals and the local newspapers regularly covered the construction of the Poultry Building. In
showing support for the State Fair and Oregon’s growing poultry industry, the print media
reflects the concerns of the community at large — the desire for a successful, stable commercial
industry to support farmers and their families. And it was Oregon’s poultry business that would
provide this for many people.

From the rise of historicist revivals to the forefront of fashionable architecture, to the
classical training received by its architect, the Poultry Building reflects the society from which it
was born. Designing in the popular Spanish Colonial Revival style, Folger Johnson created a
lasting expression 