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In Search of Security: Kinship and the Farm Family
on the North Shore of Lake Huron (Ontario), 1879-1939

This study explores the extent to which migration,
kinship and social and economic security programs were
utilized by 1individuals in order to increase their 'life
chances’'. The study area consists of three contiguous
townships on the north shore of Lake Huron during an era of
profound transitions in Canadian society between 1879 and
1939 and also enccompassing the local evolution from frontier
to established agricultural community.

Within nineteenth century North American populations,
two groups can be distinguished: the geographically stable
'core' minority and a geographically mobile majority. In
the study area, as elsewhere, the farm family functioned as
a socio-economic institution. The family farm was a source
of security, stability and wealth. Paradoxically, while it
bound some to the land, it also forced others to leave. As
a social unit, the farm family tried to protect and promote
the interests of all family members in order to increase
their 'life chances'. However, economic realities meant
that social welfare often had to be subordinated to the need
to attain economic stability in a society with few alternate
sources of assistance.

Farmers wanted to provide a 'start in life' for all
of their children; but they were loathe to subdivide the
farm lest that practice compromise its economic viability.
Small farms could not support a family. Conversely,
providing for non-inheriting children also depleted capital
accrued by the farm. Kinship conventions governed the
crucial interface between social and economic functions of
these families. They provided flexibility in the orderly
transfer of land from the older generation to the younger
and fair compensation for those who didn't inherit.

The Rowell-Sirois Report of 1940 suggests that the
stresses upon families of unemployment, aging, illness and
untimely death, accelerated by the changes from a
predominantly rural, agricultural society to an urban,
industrial one, were 1inadegquately met by traditional

kinship-oriented mutual support networks.
This study examines the extent to which this

assertion 1is wvalid and the extent to which the first

government programs to improve social and economic welfare
modified the uncertainties of survival to 1939. Personal

characteristics indicative of kinship relations are stron-ly
associated with geographical stability or mobility amcng
farm family members.
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Chapter One: The Settlement Geography of °'New' Lands

When John MacGregor ! decided to homestead in Algoma,
his three oldest children accompanied him north in the fall
of 1879. Robert, the eldest, was twenty-one years of age
and chose a lot for himself immediately south-east of that
chosen by his father. David, sixteen, helped his father and
Isabelle, eighteen, cooked for the men. They returned by
boat to Sydenham Township in Grey County just before the
winter freeze-up.

The MacGregor family, John, his wife Sarah, and their
ten children ranging in age from two to twenty-two, moved to
Day Township, in the District of Algoma, the following
spring. Three more children were born to them before 1885,
one shortly after they arrived. John was killed in an
accident while clearing land in 1888, the year in which his
son John also died. A young daughter died in this period.
In the 1890s, the eldest daughter married a blacksmith in
Thessalon and another married the son of a local farmer.

Sarah continued to farm with her son David for the
thirty-four vyears of her widowhood. She met the
homesteading requirements, received title to the land and
eventually transferred the east half of her lot to her son
bDave. The west half was transferred to William, the fifth
son, who stayed a 1little more than a decade before he
transferred the land to Dave's son. Will moved to the
village of Sowerby in the western part of Day Township.
After the turn of the century, four children moved to
western Canada at different times: a son and daughter to
Saskatchewan and a son and daughter to Vancouver.

1.1 Settlement Geography and Social Institutions:
An Introduction

The settlement geography of 'new' lands is

1. Names have been changed for some of the specific
family histories included at the beginnings of chapters.



instructive of the interplay between 1land and people,

mediated by economic, social and political institutions.
The broad outlines have been delineated concerning the
taking up of land by Europeans in the nineteenth century.
Much remains to be discovered about the subtle details of
the interaction of social, political and economic relations
and the discrepancies between plans and adaptations of
settlers, which resulted 1in the eventual reality of
settlements. Most prominent has been a focus upon the
initiation and organization of settlement by economic
activity. It is only in the past decade that the importance
of social institutions in the development of settlements has
become apparent.

The evidence of the 1large family described here
illustrates several features of late nineteenth century
North American society and raises gquestions about the
relationships between social institutions and settlement,
specifically kinship, migration and stability. Nine members
of this family died locally, and three of these deaths could
be considered premature. Two of those were young children
who are not counted as permanent residents for the purposes
of this study because the timing of their deaths precluded
any conscious decision on their part to move or to stay.
Within the group of thirteen people who reached maturity was

a geographically stable majority of seven and a



geographically mobile minority of six. These unexceptional
people were beset by a constant threat of life crises -
unpredictable events which threatened the 1life of an
individual and the welfare of the remaining family members.
Reliance on kinship bonds and networks was important in
coping with a variety of crises in life.

It is apparent that parents and children wanted to
remain in close proximity to one another. Migration into
and out of the area often took. place in family groups.
Arrival together meant that a kin network, however
fragmentary, was in place 1locally from the beginnings of
settlement. Friends and relatives also often arrived after
the initial family group settled. Children were an
important source of labour on a farm. 1In return for that
labour, parents were expected to compensate maturing
children by providing a start in life, even if it meant that
the extended family must move to a frontier.
There is no immediately apparent pattern among the children,
such as an exodus of younger sons or of daughters, which
would help to predict the fate of any one individual. Why,
then, did some. individuals stay and others move? What
personal characteristics of individuals distinguish between
the two groups? Did kinship relationships or external
events discriminate between movers and stayers, or was it a

combination of both?



Many possible but unsatisfying answers can Dbe
proposed to explain migration patterns illustrated here.
For example, out-migration in 1904 to western Canada
reflects a combination of push factors from the place of
origin: pressure for local agricultural land, wage labour
difficulties associated with fluctuations of the 1lumber
trade and problems in the process of industrialization in
Sault Ste. Marie (Van Emery: 1964; McDowall: 1984).
Factors drawing migrants to the west were diverse: the
potential of western lands due to improvements and successes
in dry farming techniques (Norrie: 1977), increasingly
efficient transportation and the enticement of ‘'free' 1land
grants by the Canadian government.

In stating these general circumstances of
outmigration, the extent to which each of these factors
contributed to individual decisions to move could not be
determined, nor would one be able to suggest why it was that
some families did not react to these pressures, or why some
lost only a few members while others made the exodus as a
group. The individual selection process is the focus of
this study. Not only were people affected by social and
economic forces within and without their immediate locale;
they were also affected to varying degrees by their family
circumstances.

One objective of this study is to determine whether



geographical mobility reflected a search by individuals for
socio-economic mobility or socio-economic security. Was it
a response to profound transitions in Canadian society,
namely those from rural to urban, from agrarian to
industrial, and from the independence and security of
farming to the dependence and relative insecurity of wage
labour? The primary empirical focus of this study is on the
role of kinship relationships in aiding the members of a
farming community. Kinship conventions served to promote
and protect the interests of all family members and
encouraged the stabiiity of family members in proximity to
one another. The role of kinship in geographical mobility
or stability is investigated through a case study of the
movements of residents of the townships of Day, Bright and
Bright Additional (District of Algoma), a nineteenth century
agricultural settlement in a lumbering district. The data
set created for this research is unique in its exhaustive
assessment of individuals from 1879 until 1939, a period
little studied because of the unavailability of usual
sources of information. All data sources known to exist
which pertain to individuals in the study area are blended
to recreate a comprehensive profile of individuals within
the context of their families: parents, siblings, spouses
and children. The experience of the 1251 residents known to

have arrived between 1879 and 1939 is examined until 1986.



The remainder of this chapter presents the context of
this investigation of the role of family relationships in
terms of previous research into geographical mobility in
nineteenth century Canada. It will emphasize the prevalent
dream of socio-economic independence among immigrants to
Canada and among migrants within Canada. This context
provides a background for the structure of the whole
research project: the choice of a theoretical framework
within a paradigm of behavioural geography, an hypothesis
leading to specific research questions about stability and
mobility, the choice of study area and data sources,
collection and integration and the methods of analysis to be

employed.

1.2 Geographical Mobility in Canada

The issues addressed in this research emanated from
an investigation of the 'meaning' of nineteenth century
geographical mobility within the United States and Canada.
Basically, the question is whether geographical mobility is
indicative of the search for alternative places in which to
improve one's socio-economic status or whether it was a
strategy to try to ensure socio-economic stability and
security. The arguments within the 1literature will be
discussed in detail in Chapter Two. The following section

presents an overview of the Canadian experience.



1.2.1 Social Mobility or Social Security?

The Canadian myth held that new settlement offered an
opportunity to become 'independent', that 1is, financially
secure, without the need to go beyond one's immediate family
for any major economic support (Splane: 1965, 15-16, 278-9;
Guest: 1980, 15).

"Everywhere the family and its relatives were a close
economic unit; the various members helped one another
when new enterprises were started or old ones failed.
Within [a] framework of order provided by public
authority, individuals were expected to work out their
own destiny unrestrained and unassisted by governments"”
(Smiley: 1963, 44).
The only source of economic assistance was the family-based
social welfare system (Smiley: 1963, 26). Dependence and
indebtedness were a galling burden, a sign of weakness and a
feared potential for compromising survival of all family
members (Guest: 1980, 15).

The association of inadequate income with
geographical mobility began long before in the 014 World.
Research into parish records and documents pertaining to
township residents who originated in the border area of
Scotland reveals some informative observations about social
conditions of the period before 1839. They are instructive
about the traditions and past experiences of those who came

to Canada in hopes of improving their lot. The Rev. J.M.

MacCulloch, Minister of the Parish of Kelso, reveals that:



"Among the most marked characteristics of all classes
... may be specified, beneficence to the poor, a large
spirit of hospitality, and a strong feeling of 1local
attachment. This last mentioned quality, in particular,
seems gquite indigeneous" (MacCulloch: 1839, 326).

He and the ministers of other parishes nearby reveal
the degree to which the stability of the traditionally
agricultural population was altered in the early nineteenth
century. The magnitude and discomfort of widespread
geographical mobility in an agriéultural community becomes
apparent,

"Occasional fluctuations in the aggregate population
furnish but too accurate an exponent of the constant
change which 1is taking place among the individuals
composing it. Though a few Border-names keep their
ground, from generation to generation, and thereby
indicate that the mass is not without a few stationary
particles, the great majority of the inhabitants may be
regarded as 'strangers in the 1land'. The number of
land-owners is far from considerable, who have had their
properties transmitted to them for a lengthened period
in lineal descent, from father to son:; and the pages of
the parish register, as well as the humble monuments of
the churchyard, bear witness to an equal fluctuation in
the case of the middle and working classes. It is now
as true of the borderers, at least of those of lower
Teviotdale, as of the inhabitants of places less fitted
to foster local attachment, that there is scarcely one
man in fifty who, if he survives the age of manhood, is
buried with his father" (MacCulloch: 1839, 322-323).

In these parishes is reflected also the precursor to
attitudes which would prevail towards the provision of
social welfare later in the Ontario milieu. Here is found

the idea that parish relief created dependency which paved

the way for moral decay. The minister of Ashkirk asserted



confidently that: "... the direct tendency of the system [of
parish relief] is to weaken the ties of kindred, to lower
the moral tone of the people, to relax industry, and to
diminish independence, unless met by powerful checks..." in
spite of his prefacing remark that "pauperism has [not] been

on the increase for a considerable number of years ....
(Hamilton: 1839, 277).

A pride in maintaining independence was certainly a
legacy of those migrants who had originated in the Borders:

"If a good act may be done to a neighbour, the
opportunity of doing it is seldom neglected. If any one
has been unfortunate, or has fallen into distress, he is
sure of the sympathy and active aid of those around him,
and often to a greater extent than they can well afford”
(Thomson: 1839, 120).

In the report for the Parish of Oxnam, Rev. James
Wight illustrates the humiliation associated with dependency
upon the parish:

"The mode of regular assessment for the maintenance of
the poor has been in operation here for a considerable
number of years. It has had the effect, certainly, of
lessening the shame and degradation naturally
experienced by needy applicants, and which at first were
felt so strongly, as, in various instances, to prevent
an application being made. As it is, however, a careful
and judicious distribution of the funds will best insure
the satisfaction of all parties" (Wight: 1839, 266).

The hope of acquiring farmland of their own led to the
exodus to the New World.

Here the belief in this myth of independence lived on
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and 1is further underscored by the 1lack of a Canadian
equivalent of a 'Poor Law', one of the few British
traditions not included in the British North America Act of
1867. It was not an oversight, nor a deliberate callousness
towards the less advantaged. Rather, it was based upon the
widespread assumption that the new start in Canada, ensured
to all by limitless farmland, would make it possible for the
Protestant ethic of hard work to reward families with a
secure future (Smiley: 1963, 44; Guest: 1980, 6).

The emphasis. in the settlement literature which
circulated in Europe and Canada (cf. the Canadian

Illustrated News Supplement: 1879, 75), was upon the

opportunity for farming. In comparison, opportunities for
employment in cities were rarely mentioned. Yet, as the
century progressed, more and more immigrants were staying in
the cities of Ontario; they could never hope to purchase a
developed farm in southern Ontario. Only second generation
Canadians or early arrivals to this area could afford to
take advantage of the 'Free Grant' lands.

Vernon Fowke (1962) advances the thesis that settlers
were not the self-sufficient pioneers of myth. Their
connection to external markets, as sSoon as development
permitted, confirms their interest in commercial farming but
it also ignores the fact that they were prepared and willing

to revert to traditional self-sufficiency if and when that
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strategy was required. The persistence of the myth of
self-sufficiency reflects its widespread acknowledgement as
a viable alternative among the strategies employed to ensure
social security.

The federal and provincial governments also catered
to the ideal of independence (Smiley: 1963, 44-45). They
were very anxious to settle the land as rapidly as possible
but were loathe to interfere by means of direct assistance
to farmers. Agriculture, above all other sectors of the
economy, was the hoped for stable base upon which the rest
of the economy could be built (Fowke: 1957, 10). Government
social and economic policies were geared towards indirect
intervention, designed to ease and encourage settlement and
to lessen the chances of farmers acquiring debt.

The Free Grants and Homesteads Act of 1868 provided
land free if settlement duties were met. It also protected
farmers from the temptation of debt by the condition that no
lands could be mortgaged until after the patent was received
nor could land be sold for mortgage default before twenty
years after a patent had been received. The farmer was
protected from seizure of the land effectively for
twenty~five vyears. The only exception was that the 1land
could be sold for non-payment of taxes.

Government intervention designed to encourage

Canadian industry countered the purpose of the land policy
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after 1879. The dilemma created has dogged Canadian
governments to the present day. Canadian manufactured
products could not compete with cheaper American goods. A
system of tariffs was enacted to protect Canada in the home
market (Smiley: 1963, 66). As a result, Canadian farmers
had to pay a high price for one of the major capital costs
in farming, machinery. Furthermore, using agriculture as
the basis of the national economy meant that farm products
were expected to compete on the world market at world
prices. The situation created a cost-price squeeze which
has plagued Canadian agriculture since Confederation
(Drummond et al: 1966, 17).

The situation worsened with time (Smiley: 1963,
68-71) . Debt incurred during expansion in the prosperous
years ending with the termination of the American Civil War
(Smiley: 1963, 25-26) forced many farmers to sell their
farms and seek cheaper agricultural land elsewhere (Smiley:
1963, 69-70). Sons who remained on the farm slowly climbed
the ‘agricultural ladder' of progressive responsibility for
and claim to the farm which culminated in inheritance
(Abell: 1965).

If unable or unwilling to wait for inheritance of a
farm (MacDougall: 1913, 131), sons moved to the remaining
frontiers of cheap agricultural land - in the prairies or

the clay belt of northern Ontario after the turn of the
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century. An increasingly tempting alternative was to join
the rapidly-expanding industrial workforce wherein one
exchanged the long~term socio-economic security of farm
ownership for the immediate, if often ephemeral,
independence of wage labour.

Alarm was expressed early in the twentieth century
about rural depopulation. In 1913, MacDougall suggested
several economic and social reasons for dissatisfaction in
rural areas. The 'rich wheatlands' of Manitoba offered
competition for those who hesitated to adapt to the trend
towards mixed farming in Ontario. Less labour was utilized

on Ontario farms due to increasing mechanization. Poor

conservation practices had also depleted the soil and
encouraged erosion in many areas, devaluing the farmland in
the process. Even for those farmers who took care of their
farms, there were problems acquiring credit for expansion.
Farmers had to pay the highest rates of interest in spite of
the fact that agricultural prices were low.

All of these features affected the social conditions
of farm families, characterized by 1low returns for hard
labour. Farms were becoming socially isolated due to the
lower numbers required for tasks aided by mechanization.
Finally, the patriarchal system within farm families meant
that mature children who stayed upon the farm often remained

in a relationship of total dependency upon the head of the
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family who owned the land. The kinship relationships became
strained when too much power was retained by one member of a
household. As MacDougall states, "the financial relation
between farmers and their <children has caused many a
tragedy" (MacDougall: 1913, 131).

Rural depopulation, followed by general unrest about
social and economic security among farmers, resulted in the
Farmers' Movement (Wood: 1924). During the First World War,
farmers were encouraged by both the federal and provincial
governments to increase production for the war effort in
spite of a lack of manpower. Many invested in expensive
labour-saving machinery in order to meet this need and had
to acquire debt in order to do so. Immediately after peace
was declared, a short but sharp depression, induced by
adjustment to the disappearance of wartime markets, put many
farmers 1in jeopardy once again. No assistance was
forthcoming to help them during the transition to a
peacetime economy and yet it was apparent that other sectors
of the economy had benefitted from the war effort and were
not experiencing difficulty in the period of adjustment.
Once again, . goverments were subsidizing only the
manufacturing sector (Wood: 1924, 277).

In 1916, farmers joined with the labour movement to
protest the inequitable distribution of benefits in society.

They formed the United Farmers of Ontario, a short-lived
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movement which was unexpectedly influential. Their platform
was the need for assistance with the heavy debt load. Much
to their own surprise, they were elected in 1919 to form the
provincial government under E. C. Drury, a farmer from
Simcoe County.

For the first time since 'free grant' lands were made
available, the Ontario government directly intervened with
financial assistance. The Agricultural Development Board,
created in 1923, was formed to assist farmers with
mortgages. It issued mortgages for up to ten years at the
rate of 4 1/2 to 5 1/2 percent, about half the rate of
private mortgages. Later in the decade, the Farm Loans Act
was created to give further assistance with mortgages for
farmers. However, it remained that:

"One of the significant themes of agrarian rhetoric was
the myth, perpetrated by intellectuals and the upper
classes, of the idyllic, sturdy, industrious,
self-sufficient yeoman farmer, indispensable to the
development of Canada. Only gradually did farmers come
to see themselves as an exploited, ill paid economic and
social group...." (Griezic in Wood: 1924, x)

The uncertainty of socio-economic security in both
town and country, aggravated by the Great Depression of the
1930s, prompted the Rowell-Sirois Report of 1940 (Smiley:
1963). 1Its major concern was to find a new National Policy

which would give a strong reason for maintaining the

existing power of the federal government now that settlement
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in the western territories was complete (Fowke: 1952,
275-281). Although the British North America Act assigned
responsibility for social welfare to the provinces, it was
apparent that only the federal government had the resources
required to introduce 1large-scale schemes for assisting
citizens in attaining socio-economic security (Smiley: 1963,

174-177).

1.2.2 The Canadian System of Inheritance

Before the widespread adoption of universal welfare
programs, the family acted as a mutual assistance group.
Involvement in farming was considered an advantage in the
quest for social security for all family members. A primary
reason for this perception was the convention of
transferring the land from one generation to another. For
most, the greatest assistance received over their 1lifetime
was that which provided a ‘'start-in-life', the means by
which they could support their dependents. 1In the process
of 1land devolution, all members of the kinship network
benefitted because of the tradition of inheritance systems
in providing security, especially as a result of the sharing
of the assets of the family.

The inheritance systems in Canada are classified
according to the method of division of land. Devolution of

land was accomplished by adopting conventions of division
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which ranged within a continuum from partible to impartible
division of farm 1lots. A partible inheritance system
divides the assets of parents equally among all of their
children. 1Impartible inheritance means that only one child
inherits the assets of parents. The inheritance system in
Ontario was a compromise between these extremes which was
designed to provide for the social welfare of both the older
and younger generations (Goody: 1976, 2). This is referred
to as a partible/impartible system in Canadian research
(Gagan: 1981; Bouchard: 1978; Winchester: 1980), but there
is some evidence to suggest that it is not a uniquely
Canadian adaptation (cf. Goody: 1976, 2ff. and Henretta:
1978, 27). One son receives the homestead of his parents
but his socio-economic advantage from this transaction 1is
mitigated by the requirement that he contribute to settling
both his male and female siblings in life situations and/or
that he accept reponsibility for the maintenance of his
parents in their old age.

In the process of transmission of land from parents
to mature children, some favoured the partible division of
land (Goody: 1976, 5). Land was divided equally among
siblings. The parity of land divisions are the advantage of
this system. Ostensibly, each sibling received an identical
start-in-life. However, the serious disadvantage was the

limited time span during which this system of division would
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be beneficial in providing a significant resource base for
inheritors. If land were divided equally among the sons of
each generation, the plots of land inherited after even two
generations would be too small to permit an economically
viable farming operation. While the system was eminently
fair to all potential inheritors, it could not sustain the
families for which it was meant to provide beyond one or two
generations.

The tradition of partible/impartible inheritance was
an alternative method of devolution. The advantage of this
mode, wherein only one person inherited the greater part of
an estate, was the maintenance of the original size of a
land unit. The disadvantage is obvious:

"While the wunity of the agricultural holding may be
preserved ..., this unity 1is often achieved at the
expense of burdening the productive unit with heavy
debts. Out of the future proceeds of the farm the heir
is obliged to service the mortgage entered into on
behalf of his 'non-inheriting' siblings. ...It is the
solution to the problem of allocating resources to the
siblings who 'inherit' as well as those who do not
(either because they leave the farm or else because they
remain as unmarried co-partners....) (Goody: 1976, 2).
Only one son could inherit the 1land and, without
compensation, that was patently unfair to siblings who were
forced to move away to seek employment and residence
elsewhere. In effect, then, "the manner of splitting

property is a manner of splitting people" (Goody: 1976, 3),

not only in terms of their self-interest, but also in terms
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of their geographical location.

Most of the families who came to Canada from the
British 1Isles in the nineteenth century had not been
landowners before their arrival. Rather, of the few
individuals whose situations were traced in the '0ld
Country' before coming to this frontier, all were children
of tenant farmers, farm stewards or shepherds in the border
region of Scotland. Although land ownership was new to
them, they were convinced enough of its benefits to cross
the Atlantic to a new land to avail themselves of it. 1In
turn, when the time came to pass it on to descendants, they
were very aware of its value in promoting security and
wanted to be as fair as possible in the distribution of this
pre-eminent family resource.

Both Gagan (1981) and Bouchard (1978) document the
existence of a Canadian system of partible/impartible
inheritance conventions. The inheritance system preferred
by Canadians was very flexible. One or, at most, two sons
inherited the family farm. 1In return, they were expected to
compensate siblings who were forced to seek alternate
opportunities , for employment. In order to do this,
inheritors often had to mortgage the farm, an eventuality
seriously undermining financial security. The problem could
be lessened if the family moved to a frontier en masse so

that more sons could 'homestead' land and remain within a
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clustered family network. When the frontiers of
agricultural land were filled, this strategy was no longer
available.

Non-inheritors utilized several alternative
strategies to stay near their family of orientation. For
those from prosperous families, land could be purchased
locally. Kin often sold land to each other at preferential
prices and interest rates. Usually it was more expensive to
purchase from non-kin. Also, alternative local vocational
opportunities could be sought, especially if an individual
was not suited to farming. For example, a blacksmith could
purchase or use a plot of family land large enough for a
home, shop and garden and not compromise the integrity of
the family farm (Anderson: 1971, 174). Unmarried women
could work locally as dressmakers, clerks and teachers. If
alternative occupations were not feasible locally, surplus
children could migrate to areas perceived as having greater
economic possibilities. If substantial enough, the personal
portion of compensation could be used to learn a trade,
purchase a farm or begin a business.

Money in short supply or a parent refusing to settle
children before death could have profound influences upon
the children and upon society (Goody: 1976, 2). Lifelong
celibacy is prevalent within kinship systems emphasizing

impartible inheritance (Habakkuk in Salamon: 1980, 299). It
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was a strategy which curtailed the number of potential
inheritors in the next generation. This was also a feature
of the Canadian system, which Gagan designates as
'partible/impartible', if parents delayed decisions (Gagan:
1981, 57). The same argument applies to the partible
system. If children married late, they would be incapable
of bearing many children. 1If few members of an age cohort
married at a reasonable age and bore children, there would
be fewer family members in the next generation. Certainly
if two unmarried siblings inherited land, neither would feel
free to marry, regardless of gender (Park: 1962, 420).
Inheritance was but one means to gaining an economic
advantage, albeit an important one. Survival and eventual
success were often the result of a willingness to grasp any
reasonable opportunity and use it to advantage (Hudson:
1976, 261-263; Gagan: 1976, 154~155). Farmers worked in the
woods to gain the capital to acquire or develop a farm.
Thus, most families experienced a seasonal transiency of
some members which contributed to the security of all
(Darroch: 1981). Most of these forays outside the community
were of limited duration and distance -~ for the winter
months and within a fifty kilometer radius. These movements
were characteristic at a frontier where resource
exploitation and construction projects such as railways were

under way (Hudson: 1976, 261-263).
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Often the only alternative to ensure employment was
outmigration, which meant that a descendant no longer sought
to earn a living locally. For some, the decision to migrate
was a conscious one. However, in many instances, the
pursuit of alternate opportunities for employment took the
young adult further and further away for increasing lengths

of time until his outmigration became an acknowledged fact.

1.2.3 The Canadian Paradigm

The Canadian perception was that of an opportunity to
become 'independent', that is, financially secure, without
the need to go beyond one's immediate family for any major
economic support. 1Indebtedness was feared -~ it threatened
the survival of all family members. Few of the thousands of
small farmers who settled in nineteenth century Ontario
really expected to 'get rich quick' but they did believe
that hard work would be rewarded with financial security.

The guestion among historians concerning the
connection between social mobility and geographical mobility
reflects an inherent value judgment which, rather than
illuminating the common experience of nineteenth century
individuals, only serves to obscure the more fundamental
issue of the quest for social security. The confusion is
perhaps understandable in the context of North American

research, but the myth of the possibility of rising from
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'rags to riches' 1is not as prevalent in the Canadian

experience.

1.3 Research Design

The format of this research is intended to provide a
bridge between an analytical approach, in which a number of
propositions and specific variables are derived from a
theoretical framework, and the more traditional approach in
historical geography, focussing oﬁ time-~ and place-specific
macro~events. Bridging this gap is also reflected in the
tools of analysis and presentation: quantitative,
statistical analysis and the interpretation of major
economic and political events are both applied, and the
numerical data is juxtaposed with the qualitative narrative.
Thus, the study offers an explanation of individual
behaviour within the context of the evolution of the 1local,
regional and provincial milieu over sixty years of
development. It is a comprehensive analytical approach

which does not neglect the holistic, contextual dimension.

1.3.1 A Thecretical Framework: Kinship and the

Provision of Social Welfare

A theoretical framework based upon the paradigm of
behavioural research is useful in ordering thoughts about

the implications of kinship relationships for individual
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geographical mobility and in ordering the wealth of
information collected. The basic assumption here is that
personal characteristics of an individual are determinants
of whether the individual remains as a permanent resident or
moves elsewhere. Personal characteristics are composed of
three categories: those of the family of orientation
(parents and siblings), those of the individual's position
within that family and those of the individual's family of

procreation (spouse and children).

The hypothesized interaction of kinship-based family
and individual personal characteristics which are salient
determinants of geographical stability or mobility of
individuals are illustrated in Figure 1l.1. Briefly, events
within and without the community are mitigated by the
characteristics of the family of orientation, of the
individuals within that family and of the individual's
family of procreation. The decision to stay locally or to
move is an outcome of the individual's perception of his
advantages or disadvantages in gaining security which result
from his assessment of his position. It is assumed that
each person will try to choose the strategy which is
perceived as the most likely to advance life chances. The
concepts contained within the paradigm are explained fully
in Chapter Two.

Anderson (1971: 170-175) postulates the importance of
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kinship relationships among those whose goals cannot be
attained without reliance upon formal or informal assistance
during times of crisis. His theory will be elaborated upon
in Chapter Two. Although Anderson's theory evolved from his
study of rural-to-urban migrants in nineteenth century
Lancashire, it has a wider application. Mutual support (the
offer of assistance and the acceptance of obligations among
kin) is dependent upon trust of reciprocation. 1In societies
with no formal institutions to provide assistance during
Crises, kinship relationships are mutually satisfying
because knowledge of the reliability of relatives is
extensive and permits the acceptance of long~term
obligations. Assurance of reciprocation 1is absolutely
essential in a society with relatively scarce resources
which is frequently beset by potential crises. Crises may
be rare but costly, or may occur unpredictably in societies
whose resources are adequate in the long term. Assistance
may then be demanded suddenly by any member of the network
in the short term.

Anderson further suggests that reliance upon kinship
as a source of assistance will probably be reduced in direct
proportion to the existence of alternative bureaucratic
provisions for social security. By extension, kin will
prefer reliance upon the kinship network, with its potential

for privacy until the advent of universal social security
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programs (Guest: 1980, 15).

In his preface to an historical account of social
welfare provision throughout Canada, Guest provides a
revealing summary:

One of the fundamental distinctions between life today in
an urbanized, industrialized society and 1life 1in a
predominantly agricultural, rural-based society such as
Canada was at the time of Confederation is the critical
importance for the individual and family of a regular and
adequate cash income.... Many, if not most, of the
necessities of life were produced on the family farm or
obtained by  barter. The c¢hief causes of income
interruption - illness, injury. premature death of the
breadwinner, and old age - were handled within the family
group or with support of neighbours and other members of
the then small, closely knit communities. However, the
processes of industrialization and urbanization ...
severely eroded this independence and weakened these
informal systems of social security" (Guest: 1980, ix).
The experience of residents of a farming community on the
north shore of Lake Huron is employed in order to test the

validity of Guest's assertions.

1.3.2 Research Questions

It has been argued above that farming families in the
nineteenth and early twentieth century Ontario sought social
and economic segurity - and maybe geographical stability -
rather than social mobility. The focus of this study is
then to assess the factors external and internal to the
farming community affecting the geographical stability - or

mobility - of individuals in the agricultural community.
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The major hypothesis is that the traditional kinship system
promoted the stability of as many family members as
resources would permit. The objective of these families
was to preserve the family group within the advantageous
rural milieu in an era of widespread and rapid change
permeating all aspects of individual experience.

Further, it 1is argued that kinship relationships
determining the position of family members relative to each
other and within the rural commuﬁity were the interface
between social and economic functions of the farm family and
were the determinants of those who stayed and those who left
over time. These themes are considered within the context
of the development of local agricultural settlement.
Limitations were 1imposed by the relative location and
physical characteristics of the area in combination with
alternative and competing opportunities for employment
within the area and beyond, markets, prices, costs and
government intervention measures.

The link between the conceptualization and empirical
work associated with the study is complex. The theoretical
framework provides a vehicle for ordering the wealth of data
which has been collected. It specifies the interactions of
economic and kinship variables which affect the propensity
of individuals to move or to stay. It is an attempt to

understand migration and geographical stability within a



29

context of an urbanizing and industrializing provincial
economy and to gain a greater understanding of the
contribution of rural communities to that process. The
subsequent effect of changes in the economy and society upon
the rural community, in turn, are linked to the indirect
intervention of government policy.

Five specific research questions are addressed. What
is the role of kinship in the context of local development?
How efficient was the family system in promoting the social
welfare of residents as measured by the ability to stay
locally over time? bid family kinship relationships promote
the interests of all members equally or did it favour
particular individuals as in a system of primogeniture or
ultimogeniture? If the family promoted the interests of
all, what personal characteristics discriminated between
those who stayed and those who left? How did these
variables combine to affect the ability of individuals to

remain as permanent local residents?

1.3.3 The Study Area

The role of kinship relationships in the geographical
stability or mobility of individuals in late nineteenth and
early twentieth century Ontario is investigated by means of
a case study of inhabitants of three adjoining townships

between Thessalon and Blind River on the north shore of Lake
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Huron (Figure 1.2). This area was chosen because it was a
frontier inhabited largely by residents of southern Ontario.
As such, it offers an opportunity to investigate some of the
effects of social relationships which affected the
development of provincial social relations under favourable
circumstances of free land grants in the beginning. The
demographic developments over the course of the evolution of
the community from frontier to maturity allows investigation
of larger questions about the effects of social institutions
and government policy. The area has the advantage of having
been settled for 109 years during which about 1250 people
are known to have resided there. This limited population,
which exhibits many features in common with the larger
society since it was an extension of it, has the further
advantage of permitting collection of a multitude of details
about personal characteristics of individual residents,
about kinship relationships among community residents and

about the evolution of the community.

1.3.4 Data: Sources, Collection, Analysis

Data was collected concerning familial and personal
characteristics of 989 individuals residing in the townships
of Day, Bright and Bright Additional between 1879 and 1939.
The individuals <comprised approximately three hundred

households which ranged from single, unmarried males to
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Figure 1.2: The Study Area on the North Shore of Lake Huron
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extended families of up to thirteen children with a
grandparent present.

The method of data collection employed is an
extension of record linkage techniques pioneered in
large-scale social history projects (Winchester: 1970;
Wrigley: 1973). It is designed to capture the context of
the individual within the experience and characteristics of
their grandparents and parents and the formation of their
family of procreation. Multiple record sources pertaining
to an individual were combined to create a more detailed
life history than would be available from a single source.

All known sources of information about 1local
residents were accessed and combined: the manuscript
censuses of 1881 and 1891, registrations of  ©births,
marriages and deaths, gravestones, land registry and 1land
titles records, the Tweedsmuir histories of the Dayton and
Sowerby branches of the Women's Institute, 1local weekly
'news' columns in a few privately held copies of Thessalon's

Algoma Advocate, the Sault Star since 1901, private

collections of documents and photographs, correspondence and
personal interviews with present and former residents. All
information Has been blended to recreate individual 1life
histories in the context of all life cycle stages.

A further dimension of the context of an individual

has been accomplished by family reconstitution. The history
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of the family 1is revealed by a reconstruction and
recombination of information pertaining to all members of a
family in relation to one another and the changes with
cycles of the maturation process of a family unit over time.
Information about grandparents, spouse and children creates
a multi-generational history peculiar to each individual.
While retaining information which not only sets that
individual apart from all other family members, it also
captures the position of that individual relative to other
close kin and within the family and extended family unit.

Known record.sources were searched for information
about individuals resident in the three townships between
1879 and 1939. 1In total, 1251 people are mentioned in local
records sources, of whom 989 are included in the analysis.
It has not been possible to discover all desired information
for all individuals included in the analysis. A listing of
names for which too little information is available suggests
that somewhere between ten and twenty percent of residents
are not included: a minimum of ninety people and a maximum
of one hundred and eighty. Personal knowledge of 1local
record sources has led to the conclusion that most were
short-term residents who worked in the local area briefly
and then moved on. Thus, between eighty and ninety percent
of those who lived locally are included in the data set.

There are several problems associated with trying to
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determine actual residents. The townships were unorganized
areas until the creation of the rural municipality of Day
and Bright Additional in 1906. Therefore, records
pertaining to the study area also included information
concerning residents of all of the unorganized townships
nearby. In the manuscript census of 1881, the study area
was listed under 'Thessalon', which included the townships
of Thessalon, Day., Bright, Bright Additional, Gladstone and
Thompson. In 1891, the 1listing for Day Township included
Day, Bright, Bright Additional, Gladstone, Thompson, Wells
and Parkinson. There is no division within the listings so
the 1location of individuals must be gained from other
sources, such as land records or registration of personal
events.

The records are satisfactory for the identification
of families which are associated with the study area or who
are known to have resided in adjacent townships. However,
it is very difficult to locate families whose names are
unfamiliar as there is no apparent and consistent pattern to
the recording of names and one cannot tell whether they were
temporary residents of Day, Bright or Bright Additional or
whether they were residents of adjoining townships for which

records were not collected.2

2. The existence of a 'shadow' population does not
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The characteristics incorporated in the analysis
indicate several dimensions of individual social experience.
The history of the individual's family of orientation
(parents and siblings) includes the following categories of
data: the kinship conventions and inheritance traditions,
the family history of migration, the timing of migration,
the complexity and persistence of the individual's 1local

kinship network, the timing of life cycle events of parents

seriously compromise the study of local families. Many were
transient 1labourers and their families who 1lived in the
villages of Day Mills or Sowerby - people who, for example,
appear only once in the local registry in conjunction with
the birth of a child or who appear in the land records upon
the registration of a mechanic's lien. Certainly none of
these people was integrated into the 1local community of
families.

Some few were local residents about whom very 1little
is documented or remembered. Many of this group are young
children about whom nothing further is known. It is likely
that some of them died at a young age and that others moved
away upon reaching maturity and had little further contact
with local residents. It was a coincidental feature of the
mobility of North American populations that the whereabouts
of some individuals became lost even to their own family.
Interviews with elderly local residents and former residents
and the Tweedsmuir histories were of no avail in discovering
more information about these people. The explanation for
this is that many early families were quite large and,
while the fate of most children was known, a child or two
from many of these families seems to have been forgotten and
to have slipped through the local records of activities. A
number of them simply died at an early age, were buried
without a marker and have disappeared from the local memory.

Little concrete information could be found for the
wives of a few landowners. It may seem unusual that some
adult females were impossible to trace. There are two
reasons for this confirmed by conversations with present
residents. It was a local convention signifying a measure
of respect for women, especially those coming into the area
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and grandparents and the cumulative socio-economic status of
the family. The history of the individual reveals personal
characteristics within the family, timing of personal life
cycle events, the creation and characteristics of a family
of procreation and its socio-economic status.

Data 1is analyzed and presented in several forms.
Several chapters begin with a case history of a local family
which illustrates the salient features discussed.
Characteristics of the population are presented in frequency

tables for univariate analysis and in contingency tables for

as adults, to be referred to as 'Mrs. Surname' only. In
fact, when there were many families of brothers and cousins
sharing the same surname in the area at the same time, the
wives were often referred to as 'Mrs. George' or whatever
the first name of the husband was, once the family surname
had been understood. This system is a very handy short-form
of reference. In most cases, it could be further explained,
if necessary, that the woman was originally a 'Surname' from
a certain place.

For some early wives who were 1isolated on the
periphery of the communities, or who were not involved 1in
local social networks, first names and personal data about
birthplace, etc. remain unknown. Even when knowledge of a
woman's first name was known, it was only used by women of
similar age and usually only then if they had known each
other as girls. Elderly widows were signified by the
addition of 'old' to 'Mrs. Surname'. The women of whatever
age who were related to many in the community were also
referred to by these conventions but their first names were
also well-known as distinguishing features, even if not
spoken by other than relatives. Aunts were referred to as
'Aunt First Name'. Women who had gone to school locally had
been referred to by first name and surname for years before
the adult conventions of forms of address were applied. The
problem, then, has been in gathering information about a
very few early wives about whom almost nothing is known in
the collective local memories.
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bivariate analysis. The combined contributions of the
variables in determining the geographical stability or
mobility of individuals was determined by discriminant
analysis. This powerful technigue permits the contribution
of each variable to be assessed in terms of its ability to
predict accurately to which of the two groups an individual
belonged: permanent residents or migrants. It is fully

described in Chapter Seven.

1.3.5 Organization of the Thesis

Three major themes prevail: the function of the
traditional kinship system, individual geographical
stability and mobility, and economic and political events

at work in these processes.

The 1literature review (Chapter Two) addresses the
association of geographical and social mobility. Previous
research has been preoccupied with rates of social mobility
within the context of Neo-Classical economic relationships
or Neo-Marxist socio-economic relationships. It will be
argued that the uncertainties of survival in the pre-welfare
state created problems of social security for family members
which transcend the questions addressed by previous
research,

Chapters Three and Four describe the settlement

process leading to the establishment of a local community
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and its subsequent evolution within the 1local, provincial
and federal economic, social and political context.

Chapter Five summarizes the role of kinship in
attracting and maintaining the population of an agricultural
settlement. Emphasis is put upon the demographic
characteristics of this community and in-migration dynamics,
including origins, rates, and timing. It establishes the
conventions of the kinship system. Chain migration, social
control, mutual assistance and inheritance strategies
evolved from the egalitarian aspects of kinship networks in
promoting permanenée of all family members. British
traditions were modified within the context of Canadian
agricultural development.

Chapter Six summarizes the characteristics of 1local
outmigration: rates, timing, destination types and distances
moved. It analyzes how the effectiveness of the traditional
social welfare system was affected by changes resulting in a
modernizing and industrializing society by means of
bivariate analysis of the separate effect of variables
associated with kinship relaationships.

Chapter Seven determines the extent to which
inherited personal characteristics combine as determinants
of geographical stability or mobility over time.

Chapter Eight reflects on the importance of kinship

relationships in the settlement process occurring in the
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'new lands' available in Ontario in the late nineteenth and
early twentieth <centuries and in the evolution of the
settlement during the first sixty vyears. It also explores
the ‘meaning' of the mover/stayer dichotomy among farming
families. It concludes with an assessment of the strengths
and weaknesses of the approach employed and a discussion of

the potential for future research.



Chapter Two: Geographical Mobility in Late Nineteenth and

Early Twentieth Century North America

The remarkable geographical mobility of nineteenth
and early twentieth century populations has been the focus
of research for many historical geographers and social
historians. A small body of Canadian research 1is of
importance here. It is mainly empirical 1in nature and
attempts to answer questions about the role of geographical
mobility in agricultural areas, and the role of inheritance
systems and kinship networks 1in rural development and
change. Some Canadian research also deals with the
relationship between geographical mobility and social
mobility, although this concern is the hallmark of a great
deal of research in the United States.

The research record is uneven in terms of coverage of
time and situation: rural, urban, rural-urban. It reveals
conceptual shortcomings and problems in terms of data
acquisition and measurement. What are judged reasonable
insights and what are believed to be shortcomings are used
to formulate a somewhat different approach to the question
of stability and mobility. The second part of this chapter
is devoted to elaborating upon what was sketched out in

Chapter One.
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2.1 Empirical Research in Canada

Permanence amid widespread geographical mobility in
rural Ontario 1is a perplexing paradox. Canadian concern
with rates of socio-economic mobility is exemplified by
Gagan's (1981) study of Peel County and Katz' (1975) study
of Hamilton. Both studies reflect the concepts prevalent in
American research which will be discussed in a subsequent
section. Investigation of associational and institutional
influences and geographical mobility wupon working class
cohesivenes: has begun (Darroch: 1981, 259; Kealey and
Warrian: 1976; Kealey: 1980; and Palmer: 1979). However,
much that initially appears to be relevant (Cartwright:
1977; Walker: 1977; Norris: 1980 and 1984; and Dilley: 1984)
is not useful for this research.

Gagan illustrates that farmers, 1in general, were
older, wealthier and more geographically stable than (anyl
other sector of rural society (Gagan: 1976, 162). Gagan,
however, also discovered that only five percent of
individuals enumerated 1in one census were still local
residents after twenty vears (Gagan: 1981, 123-124).
Bouchard's investigation of the Lac St. Jean area in Quebec
revealed equivalent rates of population 1loss (Bouchard:
1978, 362-363). Gagan was not able to discriminate between
those who left via outmigration and those who died locally.

Bouchard included only whole families who migrated out of
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out of the village of La Terriere. Gaffield's (1979) study
of French and English Canadian families in Prescott County
in eastern Ontario confirms the similarity in responses
among those with differing cultural heritages.

Gagan concludes that inheritance 1is one of the
factors affecting high rates of migration, whereas Bouchard
claims that it is the primary factor (Winchester: 1980,
202). Winchester emphasizes the complexity of the
association of land inheritance with rates of outmigration:
that more needs to be known about those who lent money to
facilitate indebtedness due to inheritance and that
demographic and social history must be integrated into a
wider historical context (Winchester: 1980, 199-200). He
concludes that geographical mobility is similar in both
rural and urban areas and suggests that the postulated
difference 1in emphasis upon the role of the inheritance
system is not really justified as yet.

Darroch asserts that the high rates of migration
throughout the nineteenth century are associated with
networks of family, kinship networks and friends. The rates
may indicate that migration was a:

"means of extending family economies and maintaining
family continuity: as part of a moral order of mutual
assistance in rural subsistence farming, as a family
response to limited landed resources and norms of
impartible inheritance, and as an adaptation to

wage-labour in urban areas. The forms were not mutually
exclusive" (Darroch: 1981, 260).
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The evidence accumulated by historians of the family

suggests the importance of kinship bonds in the struggle for
social and economic survival in the nineteenth century,
especially in Canadian research where "the 1localized
migration of individuals and nuclear families could well
serve as the main cushion against the scarcity of land and
the unpredictability of employment" (Darroch: 1981, 262).
The pre-industrial family worked as a cohesive
socio-economic unit (Gagan: 1981, 62). In turn, since the
family was the basic unit of social and economic
orgénization, the internal structure and relationships
profoundly influenced the nature of society (Gagan: 1981,
62). The kinship system provided an interface between the
social and economic interests of individual family members,
especially in an agrarian milieu. It provided orderly,
traditional conventions by which the wealth of an older
generation was passed on to a younger generation. It is a
system designed to resolve the problem of maintaining a
viable farm unit while concurrently making an equitable
distribution of accumulated family resources among siblings.
A brief survey of the literature addressing various
aspects of nineteenth century rural Canadian families not
surprisingly, then, shows the importance of kinship as a

factor affecting individual spatial decisions. In the
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Maritimes, inter-regional migration indicates that kinship
network fragments were extant from the Dbeginning of
settlement, resulting in communities which contained a
number of related families {Ommer: 1977). Ommer
investigates the role of kinship in the early chain
migration of Highland Scots between Nova Scotia and
southwestern Newfoundland (Ommer: 1977). She concurs with
Mikesell's (1967) suggestion that the concerns of
anthropologists and geographers be focussed upon problems of
mutual interest, adding a proviso that more attention be
paid to kinship relationships. She warns against simplistic
assessments of kinship relationships based upon
'same-surname' 1links and against failure to grasp "the
intricacies inherent in anthropological concepts concerning
kinship" (Ommer: 1977, 212). She urges a more careful
examination, at the 1local 1level, of other ethnic groups
involved in the nineteenth century exodus from Europe which
would “"bring to light further examples of  hitherto
unsuspected <c¢ohesion among the supposedly 'uprooted'’
pioneers of North America" (Ommer: 1977, 232).

Mays (1980) investigates the kinship 1links of the
population of Toronto Gore Township, Peel County. He
addresses the issue of the permanence of families by means
of the intergenerational transfer of land which, in effect,

concerns only a small proportion of 1local kinship network
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members, mostly males. Mays finds that descent of an
individual from an early settler and land inheritance or
alternate vocational ©opportunities within a community
suggest a predeliction to success and permanent residency.
He suggests that this created a cohesiveness and stability
which, according to Kohl and Bennett (1965), has continued
to be a characteristic of rural society to the present.
Although the majority of arrivals in a rural community came
and stayed briefly, a stable group which provided the
structure and continuity was resident for lengthy periods.
Core families persisted for several generations.

Little has been done to determine the extent to which
membership in a kinship network influenced the geographical
movements of individuals and families in rural areas and
ordered their distribution over time. The difficulty in
amassing data which would capture the intricate dependencies
of kinship relationships has been avoided in large research
projects (Winchester: 1970). In Gagan's (1981) study of
rural families of Peel County throughout most of the
century, and in the study of Hamilton's urban families at
mid-century (Katz: 1975), record 1linkage is 1limited to
tracing discrete family units through time. 1In each case,
tracing and 1linking descendant generations is deemed too
complicated, given the large populations involved (Mays:

1980, 186). However, kinship networks were very important
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among French Canadian immigrants in New Hampshire (Hareven:
1975; 1978). The study of household structure in Canada
conducted by Darroch and Ornstein (1984) illustrates a
relationship with economic circumstances. Ontario has fewer
two-family households than other provinces. Regional
differences in the availability of wage labour account for
differences in the incidence of complex familes. Therefore,
they conclude that "routine social and economic dependence
on others, whether relatives, br members of ethnic and
friendship networks, was not as likely a feature of life in
Ontario in 1871 as in other areas" (Darroch and Ornstein:
1984, 174).

There seems a need for a more careful assessment of
the Canadian experience which would lead to the development
of a conceptual framework guiding future research. Both
Winchester (1980) and Darroch (1981) approach the problems
with a thoughtful assessment of the work that has been done
and that which should be done. It is apparent that the
populations studied were spatially very mobile. The
literature from historical sociologists, social historians
and historical geographers contributes to an overall
assessment that kinship relationships are involved in that
phenomenon: because the family was the major source of
social and economic security in both rural and urban areas

and because the system of devolution of land from the older
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generation to the younger affected the life chances of the

recipients.

2.2 The American Experience: Ideological Issues

It has been argued in Chapter One that the Canadian
experience with migration was as a means of attaining
socio-economic  security. Canadian empirical research
focusses on explaining the instability of the rural
population in terms of problems generated by dependence upon
a land base and the inheritance system determining access to
land. Urban population instability is approached from the
paradigm and experience of American research. American
research is different: it studies geographical mobility in
association with social mobility. This difference 1is
attributable to a different ideology.

Social mobility is a concept proposed by
sociocologists, who define it as "“the process by which
individuals move from one position to another in society -
positions which by general consent have been given specific
hierarchical values" (Lipset and Bendix: 1967, 1-2). Social
historians spudy social, economic, geographical and/or
vocational mobility to try to determine social structures
and the degree to which societies may be classified as
'open' or 'closed'. A relatively 'open' social structure

suggests high rates of social mobility indicative of greater
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opportunities for advancement. 'Closed' social structures
result when the distinctions between classes are sharply
drawn and there are few chances for individuals to change
their relative position,

Two of the most important themes in the study of
social history of the nineteenth century are transiency and
inequality (Katz: 1975, 44). Everywhere social historians
have looked they have discovered evidence of social
structural rigidity and inequality co-existing with extreme
geographical fluidity of the population. Most frequently,
the latter has been explained as a result of the former.
Rigidity and the consequent reduction of opportunities for
upward social mobility produced transiency. Moving out
became a substitute for moving up. Studies of social
mobility try to illuminate these and other dimensions of the
"contest for wealth and power" (Thernstrom: 1973, 78).

The evidence which has accumulated for the nineteenth
century and before indicates a consistent situation of
transiency and inequality wherein inherited characteristics
ordered the social hierarchy (Pessen: 1974, 121:; Graff:
1979, xviii). In more recent times, a shift in the
importance of acquired characteristics, such as level of
education, has been observed (Graff: 1979, 55).

Many theorists (Bogue: 1960, 21-34; Griffen: 1969,

49; Gutman: 1969, 98-124; Thernstrom: 1973, 222-228: and



49

Blumin: 1969, 203-204) have concerned themselves with
testing the wvalidity of the very persistent traditional
American myth of ‘"equality of opportunity 1if not of
condition" (Pessen: 1974, 120). The perception of the

United States as a 'land of opportunity' solidified during
the presidency of Andrew Jackson. In 1832, he defended the
interests of the common man by preventing "any prostitution
of our Government to the advancement of the few at the
expense of the many" (Jackson quoted in Heffner: 1952, 97).
American society was believed to be evolving towards
equality with opportunity for social advancement open to
all, even if most never made 1it. In such a society, one
would expect acquired characteristics to gain 1increasing
importance over time. Gutman (1969, 121) claims that the
frequency of rates of upward mobility suggests the fluidity
of American society.

The theoretical framework for historical studies has
been founded upon one of two dichotomous ideologies; the
Neo-Classical or frontier framework (cf. Hudson: 1977) and
the Neo-Marxist perspective. On the one hand, Thernstrom and
Griffen adapt Turner's frontier thesis to argue that
structural rigidity within the various segments of the
hierarchy and the limited social mobility between them is of
less significance than geographical fluidity. Geographical

mobility was a response to transportation advancements and
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the subsequent rise of a national labour market (Pessen:
1974, 119) which permitted aspirants to social mobility to
move from areas of lower to areas of higher standards of
living. Kirk expands the list of potential forces promoting
social mobility to include population growth, geographical
mobility, wurbanization, industrialization and the founding
of new communities and their subsequent effect on the
processes of social mobility. He stresses the fluidity of
social structure at the frontier and the slowness of the
process creating structural rigidity as a result of the game
of 'vocational chess' (Kirk: 1978, 4).

Neo-Marxists accept the existence of structural
rigidity and inequality between two distinct classes. Marx

believed that the conflict between the bourgeocis and the

proletariat, the unification of the latter in a common cause
and, eventually, revolution were an inevitable part of the
process of history. Neo-Marxist historians are trying to
find evidence of that process among nineteenth century
societies as the result of industrialization. Inherited
characteristics are crucial determinants of social position
in this paradigm. Neo-Marxists address the phenomena of
social and geographical mobility in nineteenth century
America to explain the failure of the proletariat to unite
in response to gross inequalities (Katz: 1969, 235-241).

Their premise is that high rates of geographical mobility,
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resulting from the constant search for employment
opportunities by the most disadvantaged workers, retarded
the development of class consciousness.

Thernstrom (1970, 228-229) suggests that the lack of
conflict resulted from some opportunity for social mobility.
Griffen (1969, 49) claims that workers did not have
expectations of 'rag-to-riches' social mobility but
constantly adjusted their expectations to local standards of
living for their own trade. Thus their expectations were
more reasonably aligned with their opportunities and
dissatisfaction with their position minimized. 1In contrast
to this position, Neo-Marxists suggest the lack of class
conflict and consciousness in North America was a product of
the opportunities for geographical mobility. The resolution
of the problem depends, to a great extent, upon the
discovery of the relative importance of inherited personal
characteristics of individuals in relation to acquired

characteristics.

2.3 Empirical Research in the United States

The mosF significant of the plethora of social
mobility studies of the past two decades is Thernstrom's
(1973) seminal study of the city of Boston. The major
findings are summarized here in order to provide an example

of the type of inquiry established and the information
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generated about past populations. From 1880 until 1970,
Boston was an established «city with a 1large, mixed
population and sufficient data to permit an
intragenerational and intergenerational assessment of social
mobility. This city was a major immigrant destination which
attracted a large volume of newcomers, facilitating
comparisons between the native-born and newcomers of various
ethnic origins.

Thernstrom found that although population growth in
Boston was sluggish, only somewhat more than half of the
population persisted in any ten-year span (Thernstrom: 1973,
255). Population turnover was twelve times that revealed by
net-migration analysis (Thernstrom: 1973, 221).
Geographical mobility rates remained consistently high over
time and were unrelated to city size (Thernstrom: 1973,
224). Considerably more men with high occupational status
were able to stay and to maintain or improve their position
(Thernstrom: 1973, 237). The less successful skilled and
manual workers found it difficult to bridge the distance
between white-collar and blue-collar status. Their higher
rates of geographical mobility out of the city indicated an
impatience to move up. They increased their chances by
moving to areas where 1labour was in higher demand
(Thernstrom: 1973, 241).

One in ten children with fathers of manual skills
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reached high occupational status and three in ten managed to
become white-collar workers. "White collar skidding
occurred only half to a third as frequently as blue-collar
climbing" (Thernstrom: 1973, 241). Upwardly mobile
blue-collar workers were replaced by an unending influx of
manual labourers (Thernstrom: 1973, 242).

Intergenerational mobility fluctuated around forty
percent. Working class sons were not rigidly held to their
father's position. More entered the middle-class than a
skilled trade (Thernstrom: 1973, 245). The native-born were
more likely to succéed than newcomers, as were English and
Jews. Irish and 1Italian immigrants were thwarted by
inherited characteristics (Thernstrom: 1973, 250). Blacks
were the most completely disadvantaged group and their
social repression spanned several generations (Thernstrom:
1973, 251). Intra-generational occupational mobility
declined with time; social structure became more rigid and
geographical mobility increased as a response to this until
the 18708 (Thernstrom: 1973, 132).

The studies of Griffin and Griffin in Poughkeepsie,
1850-1880 (1978), Blumin's Ante-Bellum Philadelphia (1969),
the artisanal and entrepreneurial elites of Paterson, New
Jersey 1830-1880 (Gutman: 1969; 1974) and Sennett's (1978)
analysis of Chicago offer Marxist interpretations and

refinements to Thernstrom's analysis. The results are
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surprisingly similar and confirm the relative openness of
American social structure and the prevalence of geographical
mobility as a strategy for success. The contention is that
widespread geographical mobility served as a substitute for
social mobility and that the prevalence of spatial movement
prevented class consciousness and cohesiveness from
developing in the working class.

Kirk (1978) assesses the society in Holland,
Michigan, a microcosm of mid-western experience from its
beginnings as a rural frontier community to a burgeoning
industrial <centre. He addresses the question of the
influence of the developing frontier and the nature of its
social structure over time. The population increased by a
factor of five between 1887 and 1894 and the industrial
sector expanded at fifteen times the rate of population
growth (Kirk: 1978, 129). Like Thernstrom, Kirk finds the
native~born most likely to attain white-collar status (Kirk:
1978, 130) and the less skilled most likely to leave (Kirk:
1978, 131), indicating a very fluid population and somewhat
open social structure. Kirk's conclusion is that "the
structural changes of a new community were a greater
inducement to social mobility than urbanization and
industrialization™" (Kirk: 1978, 132, 141-142). It
contradicts previous assumptions (e.g., Thernstrom: 1973,

10). Upward movement within a frontier settlement was
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almost double that for urban areas in general (eighteen
percent) and for this frontier place after the first twenty
years (Kirk: 1978, 136).

In looking at the experience in the San Francisco
urban ‘'frontier' between 1847 and 1880, Decker (1978)
discovered that forty percent of immigrants moved upward and
ten percent 'skidded' upon entry. Other studies tracing
immigrants and comparing relative social status at their
points of origin and destination would be desirable.

There was more opportunity for advancement or social
mobility moving to a community as it was being settled than
in moving from the farm to the city. Social mobility of
heads of households in new settlements ranged from twenty to
fifty percent during the first twenty years of settlement,
whereas 1t never went beyond fourteen percent in cities
(Kirk: 1978, 140). 1Indeed, this geographical movement has
been defined by Jackson T. Main (1974, 34-35) as "horizontal
mobility to seek opportunity". Gagan (1981, 112) and Katz
(1975, 104) concur that the Canadian experience reflects the
same motivation. Griffen (1969, 65) suggests that
nineteenth-century geographic mobility was a response to
economic decline especially affecting youth (Griffen: 1969,
61) and the propertyless (Griffen: 1969, 92). The most
mobile before entry were the most likely to leave (Bogue:

1960, 24).
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Barron (1986, 1) argues that the emphasis of the new
social history has been upon economic development and its
social context. In the nineteenth century, the most
dramatic changes occurred in urban and industrial growth.
Most research has focussed upon the c¢reation of an
industrial workforce, the urban experience of immigrants,
the changing role of the family in an industrializing
society and the relationship between social and geographical
mobility. There are no theories about the impact of
economic change upon agrarian societies and little is known
about the relationships of <city and countryside. He
approaches the study of rural residents as a society of
'those who were 1left behind' in the dynamic changes
associated with urban areas and his contention is that the
rural society stagnated. 1In contrast to this perspective,
Gaffield notes a growing awareness and consensus among
social historians that both rural and urban areas are part
of a larger, integrated holistic view of society which must

be taken into account (Gaffield: 1984).

2.4 Methodological Problems in Quantitative Social History
concerning Socio-Economic and Spatial Mobility

The problems associated with historical studies of
socio-economic mobility are legion and have been recognized

as having the potential to distort results seriously if
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faulty methods are employed and data are interpreted
incorrectly. The remainder of this section will focus on
some of the most serious problems and the strategies
employed by historians in both Canada and the United States
to overcome them. Some suggestions will be given for

improvements in future research.

2.4.1 Data Sources

The concentration of population in cities has
generated a multiplicity of records from which it 1is
theoretically possible to reconstitute information about
large numbers of resident families in past times.
Integration of data is based on record linkage (Winchester:
1970), a technique which permits the historian to trace the
career patterns and/or the geographical movement of
individuals. Data from diverse sources are meshed to
reconstruct fuller life histories of individuals over time
than are possible from any single record source. Record
linkage has become a most useful tool for gathering data
which permits quantitative analysis - the 'new urban
history' approach. However, this method of reconstructing
past societiés is also plagued with serious problems.

The high geographical mobility of nineteenth-century
populations (Thernstrom: 1973, 277) poses the greatest

problem. Urban data sets become progressively limited with
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time due, in part, to the relatively high rates of
mortality. Thernstrom's dismissal of outmigrants has the
serious consequence of underestimating or overestimating
vertical mobility. Geographical mobility could sometimes be
the vehicle for increasing status (see Decker: 1978, 69).
"Shipboard mobility", the change in social status resulting
from long-distance movement by ship, raised the status of
forty percent of migrants from the East arriving in San
Francisco and decreased the status of ten percent. "If this
change in status associated with geographical mobility was
also true of the situation in Boston, social mobility was
seriously underestimated. Others, notably Katz (1969, 212)
and Knights (1969, 268-269), equate persistence with
success. In this case, social mobility is overestimated
because those who were 1less successful were presumably
forced out of the city and would not be counted.

Further data attrition occurs in the Boston study
because Thernstrom (1973, 269-270) found it impossible to
distinguish among persons with common names (for example,
John Murphy). This casts serious doubt on the validity of
using statistical tests of probability on his
less-than-random data sample, a fact he chooses to ignore.
Katz (1975, 19-20) discovered a significant difference
between the census and assessment rolls of Hamilton in 1852

which were generated only three months apart. Stephenson
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has used the Soundex Indexes of the late nineteenth century
censuses of the United States to try to systematically trace
the whereabouts of those who 1left the urban data field.
"Soundex groups surnames according to sound by coding the
first letter of the name along with subsequent consonants
given a numerical value" (Stephenson: 1974, 75). It is an
unwieldy data source since the indexes consist of almost
8000 reels of microfilm for the 1900 census alone!

Gaps exist in data which have survived. 1If there are
omissions in the city directories (Thernstrom: 1973, 287),
census, tax lists, assessment rolls, land records and vital
statistics - the sources of the 'quantitative' historian -
there is no recourse to remedy the problem (Blumin: 1969,
167). Not all of these sources are available in all places
and the potential researcher would do well to heed Gagan's
(1981, 166) advice to assess sources in potential study
areas thoroughly before beginning a project. It must also
be stressed that many of the more obscure sources which do
exist are overlooked because it is time-consuming to 1link
them to standardized records. Social history projects have
been characterized by large populations for which it 1is
inherently complicated and now prohibitively expensive to

link all available sources of data.
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2.4.2 Measurement

Computer software imposes serious restrictions on
intergenerational data. Mays (1980, 186) notes that linkage
occurred only for persistent heads of households in the
studies by Katz (1975) and Gagan (198l1). Each newly created
family had to be treated as a newly arrived entity, unlinked
to others in the same social milieu. This prevents
intergenerational comparisons of sons and fathers and
ignores the succession of related families.

Thernstrom (1973) overcomes this problem to a degree
by linking sons and fathers through birth records of the
sons. Again the sample size declines rapidly with time,
thereby weakening his argument. It is hoped that this
problem will be remedied by programs devised for integration
of records. In that event, it will become possible to
refine and integrate data about all traceable individuals
within a society. In turn, this should permit more
ambitious and reliable longitudinal research and a greater
depth of analysis.

Interpretation of the surviving data can still be
most hazardous. Pessen, quoting Dahl, states that the
nineteenth century was an era of "cumulative inequality:
when one individual was much better off than another in one

resource, he was usually better off in almost every other
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resource" (Pessen: 1974, 120-121). The historian thus
employs actual variables where data exists and surrogate
variables where they do not in order to create a "functional
relationship between what the investigator wants to measure
and what he can measure" (Fogel: 1975, 355). The changes in
the relative position of individuals in the social hierarchy
will be indicative of socio-economic¢ mobility because the
concept involves position and movement (Pessen: 1974,
xiii-xiv).

Many variables which have been creatively employed
are surrogates for crucial information and it is often
difficult to assess their value. Graff (1979) has used the
census designation 'literate’ to indicate educational
attainment. No doubt there are degrees of literacy which
are lost in the crude literate/non-literate category in the
returns. There was no literacy test in the census, only a
statement by the individual concerned. Signatures on wills
or land records may be a more reliable source of
information. Similarly, religion is thought ¢to be a
significant variable (Katz: 1975, 25-26) but this
information was never required by the United States census.
Those wusing the Canadian <census feel fortunate that
religious affiliation was recorded, but this measure is also
crude. There is only a statement of sect and no way to

determine the intensity or —consistency of religious
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experience.

Whereas sociologists routinely combine occupation,
education and property to determine socio-economic status,
historians must employ other, often less direct, measures.
Variables differ for rural and urban studies. 'Occupation'
becomes almost meaningless in a rural study as most heads of
households are designated as 'farmer'. Gagan (1981, 99-109)
overcomes this difficulty by refining measures of relative
wealth among farmers to include property ownership, improved
housing, family structure and domestic servants. His
observation that family structure is the best indicator of
wealth coincides with the results of Sennett's (1978) study
of Chicago in the same era.

Homeownership (Katz: 1975, 94-175), persistence
(Thernstrom: 1973, 220-261), house type and dwelling area
(Blumin: 1969, 185), and improved housing (Gagan: 1981,
99-100) have been used in various combinations to suggest a
measure of success equivalent to the contemporary urban
'property ownership' variable. 'Dwelling area' might be
unreliable as a variable for earlier times as residential
segregation seemed to be based on ethnicity, not wealth
(Graff: 1979, 101-102). This 1is one of the reasons why
literacy had 1little effect on social mobility. Literacy
rates were surprisingly high among immigrants to Canadian

cities. Those who were illiterate had access to information
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because they lived amongst those who could communicate what
they had read. Also confounding the ‘'homeownership'
variable is the disproportionately large number of tenants
in some cities, such as Boston. There are no alternative
sources of information about 1liquid assets (Thernstrom:
1973: 97, 314 nll, 314 nl2).

Occupation is a variable permitting assessment within
a ranked hierarchy over time (Thernstrom: 1973, 46; Katz:
1969, 237-238) It is also used as a surrogate variable for
individual wealth in <cities (Thernstrom: 1973, 46-48).
Espgcially critical in urban research is the arbitrary
stratification and classification of occupations. Most
researchers (Katz: 1969, 214-216; Blumin: 1969, 166-174:
Pessen: 1974, xiv-xv; and Graff: 1979, 335-339) agree with
Thernstrom's (1969, 130; 1973, 46-48) assessment of class
stratification by occupation designated as non-manual (or
white~collar) and manual (or blue-collar).

Katz (1972) has attempted a masterlist of occupations
and their relative status. Such a system, while generally
accurate, may be applicable only to one time period for
various occupations whose status was transformed Dby
industrialization (Griffen: 1969, 50). The plight of the
slipping status of shoemakers from artisans to factory
workers 1is a frequently cited example of this problem

(Blumin: 1969, 166-167, 200-202; Griffen: 1969, 84-86).
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Blumin (1969: 167-170) suggests an "Index of Occupation
Standing"™ to facilitate comparison between various groups
within the total population. Discussions of this nature
serve to encourage consistency of <classification. Katz
shows that, in nineteenth century Ontario, the English,
native-born Protestants and Scots were more 1likely to
achieve wupward mobility than those of Irish origin or
Catholics.

Denton and George hypothesize that family size and
school attendance are related to socio-economic status of
the head of the household. They create a workable hierarchy
of status categories of occupation roughly based upon that
of the 1961 census (Denton and George: 1973, 338). There
was little problem in assessing occupational mobility since
the study encompasses only information contained in the 1871
census for Hamilton and is later expanded to include both
urban and rural portions of Wentworth County (Denton and
George: 1970:; 1973; 1974).

Perhaps it is well to reconsider the implications of
the assumption that socio-economic status determines other
characteristics of the family for longitudinal studies, even
though the studies may have to rely upon comparisons between
cross-sections in order to gain some insight into 'change'
in the intervening time period. Gaffield explains that the

nineteenth century family did not always act solely as an
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economic unit. Rather, geographical mobility and,
presumably, occupational change, if not occupational
mobility, of family members was often undertaken to improve
the chances of avoiding economic difficulties in the future
(Gaffield, 1979: 273). Families seem to have placed
paramount importance upon remaining near one another
(Henretta: 1578). Thus, occupational mobility, like
geographical mobility, cannot be assumed to be a reflection
of the 'transiency thesis', that is, that those who move are
the disadvantaged (Darroch: 1981, 258).

Ethnic background has been strongly correlated with
'success’. The native-born were most upwardly mobile
(Thernstrom: 1973, 76-78) and the most persistent (Griffen:
1969, 56~57). Among immigrants, Jews were twice as likely
as the general population to experience upward mobility and
those Catholics who had attained white-collar status were
twice as likely to fall back intoc manual labour (Thernstrom:
19373, 152). All agree that the Irish always had the most
difficult position in society (Thernstrom: 1973, 188; Katz:
1975, 165; Griffen: 1969, 57-58). Graff (1979, 157)
suggests that ethnicity should be a combination of
birthplace 2nd religion.

Most social mobility studies deal exclusively with
males. Some include females (Katz: 1975, 59-60 for

example), wusually when they become widowed heads of
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families. Miller (1975, 97) has deplored the lack of
interest in the status or background of females, especially
mothers. That females may be important is confirmed by
Sennett's (1978, 190-191) explanation of social forces in

Chicago.

2.4.3 Conceptual Issues

This section argues that the 1limitations of the
prevalent theoretical paradigms ignore the intensity of
plausible forces affecting the process. Miller (1975)
cautions that more needs to be known about the interface
between social and geographical mobility. Problems with
data and research design weaken the claims of many studies.
More evidence pertaining to social mobility in more diverse
settings, such as frontiers, rural communities and small
towns, 1s required before generalizations can be made with
confidence.

Theoretical explanation of observed social mobility
patterns needs further refinement in terms of nineteenth
century social and economic reality. Thernstrom
(Thernstrom: 1969, 159) states that the parameters of social
mobility (WHAT) in the past have to be known before
explanations (WHY) are attempted. Fogel (1975, 355) presses
for a synthesis of case studies completed to date. The

remainder of this section concentrates on those facets of
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social mobility which require more attention by historians.

It is imperative to examine the social and
behavioural models borrowed by historians. Sociologists
conduct surveys within contemporary societies to gather data
which reveal who has power or high status and why. The
interest is in "relationships between social inheritance {(or
starting position) and the 'means of mobility'" (Lipset and
Bendix: 1967, 5), in effect, the "degree to which given
backgrounds determine the level of education, the acquistion
of skills, access to people at different levels in the
social structure, 1intelligence, and motivation to seek
higher positions" (Lipset and Bendix: 1967,6).

Fogel (1975) and Gutman (1969) warn that past
historians have had 1little experience 1in transposing
behavioural models to history. While there is much in this
that is of value in sociology, there is also not much that
is valuable to history. The criteria for the measurement of
social mobility as stated above by Lipset and Bendix (1967,
6) 1illustrate the difficulty in transposing contemporary
methods to historical data. Where can one find objective
measures of past intelligence, motivation, perception and
expectation of opportunities?

Thernstrom, in his work on social mobility, ignores
the problem (1973, 259). Griffen (1969, 52) states that

perception and expectation <can only be suggested by
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examining association and residential patterns - a very
difficult connection to make! 1In spite of this, Thernstrom
(1973, 76-78) states, with some confidence, that Boston
society has been relatively fluid over the past ninety
years, that more individuals ascended the hierarchy than
descended and that the most difficult upward movement was
the one bridging blue-collar and white-collar status.

Kirk (1978, 1) advocates systematic enquiry to test
nineteenth century theories in order to begin a "discussion
of causes and consequence, of shifts in rates of vertical
mobility" and to aetermine the "effects of structural
factors and changes on rates of movements and the
relationship between vertical and horizontal movement".

Comparisons should also be drawn with contemporary
experience to account for the apparent evolution of a
process over time. For example, have the criteria acting as
determinants of social and economic mobility over time
shifted sharply or gradually from inherited characteristics
to acquired? 1If so, which of the inherited characteristics
declined in importance first, and which were most
tenaciously involved with determining social and economic
mobility? Why did the observed patterns evolve? Thernstrom
of fered only three pages of explanatory theory in The Other

Bostonians (1973, 30-32). Herschberg (1974) claims it is

now time for more elaborate explanation.
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Sennett, an historical sociologist, provides an
example of how these studies might be expanded. He explores
the strategies employed by families to maintain status
(Sennett: 1978, 138-140) and determines that one strategy
was to protect the position of sons (Sennett: 1978, 170) who
were not particularly advantaged due to inherited economic
position or numbers of wage-earners in the household. The
sons were better able to adapt by making a healthy break
with the older generation to seek new opportunities. In
nuclear families, the father's absence during work elsewhere
was more noticeable (Sennett: 1978, 190-191) and families
became mother-dominated. This resulted in an
'inward-turning’' in a response to the stress of urban 1life
which further reinforced the behaviour. Anderson (1971)
explored the effectiveness of kinship in attaining or
maintaining social mobility. An extensive discussion of his

thesis is given in Chapter One.

2.5 Towards a New Approach

Traditions, with shortcomings but also useful points,
and opportunities of in-depth study, due to personal
long-term acquaintance with study area residents and data
collection over a long time period, have led to the approach

which is mapped out here.
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2.5.1 The Realistic Situation

Until just after the turn of this century, farm
families were the prevalent unit of Ontario society. As in
the British Isles, their internal structure and
relationships to each other profoundly influenced the nature
of that society and its response to the changes wrought by
industrialization and urbanization (Anderson: 1977). Upon
consideration of the farm family's traditionally <close
attachment to a particular unit of land, it is reasonable to
expect that a large proportion of any rural population was
geographically stable for most of their lives. It is an
intriguing paradox, then, to note that nineteenth century
populations, both rural and urban, here and elsewhere, are
characterized by a stable core population of about ten to
forty percent in any decade, and a geographically mobile
majority. Two questions are of interest for research: what
social and economic forces generated these high rates of
population mobility and what personal <characteristics
determined who stayed and who left?

Dependence upon stable external markets resulted in
cycles of 'boom' and ‘'bust', creating economic uncertainty
for farm families, especially in peripheral agricultural
areas and lumbering regions. The present study departs from
the American preoccupations and paradigms by emphasizing the

goal of social and economic stability based upon mutual
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dependence upon family members for assistance when needed
and 1independence from outside sources of assistance.
Instability from social and economic forces outside the
family combines with "internal" problems inherent in a
kinship system dependent upon a land resource. The threat
of unemployment, interrupted income, accident, illness and
premature death, in conjunction with the need to provide a
'start-in-life' for <children and security in old age;,
demanded a mutual assistance network among settlers to
ensure their survival. Before the advent of universal
welfare programs, social and economic security depended upon
a set of widely acknowledged conventions and strategies
among kin.

If the relationship between social and economic
security and geographical mobility is to be investigated in
a rural Canadian context, then kinship relationships among
farm family members must be considered. Again, this is a
departure from the majority of approaches of social
historians, although some Canadian studies have considered
kinship. To this end, the Canadian experience is considered
here within the parameters of Anderson's exchange theory of
kinship relationships (1971: 171-175). The theory aids in
ordering ideas about the 'meaning' of kinship-related
information concerning the settlers. Anderson's theory,

developed in association with his work on Lancashire in the
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nineteenth century, does not seem to be specific only to

that place.

2.5.2 Bxcursus: An Exchange Theory of Kinship
Relationships

The development of the local kinship network meets
the requirements of Anderson's theory (1971) of the
functions of kinship in increasing the 'life chances' of
individuals 1in the laissez-faire milieu of nineteenth
century Canada. The tenets of Anderson's theory are
extended to offer an explanation of the patterns revealed by
mapping local kinship relationships. It is argued that the
kinship system promoted the interests of the family above
those of the individual in order to ensure the permanence of
at least some family members over time. Not only did this
phenomenon create family cohesiveness, it also contributed
to regional social and economic stability.

Anderson (1971: 170-175) postulates that kinship
relationships are carefully maintained among those whose
goals cannot be attained without reliance upon formal or
informal assistance during times of crisis. Mutual support
(the offer of assistance and the acceptance of obligations
among kin) is dependent upon trust. In societies with no
formal institutions to provide assistance during crises,

kinship relationships are mutually satisfying because
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extensive knowledge of the reliability of others to whom one
is related permits the acceptance of long-term obligations
with certainty of reciprocation. This assurance of
reciprocation of assistance 1s absolutely essential in a
society with relatively scarce resources and beset by
potential crises which threaten survival. Crises may be
rare, but costly, or crises may occur unpredictably in
societies wherein resources are adequate in the long term.
Assistance may then be demanded suddenly by any iﬁdividual
member of the network in the short term.

Anderson furﬁher suggests that the possibility of
reliance upon kinship as a source of assistance will
probably be reduced in direct proportion to the existance of
alternative bureaucratic assistance. Kin will prefer
reliance upon network members for assistance before the
advent of universal social security programs because of the
potential for privacy within the kinship network (Guest:
1980, 15).

Although Anderson's theory (1971: 171-175) evolves
from his study of rural-to-urban migrants in nineteenth
century Lancashire, it has a wider application. The theory
has three main spatial dimensions. 1In order to function as
a mutual assistance network, a local kinship network must be
large, close-knit and 1localized. It must "support more

obligations than any one person could meet"™ in order to
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foster interdependence among members as opposed to
dependence upon any one economically advantaged person
(Anderson: 1971, 171).

Anderson maintains that kinship facilitated
reciprocal assistance among network members within rural
families. The operation of the kinship system pivoted on
mutual trust in societies with few alternative sources of
assistance. Trust was the prerequisite for the efficient
functioning of the kinship system and mutual trust depended
upon interaction fields which gave accurate information
permitting precise assessments of the reliability of those
with whom one might expect reciprocal relationships
(Anderson: 1971, 171-4). In other words, kin must be
reasonably sure that assistance will be reciprocated when
needed. A high degree of trust is therefore essential among
members of a network. Trust is based upon knowledge of
members' previous record of honouring obligations and
discharging duties.

A complex network of individuals prevented any
individual member of the 1local network from becoming
overburdened with kinship obligations. Furthermore, a
complex kinship network located within a relatively confined
rural community would be aware of any failure to honour
obligations. This knowledge would be disseminated

throughout the system by means of frequent interaction
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within a well-developed 1local information field. Thus,
another requirement for <effectiveness 1is a complex,
localized kinship network with many potential ‘'contact
points' of interaction.

The kinship system must also foster normative
behaviour within the community. The function of interaction
fields is to give enough information to permit accurate
assessments of the reliability of those with whom one might
expect reciprocal relationships. An extensive kin network
focussed within a small areal unit would be aware of any
failure to honour generally perceived obligations. Kin must
be willing to accept obligations in order to increase the
'life chances' of all, as will be demonstrated later in this
chapter. The personal benefit of aiding kin might not be
immediately apparent to some network members, especially the
relatively affluent whose need for assistance in future
seemed remote. The less advantaged had much to gain and
little to lose by accepting assistance with little thought
of reciprocation or repayment.

Anderson states that "relationships [must be]
encapsulated by a close-knit network on which [the borrower]
is dependent and of which [the loaner] is a powerful member"
(1971, 173). 1In this situation, any member failing to offer
or failing to repay assistance must be subject to widespread

and isolating social disapproval. John Kenneth Galbraith,
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in writing of his youth in southern Ontario (1966, 48),
recognized the effectiveness of the local monitoring system.
In Elgin County, both relatives and neighbours displayed a
deep commitment to a normative system of assistance
behaviour:

"The common law on these matters was ... clear and
well enforced. ... Occasionally there were complaints
that a man called for help too readily. But no one ever
declined. Again the social penalty would have been too
severe. It is a great mistake to imagine that prisons
and fines are the only means that a community has of
enforcing its laws. Nor are they necessarily the most
drastic" (Galbraith: 1966, 48).

Individuals had to be able and willing to apply
effective sanctions against those who deviated from
normative or accepted and expected behaviour of mutual
assistance. Sanctions imposed by an individual alone would
be ineffective. Therefore, if the 1local kinship network
functions as Anderson predicted, a kinship network of
increasing complexity develops over time. Paradoxically, it
must not become too complex or it will fragment into smaller
units for which there would be a ‘'manageable' information
field.

The precise role of family members in this ethos is
articulated by Anderson. Briefly, an individual counts upon
assistance from close relatives. In return, he has a

reciprocal obligation to assist them whenever required. It

is especially the obligation of all members of a nuclear or
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extended family to look out for each others' welfare as long
as they are under the same roof and beyond that if they are
mature children or elderly parents domiciled separately. 1In
lieu of fully developed 1local kinship networks, this
tradition is perpetuated in the concept of
'neighbourliness’', an acknowledgement of the mutual
dependence among neighbours, mimicking the advantages of
kinship networks.

The admirable system of mutual assistance was only
attainable as long as certain basic assumptions were met:
that a family could muster sufficient resources to carry on
farming and attain the dignity of independence in the
community; that the family farm generated enough income in
good years permitting them to set aside resources to cushion
against uncertainties in the future. The goal of many
Ontario families was independence from want, obligation and
reliance upon strangers. "Everywhere the family and its
relatives were a close economic unit; the various members
helped one another when new enterprises were started or old
ones failed. The material basis for a social welfare

association was the family farm" (Smiley: 1963, 26).
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2.5.3 Toward Specific Formulations: Stability, Change

and Kinship at a Late Nineteenth and Early

Twentieth Century Farming Frontier of Ontario

It 1is appropriate now to define the critical
relationship between firstly, the social and economic
functions of farm family members and secondly, the
mover/stayer dichotomy in the context of both predictable
and unpredictable events by which these people were
threatened throughout 1life.

The conceptual schema which is presented has been
developed as a synthesis of Anderson's (1971) theory of the
utility of kinship and the staple-led theory of economic
development. Kinship served as the traditional interface
between the social and economic functions of the farm
family. In nineteenth century Ontario, as elsewhere, widely
accepted strategies embedded in kinship conventions seem
designed to promote the basic social and economic welfare of
all farm family members.

In the pre-~-welfare state, the social and economic
welfare of individuals was a matter of family concern.
Thus, family relationships <could not be divorced from
economic considerations (Henretta: 1978). Anderson stressed
the important function of the kinship network in providing
for the welfare of all through mutual assistance. The

implicit understanding among network members was a need to
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maintain a long-term balance of accumulated family resources
and obligations which promoted the 1life chances of all
members. Mutual assistance was usually an informal
insurance rooted in a trust in and social responsibility
towards close relatives, that is, those upon whom one could
count in times of crisis. So long as the balance could be
maintained between resources and responsibilities, the
support network countered the predictable crises such as
provision both of a 'start-in-life' for maturing children
and for old age.

The kinship-based convention of mutual assistance
also evolved to provide both short- and long-term assistance
to counter unpredictable but possible life crises such as
unemployment, accident, illness and the premature death of a
head of household. Furthermore, the mutual assistance
system increased the pool of resources accumulated by
facilitating expansion or intensification of agricultural
activity. In order for a kinship network to have social and
economic utility for individual members, they must remain in
relatively close proximity to each other. This ensured a
greater chance of that knowledge of each other's activities
upon which mutual trust was based.

As a social unit, the farm family tried to protect
and promote the interests of all family members in order to

increase their 1life chances and to ensure the survival of
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the family. However, economic realities meant that social
welfare often had to be subordinated to the need to attain
economic stability in a society with few alternate sources
of assistance. The family farm was a source of security,
stability and wealth. Paradoxically, however, while it
bound some to the land, it also forced others to 1leave.
Farmers, although wanting to provide an ideal
'start-in-life' for all of their children, were loathe to
subdivide the farm lest its economic viability be
compromised. Small farms could not support a family,
especially in an area of 1limited 1land capability and
marginal location. Conversely., providing for
non-land-inheriting children also depleted capital accrued
by the farm. The farm family faced many other potential
crises which threatened the collective or individual social
security and, as a result, developed a multiplicity of
strategies to counter them which were based upon the
principle of mutual assistance among members to increase the
life chances of all. These strategies will be considered as
an indicator of the degree of stress upon these people and
the difficulty which these crises posed for family members.
The ‘'staple-led' theory of Canadian economic
development, as interpreted by Watkins (1963 and 1977),
suggests that regional development occurred as a response to

external demand for a staple resource. In the study area,
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demand was for lumber, most of which went to Michigan and
Illinois. Agricultural land was opened for settlement in
those areas which had been cut over in order to serve the
needs of lumber camps and as an incentive for those growing
families in southern Ontario which needed to acquire more
and cheaper land in order to stay together within the
province. As a result, prosperity for farmers fluctuated
with the external demand for lumber. Without 1local
lumbering operations, farmers wouid have been unable to earn
cash for agricultural development. No local market would
have existed for their «crops and skills. No external
markets would have developed for agricultural products by
means of the transportation infrastructure created to serve
lumbering activities and connections to export markets in
the American mid-west. Lumbering, in effect, drove the
development of the local agricultural sector for at least
half a century. The farmers' direct and indirect dependency
upon lumbering activity added to the precarious supply of
local capital which could fuel development and counter 1life
crises.

Based upon the foregoing discussion, it is possible
to formulate several hypotheses about the relationship
between the farm family's economic characteristics, kinship

network , and individual family member's geographical

mobility or stability. Two major hypotheses are presented
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briefly in general terms and then, in the form of four
models, the more specific relationships of family
charcteristics and kinship with moving or staying are
illustrated.

The primary assumption in this research 1is that
moving or staying 1is an individual's response to the
economic condition of a farm family. More particularly, the
more secure one's social and economic welfare was in a
locale, the less likely one was to move.

The first model, Figure 2.1, illustrates the
relationship between economic opportunity and migration. If
the widespread demand for capital to develop the new area
and to counter life crises were met, more individuals were
likely to stay 1locally. Crucial to the stability of
individuals was access to capital. 1If it were not met, then
they moved to areas where they thought that they might have
a better chance for meeting their demand for capital. It is
imperative to consider the sources of capital available to
settlers over time because these drove development of the
family farm in new areas and thus created the agricultural
sector of the regional economy.

The second hypothesis to be discussed is that kinship
played a crucial role in providing for the social and
economic welfare of family members. More specifically,

kinship relationships provided both more advantageous access
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to and a greater array of resources upon which one could

rely in times of <crisis (Figure 2.2). This included
capital.
The third model, Figure 2.3, delineates the

relationship between kinship relations, sources of capital
and the mover/stayer dichotomy. The sources of capital are
listed 1in descending order of increasing risk to an
ind:i ridual's security and geographical stability. Those who
were fortunate could counter a crisis by tapping their
savings or drawing upon current wages or earnings from their
farm. If one had insufficient personal resources, one could
appeal to several other sources of capital - sources which
may be characterized as increasingly risky and impersonal.
Gifts were usually one-time events involving
succession of the younger generation. They were bestowed to
provide a start in life and usually involved a considerable
value which had a 1long-term effect upon the welfare of
descendants of the donor. Gifts were major contributors to
the ability of children to stay over long periods of time.
This strategy was so critical to family welfare that the
partible/impartible system of inheritance was in widespread
evidence in Ontario and Quebec. One son inherited the farm
because the land could not support more than one family over
time. In fairness to his non-inheriting siblings, the

inheritor was required to compensate them 1in order that
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they, too, might have assistance with beginning their adult
life. Thus the inheriting generations may have found
themselves bound to the land by debt, by obligations to care
for aging parents or by a charisma associated with land that
had been in a family for several generations. Unless these
'hidden' costs of the land were accepted willingly, the
advantage of the gift was devalued and may even have forced
them to seek a source of capital such as savings or credit.

To seek credit as a source of capital was to count
upon future profits from farming to repay the debt. The
fluctuations in demand and instability of this developing
economy in general made this the most risky choice. Farmers
traditionally were extremely reluctant to get involved in
this form of financing, and with sound reason, considering
the difficulty of repayment. However, if there was no other
choice, several sources could be approached. Most
neighbours and private investors charged eight to ten per
cent interest and were the most frequent source of funds
until the First World War. A few settlers held mortgages
from the Canada Permanent Savings and Loan Company of
Toronto and all were successfully repaid. This fact
indicates that these 1loans were granted after careful
investigation of the probability of repayment. No marginal
farms were financed in this way.

The machinery companies helped to finance the
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purchase of machinery only. For example, when farmers were
encouraged to increase production during the First World
War, many purchased machinery in order to help them do so.
However, the National Policy, begun in 1879, increased the
cost of production to farmers because a tariff on cheaper
American machinery protected the agricultural implement
sector in southern Ontario. Farmers could not compete with
world markets if they raised prices, and a cost-price
squeeze developed which has plagued them ever since. Some
borrowed from the implement dealers to buy machinery, and
when a post-war depression inevitably occurred, found it
impossible to keep up payments.

The most advantageous source of capital was that
provided by kin. Usually, credit from kin was granted at
slightly preferential rates, starting at six per cent
interest. Even if preferential rates could or would not be
of fered by kin, the normative expectations within the
community in terms of kinship obligations would have frowned
upon a sudden foreclosure if a kinsman defaulted in
repayment. The mortagagor who was also a kinsman would be
expected to be more lenient than any other source of credit,
and this leniency could also be considered an advantage in
the quest for security. Financial assistance among kin was
a very complex process involving both an ability and a

willingness to help.
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Of these sources, kin were the most 1likely to be
sympathetic to 1legitimate problems which resulted in
default. After all, they would have been knowledgeable
about the circumstances and would have been best able to
judge the extent to which a family member could be trusted
to repay as soon as circumstances permitted. If one were to
default upon a debt to a kinsman due to irresponsibility,
knowledge of that circumstance would also be apparent to all
network members and pressure would be brought to bear upon a
recalcitrant borrower. If the borrower could ignore the
ostracism of kinsmen, he would still have to contend with
the certainty that help would probably not be forthcoming in
any subsequent crisis situation. Certainly it would be
perilous to ignore such a threat to personal security.

If all else failed, one could leave for external
opportunities which were perceived as being better than
those available 1locally. The Canadian west received a
number of these settlers after the turn of the century, as

did Michigan.

2.5.4 Behavioural Models

Four generalized models of hypothetical situations
which would create a demand for capital within farm families
demonstrate some of the strategies which could be employed

to counter the detrimental effects of each situation and the
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relationship between 1life crises and the permanence or
geographical mobility of the individuals involved. All of
the models are based upon the circumstances of early
generations of settlers. Government policies changed the

configuration of the flows, especially after 1940.

2.5.4.1 Model A: Seeking a Start in Life

Seeking a start was common to all children raised on
the family farm. Sons needed land in order to gain the
advantages of being self-employed and daughters desired to
marry a local farmer or to acquire land through their own
family if their husband, for whatever reason, had none. If
there were no sons in a family, daughters and their spouses
could take over the land by the same processes. If a
daughter remained unmarried, it was understood that she
could remain on the farm of her parents. If she wanted to
be self-sufficient, her alternatives were to move elsewhere
and become a seamstress, clerk or teacher. The important
point is that families seem to have been expected to give
daughters a start in life and if it was less than that given
to sons, the digparity was not great.

The interesting feature of this model, Figure 2.4, is
the variety of strategies that were employed to keep family
members in proximity to one another so that they could offer

mutual assistance. 1In effect, they stuck together in order
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to deflect the worst effects of life crises and disperse the
responsibility for aid among the greatest number. This
prevented any one member or the kinship network in general

from becoming overburdened with obligations.

2.5.4.2 Model B: EBxpansion or Intensification of
Agricultural Activity

With settlement and external events, such as World
War One and modernization, came a demand for increased
productivity from farmers. Again, a variety of strategies
were employed to increase the chances of staying in the
community under these circumstances. Four of the most
logical strategies, Figure 2.5, required capital investment
and would have placed many in the position of having no
alternative but to apply for credit, making themselves

vulnerable to the dangers which that entailed.

2.5.4.3 Model C: Diminishing the Effects of Life
Crises
Emotional considerations aside, all sorts of events
could lead to a sudden loss or diminishing of income, as
shown in Figufe 2.6. Some were foreseeable events, such as
aging, and, with luck, could be planned for to some degree
as long as other life crises did not intervene and drain

resources. The next model, Figure 2.7, will elaborate on
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this special long-lasting life crisis.

Other threatening events were unpredictable, some
being probable, like unemployment, and some merely
possible, such as accidents, 1illness and untimely deaths.
All placed the family in a position of requiring capital to
of fset the effects of the crisis and to ensure retention of

the family farm,

2.5.4.4 Model D: Providing for 01d Age

Perhaps because old age was the most inevitable of
life «c¢rises, the strategies to counter the hazard of
decreased productivity which led to a decreased income and
increased dependency on assistance over time were most
well-developed (Figure 2.7). A number of alternatives were
used frequently. Again, most of them were designed to
permit the aging person to stay in the community and
benefit from membership in a localized kin network. Selling
the farm is the only alternative which conceivably could
force a move, breaking the community kinship ties. The
circumstances leading to this decision can either imply a
forced move or an adequate financial situation which
permitted living in a nearby town with the social life and
accessibility to services which that implies and yet still
remaining within range of the localized rural kin network.

The conceptualization discussed here provides the



Life Impoverishment
Cycle —? and Kin Unable
Stage to Assist
Decreasing Informal

Productivity {- Community

l Responsibility 1
Decreasing Stay
Income Reside with Family A

> of Mature Child i j
Increasing
Dependence Family of Mature
on Kin ~>Child Lives with
Assistance Aging Parent(s)*

Demand for - To Mature Child
Maintenance L-,Sell Farm .
and care To Other e———————.-3 Migrate

Figure 2.7:

Model D. Providing for 0ld Age

96



97

possibility of an ordering of the wealth of data available.
It specifies the possible interconnection of economic and
kinship variables which affect the propensity of moving or

staying.

2.5.5 Data and Variables

The data gathered for this study is a combination of
information collected from all of the record sources
generated by the community which have survived. Unlike
other studies of kinship which rely on 1linking families
through the matching of surnames of heads of households, it
includes all of the local residents, both male and female,
for whom records were generated. Further, it reflects the
evolution of their experience throughout their sojourn
within the community.

There is no substitute for a thorough knowledge of
kinship relationships within the community over time.
Kinship networks are intricate and must be carefully
recorded in an organized format in order to properly
reconstruct the local network, the basic unit of which is
the individual. There is no software program available for
this analysis which would have permitted the integration of
individual data into that of families and then of kinship
networks. For this reason, ninety variables had to be coded

for each of almost one thousand individuals, a
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time-consuming, expensive but ultimately rewarding task. It
is, however, not a research strategy which would be suited
to large urban populations. Nor would it be suited to
generating a random sample of a large population unless one
uses the technique of random sampling to choose a basic
population of individuals for analysis and then proceeds to
include all of their relatives who lived locally in order to
capture local kinship networks. The task would be daunting,
if not impossible.

The data which has been collected about residents of
the townships of Day, Bright and Bright Additional is unique
in terms of its scope, detail and the time period to
which it applies (see Chapter One, section 1.3.4). All
known sources of data which could illuminate the 1life
history of individuals was integrated and coded for
multivariate analysis. The coded information spanned the
categories which are included in Appendix A. There are
several advantages 1inherent in this approach to the
intricacies of kinship relationships by means of extensive
data about the personal characteristics of individuals.

The data is categorized into three major subdivisions
for each individual. 1Information is coded concerning his or
her family of orientation (grandparents, parents and
siblings), the people to whom one is most closely related

and the components o¢f the kinship network with whom an
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individual must share resources and to whom he or she must
turn for assistance and a start. The second category of
data concerns characteristics which are specific to that
person as an individual (e.g., year of birth) and as a
member of that family (e.g., birth rank). Finally, the
characteristics of an individual's family of procreation,
spouse and children, indicate those for whom the individual
must provide and upon whom the individual must rely for
assistance in o0l1d age. Also embedded in the codes are the
timing of life cycle and migration events.

The completeness of this data set permits assessment
of results based upon consideration of changes in life cycle
stages and 1in response to external economic and social
events. The inclusion of all individuals captures the
experience of women and youngsters who did not reach
maturity. Individuals are distinguished by surname,
generation within the community, and ancestors held 1in
common wWith others. Deaths are distinguished from
outmigration as a source of population loss until 1986. A
precise census of residents can be generated for any year.

There are some drawbacks encountered in creating a
data set of this scope. No systematic means was discovered
for tracing the destinations of outmigrants. The data
included here comes from a multiplicity of sources. The

richest and most consistent source which is widely available
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in most communities is the statement of place of residence
of survivors who are mentioned in obituaries and Surrogate
Court records. A good proportion of residents who had once
lived in this community were ancestors of present 1local
residents and their whereabouts was known to local families.

'Destination' is defined as that place most commonly
associated with a particular individual. Most did not go
directly to another place and spend the rest of their lives
there. It would have been an impossible and unproductive
task to record all movements of people in the short term.
It was arbitrarily decided that ‘'destination' should refer
to the destination attributed to an individual by 1local
sources, either written or oral. By this is meant the
destination associated with an individual in which he or she
was known to reside for the longest period of time or the
last known destination of an individual.

The data set which has been generated is extremely
versatile. For example, it permits a very refined
designation of ethnicity. The birthplaces of all
grandparents, parents and the individual can be included.
Spouses arriving directly from O0ld World origins tend to
exhibit identical nationalities. However, individuals who
moved to the New World before marriage did not necessarily
marry someone of the same nationality. This has important

implications for potential modifications to ethnic
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traditions, especially to traditions of inheritance. In
recording origins of the individual and of his or her
ancestors for the preceeding two generations, one should be

able to discern any consistent modifications.

2.5.6 Analysis

The importance of kinship networks to individuals in
the nineteenth century (Anderson: 1971) has been transposed
into a conceptual framework incorporating local, regional,
provincial and national government policies and social and
economic development. Not only is it possible to determine
the evolution of important processes over time, but
multivariate analysis permits an expansion into the causes
and consequences of events.

The variables generated describe the position of the
individual within the <context of both the family of
orientation (parents and siblings) and the family of
procreation (spouse and children). The tabulation of the
frequencies of data 'events' is the initial step in the
analysis.

The independent variables are then cross-tabulated
with residence status, whether an individual was a permanent
resident of the community or not, which is the dependent
variable. This step in the analysis reveals the separate

effect of the independent variables upon the dependent
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variable by means of statistical tests of significance
appropriate to the type of data, whether dichotomous,
ordinal or 1interval. In other words, it reveals the
strength of the association between measures of kinship
relations with the geographical stability or mobility of the
individual.

The final step in the analysis consists of
multivariate analysis to determine the combined effects of
the independent variables. This 'quantitative' approach to
geographical stabi;ity and mobility 1is, however, never

detached from the historical context of settlement.



Chapter Three: The Lure of Land: Peopling a Prontier

In 1881, Robert Redpath received a letter from Dave
Gordon of the village of Little Rapids in the District of
Algoma. Mr. Gordon, the woods manager of the Dyment Lumber
Company of Barrie, wrote to tell of a 'land of plenty’',
encouraging the Redpaths to join him in Algoma. They
obviously trusted his judgement of the new land:; certainly
they knew each other and there is a possibility that they
were also distant relatives. In the fall of the same year,
the Redpaths, with five children ranging in age from one to
fifteen, left the fifth concession of Innisfil Township in
Simcoe County for the north shore of Lake Huron.

It took two days for the family to travel overland to
Collingwood. The first night of their journey they stayed
with a cousin in Glencairn, a farming hamlet thirty
kilometres west of Barrie and thirty kilometres south of
Collingwood. Sometime during the following day, twelve year
old Robert Jr. Jjumped from the wagon near Thornton.
Determinedly, he walked back to the home of his
grandparents, the Bettridges, across the road from his
former home. The remainder of the family spent the second
night on the boat in Collingwood harbour before sailing on
to Thessalon in the morning (Dayton Tweedsmuir History).

3.1 "A Land of Plenty"

In spite of the prospective settlers' perception that
they were going to a 'land of plenty', the settlement of
North America's agricultural lands was not an easy process
for settlers. Each move meant a wrench from familiar social
ties. Unlike young Robert, few could turn back once they
had migrated. The lure of 'greener pastures' had to be
weighed against the advantages and comforts of known areas.
The resulting dilemma over whether to stay or to move was

103
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never far from the minds of farmers as long as new lands
were becoming available.

Many Ontario farm families, especially from Huron,
Grey, Bruce and Simcoe counties, chose to move to the north
shore of Lake Huron beginning in the autumn of 1879. How
did they arrive at the decision to cast their fortunes with
that of the District of Algoma? With a well-established
migration stream from southern Ontario to the American west
in place (Hudson: 1976, 242-265), why did they choose to
move to the peripheral agricultural lands of Algoma East?
The colonization of this new area 1is examined in this
chapter through a case study of residents of Day, Bright and
Bright Additional Townships in the District of Algoma
(Figure 3.1) during the first two years of settlement from
1879 until 188l. This chapter examines how the land was
perceived both by settlers and the provincial government and

the expectations of both for the area.

3.2 The Physical Environment from a Modern Perspective

The north shore of Lake Huron abuts the southern edge
of the Gogama Uplands (Dept. of Economics and Development,
Ontario: 1966, 5). It is a land of abrupt transitions and
great physical complexity characterized by 1low rolling
hills, fertile river valleys and the exposed bedrock of the

Canadian Shield. Coincident with the ancient shorelines of
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glacial lakes on the north, a corridor of intermittent
settlement now extends from Sudbury to Sault Ste. Marie and
seldom penetrates further than three townships inland
(Surveys and Mapping Branch, M.N.R.: 1985).

Located about one hundred kilometres east of Sault
Ste. Marie, the townships of Day, Bright and Bright
Additional are situated within the settlement corridor just
to the east of Thessalon, originally a lumbering port and
row an agricultural service centre. These three townships
are bisected diagonally by a chain of lakes. The surface is
31742 acres of land and 8714 acres covered by water (Abrey:
1879; Bolton: 1879). About one third of the land is
suitable for agriculture. Of the 203 half 1lots of
approximately 160 acres each, only 19.2 percent 1is classed
as capable for cultivation of crops and a further 14.3
percent 1is suitable for pastureland. About two-thirds of
the lots have been patented or severed from the Crown, but
only half of the patented 1lots have —capability for
agriculture. Figure 3.1 shows that the good farmland occurs
in a band bounded by Basswood Lake and the railway tracks
(Environment Canada: 1972).

Sandy plains occur around the south-western and
north-eastern shores of Basswood Lake. The plains were
originally the habitat of legendary white pine stands famous

in the lumbering era, but farmers have come to know them as
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'hungry sand' because of their poor <capability for
agriculture after the initial nutrients in the soil were
rapidly depleted (MacDonald: 1966, 6, 13). Rugged Shield
land emerges north-west of Basswood Lake. Southern portions
of Bright and Bright Additional, adjacent to Lake Huron, are
a tangle of rock, scrubby growth and bog. Permanent
settlers shunned the area from the beginning and much
remains virtually inaccessible Crown Land.

Since agriculture in Algoma East occurs in isolated
pockets of better soil which are often separated by several
kilometres of rough country, the view from Highway 17 gives
little suggestion of the extent of farmland. However, the
lakeshore corridor contains a substantial amount of 1land
suitable for raising crops and pasturing livestock
{Environment Canada: 1972). The long-term success of
farmers in the past is suggested by 'century farm' status
recently conferred upon two local farms. Direct descendants
of the original families have worked the farms for the past

hundred years.

3.3 Setting the Stage

The first era referred to as the 'Great Depression'’
in Ontario, from 1873 until 1895, marked a major
readjustment to events of the preceding thirty vyears.

Economic 1insecurity began with the decline in British
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colonial preference policies in the 1840s. A fortuitous
development postponed immediate economic reversal in British
North America; a strong world market for wheat fuelled a boom
characterized by railway building in order to integrate the
colonies with new areas of expansion, notably the American
mid-west.

Within the context of the confederation of the former
colonies of British North America, the Ontario government set
several objectives designed to remedy the declining prospects
for the future. Of paramount importance was the need to
expand continuous settlement in order to create a constant
flow of commodities and goods along railway lines. It was
hoped that this strategy would lower railway debt, extend the
commercial hinterlands of Toronto and Hamilton, expand
agriculture, create a home market for Ontario manufactures
and ultimately attract and retain a greater proportion of
immigrants passing through the province (Mackintosh: 1939,

19-25; Sessional Papers: 1860, No. 4, 230-232).

Copper had come out of Bruce Mines since the 1840s but
the mines and fur trade posts did not provide an impetus to
extensive assessment and settlement of the north shore of
Lake Huron. A smelter was proposed for Sault Ste. Marie in
1860, 65,000 acres of farm lots were surveyed and a

colonization road begun (Sessional Papers: 1860, No.l2, 13;

Gentilcore and Head: 1984, 106). The surveyor briefly

described the local area:



109

"Leaving Lake We-que-ko-bing, we guided the line [for
the colonization road] over a level tract of hard wood
land, passing between a chain of lakes, thence to the
Mississaga River, thirteen miles.

South of the line the country is fitted for settlement,
but to the northward it is more rugged and rough.

A considerable portion of this tract has been burned,
and much valuable timber destroyed.

The soil is a sandy loam, with boulders scattered over
the surface" (Sessional Papers: 1860, No. 4, 227).

In spite of this, it came as a surprise to the Department of
Crown Lands in 1880 to discover that preliminary
reconnaissance of the lands abutting the eastern and
northern shores of Georgian Bay were said to have 1land

suitable for agriculture (Sessional Papers No. 4: 1880,

vii-viii)., It was only with the depletion of lumber in the
southern region of Georgian Bay and in Michigan that less
specialized and less isolated settlement became feasible.

Both the governmnent and farmers envisioned a
complementary and symbiotic relationship between agriculture
and lumbering that would provide local markets for produce.
It was hoped that falling world prices for agricultural
products would be offset by the increasing productivity and
the demand created by proximity to lumber camps. The
profits would provide the capital required to transform a
wilderness farm into a stable commercial operation capable
of integration into external and export markets.

The cessation of the 1854 Reciprocity Treaty with the

United States in 1866 posed several long-term problems for
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Canadian farmers. The United States raised tariffs to
protect 1its home markets and <created a Dbarrier for
agricultural products. This, in conjunction with faltering
foreign demand for agricultural products, resulted in
depressed markets beginning in the 1870s.

However masked the wunderlying economic problems,
there were several indications that they would eventually
reassert themselves. Immigration declined sharply, new
lands were exhausted for agricultural development within the
colonies and the exploitation of the transfer of goods from
the United States did not materialize. The changes 1in
American policy towards protectionism forced consideration
of colonial as opposed to continental integration.

A depression in world prices in 1873 triggered the
reckoning. There is some debate (McDougall: 1971, 21-22)
concerning the severity of 'depression' which 1lasted for
the next twenty-~two years because falling prices for exports
from Canada were ameliorated by concurrent declines 1in
transportation costs and in costs of imports from Britain.

The ‘'depression' forced a rapid decline of the
Ontario staplg trade in wheat and many farmers began to feel
the burden of debt acquired in more optimistic times. In
the face of declining prices and increased competition from
the American wheatlands, farmers turned to mixed farming.

For those near lumber camps, pork became important, as d4id
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oats for the horses used in the woods throughout the winter.

The National Policy of the Canadian government in
1879 placed a protective tariff on manufactured goods which
was detrimental to agriculture. Farmers competed at world
prices and yet now had to purchase implements which were
protected from American competition by high tariffs. :\
cost-price sgqueeze ensued which has plagued Canadian
agriculture since that time. The federal government's
policy to keep food prices low and the continuing tariffs
protecting manufactured goods meant that farm income
consistently fell behind that in other sectors of the

Canadian economy (Drummond et al: 1966, 23).

3.3.1 Widespread Dissatisfaction: The Impetus for
Settlement
In 1878, a Huron County editorial referred to the
prevalence of "a class of farmers who are constantly on the
lookout for a better place to go to..." where they might
find "luxuriant lands in some other parts of the country

which can be bought 'for a song'..." (Huron Expositor: 4

Jan. 1878). The economic problem in the settled areas was
an old one. "Many of these men own mortgaged farms; and for
such men to desire to remove where they can own a free farm,
though it be far, far away, is but a natural manifestation

to better one's condition which the human mind cannot
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resist" (Huron Expositor: 4 Jan. 1878). The editorial

continues that a farmer would be left with $1000 to $1500
after paying debts and would then face the prospect of
transporting his family, buying a farm in the American
midwest and equipping himself with stock and machinery once
again. A log cabin and eighty acres would cost between five
and ten dollars an acre.

However tempting the potential for freedom from debt
and the expectations of economic advantages in new lands,
the social costs of moving to the frontier were high, as
contemporary observers well knew. The prospect of isolation
meant few neighbours, churches, schools and markets for
produce. It would be especially difficult for children to
go to widely scattered schools in the harsh prairie climate.
Furthermore, if neighbours did not speak English,
misunderstandings and 1lack of personal interaction might

thwart mutual assistance within the farming community (Huron

Expositor: 4 Jan. 1878).

3.3.2 Opening Agricultural Lands in Algoma

The opening of lands in Algoma for agricultural
settlement created excitement in southern Ontario. The
government of Ontario, like the federal government
(Mackintosh: 1939, 22, 47), was anxious to encourage

agriculture on the north shore of Lake Huron in order to



113

ensure continuous settlement which would lead to expansion
and integration of the provincial economy and to retention
of people who had immigrated to the province. Lumbermen
hired farmers to work in the woods in wintertime and to
supply foodstuffs and fodder to lumber camps. Farmers found
the prospect of a new frontier, only a day's travel from
southern Ontario, appealing. It promised the chance of
local markets in lumber camps, a chance for many who had
acquired heavy debt to begin again and, for others, a chance
to settle near their mature children.

Three interest groups were involved in the settlement
process. Lumbermen from Michigan and southern Ontario
responded to a demand for construction materials to build
the cities of the west by seeking new sources of lumber
(Lower: 1936, 51). Farmers, and potential farmers, found
land either too scarce or too expensive to purchase in
southern Ontario or the American Mid-West. The provincial
government sought to encourage permanent and continuous
settlement in order to create an integrated economy which
would justify the past investment in railways (Smiley: 1963,
45, 69-70).

The Ontario government increasingly expressed concern
about sovereignty over human and natural resources within
the province, prompted by the loss of settlers from southern

Ontario and the loss of timber processing to Michigan mills
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(Johnson: 13950, 213-233; Fowke: 1942, 57). Lack of
inexpensive agricultural land was a long-standing problem
in southern Ontario and the government response was to open
new lands under favourable terms 1in order to encourage

settlers to remain within the province. A Commissioner of

Crown Lands declared 1in 1866 that "the settler was of
infinitely more value [to the development of the province]

than the land" (Sessional Papers: 1866, No.26, xxi).

The complexity and physical limitations of the land
for agricultural development were recognized as early as
1860:

"Possessing, as this section does, an invigorating
climate, large blocks of arable 1land, fishing grounds
abounding wit*- trout, white fish, herring, and pickerel,
forests of v. 1able timber, water power unlimited, and
in its most rugged and barren portions, as 1is believed,
an inexhaustible supply of mineral wealth, I deem it of
no little importance to the Province" (Sessional Papers
No. 12: 1860, 232).

Experienced settlers from southern Ontario were
encouraged to pioneer this area (éowke: 1946, 121) by means
of promotional pamphlets, one of which referred to the area
as a 'vast land of great promise [which] awaits the thrifty

-

settler' (East Algoma: ca. 1879, cover). These pioneers had

the expertise to recognize the area's potential, to cope
with its limitations and to capitalize on the opportunities
afforded by lumbering activity (Fowke: 1942, 56-58; Drummond

et al: 1966, 17). 1In turn, they created conditions leading
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to stable permanent settlements. The pioneer bought the
goods and services of provisioners and transportation
companies on the way to the frontier. In any new community,
settlers utilized a good deal of capital in erecting mills,
stores, houses and barns, the infrastructure upon which
local social and economic life would be based.

The supply of marketable timber was rapidly nearing
depletion in southern Ontario. Accessible and extensive new
sources of timber had to be exploited by mills surrounding
southern Georgian Bay and the watershed of the north shore
was the logical source. Michigan interests vied for timber
rights in the same area and for the same reasons (Morrison:
1935: 35). The expanse of Lake Huron permitted
long-distance towing of timber rafts for relatively 1little
cost (Johnson: 1950, 215). Mill towns such as Saginaw, Bay
City, Collingwood and Penetanguishene sustained their
prominence through access to this timber. Mining and
lumbering also provided the impetus for frequent coastal
steamer service by Georgian Bay shipping and passenger lines
to the north shore.

Skilled woodsmen were brought in as overseers and
executors of‘key operations in lumbering. Provisions and
equipment for lumber camps had also been imported. Farmers
were not located on agricultural lands until the lumbermen

had first taken off the marketable lumber (Sessional Papers
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No. 4: 1880, 58). Theoretically, at least, the timber dues
which lumbermen paid were to be used to begin the building
of roads for settlement (Williams: 1947, 11-16). Unskilled
labour was expected to gravitate towards the 1lumbering
activity.

The provisioning function of new agricultural
settlements in the nineteenth century evolved when
"lumbering [spilled] over to the Shield, an area removed
from easy access to seasonal labour and from supplies of
food and fodder, factors directly connected with operating
costs of the industry" (Richards: 1958, 202). Seasonal
labour and imported foodstuffs would not foster permanent
settlement. The rationale of the Ontario government was
stated explicitly during the general concern throughout the
18908 about protectionist American tariffs on lumber:

"... if we permit the Michigan lumber manufacturer to
come into Ontario, bringing in his own supplies, horses,
sleighs, working, as has frequently been the case, and
merely taking our logs and floating them into Michigan,
there 1is but a restricted market afforded for the
settlers, and we have left upon our hands a desert of
stumps, upon which it 1is difficult to establish
colonists. eesif [lumber] manufacture within the
Province is encouraged and fostered, it will be in the

future, as 1t has been in the past, the surest

foundation and the greatest assistance towards a
satisfactory <colonization of our wunoccupied 1lands"

(Sessional Papers: 1898, 16).

The opportunity for a 'free' farm in combination with

wage labour in the woods would draw people to the
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newly-opened lands, since the extraction of timber occurred
mostly in winter and early spring. It was held that

"the industrious settler need not want in these parts,
as there is always plenty of work in the winter time in
easy reach, and when he could not be doing much at home
on his land, he can leave the 'gquid wife' and family at
home to attend the bit of stock he may have, and he can
go and always earn the necessaries of life and thus keep
them comfortable" (Huron Expositor: 4 Dec. 1885).

With development, 1local farms should begin to supply
foodstuffs and fodder to lumbering camps. The anticipated
surplus of farm products would eventually result 1in
exporting to external markets. Suppliers of goods and
services for both the lumbering and farming sectors would

also be attracted by the potential of a growing economy.

3.4 Pacilitating Settlement
The lure of free grants of farmland only "to settlers
on or near roads in new settlements" had been established

with the Public Lands Act of 1860 (Statutes of the Province

of Canada: 1860, 6-15). Exploitation and then abandonment
by 'timber farmers' dogged the Ottawa-Huron tract where
lumbering and agriculture clashed in competition for use of
the same land (Richards: 1958, 202). As a result, before
the Ontario government promoted agricultural settlement 1in
eastern Algoma almost twenty years later, a new Act was

inaugurated. The Free Grants and Homesteads Act of 1868
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(Statutes of Ontario: 1868, 31 Vict. Cap. 8), especially

with the revisions in 1880 (Statutes of Ontario: 1880, 43

Vict. Cap. 4), offered free lands to 'actual' settlers over
elghteen years of age who had not been previously located
under this Act and who compileted prescribed 'homesteading'
requirements.

There were several conditions to be met. A limit of
two hundred acres per person would be granted by a patent to
the land (the oricinal Crown deed). after five years of
continuous settlement with no absence of more than six
months per year. Fifteen acres had to be cultivated and a
house of sixteen by twenty feet constructed by the end of
that period of time. Settlers <could cut and use trees
necessary for building, fencing, fuel and clearing land, but
the land must be <chiefly suitable for cultivation, not
lumbering, mining or quarrying.

Among other conditions, settlers were not given
the right of alienation or sale before receiving a patent

and were not permitted to mortgage the land until after they

had been granted a patent. The land could be sold
for taxes. Speculation was minimized because no large
tracts of land could be sold. In several amendments to

1897, the Act was further altered to reserve timber and
mineral rights to the Crown. There was provision for

purchasing extra lots at twenty <cents an acre (Huron
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Expositor: 18 July 1879).

Colonization roads were financed as bait for
encouraging prospective settlers (Morrison: 1935, 64;
Richards: 1958, 204). It has been claimed that the roads in
the Ottawa-Huron tract were initiated for the benefit of
private lumber businesses (Fowke: 1946, 120) but that was
not the case on the north shore of Lake Huron. The dues on
timber limits provided provincial revenue which could then
be invested in the construction' of roads. On the north
shore, the evidence suggests that the Great Northern
Colonization Road was built by the government to benefit the
agricultural settler. It runs in a predominantly east/west
direction, roughly corresponding to the present course of
Highway 17, in order to <create mobility between the
settlements. Timber was brought out of the forests along
the lakes and rivers which flow south to empty into the
North Channel. The rivers are relatively short but broad
and swift enough to have served as superior routes for the
transportation of 1logs. The Commissioner of Colonization
Roads stated that "Roads [were]l] for the double purpose of
creating access. to a new settlement ... and relieving some
very indigent but industrious settlers on the 1line by

affording them a few weeks' employment" (Sessional Papers

No. 4: 1880, =xx). Furthermore, the settlers realized the

advantages of this plan: "the 1liberal grants recently
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expended on colonization roads in Algoma, have made access
to the western side of [Day] township, from the port of
Thessalon, easy. The settlers have already extended these

[rocads] nearly a mile into Day" (Sessional Papers No. 4:

1879, 62).

3.5 Reconnaissance of a New Land

What did the surveyors and prospective settlers
discover when they arrived in Algoma? In the spring of
1879, an expedition of potential settlers 1left the Huron
County village of Brussels bound for the north shore of Lake
Huron. Their purpose was to inspect the new townships which
were about to be surveyed for settlement. When they
returned to Brussels one week later, the consensus regarding
the potential of the new land was that "rocks, hunger, bad
whiskey, and hard times were the prevailing diseases in that

locality" (Huron Expositor: 13 June 1879).

The perception of another group which left shortly
thereafter contrasts markedly in attitude and detail (Egggg
Expositor: 11 and 18 July 1879). Their strategy for
assessing the potential for farming was to observe the land
and to talk go settlers on farms in townships already being
cleared, especially farmers who were former residents of
Grey and Huron counties.

Letters to the editor of the Huron Expositor
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described soils, forest cover and topography and appealed to
would-be emigrants with news of the prosperity of former
residents. A typical reference 1is one to Mr. Charles
Granger from Hullett Township, of whom it was written: "he
says [that the move to Algoma] is the best move he ever made

in his 1life" (Huron Expositor: 4 Dec. 1885). What were

their prospects? 1In 1877, a farmer arrived in Algoma from
Huron County with nothing and, within two years, he had 160
acres of land paid for, a house and ten acres of clearing,

mostly in fall wheat (Huron Expositor: 4 Dec. 1885).

The surveyors and prospective settlers found gently
rolling land, heavily timbered with both softwoods and
hardwoods which would be an excellent source of building
materials and fuel: maple, tamarack, basswood, pine, elm,
cedar, spruce, balsam, birch, hemlock and oaks which were
straight for fifty feet and twelve to twenty inches in
diameter. The clear cold waters of the local 1lakes and
streams held pike, bass, pickerel, speckled trout, salmon
trout and white fish.

William Harris, resident of Brussels and
correspondent of this reconnaissance party, had formerly
owned a mill at Bodmin in Morris Township (Kirkby: 1981,
34). Immediately, he recognized the excellent mill site on
the creek between the two 1large lakes. The creek bed

dropped forty feet in forty rods with plenty of water to
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drive four or five turbines, according to his estimate. He
also located eighty acres of bird's-eye maple nearby.

In order to reserve the land for himself until after
the harvest, he surveyed the 1lots which he wanted into
roughly half mile squares and hired a man to clear a small
portion. The area's staunchest booster, he declared his
preference for "a few acres of high rocky land covered with
heavy timber ...[to] the miserable swamps in Morris and

Grey" (Huron Expositor: 18 July 1879).

In his assessment of the “"Promised Land", he
estimated that in a lot of one hundred and sixty acres, the
standard allotment before 1877, it would not be difficult to
find one hundred acres of good land. The rest would provide
a permanent source of timber for farm use and protection
from severe winds, unlike the exposed lands in Manitoba. He
countered the earlier assessment by stating that:

"The rocks and rough places around Bruce Mines have
frightened many milk and water (and whiskey) men, who
wander around a few days, afraid to lose sight of the
lake, and then return home sick. I think the lands to
the east of Bruce Mines in the Mississagua River
territory, is about the best part of Algoma. I am
certain there is plenty of land fit for settlement, no
matter what any one may say to the contrary" (Huron
Expositor: 18 July 1879).

In fact, many visitors to Algoma extolled the

advantages of this land over Manitoba. The moderate climate

was an important consideration. This was a land not subject
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to bitter prairie winters. Precipitation was more reliable
here and there was less likelihood of severe blizzards. The
uneven topography was considered an advantage because it
ensured a permanent supply of trees. Unlike southern
Ontario, nights were cool even in the middle of summer.

In many other respects, the north shore corridor
seemed like an extension of the familiar farmland of
southern Ontario from which the settlers were to come (Dept.
of Crown Lands: 1885, 49). It had the further advantage of
being only one and a half days away from family and friends
in the older southern settlements. The process in which
reliable news of a new frontier was disseminated by
word-of-mouth was one that had been repeated time and again
whenever new lands became available for settlement and
"slowly the current of emigration turned in this direction
as the pioneers sent out reports of the fruitfulness of the
soil and the favourable climate" (Patullo: 1883).

This 'new land', then, offered the opportunity of
acquiring a free farm and the prospect of seasonal wage
labour which would facilitate investment in the further
development of that farm. It is also apparent that the
government of the time was anxious to encourage and ease
agricultural development. The process of migration to this
frontier and the rapidity with which the land became filled

with settlers is instructive to gaining an understanding of
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the dynamics of settlement.

3.6 Migration to the Frontier

Most settlers who came to this part of Algoma
originated in two major and several minor focal areas in
southern Ontario. The largest families came from Grey
County's rural townships surrounding Owen Sound. More
families, which were of somewhat smaller size, came from the
central townships of Huron Countf. The remaining families
came from various other townships throughout the older
settled areas of southern Ontario. Three potential heads of
households came from the southern border of Quebec. Two
families came from Michigan and another, related to them,
from Nova Scotia.

The most dramatic feature of the migration process is
the importance of kinship relationships in the relocation of
these nineteenth century families. Only two young adult
males are known to have been entirely without kin somewhere
along the North Shore settlement corridor. Other young men
who arrived to settle in this community came either as part
of a larger family group which also settled locally or as a
part of a family group which homesteaded within another
nearby township settled previous to the opening of these
townships just east of Thessalon.

Family groups wusually consisted of parents and
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unmarried children. Two families arrived with an elderly
grandparent. One mature son arrived with only his father.
Upon arrival, most males over eighteen acquired a separate
homestead lot within a lot or two of parents and siblings.
Many of these separating families erected one dwelling on
the parental homestead and shared the tasks of clearing land
and erecting the required dwellings on the other lands
during the first short phase of initial settlement.

Some interesting modifications of the family
relocation process are apparent. Many young single settlers
and those with young families were siblings of other local
residents in the same life cycle stage. For example, there
are several instances of brothers moving to the frontier
with a sister, all of whom were over eighteen years of age
and unmarried. The sister 'kept house' for her brothers for
awhile and all eventually married and stayed within the
community.

Another variation of this pattern was the regrouping
of brothers and sisters. 1In two cases during the first year
of settlement, siblings with their families were reunited at
the frontier. Two brothers and a sister had been born in
southern Ontario in the 1850s. Since they had become
independent of their parents about five to ten years before
1879, one man and his sister had moved to Michigan where

they had started their own families, and the other brother
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had married in Nova Scotia and stayed there until moving to
Algoma. All arrived in Day Township at about the same time.

Even 'older' families displayed this tendency to
reunite siblings and their families in proximity to each
other. Two brothers with their families arrived in Ontario
from the Shetland Islands several years before moving to
Algoma, leaving Lambton County for the frontier townships.
Shortly after their arrival on the north shore, another
family arrived from the Shetlands, followed by two other
families during the forty years until 1914. Thus settlers
from the distant Sﬁetlands displayed all of the grouping
features known in terms of the migration experience: step
migration, wherein the migration from one place to another
occurs in a series of stages or steps:; chain migration,
wherein one related family follows another to the same
destination; group migration, wherein several siblings or
family fragments move together from one place of origin to a
frontier; and also a regrouping feature, wherein families
which have become scattered from a mutual point of origin
take advantage of the availability of land at a frontier to
regroup as adults, in order to 1live in proximity to each
other.

The final form of migration unit consists of family
fragments. Many members of a kin group, encompassing

several generations, arrived and lived as a family group at



127

the frontier. A most unusual example of this is the family
of McDougalls. An elderly husband and wife were accompanied
by their son, aged twenty-one, a middle-aged, widowed niece
and her daughter, and three brothers of the head of the
household, who were all over the age of seventy.
Unfortunately, 1little is known about their experience in
southern Ontario since migration about twenty years before
from Scotland. The grouping which arrived at the frontier
suggests that several tragic but not unusual events had
depleted the family and that all surviving members gathered
together to try their fortunes at this new frontier.

From the emphasis on kin groupings among the first
settlers, it 1is evident that kinship served several
functions in the initial settlement process. It helped to
combat 1loneliness and isolation in a new environment and
eased the physical hardships associated with settlement
duties such as clearing land, building dwellings, fencing
and preparing the land for crops. Kin members shared
labour, tools, machinery and other resources and 1lived
together during the six months when they had to remain on
the land in order to retain the right to claim it. They
also went together to find winter employment in the woods.

The land available in large quantity at the frontier
also permitted families to remain in close proximity to one

another while at the same time providing homesteads for
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maturing sons. Families which had become fragmented could
take advantage of the 'free land' to regroup, whether
siblings or the remnants of several related families
described above. Migration was a voyage into the unknown in
company with known 1individuals with whom one shared a
special bond of kinship with its attendant obligations for

mutual assistance.

3.7 Arrival

Colonization had really begun some time before the
surveyors completed their task since they note clearings
upon the survey map (Figures 3.2 and 3.3). The marketable
timber had been cut in the winter of 1878-9 (Sessional
Papers: 1879, 58). Eager early settlers arrived shortly
afterwards, before the surveyors. This was a diffusion and
logical extension of southern Ontario agricultural
settlement unlike the later and more selective settlement
focussed upon resource sites to the north. However,
individual settlers were selective about their choice of
lots, as seen by their choices during the first decade.
This settlement pattern is typical of lands on the Canadian
Shield (Fowke: 1942, 203:; Osborne: 1977, 217).

It is interesting to notice the coincidence of the
first lots settled with the present-day <classification of

local farmland by the Canada Land Inventory (shown in Figure
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Figure 3.2: Surveyor's Map, Day Township
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3.1). Many of the farmers' criteria upon which they judged
the 1land's suitability for farming coincided with the
present-day assessment of land, even though they did not
have equipment to cultivate heavy soils. For the most part,
bona fide settlers avoided rough land, although small-scale,
non-resident speculators purchased some of the 1lots for
timber or potential gains should the settlements grow.

An anomaly in this pattern occurs indicating the
opportunistic interests of some -early settlers in the
northwest corridor of settlement along the southern shore of
Basswood Lake. It is evident that they were willing to
ignore some of the best farmland in southern Day township.
They located to take advantage of the potential for superior
accessibility to markets which would be afforded by the
constriction of land at the confluence of the chain of local
lakes, the colonization road and the pre-1879 proposed route
of the C.P.R. branch 1line between Sudbury and Sault Ste.
Marie. Their farm lots are relatively small and irreqular,
settled perhaps in anticipation of a potential village site.

Bolton, the surveyor of Bright and Bright Additional,
documents the eagerness of early settlers to choose good
locations. He reported that:

"In Bright and Bright additional I found lines running
north and south, east and west, cut and blased. On
enquiry I ascertained that some parties had during last

winter run these lines with a view of taking up the best
lots and making improvements thereon. Commencing their



132

survey from the Indian reserve, making the concessions
and lots correspond therewith, it did not coincide with
the proper survey, consequently on some lots more than
one party had made improvements, thereby causing
disputes" (Sessional Papers No. 4: 1880, 59).

The surveyors' maps (Figures 3.2 and 3.3) show that,
in 1880, most of the townships were still covered by forest.
This suggests that the lumbermen had culled only the trees
suitable for commercial use (MacDonald: 1977, 16). There
must have been a considerable cost to early settlers for
clearing land - a cost measured in time and effort. The
land had to be cleared before crops cquld be grown and sold,
but' domestic animals, transported from southern Ontario
within three years of first settlement, could forage in the

woods, if necessary.

3.8 EBconomic Conditions in Ontario, 1870s-1880s

A depression began in 1873 which curtailed the
development dreams fostered by Confederation. The federal
government set a number of objectives with the National
Policy of 1879. Tariffs were used to encourage national
economic development and integration. They were used to
counter the American emphasis on promoting self-interest
through discriminatory tariffs on foreign goods. Customs
revenues from Canadian tariffs were the primary source of

federal revenue. As a result, the national financial state
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was dependent upon fluctuating world prices for commodities
because the purchasing power of exporters was tied to prices
abroad. In turn, this created fluctuations in revenues from
customs duties on imports - a difficult situation for a
government with major fixed costs incurred with railway
building.

The Ontario government had concerns similar to those
of the federal government except in scale of territorial
integration. Its objective was to extend settlement, expand
agriculture and to retain its population and attract new
residents in order to assure continuous and integrated
settlement. Opening new lands would make railways
profitable by the two-way movements of Sstaples and
manufactured goods. New settlement would present
opportunities for investment and create an integrated home
market by extending the hinterlands of commerce in Toronto
and Hamilton. There would also be a concurrent

encouragement of Ontario manufacturing in goods needed by

these settlers: textiles, stoves and agricultural
implements.
Lumbering activity was heightened with the

development of Chicago and the mid-western cities rising
beyond it. The established mills in Michigan and Georgian
Bay began to look beyond their immediate areas because the

supply of easily accessible timber had become depleted. The
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north shore of Lake Huron was the next available shed of
virgin stands of commercial timber. It was conveniently
accessible to the mills by means of timber rafts across the
relatively short expanse of open water beyond Manitoulin
Island to either southern Georgian Bay or Saginaw Bay. The
rates for transportation of timber in this manner were very
inexpensive and there was no need to move the existing mill
equipment. By 1888, American interests owned two-thirds of
the stumpage in the Georgian Bay watershed (Johnson: 1950,
215).

Americans were in competition with mills from
Collingwood to Sturgeon Bay for the American market and
Michigan lobbyists were successful in convincing Washington
to institute a series of protective tariffs which would give
them precedence in their home markets. Logs were admitted
free, but not manufactured lumber. It was the custom of
American lumbermen to bring specialized workers,; provisions,
horses and equipment with them to Canada. They employed
local labourers and farmers with teams to work in the woods
in winter. Thus, they created local employment in the
vicinity of the lumber operations but only a limited market
for local goods. Ontario farmers were not too disturbed by
this development because much of their produce was shipped
to American markets.

Disappointment of expectations for the complementary
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combination of lumbermen and farmers became an increasing
source of concern and resentment with time. The lumber
industry was subject to external demand which meant that it
could not be relied upon as a steady and lucrative source of
alternative seasonal employment for farmers. The perception
grew widespread that Americans were benefitting unduly from
the extraction of Ontario 1lumber for processing in the
United States. Tariffs were frequently imposed by the
American government in order té protect Michigan 1lumber
interests by making Canadian logs more expensive (Johnson:
1950).

The McKinley Tariff of 1890 changed the traditional
balance of trade. It effectively closed the American market
to Canadian agriculture and also increased the tariff on
processed timber. Consequently, it was detrimental to the
provincial objective of continuous permanent settlement and
an integrated provincial economy. All of the economic
benefits from the exploitation of the forests of the north
shore of Lake Huron would accrue to Michigan.

Others were interested in capturing the burgeoning
markets of Chicago and the midwest in another way. Shipping
via the Great Lakes was slow and it could be expected that
the freight rates would be augmented by two break of bulk
points which involved extra handling. The first would be at

the western port where exports were loaded and the second
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would be at the transshipment port somewhere on the Lower
Lakes. Conversely, a railway line which would connect the
midwest with the ports of Montreal and Boston by a more
direct route through northern Wisconsin and Michigan would
save time, handling, and capture business for the Canadian
railway system. As the system developed further, it could
be expected that the freight rates would also decline.

By 1887, the Canadian Pacific Railway completed a
branch line from the main line at Sudbury to Sault Ste.
Marie. In the same year, a railway bridge was built over
the St. Mary's River to give access to the American rail
systems. The McKinley tariff thwarted the original vision
of 1lucrative two-way traffic of produce. If Canadian
produce couldn't be sent to the United States profitably
because of protective tariffs, it was still possible that
the Canadian commercial system could become integrated with
the market by organizing the flow of American exports such
as wheat.

Prices for farm products fell throughout the extended
depression after 1873. The only way that farmers in the
more established areas of Ontario could maintain their
economic position was by increasing production. In newly
settled areas, increased production was dependent upon land
clearance. It was hoped that the relationship between

lumbermen and farmers would become symbiotic, thus creating
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a local market for produce and giving the farmer cash with
which he could further develop his farm. Further
integration of the provincial economy would occur when the
farmers shipped to the growing industrial cities, Toronto
and Hamilton, and ordered machinery and imports from them.

The expansion of settlement by the Free Grants and
Homesteads Act of 1868 was not always successful 1in
encouraging permanent settlement elsewhere. In Algoma, it
did create an opportunity for resettlement of many farm
families with 1landless sons and farmers who had become
overextended in the economic expansion of the boom before
1873. There was still difficulty in attracting immigrants
from abroad and in retaining many residents who were now
faced with fixed charges for debt in an era of continually
falling prices. Many chose to sell the farm, discharge the
debt and move elsewhere to begin again with the remains of
the proceeds of the sale. Most left Ontario for the more
obvious agricultural lands opening in the American midwest.
Others accepted the assistance of the Ontario government to
relocate under more favourable terms while remaining within
its jurisdiction.

The Free Grants and Homesteads Act forbade
encumbrances upon the land until a patent had been obtained.
This gave farmers a minimum of five years free from debt, an

advantage with the low productivity and incomes of a pioneer



138

farm. There was little temptation to purchase machinery
which would be useless amid the stumps of newly cleared
fields. The Act protected farmers from acquisition of debt
throughout the period of initial development and subsistence
farming phase until the sales of agricultural produce were
feasible on a commercial basis. However, by the time that
most farmers were entering the phase of commercial farming,
the McKinley Tariff of 1890 cut off the anticipated markets.
The local markets serving the lumber camps became crucial to
their survival before the industrialization of Sault Ste.

Marie began with the arrival of Clergue in 1894.

3.9 Summary

Widespread financial difficulties in southern Ontario
and lack of good, inexpensive farmland upon which maturing
sons c¢could be settled created dissatisfaction and a
determination to move. On the north shore of Lake Huron,
lumbering activity created a further impetus for permanent
agricultural settlement. The government of Ontario promoted
migration to the District of Algoma by making free grants of
farmland available as soon as commercial timber had been
removed.

The farmer had to devote a portion of his capital on
the expense of moving north. If he so0ld his farm in

southern Ontario, the funds could be used to move people,
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animals, supplies and machinery to the frontier. If he had
lost his farm in the south and was moving under adverse
financial conditions, then he would somehow have to raise
capital at his destination and provision himself 1locally.
It is because of the potential for lumbering activity in the
farming off-season that many who had run into financial
difficulties in southern Ontario could be persuaded to try
again. The situation in Algoma seemed to offer a chance to
start anew without the threat of immediate debt.

Kinship networks dominated migration and the process
of peopling the frontier. New lands were approached with
trepidation and only the promise of economic advantage for
the family could overcome misgivings about leaving old and
familiar places. Initial information about the existence
and potential of new lands often came from adventurous
relatives or friends who had been drawn to the area. The
decision to move depended upon confidence in the reliability
of the assessment by someone whose judgement was trusted.
Migrants stayed with kin en route to their destination and
with kin for the initial weeks at the frontier.

Unoccupied lands filled rapidly. Pioneers chose the
best farmland or that which had superior accessibility. The
government continued indirect encouragement of permanent
settlement by using timber fees to construct colonization

roads.
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Some families split into smaller units upon arrival,
with maturing sons gaining a separate farmlot. Other
families chose movement to the frontier to regroup brothers
and sisters who had become scattered across the continent.
Close proximity to one another within the local community
meant that they could rely upon each other to help with
major tasks, such as the erection of buildings, and they
could pool machinery and other scarce resources. Social
isolation and loneliness were alleviated by the interaction
of kin network fragments.

The reliance upon migration in conjunction with a
variety of kin groups and the proximity of this part of the
District of Algoma to southern Ontario helped to allay
concern about social 1isolation at this frontier. The
economic enticement of free grants of farmland, in
conjunction with the potential for seasonal wage labour to
supplement farm incomes, made this an attractive destination
for many in comparison with the lands of the west.

This chapter has presented the perceptions of
potential settlers to a frontier and the interests of
government and lumbermen in promoting settlement. It begins
an assessment of community evolution by surveying internal
and external political and economic events which affected
Ontario society in general and this small community in

particular. The next chapter will survey the effect of



141

subsequent local and provincial events upon local

development and local reactions to these developments.
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