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CI{APTER I

INTRODUCTTON

A. BACKGROUND

As Canada continues to evolve from a rural into

an urban societyrl its agricultural communities are under-

goíng fundamental change. Those changes which most affect

the structure of these communities are the continuing

consolidation of farm holdings, technological advancement

and increased specializaf-j-on in individual farm enterprises,

with the consequent decline of the manpower demand and

the gradual disappearance of the rural community as a

functioning socio-econom ic enti;t y .2

Most of the major components and areas of the

Canadian agricultural system have been the subject of more

or less intensive research by federal and provincial gov-

ernments and by private agencies. There exist, however,

agricultural regions which are not vi.ewed as being impor-

tant parts of the total system and are frequently, there-

lFor the extent and nature of this trend, see
I. B. Anderson, Inter"na]- lrligration in Canada_l921-1961,
lr{arch 19 6 6, p . 10 .

2p. Grescoe, trGood-bye to the Family Farmrrr The
Canadian lr{agazine, December 18, L97Ir p. 2.



fore, not studied individually. This is prímaríIy due to

their containing relatively ferv people wit,h only a sma11

economic impact on the total agrieultural scene. Because

of this, the evolutionary changes, characteristics and

problems of such areas are usually, at best, only poorly

understood. Southeast Manitoba is one such area.

B. OBJECTIVES

Theobjectof this study is to examine in detail

those social and economic factors which would appear to

have contributed largely to the present nature of land use

and settlement of the Local Government Districts of

Stuartburn and Piney in general and their farming commun-

ities in particular up to the present time. Major themes

treated to achieve this purpose will ínclude the regionrs

historical development, its physical and human resource

base and a comprehensive account of the rural communitiesr

present social and economic state. .An attempt will be made

to suggest changes for improving these social and economic

conditions.

C. TI{E STUDY AREA

The area under examination embraces t,he Local

Governmenb Districts of Stuartburn and Piney in sou'bheastern
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Manitoba (nigure 1). The maximum combined poptrlation

ever attained by these Districts exceeded 9r000. The

present population is approximately 51000 and is still

undergoing a substantial rate of numerical attrition-3

. This region has always been generally considered

marginal for agriculture. It was settled later than most

of southern Manitoba and largely by immigrants from eastern

Europe

The two I-ocal Government Districts are somei.{hat

isolated from the rest of Manitoba by various geographic

and political features. To the south the international

boundary sets a political limit (Eigure 1). To the north,

there is a break in settlement and communication because

of low-lying lands and peat bogs. Aecess from the east is

hindered by the presence of the Lake of the woods. The

northwest and the west provide the politícally and physio-

graphically most accessible routes'

The present Dist,ricts of stuartburn and Piney have

experienced a number of organi za1.i-onal boundary changes in

their respective historíes (nigure 2). Immediately prior

to the formatíon of the Rural Municipalities of Stuartburn

and Sprague on }larch 29: 1901, there existed the Municipality

of Franklin (pigure 2Ã), which included all of the present

3rrr" nature
and decline wil1 be

of the Districtsr populatíon growbh
developed in Chapter III.
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FIGI'RE 2

THE LOCAL GOVERNMENÎ DISTRICTS OF

THEIR PRESENT AND FORMER

MUNICIPALITY

The Rural Municipality of Franklin untíl 1901

(A)

FRANKLIN

MUNICIPALTTY MUNICIPALITY MUNICIPALITY

STUARTBURN AND PINEY,

BOUNDARIES

sruARTBlIRNl erunv I spRRcue

oFlorlor,

The Rural lt{unicipalities of Stuartburn,
Piney and Sprague as of 1921 (Note: In
L92L, the R.M. of Sprague was divided
ínto the R.M.ts of Piney and Sprague.)

(c)

¡{UNTCIPALITY
OF

STUARTBURN

The Rural
Sprague as

MUNICIPALITY OF
OF

SPRAGUE

Ifunicipality of Stuartburn and
formed in 1901

(B)

L.G.D. OF

STUARTBURN

The Loca1 Government
and Piney as formed
exist presently.

L.G.D. OF

PTNEY

Districts of Stuartburn
ín L944 and as they

(o)
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Local Government District of Stuartburn and Townships L-3 t

Ranges 10-138 of the present Local Government Dist'rict of

Piney. The District, other than losing its status as a mun-

icipality, and. becoming the Local Government Dístrict of

Stuartbu?n14 never experienced any other organizational

changes.

Piney, however, has undergone a number of changes'

The Rural Municipality of Sprague, formed in 1901

(Eigure 2B), was subdivided into the Rural Municipality

of piney (Townships L-3t Ranges 10-128) and the Rural

Municipality of Sprague (Townships L-3t Ranges 13-17E)

(figure 2C) , on April 26, L921,. After both the Rural

Ir{unicipalities of Sprague and Piney went bankrupt, the

present Local Government District of Piney was formed.5

This newly formed Local Government Dístrict included all

of the former Rural Þiunicipality of Piney, part of the

f ormer Rural lr{unicipality of Sprague (Townships L-3 t.

Ranges 13E, Townships L-2, Ranges 14-158, Torvnship J.,

Range 168 ) , part of the former Rural lt{unicipality of

La Broquerie (Township 4t Range 98, Sections a-24t Township

5t Ranges 9E), and some lands until then unorganized

(Township 4t Ranges 10-138, and Sections I-24, Township 5,

Ranges 10-138) (Eigure 2D).

4Accomplished by order-in-council No. 1002, dated
December 28, L944.

sAcco*plished. by order-in-council No. 1001, dated
December 28, 1944.



D. THE APPROACH

Each chapter treats the subject at hand separately

under the headings of tlThe Local Government District of

Stuartburnrt and rlThe Local Government Dístrict of Piney'tt

This is done not to suggest that these Districts have more

in contrast than jn conunon, but primarily because of the

following two reasons. Firstly, most existing data, such

as compíled by the Dominion Bureau of statistics, is

typícally categorized. by jurisdictional areas. secondly,

it was felt that there ate numerous noteworthy differences

existing between the Districts which would not be revealed

should the study a?ea be treated as one unit' Southeastern

Manitoba is in a transitional zone, and the individual

treatment of the Districts brings to light some of the

transi-tional charact eristi cs'

After the introduction, chapter fI develops the

land use and settlement of the district withín the frame-

work of major historical events in western canada. A1-

though there is little by way of documented records, use-

fu1 information was obtained from the writings of 1ocal

and ethnic historians, published diaries of early explorers,

field diaries of the first surveyors, and interviervs with

some of the areasr older residents. This chapter is most

useful because much of the present character of occupance

and economic activity has firm roots in history'
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Chapter III considers the Districtsr agricultural

potential based primarily on three classifications of land.

The first classification is derived from the comments

recorded in the field diaries of the districtrs first

surveyors. The duty of the surveyor was not only to sur-

vey and map the land but also to evaluate it as to its

suitability for settlement based on anticipated agricul-

tural potentiat.6 This j-nitial classification is valuable

in that it was made immediately prior to or at the end of

original settlement and probably reflects the settlersr

as well as the surveyorsl assessments.

Both the second and third land classifications

were carried out by governmental departments. The second

classification, carried out in the 1950ts bY the I'{anitoba

Department of Agriculture, identifíes soíl types and their

characterístics, and takes into account their capability
't

in agricultural terms. Two reports' cover the Local

Government Distrícts of Süuartburn and Piney. The third

classification was carried out by the Canada Land

6rn" surveyor usually categorized land by the
townshíp. Because there were no truly objective criteria
for the evaluation of the 1and, and because many surveyors
were j-nvolved, the resulting land classification is quite
subjective, variable, and often incomplete'

70rr. is the ttReport of Reconnaissance Soil Survey
Of trtlinnipeg and }{orris lrlap Sheet Arean published in i.-953t
and the other is the ttReport of the Soil Survey of the
South-Eastern }tap Sheet Areatt published in L964.
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Inventory. It has been defined as a comprehensive sur-
vey of land capability and use designed to provide a

basis for resource and land use planning. Tt includes

assessment of present land use, land capability for agri-
culture, forestry, recreation and wildlife, and. pilot

land use planning projects in each p"orrírr"".8

Land characteristics and quality are one of the
prime determinants of economically vj-ab1e land use. The

above two classifications not only categorize i-he land

i-n terms of characteristics and quality, but they also

suggest the best usage of these 1ands. The information

from these classi-fications is useful in evaluating plesent,

and suggesting possible changes in land use.

Chapter IV is concerned with demographic trends
and population characteristics. Most of this information

was obtained from the publications of the Dominion

Bureau of statistics, and from ethnic histories. This

information is herpful in that the quality of rife a

region offers or may support is largely reflected in its
demographic data. some of the problems in the study area

are not only reflected in, but are caused by its demo-

graphic characteristics .

R

_"Depqrtment of Regional Economic Expansion. Thecanada Land r'yento{y-19!jÞctiJ¡gs, scope and' Or'ÁanlåatËn,
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The information for Chapter V, whích deals

specifically with the characteristics of the farm unit

and its interaction with the total community, was ob-

tained through a field survey of a random sample of

farmers. The tlHouseholder Directo¡issrrg published by

the Post Office Department in Ottawa were used to esta-

blish the population rruniversetr.

Sínce organizational boundaries, such as those

of Municípalities and Local Government Districts, do not

restrict a householder?s choice of a Post Office, ít

was necessary to visit all- the Post Offices near the

boundaries of the L.G.D. ts of Stuartþurn and Piney to

determine whether the people serviced by these Post

0ffices líved within the Districts in question. The

criterion used was the location of the actual farmstead

as opposed to other possible ones such as the farmerts

major location of land.

After all the heads of households classified as

being farmers were determined for each District they were

consecutively numbered. Random samples utere then drawn

9Th"t" directories, ttare issued annually, by the
Post 0ffice Department, for Federal Electoral Districts,
excludíng areas covered by commercial directories. . . and
contain the names, addresses and occupations of the
patrons served through the Post Office in each dj-strict.
See Post Office Department, Householder Directory for the
Electoral Dj-strict of Provencher, Ilanitoba_l970, Intro-
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from the two universal populations. The actual numbers

thus obtained were as follows:

TABLE 1

SA}ÍPLED POPULATTON

Number of Random Sample Actual Sample
Persons Total Chosen Obtained
Serviced Number
by Post of Farmers Per- Per-
Offices fndicated Number centage Number centage

L. G. D.
of 824 364 180 49 113 31
Stuartburn

L. G.D .

of 659 200 L24 6z 6o 30
Piney

The information from the actual sample was ob-

taíned by means of completing a questionnaire (Appendix A)

t,hrough a personal interview.

The use of the Householder Directories is one of

the more effectíve ways of establishing rural universal pop-

ulations. Other possible means, such as the use of voters

lists, agricultural mailing lists and the names of land

ohrners were considered but rejected for the following

reasons.

Since the two Districts in question are Local

Government Districts, there are no Municipal elections or

their equivalent which would provide a voters list. The
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use of the lists of electors as compiled for the provin-

cial elections, such as held in L969, 1a¡as rejected both on

the basis of its inconsistent and inadequate occupational

classifications and because of the fact that only the

names of Canadian citizens appear on these lists'

Agricultural mailing lists are frequently not

kept up-to-date, and the nature of the agricultural activ-

ities carried out in the L.G.D.ls of Stuartburn and Piney,

in most cases, would exempt the farmers from being listed'

LandownersI names are tedíous to obtain and

also d.o not accurately determine resident population.

Because of these facts, it was felt that of the listíngs

available the Householder Directories were the best.

The difference ín number between the chosen

sample and the actual sample is largely due to the erro-

neous classification of people as farmers. The classifi-

cation is, however, rather too inclusj-ve than not

inclusive enough. For example, more than 2J people of

the chosen sample in each Distríct Ì{ere either retired

or older than 65 years of ager and their activities could

not be objectively classified as farming. A number of

other people were on welfare, or had moved away, or were

deceased. The actual numbers of the chosen sample who

would not co-operate or were not available for other

reasons was 1ow, amounting to only about five to ten
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percent of the total sample.

This chapter identj-fies and documents signifi-

cant social and economíc characteristics among the

Districtst farming populations. Problems are thus clar-

ified, allowing for the making of recommendations for

their solution.

E. TERMINOLOGY

As used in this study, the terms rrL.G.D.rr and

ItDis'brictll sha].]- mean Local Government District,. When

there is no ambiguity as to whether the terms rrPineyrr or

ttstuartbLrrntt refer to Local Government Districts, they

may be used alone. However, if it is likely that they

may be confused with the hamlets of the same names, the

word District wi1-1- always be associated with trPineyrr or
ilstuartburnn



CHAPTER II

A HISTORICAL SKETCH

A. PRIOR TO SETTLEMENT

Southeastern Manitoba, and particularly the

present Local Government Districts of Stuartburn and

Piney, participated little in major historical events in

Western Canada. The two Districts are, however, noteworthy

because of their characteristi-cs and location.

The Roseau River, situated in southeastern

Manitoba, is part of a canoê route between the Lake of

the l{oods and the Red River. Besides being a routeway,

this river and its surrounding lands served as an impor-

tant source of food for the regionts inhabiting fndians.

Southeastern Manitoba was well noted for its plentiful sup-

ply of wild game. Evidence of this is frequently cited

in the first surveyorsr field books.l0

lo"t*" animals and birds frequently mentioned
in the first surveyorsr field books include black bear,
red deer, antelope, moose, rvolves , rabbits, prairie
chickens, and partridges. For specífic references, refer
to field. books Nos. 7924, 7926, 7633, 9739, 7929; 8733,
8l s+, 97 46, 87 40, 9842, 9843 , 87 42, J'27r6
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In addition to wild game, the Roseau River was

also a major source of fish. The remains of numerous

oJ-d fish traps still exist on the Roseau River'

J. II. Waddell, a pioneer of Dominion city, writes regard-

ing the Roseau Rapids Indian Reserve:

The Rapids is rich in history as we1l, and here 9at
be found. ttre remains of an ancient Indian stone fish
dam, well over a thousand years old. This dam has
been used by many tribes including the stone Hut_of
Bank Indians, races long ago extinct. Prior to 1903
when the locks were built at Lockport on the Red
River, this was probably the greatest place ín all of
Canada , if not the world, to catch freshwater
sturgeon. The old Indians claimed that when the
stur[eon ran in June you could almost walk across the
river on their backs.ll

A further food source was wild fruit and berries.

Even today many rural residents of southeastern Manitoba

annually pick and preserve these natural products.

Another aspect which encouraged the Indians

travelling to southeastern Manitoba was the lack of birch

trees on the prairies. The Roseau River provided an

excellent route to good stands of birch trees which were

used in the making of canoes'

There are three river routes which were used by

the early explorers and fur traders in their journeys from

eastern Canada to the fìtr{estern Plainstr. These routes

involved the use of the \{innipeg River, t,he Roseau River

11**J. I{. \{adde11, Dominion City: Facts, Fiction
and Hyperbole, (Steinbach, lrfanitoba: Derksen Printers,
Te7õI; pp. 13-1s.
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and the Red Lake River (See Figure 3).

Of these three routes the Roseau River was

probably both the first and least used. J. M. lladdel-I.

writes,

The Roseau River was the origínal route to the Red
River and the West to be travelled by the early
French explorers and fur traders. This route was
used almost exclusively by them from l-732 unti].
L739. In L74O, when the first Fort Maurepas was
moved from the Red River, north of what is now
Se1kirk, to the l{innipeg River, then the l{innipeg
River became the more popular route because it led
more directly to Lake l{innipeg and the North West
Fur country äurrounding the Hudson Bay'12

The Roseau River route had no dangerous rapids

as did the winnipeg River route, but there were other

disadvantages. A footnote in Covest book on Alexander

Henry, regarding a Mr. Tannerrs journey between the head-

waters of the Roseau River and the Lake of the tloods

reads,

we then returned to the Lake of the \{oods. From this
lake the Indians have a road to go to Red River,
which the whitemen never fo11ow; this is by the way
of the Muskeek t o? swamp carrying place. We went up
a river which the Indians call. Muskeego-ne-gum-me-wee-
see-bee t or Swamp River for several days; we then
dragged our canoes across a'swamp for one day...then
we put our canoes into 1 small stream, rvhich they

Ibid., p. 9.
L2
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called Begwionusk, from the begwionusk t or cow
parsley, which grows upon it; this we descended into
a smal1 Sahkiegun (tat<e), which they called by the
same name.13

Because the Roseau River route had become of

secondary importance to the lVinnipeg River route, Lord

Selkirkts men used it in their campaign against the

NorlWesters who by massacríng Semple and his men at

Seven Oaks had taken control of the Red River Colony.

Lord Selkirk at once prepared to retaliate with more
than North West spirit. In Canada he engaged a band
of discharged soldiers from the de \{attville and
de Meuron regiments; they had been mercenaries...with
these men and a commission as justice of the peace,
Selkirk seized Fort William in August and in January,
1817 t ãî advance party of his veterans under Captain
P. D. DtOrsonnens trudged over the snowbound Savanne
portage of the Roseau to descend on and seíze Fort
Douglas bgfore the Norfl{esters were aware of their
aPPãoach.14

Loggíng operations began in southeastern

Manitoba towards the end of the nineteenth century.

lVinnipeg was a rapidly growj-ng city and lumber. was in

great demand both for its development and the development

of the many new rail lines on .the Canadian prairies.

The first 1og drive in the Roseau River was

begun in July L876 by lrlcKercher and CampbellJ5rt in-

l3nttiot Coves, The lrlar-ruscript Journals of
Alexander Henry and of David Thontpson, (New York: F. P.
H

14w. L. lrforton, lrlanitoba, A I{istory, (Toronto:
University of Toronto Press, L961), p. 30.

15.r. If. I{addcttr oÞ. cit., p. 26.
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volved the sending of logs from the Caribou district in

Minnesota to Dominion City in Manitoba'

The rafti-ng of J-ogs down the Roseau became an

annual event and lasted into the twentieth century. Not

until about I9O7 were the water routes completely replaced

by the railroad for 1og transportation

Daniel Emes Sprague, after whom the town of

Sprague was named, played a major role in Manitobats

southeastern lumber industry. He and his partner,

w. J. Macaulay, held a number of timber permits ín the

present Local Government Dj-strict of Piney amounting to

well over one hundred square miles. The logs cut from

the timber berths covered by these permits were largely

sent down the Roseau and Red rivers to winnipeg where

they were processed at a sawmill on Point Douglas. rlThe

sprague Lumber company was one of the cityrs rnost impor-

tant industries, and besides sawing great rafts of logs

which were brought down the Red and the Seine rivers for

many years, there was also a planing mi1l in connection

wíth the enterprit".t'16

16- The \{innJ-peg Free Press, July 3t L924.
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B. THE EARLY SETTLE}ÍENT PERTOD

THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT DISTRICT OF STUARTBURN

Stuartburn was settled earlier than Piney.

The first Stuartburn homestead was taken out by

I4I. Stuart Millar on January L2, 1881 - the southwest

quarter of Section 16, Township z, Range 6n (f'ígure 2).

The present hamlet of Stuartburn, situated near the first

homestead, is named after frit.l7

Prior to the granting of Mil1-arrs homestead,

most of Township 3, Range 6e had been given to Métis

under the terms of the rrHalf -Breed Land Grants. rt There

is, horvever, litt1e evidence that the Métis involved viere

actuall-y permanent settlers. Frequent1-y the Métisi land

obtained through the lrcrantrr was purchased for smaIl

amounts of liquor or money, by white land speculators,

prior to the Métis ever settling it. The land in ques-

tion is so marginal in quality that, today it supports

only a few farms.

17c.og*"phic Board of Canada, Place-Names of
IÍanitoba, (Ottawa:- Kingrs Printer, ]-933F
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M. H. Marunchak, writing on the Ukraínians in

Canada, states, "Iil L872 the soldiers of the Wolseley

expedition took into their possession a large number

of homesteads in stuartburn district of Manitoba, but

these were soon abandoned as the land was unfit for.

cultivation.,,18 The Township Registers, which record the

first alienation of lands from the crown, do not contain

record of any homesteads having been taken out in

stuartburn in L872. The reference to the ttstuartburn

d.istricttt by }farunchak is therefore probably not identi-

fiable with the L.G.D. of stuartburn, and refers to areas

neighbouring it.

Betweenl88]-andlsg6therewasasteadybut

slow growbh around the hamlet of stuartburn. A Post

office was opened in stuartburn in 1886119 and by 1888

the place was noteworthy enough to appear in Brownleesr

edítíon of the Railway and Guíde Map of Manitoba of that

year.20 rh" settlers homesteading j-n the region in those

years l,\¡ere Anglo-Saxon in origin, with names including

t8rr. H. Marunchak, The Ukrainian Canadians
A History, (WinniPeg:
g7o), p. 86.

Ukrainian Free Academy of Sciences,

l9G"og".phic Board of Canada, eP'

J. Ruggles,

cit., p. B¿.

Historical2o.r . I{arkentin and R '
Atlas of I'fanítoba, (Historical
Manitoba, rW}L- p. 181.

and Scientific SocietY of
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Greig, FiLzGeraLd', lnÍcDonald and Dobbs '

As the better lands of the Red River Valley

were taken up, newly arriving settlers who because of

ethnic or other affinities wished to homestead in this

part of irlanitoba gravitated toward the fringes of the

settled areas' In southeastern Manitoba this expansion

wasfromtheRedRiverValleyeastward.sintothepresent

L.G.D.ts of Stuartburn and PineY'

Inlsg6ttreDistrictofstuartburnreceived

the first of Manitobats ukrainian immigrants' Nínety-

four persons arrived in August of that year and took up

homesteads in Township 2, Range 6E near the present

hamletofstuartburn,thelocationalsochosenbythe

first Anglo-Saxon settlers (Eigure Ð' ttThe number of

UkrainiansettlersintheStuartburnd.istrictatthe

end of 1900 was estimated at 31000 '"2L irtost of them'

however, were not residing in the District of stuartburn.

Inlgol,thetotalpopulatíonofStuartburnL.G.D.was

only Lr406, and as Kaye indicates' many familj-es were

,,
living west of Range 6g'¿' R"ttg"s 7 and BE of the

?Lv. J. Kaye, Early ukrainijrn Þettle+ent 'in
ôr ionn " róômnian Canadian

Canadanada. 1895 - 19Qq, (Toronto:
Ëähffi'uài..r""r¡y of Toronto Press, 19ó4)Research

p. 136.
zz

Ibid., pp' 1-75-L7B' (Range 6E was the
western boundã;y át- Lftu L. G. D . of Stuartburn . ) See

Figure 2.
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Stuartburn District had not yet been settled by the

Ukrainians in 1900.

As the Ukrainian population moved into

stuartburn, they found that many of the original Anglo-

Saxon settlers either had left or were in the process

of moving out. The District thus developed into having

a high proportion of people of ukraínian extraction.

Although the settlement history of the Local

Government District of Stuartburn has largely to do with

the ukrainians, people of other ethnic backgrounds were

also involved. Besides the Anglo-Saxons, a small number

of Icelandic settlers from North Dakota came to the

Arbakka area and assumed homesteads in 1903, and. in 1915

a few Norwegian families moved into the Dover School

District immediately north of the Rat River and west of

the present location of Provincial Highway 208 (Rigure 2)

THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT DTqTRICT OF PINEY

The settlement of the present District of

Piney (nigure 5) began about the begínning of the 20th

Century with an influx of people of Scandinavian

extraction from North Dakota and Minnesota. Some of

these people were fcelanders rvho had originally come to

the Interlake region of lr{anitoba in the 1870ts, left the
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province to go to t,he United States and then finally

found their way back to lr{anitoba and the Piney district.

The region was relatively well-known, having

been logged for a number of years. The logging oper-

ations, and a large forest fire in L897, partíally

cleared a large tract of land which attracted the first

of these settlers

When the first surveyors arrived, some of the

land was already occupied by squatters' In 1900

C. Carrol, a surveyor, wrote in his field book regard-

ing Township L, Range 1.LEz (See Figure 5)

A huge conflagration in all that part west of Pine
creek was considered at that.time a great calamity.

But the destruction of the Timber (which was not of
much value) r{a' followed by a receding of the water,
so that the grass began to grow in the midst of
patches of moss and shrubs, some of which still
remain.

As the grass increases and drainage improves
settlers have flocked in. These are mostly
Norwegians and Icelandersr âs their names would ín-
dicate, rvith however a few Frenchmen and scotchmen...
The land being suitable for grazing seems to suit
them, as they are nal-ura11y inclined to the raising
of cattle rather than cereals...

These settlers produce potatoes and vegetables and
in two cases T noticed small amounts of good wheat.

All the available land will very soon be settled'

Indeed the people have taken up Hudsons Bay Compar-ryt s

land, school lands, and all locations which appear
to them suitable for occupation'23

'3c. Carrol, Surveyorrs Field' Book, No ' 678L'
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and regarding Township 1, .Range 1lE;

The settlers are of the same nationalíties as in
range twelve namely Norrvegian, Icelandic, French
and Scotch.

The L4 sections surveyed in this Township join the
L4 surveyed in Township No. 1, Range 12 East, and
the 8 sections surveyed in Torvnship 2 ín Ranges
11 and 12 East, the whole survey being equal to
one Township in area making tThe Settlementt as it
is 1ocal1y designated of good shape and size large
enough for municipal and educational institutions
suitable to the condition and requirements of the
sett1ers.24

Many of the settlers in the extreme southern

parts of Piney came to Canada from the United States'

one of the chief attractions to these settlers was the

offer of free land through homesteading.

Southeastern Manitoba was further opened for

settlement with the building of a railway through that

district. On I'fay 2t 1889, ttThe }lanitoba and South

Eastern Railway Company was incorporated to construct

and operate a railway from Winnipeg to fnternational
,(

Boundary. lt ! J

'o¡g . , No. 6782. see Figure 3.

25e,. B. Hopper and T. Kearney, Canadian
National Raihvays, Synoptical History of Organj-zat'i-on,

oEher General Information,
liontrèal: Accounting Department, Canadian National

Railrvays, 1962) , p. 208 .
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The construction and completion of this

L.rlru26 and the as-sociated Ridgeville line running from

South Junction to Emerson (Ridgeville Line completed

June L6, L9O7) greatly influenced the settling of the

L.G.D. of Piney. People brought in to work on the con-

struction of these rail lines frequently remained as

settlers after the lines were completed'

The rail lines, with their regularly placed

stations, were a powerful magnet ín the location of

hamlets and homesteads. Of the 17 hamlets indicated in

the Distri-ets of Piney and Stuartburn on the L967 centen-

nial edition of the officíal Highway Map of Manitoba, 1,4

are situated adjacent to railways.

In addition to 1ega1 homesteaders, the railway

also attracted numerous squatters. In 1904 a surveyor,

John lr{olloy, comments in his field book regarding

Township L, Range 14E that trThere are about forty

squatters in the township.rr2T

26
I{innipeg to lr{archand
Irfarchand to Sprague
Sprague to' Internationa
Boundary

Ibid., p. 2O9.

47.00 miles Nov. 15, 1898
48.20 miles Jan. 25t 1900

1
13.84 miles Dec. 2t 1900

Surves'e¡15 Field Book Nq. 7633.z7 J . Ifolloy,
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. As the trventieth century progressed, Piney

received many immigrants from Stuartburn as its

Ukrainían coírmunity expanded eastwards in search of

vacant lands. People of French extraction settled in

the Vloodridge, St. Labre and South Junction districts.

They are sti1l dominant in these areas today.

The settlers who arrived in the Piney district

frequently were not subsistence farmers exclusivelY: as

were the settlers in the Stuartburn district. Many of

them worked in timber operations either fu11 time or

part time and kept a small farmstead to tide them over

in slack periods. Partly because of this, there l{ere

never as many farm units in Piney as in Stuartburn

L. G.D.

c. SIMÌ\ÍARY

Although the Roseau River provided the first

access route from eastern Canada to the l{est, south-

eastern lrfanj-toba played only a minor role in Canada r s

western development. Its major contribution consisted

of timber taken largely from the present L.G.D. of

Piney. Between the years L876-1907 the districtrs

rivers and streams were used to transport rafts of logs

to l{innipeg, but by L}OT the rail lines became used

exclusively.
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. Stuartburn was settled earlier than Piney'

Between 1881-1896 Stuartburn L.G.D. received Anglo-

Saxon settlers from Ontario. In 1896 the first

Ukrainian immigrants to Manitoba settled in this

District. They have, since that time, been the

Dist,rict 1s numerically d.ominant ethnic group '

Settlement in Piney began about L897 ' It was

greatly aided by t,he construction of the raí1 lines

between winnipeg and the International Boundary near

Middlebro (1900), and South Junction and Emerson (fgOZ).

Raíl lines not only opened up the regíon for settle-

ment, but also brought employees for the construction

of these lines who remained as permanent settlers.

These settlers, and those who subsequently moved into

the District have ahvays come from a diversity of

ethnic backgrounds (See Figure 6) '
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CHAPTER ITI

THE PHYSTCAL RESOURCES

Southeastern Manitoba lies within a zone of change.

A report regarding a soil survey taken in this part of

Itfanitoba reads, ilThe terrain within the South-Eastern map

area lies in a transitional position between the flat

lacustrine plain of the first prairíe l-evel of the fnterior

Continentål Plain of Canada to the west and the rugged
28

rock and lake terrain of the Canadain shield to the east.

The physical resources of southeastern Manitoba

are a complex product of its past and present environments.

In the past, factors such as glaciati-on and the existence

of Lake Agassiz were prominent contributors. In the present,

especially insofar as agricultural acitivity is concerned,

soil characteristics and climate are most significant.

Apart from agriculture, the region has limited recreation-

a1 and forest resource potentials-

Stuartburnl s recreational potential centers on the

Roseau River and its immediate lands. Pineyrs chief poten-

28- R. E. Smibh ancl W. A. Ehrlich, J. S. Jameson
and J. H. Cayford, Report of the Soil Survey of the South-
easterrr lt{ap Shect Àrca, (lvinnipeg: ltlanitoba Depart,ment of
Agricu,Lture and Conservation, L964), p. 17.
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tial is found in its wi1d1ife. Both Districts are largely

limited to extensive, as opposed to intensive, recreational

usage. Because Manitoba has more attractive recreational

lands to the north, southeastern Manitoba will, in all

probability, be only slowly developed and to a limit'ed
28Aexbent.

Forestry potential is primarily limited to Piney'

Sizeable tracts of land suited for tree growth are found in

thís District but these lands are also in demand for agri-

culture and recreation usage. Considering all demands,

southeastern Manitoba should, however, be able to continue

to support a forest industry as long as proper forest man-
28F

agement is maintained.

The present chapterrs consideration of the

regionls physical resources will be limited to a brief dis-

èussion of t,he effects of glaciation on the region as well

as a presentation and review of data gained from three l-and

28Alrrfo"mation on recreational potentials was
obtained through a personal interview with Mr. T. Searth,
Chief, Recreation Sector, Resource Projects, Department of
Mines, Resources and Environmental Management"

2SBlrrfo"mation on forestry potentials was obtained
through a personal interview wíth Mr' Jean Thie, Ing',
Forestland Ecologist, chief, Forestry sector, Department
of Mines, Resources and Environmental Management'
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classj-fications of the region.

Some effects of glaciation are discussed because

they greatly affect economic, especially agricultural,

activity. The soil and land classifications are useful in

evaluating present land use and documenting possible

reasons why the area is agriculturally depressed. Climate,

which is also a significant resource factor, is not dís-

cussed for the following reasons. There is only one

weather reporting station in or near the region, situated

at the village of Sprague. Southeastern Manitoba is clima-

tícally¡ âs well as physically, in a zoîe of transítlon.Z9

The data generated from Sprague and its neighbouring

stations appears to be generalized and misleading. For

example, iL is generally accepted that a minímum of 100

frost free days are necessary for the production of wheat.

According to Plate 7 of the Economic Atlas of lr{anitob.r30

the 8O frost free day isopleth passes through this region.

In addition, Sprague is indicated on the average of having

only 72 frost free dty..31 In spite of this data, wheat

and other grain crops have been and are grown regularly in

29r.. Plates 7 and, B, T. R. weir, êd., EcoJromic
Atlas of lnfanitoba, (l{innipeg: }Ianitoba: Department of
Industry and Commerce, 1960), pp. 15 and 1,7.

3or¡id., p. 15.

3tto*., p. 16.
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the district of Sprague. Furthermore, the sample of

farmers in a survey conducted by the author did not indicate

climate as being the most significant cause of agricultural

prob].ems.

The most prominent effect of glaciation on south-

eastern Manitoba is an end moraine forming a series of hills

known as the Bedford Hills (See Plate 16). These hil1s

reach their maximum elevation of just over 1300 feet above

sea level in Township 5, Range 98, immediately north of the

Sandiland.s railway station (See Figure 1) . A more conmlon

feature of glaciation is the glacial ti1l which covers much

of t,he area in question. Stony soils are among the chief

problems in cultivating this part of Manitoba.

Glaciation has also resulted in a disrupted draj-n-

age pattern. lr{ost of Stuartburn and Piney drains into the

Red Ríver (nigure /), but the natural drainage network is

poorly developed. Although there is only one substantial

water body within the two Loca1- Government Districts,

It¡hitemouth Lake in Piney, there are many depressional sites

which are poorly drained. The soils in these poorly drained

areas as we will see later, are highly organic.

There have, it the past, been at least three major

projects devoted to classifying lands within southeastern

I'tanitoba. In the follorving sections these classifications
wíll be considered as they apply to the two Local Govern-

ment Districts.
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THE LOCAL GOVERNI'ÍENT DISTRICT OF STUARTBURN

The earliest detailed classification of land was

given by the first surveyors in their field books'

Stuartburn was surveyed between the years L872 and 1904

with at least five d.ifferent surveyors involved. The result-

ing classification of land is depicted in Figure 8'

As can be seen from the map, less than three of the

twelve townshíps were, according to the surveyors, suitable

for settlement in the landts virgin state. Most of the

1and, due to inad.equate drainage: was too wet. Some poten-

tial was seen to exist ín this land should it be properly

drained. It is ínteresting to note that, Township 2t

Range 6E., the first township to be settled in Stuartburn,

is the only one of its twelve torvnships described as being

wholly fit for settlement.

The second project classifying soils was carried

out in the 19501s by the Manitoba Department of Agriculture.

A major problem in using these repor{,s is that the soil

classifications are identified by place names. This makes

it impossibl-e to readily compare the soils of two differ-

ent areas

. The |tbest usetr ascribed to the soils existing in

Stuartburn by the above classification is cattle enterprise.

This consists not only of raising cattle but also the

raising of fodder crops for cattle.
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The third land classification project was carried

out by The Canada Land Inventory. Part of this inventory

consists of assessing the agricultural capability of a

regíonrs soils (See Appendix B). Of the existing seven

classes, Stuartburn has approximately the following propor-

tion of soi-ls. 3 2

TABLE 2

PROPORTION OF SOTL TYPES IN STUARTBURN

Class 1 O/"
Class 2 O/"

Class 3 l/"
C1ass 4 LO/"
Class 5 58/"
Class 6 4/"
Class 7 O/"

Organíc Soils 27/"

(Uote: Percentages are rounded off to the nearest
whole number. )

The best use for most of the arable land in

Stuartburn is, according to thj-s report, that of perennial

forage crops. Annual cultivation of most of Stuartburn

Districtts soils is not recommended.

Included with the major ARDA soil capability class-

3'rn" percentages rvere determined by measuring the
areas of the various soil types with a polar planimeter.
For a detailed description of the soil types, see Appendix B.
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ifications a,re sub-classifications. A consideration of
these sub-classes proves to further reveal the Districtts
characteristics .

As mentioned by the first surveyors, excess water

due to a lack of a well-developed drainage network is a

major problem within southeastern Manitoba. Figure g

indicates the areas in Stuartburn in which the factor of

excess water is significant enough to be indicated as a

sub-class. The area thus demarcated amounts to about

$J percent of the District. In additíon to t,his, the

District is composed of a further 27 percent of organic

soils in which excess moisture is an inherent condition.
These figures combíned reveal that approximately 8z percent

of stuartburnis total area suffers from excess moisture.

Another agricultural problem which is qui_te coÍrmon

in Stuartburn is that of stoniness. Figure 10 shows the

land areas other than that characterízed by organic soils
in which stoniness is a sub-classification. The 4T percent

of land designated as being stony amounts to 6+ percent of
the non-organíc soils. IIuch of the remaining land has other

significant negatíve characteristics which downgrade its
agricultural potential. The sum of the evidence quite
clearly shows the relatively poor quality for agriculture
of t,he land in the L.G.D. of Stuartburn.
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THE LOCAL GOVERN}{ENT DTSTRTCT OF PTNEY

Piney was first surveyed between the years 1900

and L9O7. The classífication of land re.sultj-ng from this

survey (figure 8) shows that less than one-quarter of the

Districtls land was considered suítable for supporting

agricultural settlements in its virgin state. Approx-

imately five and one-ha1f townships were indicated as

being suitable for agricultural settlements, with an addi-

tional seven townships containing varying amounts of land

regarded as having potential for settlement.

The second land classification, carried out in the

19601s, reads, trApproximately 10 percent of the map area,

mainly in the vicinity of St. Labre, Whitemouth Lake, Sirko,

South Junction and Sprague districts, is comprised of a

relatively smooth, vari-ably stony, water-worked tiIl that

is well suited for forage crops but marginal for other

cultivated types."33
,Lit,tle poteni-ial is recognized by the report for

land usage other than for cattle emphasis or wood lots. rrln

recent times smal1 areas of better land have been opened up

to agriculture, with emphasis placed on livestock and forage

crop production. Up to the present time private owners

have shown little interest in wood-lot development although

33n. E. Smith and I{..4. Ehrlich, ep. cit., p. 5.
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a movement in that direction is predicted'tt34

The third and final ]-and classification data for

piney was produced by ARDA but is stil1 unpublished. The

preliminary maps, however, indicate that the Districtrs

soils are composed of the following proportions of types:35

TABLE 3

PROPORTTON OF SOTL TYPES IN PINEY

Class I
Class 2
Class 3
Class 4
Class 5
Class 6
Class 7

o/"
L/,
5/"

t oolJ.J/O
6%

32%
o/"

Organic Soils 44/,

(Uote: Percentages are rounded off to the
nearest number. )

Compared to the data from Stuartburn, Piney has

some better soils but also a considerably higher proportíon

of organic and Class 6 soils. The more viable farms in

Piney district are situated on the small tracts of Class 2

and 3 soils.
Although approximately 44 percent of Piney is

34to.iu. , p. 90.

3 5rrr" percentages rvere determined by measuring the
areas of the various soil types rvith a polar planimeter.
For a detailed descriptiorr of the soil types, see Appendix B.
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covered with organic Soils, excess moisture in the remain-

ing soils is not as great as in stuartburn. In addition

to the organic soils there is a further 18 percent of land

which suffers from excess moisture (figure 11). Most of

the remaining land is sandy in nature and has good internal

drainage

Stoniness, a major problem in Stuartburn, is not as

pronounced in Piney. The organic soils, and 88 percent of

non-organic soils are not identified as being stony

(Eigure Lz).

SUM}ÍARY

The Local Government Districts of Stuartburn and

Piney are located in a transitional zoîe between the

Canadian Prairies and the Canadian Shield. As such, they

contain a wide range of agricultural land types, most of

whích are of marginal quali-tY.

Less than one-quarter of the total land area in its

virgin state was considered fit for agricultural settlement

by the regionrs first surveyors. Two major problems in

the region are excess moisture and stoniness. For example,

approximately 80 percent of Stuartburnts and 60 percent

of Pineyts land area suffers from excess moisture' The two

problems of stoniness and excess moisture are found in a
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high proportion of the Districtts soils (See Figures 13

and 14).

Two government sponsored soil surveys suggest that
the best agricultural usage of Stuartburnrs and Pineyts

soils is that for cattle raising. Grain crops are discour-

aged in the district primarily because of the 1ow fertility
in the regionrs soils.

Piney has both better and poorer quality agricul-
tural lands t,han has Stuartburn. Six percent of its soils
are Class 3 or better, while Stuartburn has only one

percent. But it also is composed of 44 pereent organic

soils as compared to 27 percent for Stuartburn.
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CHAPTER IV

SOIITHEASTERN MANITOBA?S HUMAN RESOT'RCE BASE

The resources of a region do not only consist of

physícal features and characteristics, but also include the

people occupying that, region. Differences between peoples

as commonplace as ethnicity can have profound influences on

a regionrs economic stat".36 The human resources of a

people in a region in part consist of their demographíc

characteristics, historical experiences, and Itcultural

baggagerl. The following chapter will view the above human

elements as they influenced the development of Stuartburn

and Piney.

36,,uanrrrc-origin obviously affects the índividualrs
position in the economic structure...little research has
been done on Canadians of ethnic ori-gin other than British
or French...Some factors are obviously important: these
include patterns of settlement, time of arrival, immigrant
and ethnic occupations, ethnic values, the incidence of dis-
crimination and exploitation, and the problems created by
language barriers.rl Royal Commissíon on Bilingualism and
Biculturalism, Report of the Royal Commission on Bilingualism
and Biculturalism. Book IV. The Cultural Contribution of
the Other Ethnic Groups,
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THE LOCAL GOVERNNIENT DTSTRTCT OF STUARTÞIIRN

Although the ukrainians were not the first settlers

in the District of Stuartburn, the influence of other ethnic

groups on its present state is relatively minor. The pro-

portion of people of Ukrainian extraction to other people,

for all but the first few years prior to 1 896, has been

very high. The censlrs data for racíal and ethni-c break-

downs does not exist for all census years. Table 4t com-

posed from available data, quite clearly illustrates the

Ukrainian dominance within the District

Since there was confusion as to the name to be

given to the people who imrnigrated to canada from the

former Austro-Hungarian Empire, there may well have been a

higher percentage of ukrainians in stuartburn in 1931

than the 85.9 percent indicated. Some of the 3.3 percent

denoted as being Austrian were probably of some other

ethnic group but had been living in a former province of

Austria. Thís is supported by the fact that no people of

Austrian extracti-on are indicated to have been living in

the L.G.D. of Stuartburn in the census years of 1941 and

196r.

\Vhen we include the Polish people with the

Ukrainians, and they are in many ways quite simj-lar, having

come from the same general area in Europe and frequently

having the same religion¡ wê find that approximately 90

percent Of the population of Stuartburn is composed of

this Slavic group. Such a concentration rvill produce a
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TABLE 4

RACIAL AND ETI{NIC CO}ÍPOSITTON OF TIIE L.G.D. OF STUARTBUTìN

rN THE CENSUS YEARS 1931, L94L and L96L

( tiote: are reduced to the nearest

19 31 19 4t 19 51

Percentages
decímal. )

Grgups

English
Irish
Scottish
Other British
Isles
French
Austrian
Belgian
Czech and
Slovak
Dutch
Finnish
German
Hebrew
Hungari-an
Italian
PoIish
Romanian
Russian
Scandinavian
Ukrainian
Other
European
Chinese
Other Asiatic
fndian and
Eskimo
Unspecified

No. Percentage No. Percentage No. Percentage

47
z5

3

¡tt:

6L
J
I

21-8
8

2L
7L

4r 085

1.0
0.5
0.0

0.0
0.0
3.3
0.0

0.0
0.9
0.0
1.3
0.0
0.0
0.0
4.6
0.0
0.0
1.5

8 s.q

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

1
t:

l2
2I2

42

i
^a:¿5/

6
T9
54

3,946

0.9
o.4
o.4

0.0
o.2
0.0
0.0

0.3
4.6
0.0
0.9
0.0
0.0
0.0
5.5
0.1
0.4
L.2

84. 8

0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

is

26

tit
28

,!,

24
2'o74

0.0
0.0
1.8

0.0
1.1
0.0
0.0

0.0
4.9
0.0
1.1
0"0
0.0
0.0
6.1
0.0
0.0
1.0

8¡.0

o.4
0.0
0.0

0.0
0.0

42
L9
rg

5
42

?

i
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relatively homogeneous human landscape largely reflecting

the experiences and values of this people.

The backgrounds of the Ukrainians, and that of most

other ethnic groups who came from Eastern Europe, are quite

similar. The Ukrainians, prior to their immigration to

Canada, had but recently emerged from serfdom and were in

many ways sti1l an oppressed people

M. H. Marunchak describes some of the earlier

Ukrainian experiences as follows:

The XVfTI century was marked by the failure of
Ukrainian efforts and the ultimate enslavement of its
people, both politically and socia11y. Half of the
cultivated lands came into the hands of the great
landlords. In both occupations serfdom was established.
The peasants were oblígated to work several days of
each week as the landlordst portion. They were not
allowed without the permission of the rpannt (lord) to
transfer to another pIace. In order to keep the
people in ignorance, there h¡as no stress on education,
but instead distilleries and taverns h¡ere established
in the villages. The peasants drank themselves out
of their 1-ast coin or product and so this mad.e them
further dependent on their masters, the landlords and
the innkeepers. J /

The question as to whether the Ukrainians and people

other ethnic groups from Eastern Europe who immigrated

Canada were wholly of a peasant background is disputed

some authors. Kayerin his detailed book on early

37r. H. Marunchak, e-p. cit., p. 19.

of

to

by
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Ukrainian settlements, takes exception to frequent com-

parisons made of the Ukrainian with such groups as the

rrish immigrants. He agrees with and quotes oscar Handlin

as follows:

Unlike the Irish immigration of the middle of the last
century, it was not the evicted, starving paupers who
emigrated from Galicia and Bukowina in the last decade
of the past century. They were small landowners, who
through subdivision of t,he inheritance came to the
limit of making a living on their few acres and when
they heard about lfree landl in Canada, started a 3gmovement which embraced practically the whole province.

Some of the Ukrainian ìmmigrants h¡ere well-to-do

peasants, and some were the descendents of Ukrainian

nobility. such individuals h¡ere probably quite rare among

the first ukrainians to settle at stuartburn. This fact

is not only indicated by the early accounts of this settle-
ment, but by the fact that stuartburn was the earliest

ukrainían settlement in Manítoba. These first immigrants

were of rural background, and from the lower end of the
socio-economic scale. The urban and materially better-
endowed ukraj-nians began to emígrate as the movement of
these people from Europe to canada developed and expanded.

Marunchak writes regarding the three waves of
ukrainian immigration, *the first was totally of rural

38s.. v. J. Kaye: oÞ. cit., preface XIIT-XIV.
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orígin, the second was composed of various origins but the

rural predominated, whereas the third immigration was by

far mostly of urban origin.39 Yuzyk agrees when he writes,
ttThe vast majority of Ukrainians who arrived in Canada were

of peasant stock; comparatively few were skilled tradesmen

and a stil1 smaller number belonged to the intellectual

class . tt 40

Most of the Ukrainian settlers in the Stuartburn

district came from the Austro-Hungarian Empírels provinces

of Galicia and Bukowina. Marunchak cites that 8J percent

of the former and 90 percent of the latter provincets

people were rural. In Galicia in IÇA2, 80 percent of the

farm units r4rere less than 12.4 acres (five hectares) while

42.7 percent of the farm units were less than J acres (two

hectares) in ,i"..4L This small-holding background is

explanatory for many of the relatively small farm units

existing today and for the fact that some of the original

settlers took only BO acres for their homesteads as they

felt that 160 acres was too large an area for them to farm.

39¡n. 
H . Marunchak, ep. cit . p. 57L.

4op.
University of

Yuzyk, The Ukrainians Itfani-toba, (Toronto:
Toronto Press, 1953), p. 53.

t

in

41i,r. H. Marunchak, ep. cit.: pp . 2o-2L.
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An enlightening insight into the character and

placing of the peasant immigrants from Eastern Europe into

rough lands, such as those of the southeastern corner of

Manitoba, was mad.e by Clifford Sifton when he spoke in

lfontreal in IÇ2J,

In northern Ontario, Manitoba and Saskatchewan we have
enormous quantit,ies of land perfectly fit for settle-
ment. These are not lands on which the ordinary
Englíshman or American will go, but they are fit for
peasant settlement. Twenty years agor I scattered a
number of European peasants on these lands, and those
are the only parts where the people are not in debt.
They have never left the land, and bankers agree that
these European peasants have made the most successful
settlers. If you have to settle rough landsr yor have
to settle them with these people, because the average
Canadian or Amerícan farmers will not do it. There
are tens of thousands of these peasant settlers ín
Hungary, Bohemia and Galicia who can be obtained and
if settled t,hey will stay there. They donrt know any
other business in the world but that of extracting
thej-r living out of the soil. These people have not
as high standards of living as we have... l{e11: you
have to put these men who will- be satisfied with the
standard of living associated with that class of
country there or leave the land unti11ed. It will^
have to be the standard of living of the pion"e".4z

The peasantst hardy character, their love for the

land and freedom made them desirable imrnigrants to settle

t'he less viable agricultural lands which the first Anglo-

Saxon immigrants to Manitoba had by-passed. These char-

acterístics tended to mold an economy centered around a

subsistence form of agriculture in rvhich the individual

farmer had a low overhead, high labour input and a much

¿"2' The l{innipeg Free Press, February 26, LgZ3.
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valued independent existence.

Other than the Polish and ttre Ukrainian ethnic

elements, which have consistently formed more than !0 percent

of the total population in the Local Government District of

Stuartburn, the on1-y interesüing and significant trend

determinable from Table 4 is the increase of the German-

Dutch element from 2.2 percent in 1931 to six percent in

196L. This ethnic element is primarily composed of

Mennonites who, because of thej-r migrations in Europe which

resulted in a blurring of ethnic divisions, classífy them-

selves as being either Dutch or German.

The }lennonites, who have a strong agrarian tradi-

tion, were given two Reserves in southern ltfanitoba prior

to the Ukrainianls arrival to the province. They have

maintained to a consíderable extent the agrarian emphasis

so prominent in their history.

During the tlGreat Depressiontt of the lÇJOrs, a num-

ber of farm famiU-es from the Reserves moved to the District

of Stuartburn (See Table 4). The economíc prostration

experienced by these Mennonite farmers on the commereial-

farming-oriented Reserves with their cash economies, moti-

vated these people to seek a less demanding subsistence-

based form of life as could be led in southeastern }fanitoba.

In recent years, I{ennonites have again begun to

move to the Stuartburn Dj-strict. The costs of setting up
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economically víable farmíng units on the rich soils of
the Red. River Valley are so prohibitive as to have caused

nany a young farmer to eit,her seek his fortune in the

city or move to t,he less fert,ile lands in the province

where it is much less expensive to set up and maintain a

farming operation. The development and extent of this
recent Ùfennonite ínflux into the District, will be further
revealed by the L97L census.

A final way in which we will assess the human

resource base of Stuartburn is t,he consideration of its
population characteristics. Figure 15 shows the relation-
ship of Manitobals and the Local Government Dist,rict of
Stuartburnts rural population trends.

Large-scale settlement of Stuartburn (figure 15)

began later than that of Manitoba west of the Red River.

The first rural agricultural settlements in Manit,oba, which

were primarily composed of Anglo-Saxon peoples from Ontario,

developed on the more fertile lands of southern and western

Manitoba. When most of t,he best land had been taken, the

more marginal landsr âs in southeastern Manitoba, came to
be occupied. The multi-faceted subsistence based. farming,

which was the best adaptation t,o the resources of south-

eastern lttanitoba, also proved attractive to the imrnigrat-

ing Slavic peoples.

Stuartburn experienced it,s most rapid populat,ion
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grourbh during the period 1901-1911. These years htere

characterjzed by the occupying of most of the available

land in this District, and by the setting up of the small

subsísterrce'oriented farms. The acreage of land brought

under cultivation in these years also represent a maximum.

By the mid-t20ts, the L.G.D. of Stuartburn was

experiencing a decrease in population (figure 15). This

trend lasted only a few years. The depression of the

thirties induced a small- return of people to the farms,

and a movement of people from the more drought stricken

areas of t,he west to the wetter parts of southeastern

Manitob u.43 The trend sínce Lg36 has been one of continual

decline.

The age-sex pyramids (figure 16) graphical1-y

illustrate the fact that the percentage of older people in

the population is relatively high and that the Dist,rict is

experiencing a high percentage of out-migration of its

young people, especially those in their late rteens and

early twenties.

A further rvay of indicating the populat,ion age com-

position change within a district is to compare its per-

centage age composition by specific age cohorts to that of

a larger area over a period of a number of years. Table 5

43.'-A number of
r.Jas a reason for their

farmers intervierved indi-cated this
moving to southeastern ltlanitoba.
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Year

1951 - .81

L9 56 -2.L7

L96L -3.45

1966 -2.25
),"L97r -2.79

TABLE 5

RESIDUAL }ÍETHOD OF POPULATION

DISTRIBI,EION OF THE L.G.D. OF STUARTBI]RN

(Note: Manitoba Population Used as a Basis)

Age Cohorts
10-14 15-19 20-24 25-34 35-+4 45-540-4 5-9

1.36 4.20

- .L7 2.63

- .56 r.44

-2.25 .O7

-L. 42 -1.15

r.7 7

3. 4L

L.47

.94

.61

Source: Dominion Bureau of St,atistics

)'"I97I data has been obtained from the registration files of the
subscribers of the Manitoba Health Services Commission. These
files represent a listing of the total Manítoba population.
The data indicated is valid as of June 1-, L97L.

Note: Al]- numbers are rounded off the nearest second decimal

-1. 63

-L- 49

-2.29

-2.95

-3.50

-2 .97

-3.89

-4. 06

-4.02

-5.49

-2.3r

-L.2I
_ .89

- .75

-1.33

- .10

.78

l_.96

2.23

3.30

55-64

- .57

.86

2.78

4.02

4. o4

6 5-69

- .33

- .01

1. 70

1. 58

3.24

70+

1. 41

T.27

L.92

3.27

4. 50

o,
N



6g

illustrates the differences between percentage age compos-

itions of Stuartburn District and the Province of Manitoba.

Positive numbers ind.icate the percentage points that

Stuartburn Districtrs composition exceeds that of Manitobars

percentage composition at the associated age cohort' Neg-

ative numbers indicate the reverse.

Some general facts which may be gleaned from

Table J are that Stuartburnrs oroportion of population

between the ages of 20 and J{ has been consistently declin-

ing, and that the proportion of population above dJ years

of age has been consistently increasing the past twenty

years. According to these figures, Stuartburnls age compos-

itíon has still not reached its apex of disproportion.

Facts like these do not indicate a vigorous and growing

economy but rather one that is either stagnant or declining,

resultj-ng ín a selective out-migration of population.

LHE LOCAL GOVERNMENT DISTRICT OF PINEY

The ethnic composition of Piney is much more diverse

than that of the neighbouring Stuartburn District. As such

its human landscape is also much different.

Because the present L.G.D. of Piney is composed of

all of the former Districts of Piney and Sprague and part

of the former District of La Broquerie, no racial nor
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ethnic population breakdown

other than 1961 (See Table

can be given for any Year

6).

TABLE 6

RACIAL A}TD ETHNTC CO}IPOSITION OF THE

L.G.D. OF PrNEY rN 1961

(Percentages are

ETHNIC OR RACIAL

the nearest decimal P1ace.

PERCENTAGE

given to

GROUP

French
Ukrainian
Scandinavian
British Isles
Other European
German
Polish
Netherlands
Indian
Russian
Italian
Jewish
Asiatic
Other

31.1
15.9
15.6
L2,L
9.8
7.8
3.7
2.7
0.5
0.3
o.2
0.0
0.0
0.0

The mrmerically dominant French element (table 6)

is concentrated both in the northern portions of Piney,

and around the hamlet of South Junction. Although people

from French extraction are all categorized into one group,

namely French, there are a ferv definite sub-groups within

this class.

The village of st. Labre is characterízed by French

speaking people who migrated directly from France, Belgium
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and Switzerland. These immigrants, who settled here in

the begínning of the 20th Century, were chiefly of non-

agrarian backgrounds. Many of them, being tradesmen and

craftsmen, found it difficult to adjust to the demands of

homesteading.

Many of the French people,around the railroad hamlet

of Woodridge were originally of Métis descent. These people

were attracted to this region by the work available in the

building of the railroad and in the lumber industry. Their

contribution to the agriculture of this area is quite unim-

portant.

The French-Canadians who settled around South

Junction had more of a farming history. The land on which

they are situated is not only more fertile, but their

adjustments to its agricultural potential have proven more

successful than those of the other French groups.

The Ukrainian people in Piney L.G.D. represent

mostly those who moved eastward from the original Ukrainian

center at Stuartburn. Their background is therefore quite

sj-milar to the Ukrainians of Stuartburn, but in most cases

they are second generation Canadians. As such the cu1-

tural values which were deeply i-mplanted in the first

settlement by settlers from Eastern Europe are not as dom-

inant here. Quite frequently the subsistence farming

emphasis in the Stuartburn District was replaced by tbush

workt emphasis in Piney.
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TheScandinavianpeoplesrwhoarethemostprom-

inent in the southern sections of piney around. the hamlets

of piney and sprague, (Figure 4 in chapter I) have cultural

characteristics much different from those of either the

ukrainians or the French. Because of this, certain signi-

ficant patterns are noticeable in the district'

The Iceland'ers, who form the major sub-group of

scand.inavians in Piney, I^iere formerly charactetízed' by a

seemingly insatiable drive for adventure. one author has

written ttwhat drove the Norsemen on was a yearning, a queòt

they may not have fu1ly understood themselves.n44 In past

history, this drive not only led them to become the first

Europeans to visit North America, but also directed them to

settle and quickly develop a. number of sites in and sur-

rounding Manitoba'

InCanadarttThefirstmajorsettlementoflcelanders

vras at what is now Gimli on the western shore of Lake

winnipeg and it is still the center of the largest settle-

ment of rcelandic people."45 Many rcelande"t u"""*e dis-

illusioned with Gimli, and migrated southwards into the

united. states of America. It was from the resulting

4400. J. Lindal, The rcelanders in Canada,
(\{innipeg: National
L967) ' P' 32'

45t. Fisher,
Canadian, Volume XXV,

Publishers Ltd. and Vit<ing Printers,

trCentennial Message r
No. 4, L967, p. 24.

tt The Icelandic



67

American settlements in North Dakota and Minnesota that

the first settlers came to Piney district. Hard times

with grain farming, including bankruptcy because of crop

failures, were some of the motivating factors in moving to

Manitoba

Another agricultural settlement was developed by

the lcelanders at Argyle, Manitoba.46 As this settlement

enlarged, a number of Argyle settlers came in 1903 to

homestead land near Vuss^r.47

Although some of the impetus to move came from the

attractions of free homestead lands and from various

pressures in the parent settlements, i-ncluding that of

overcrourding, the venturesome spirit of the Scandinavían

peoples must not be overlooked. Some of the older

Icelandic farnners in Piney indicated that the pioneering

spirit was one of the reasons for theír fathers? having

moved to the district.

The Icelanders were also noted for their preference

for raising cattle as opposed to growing grain. This fact

is substantiated by'their settling on land suitable for

cattle ranching. Carrol, in his surveyorls notes, has com-

4%. tvarter,
fcelanders in North

lrlodern Sagas. the Story of the
America, (Fargo, North Dakota: North

Dakota Institute for negional Studies, 1953), p. 59.

A7)ariLlon News, September 7, Lg67.
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mented regarding the settlement at Piney, rrThe land being

suitable for grazíng, seems to suit them, as they are

naturally inclined to the raising of cattle rather than

cereals."48 Lindal also writes, "In fact the Icelanders,

through the whole period of homestead settlement, with

very few exceptions, avoided the flat open treeless and

hayless prairies and selected areas where hay was available

around sloughs or in lowlands. Raising stoc-k loomed larger

in their minds than producing crops. They sought to be-

come what later was called tmixed farmersr, held by many

to be the ideal tYPe of farming .'¡49

The next largest group after the Scandinavians,

(table 6) is that classif ied as ttother Europeans. rr This

group, comprising almost ten percent of the population of

Piney, includes Hungarians, Czechs, Slovaks and Russians'

lr{any of these people also came from the former

Austro-Hungarian Ernpire which was characterized by ilthe

largest proportion of agriculturists to the total popula-

tion of any of the continental countries.¡r50 These

immigrants, like the Ukrainians, were of small-holding

backgrounds and frequently set up farm units reflecting

48c. Carrol, Surveyors Field Book. No. 6781, Sur-
veys Department, Norquay Building.

49w. J. Lindal, g!. cit., p. 110.

5or. \ti. Dafoe, Clifford Sifton in Relation to His
Times, (Toronto: Macmillarr Co. of Canada Ltd, 1931), p. L4I.
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thís limited perspective.

Most of the people of German extraction in Piney

are not- of Mennonite backgrounds as l^/ere the Germans in

Stuartburn District. One small German settlement, Kerry,

(formerly called Carlstal) locally known as ttThe German

Settlementrtt was founded by Mr. Carl Kesterke in 1908. He

and the people who accompanied him became disillusioned

with the problems of prairie life in the West. Their

retreat to this area was influenced by their desire to lead

a more simplified form of life than._that which the prairies

with its commercial farming emphasis would allow.

The population trends of Píney are quite similar to

those of Stuartburn (fígure L7). Piney District was not

settled as earIy, however, primarily due to the isolation

of the District because of surrounding bogs and much of the

area being forested.

An ínteresting decreasein population occurred. j-n

the years between the 1916 and L}Zl- census. Thís period,

ímmediately follorving the time of the most rapid population

growt-,h, r./as one in which the people who settled on the more

marginal tracts of land were forced to re-locate.

Population grorv-bh persisted until 194L, longer than

either Stuartburnis or Manitoba?s. Because Piney was more

recently settled, offered large tracts of unoccupied land,

and benefited from the lumber industry, it had more attrac-

tion and keeping power than did Stuartburn. Even today
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people are opening up new areas for agriculture in Piney,

while in stuartburn lands formerly used for agricultural

purposes are now being abandoned and reverting back to a

natural state.

The age-sex pyramid for Piney (figure 13) resem-

bles the age-sex pyramid for Manitoba more closely than

does that for stuartburn. Piney does not have as high a

percentage of people in the 70-p1us age group nor does

it have as small a percentage in the 20-34 age group as

does stuartburn. This is probably due to its having been

settled later, and offering more chances of employment

for its young PeoPle.

The identifiable population trends in the past

twenty years are not as pronounced as in the case of

Stuartburn (taUte 7). Both Districts are experiencing

high rates of selective out-migration resulting in

atypical proportions of older people in their populations,

but Píney L.G.D. has not experienced this trend to the

same degree as has stuartburn L.G.D. Again, Piney appears

to possess more chances for employment than does stuart-

burn.

STM}IARY

The settlement and development of stuartburn, for

all but the initial few years, has been dominated by one



/a

FIGUR E 18

Popuiotion Age - Sex Pyrom id

Monitobo ond Piney

1971

v5+

-69

-59

54

-49

:44

-39

30-34

25-29

20-

15 -19

lo-14

5-9
o-4

-74

2t
Percentoges

rttt1234
Populotion

0

of

I

0

Totol

Piney ü

Femole

Monibbo t]

Source: D. B. S., lgzl



Year

1951 .7 4

1956 r.zL

L96L - .44

L966 - .35

)q97L - .67

o-4

TABLE 7

RESIDUAL METHOD OF POPULATION

D]STRIBTUION OF THE L.G.D. OF PTNEY

(Note: Manitoba Population Used as
a Basis)

Age Cohorts

5-9

2.68

2' 5t

1. 84

.89

.2I

1O-14

3.88

2.8L

2.7 0

2. 07

.57

15-19

r. 57

'96

- .24

L.27

'source¡ Dominion Bureau of Statist,ics

)tLg7L data has been obtained from the registration fites of
the subscribers of the Manitoba Health Services Conmission.
These files represent a listing of the total_ Manitoba popula-
tion. The data indicated is val-id as of June 1_, Ag|L.

Note: A1-1- numbers are rounded off to the nearest second decimal. ì

zo-24

_ . E5

- . lo
4 ôQ

-2. JQ

_2.L5

-3.48

25-34

-3.90

-3.00

-2.38

-2. 09

-3.80
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-2.?4

-1. 2B

-L.7L

- .40
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- .44

-1.16

-L.L4
.2,5

1.7 s
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-1. 63

,24
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l_. 20
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- .08

- .68

. LJ

1. 4B

L.67

- .64

- '50

- .07
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ethnic group--namely the Ukrainians. They have, since

about 1900, formed more than 8O percent of the Districtts
total populatíon. Pineyr oñ the other hand, has

received people from a number of ethnic backgrounds. Eth-

nicity is not as important a social force in Piney as it
is in Stuartburn.

The majority of settlers, being of peasant back-

grounds, arrived in Stuartburn with the desire to set up

agricultural enterprises. Settlers to Piney came for more

than only agricultural reasons. Some came because of work

opportunities in construction and maintenance of raíl lines,
while others came for employment in ttbush-work. tr

Cliffor.d Siftonts pol.icies in attempting to settle
canadars mid-west included the placing of immigrants with
peasant-1ike backgrounds on marginal agricultuiallands.
This general policy seems to have had an effect in the

settling of the two Districts

Stuartburn was settled, reached its maximum popula-

tion and began a rapid population d.ecline earlier than

Piney. The resulting age-sex compositions of the Districts,
because of continuing outmigration, have not yet reached

a relatively stable state. Because stuartburn experienced

a greater proportion of de-poputation than Pine¡,, its pop-

ulation has a more atypical age-sex composit,ion.
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CHAPTER V

THE FARM SURVEY

As pointed out ín the introduction, the object of
this thesis in in particular to examine the major contrí-
buting, social and economic factors of Stuartburnls and

Pineyrs farming communities. chapter v deals specifically
with this objective by examining in detail the character,

structure and qualit,y of these farming communities.

The source of dat,a for this chapter is based on a
t1field survey taken by the author.5r The question.,'^j.r"52

used in the survey was divided into five sub-sections. The

first sub-section hras designed to determine some general

characteri-stics of the farming population. Age, ethnic

background, education and origin of the population were some

of Lhe elements measured. Answers obtained for this section
expose the character of the farming populations.

The second sub-section examines the structure of
the farm units. Farm size, emphasis and land use are

51oo" complete
taken, see Chapter T,

52s." Appendix

information on how the survey t{as
pp. 8-10

A.
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analyzed. The quantity and quality of machinery, and

the farm use of services is also determined. Information

from this section aids in analy zj:ng t:re farms as economic

units.

The third sub-section reviervs the farming commun-

itiesr use of services and servíce centers. Some measure-

ments taken have important economic while other have impor-

tant ltquality of lifett implications.

The fourth sub-section studies the importance of a

subsiste^"u53"l"ment among the population. This emphasis

r,r¡as aL one time a very irnportant concept among farming

peoples who came from smallholding backgrounds and who

settled in the more margína1 regions of the province. The

economic state and quality of life of a people may frequent-

ly be inferred from the relative importance of a subsis-

tence emphasis.

The fifth sub-section attempts to measure some

aspects of' l1ife qualityt in southeastern Manitoba. The

primary basj-s of questioning was the attitude the farmers

displayed towards their, situation, and what they felt were

the areats greatest shortcomings in providi-ng the kind of

life they would like to live. Government involvement and

activity was also investigated.

S3rrrort"tence is here
ones basic needs, especially
unit of production.

defined as the providing for
food, directly from ones
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A. THE FARI"IING POPULATION

THE LOCAL GOVERN}IENT DISTRICT-OF STUARTBI]RN

Farm Proprietors. Of the 113 heads of households

interviewed in Stuartburn, classified as farmers, 87 were

married , 25 were single men and one a single woman. The

high proportion of single men, about 22 percenL of the farm-

ing uni-ts interviewed, is due to a minor degree to the

selective male immigration to Canada, but more so because

of the greater predisposition of rural young females to

migrate to urban areas outside of t,he district

Geographical Origin. The origin of Stuartburnls

farming population (figure 19) indicates that approximately

three-quarters of the people in the sample lived within the

District prior to their move to their present location.

This high figure well iJ.J-ustrates the principle expressed

by Lee that, the less diverse the orj-gin area the less the

volume of out-migratiorr.54 The strong cohesive forces of a

concentrated ethníc group such as the Ukrainians in

Stuartburn militates against a rapid dispersal of these

people to other parts of Canada.

54n' s' Lee, 'A Theory
Geography: A Reader, (Toronto:
L97o) , pp. 288-298.

of }figrationrt, Population
I{cGraw-Hil1 Book Company,
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The 11 percent of farmers who moved into Stuartburn

from parts of lrfanitoba other than the city of Winnipeg are

primaríly of two types, fellow Ukrainians from surrounding

regions and }fennonites who formerly lived in or near the

Mennonitesr East and ltrest Reserves.

One other major source of in-migrating farmers is

the city of Winnípe€: from which about 10 percent of the

farm families are derived. This fact again follows the

basic principles of migration ín that wherever a stream of

migratíon develops a counter-stream wí1-1 soon appear. The

stream of migrants to Winni-peg is in part offset by the

return of some of the people due to their dissatisfaction

with city life, not finding an adequate source of income

and employment, or their retirement to a less expensive

mode of living.

The origin of farmers from Europe, at only four per-

cent, seems relatively 1ow considering the Districtsr his-

tory. This 1ow percentage i-s due to the fact that most of

the original immigrants have by now retired from active

farm 1ife.

Ethnic Origin. The ethnic origin of Stuartburn

Districtrs population as a whole has alread.y been discussed.

The ethnic ori-gin of the sample farming population is quite

similar (ratle 8).

55

55S." Chapter rV.
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TABLE 8

DOI'IfNANT ETHN]C ORIG]N OF

FARMING POPULATION IN THE L.G.D.

IIale

Ukrainian
German
Polish
Dutch
Scottish
frish
French
English

Total 111

Note: The figures índicated refer
of households of the sample
selected, and their spouses

SA}lPLE

OF STUARTBURN

Female

8t

only to the heads
farming population
where applicable.

69
7
J
J
1

2
2

8g
8

9
n
L

1
I
1

The percentage of endogamous marri"g""56 in Manitoba

in 1961 was approximately 69 p""".rrt.57 The percentage of

endogamous marriages as determined from the sample popula-

tion was BB.5 percent. The primary reasons for this

higher-than-average rate of endogamy is related to the

nearly homogeneous ethnicity and the ethníc consciousness

of the people involved.

56Endog.mous marriages are here defined as marital
unions in which the partners identified similar ethnic
backgrounds.

'57rf,i. figure was determined by the author through
averaging male anã female endogamy ratês for each ethnic
group in ltîanitoba and rveighing the percentages thus ob-
tained accordÍçg to the proportion these various groups form
of Manitobats total population.
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The fact that more than one-half

of the farmers in the sample (rable 9) took possession of

their present farm units after 1940 indicates that the

majority are not the original tenants of the land. The peak

periods of arrival on present farms were experienced in the

decades of the 1Ç20ts, t40ls and t60ts.

TABLE 9

YEAR OF ARRIVAL OF L.G.D. OF STUARTBI]RNIS SAMPLE FARM

POPULATTON TO THEIR PRESENT LOCATION

Year Number Year Number Year Number

L9O2
1903
1g 04
1905
19 o6
1907
19o8
1909
1910
1911
L9L2
1913
L9L4
1915
tgL6
L9T7
1918
19 19
Lg20
L92L
L922
Lg23
rg24
L9z5

L926
Lg27
Lgzg
Lg29
1930
19 31
L932
1933
L934
1935
L936
]-937
1938
L939
1940
L9 4I
L9 42
L9 43
L9 44
L9 45
t9 46
L9 47
1948
L9 49

19 50
19 51
L9 52
19 53
L9 54
1955
L9 56
L9 57
19 58
L9 59
1960
rg6r
L962
]-963
L96 4
1965
L966
L967
1968
a969
r.97 0

2

;

2

?

1
2

3
ô
J

a

2

3
1
2
1

2
1
I
I
1
4J
1
2
2

5
J

;
5
J
2

J
4

4

J
a
J
I
1
1
I
2

;
J
1
7
J
J

-
3
5
1



8g

In the 1930ts the economic depression kept many

farrners from attempting new ventures of any kind. The

difficulties experienced in the nationis economy made it

advisable to wait until economic re-adjustment had taken

place.

Few new farmers arrived during the 1950ts. It was

during these years that the trend. t,o urbarriz" bå""*. pro-

' 58 ¡ ! ' r :)nounceo. Associated with the trend to urbanize was an

expansion in farm size and mechanization. These trends

discouraged new farm ventures.

Age. The age of the L.G.D. of Stuartburnts

farmers is, as the Districtrs whole population, relatively

high, with few young people taking over existing farmi-ng

operations. The age group representation of the farmers is

shown in Table 10.

Education.

farmers and their

The formal education levels of the

spouses are, as might be anticipated both

58,rrhe 1961 census figures for Metropo].itan
\,{innipeg indicate that the 1951-L96L period has been one of
comparatively heavy growbh. The 33 percent rate of increase
was the highest rate of decennial population grorv-bh exper-
ienced in the past J0 years.ti S. G. Rich, Director,
Planning Division, Metropolitan \{innipeg Population Study
1961-198ó, (lvinnipeg: Nletropolitan Corporation of Greater
Winnipeg, :.-962), p. 15.
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TABLE 10

FARMERS, L.G.D. 0F STUARTBURN BY AGE COHORTS

Age Group

25 and under
26_35
36-45
46- 55
56-6 5
65+

Total 113

from their ages and occupations relatively low (tab1e 11).

Educational achievements, though not necessarily related to

success in farming, may well indicate the awareness these

people have of modern agricultural trends and related

phenomena.

TABLE 11

EDUCATIONAL ACHIEVEMENT,

STUARTBURN L.G.D. FAR}{ERS AND THEIR SPOUSES

Educational Level Grades Male Female

Number of Farmers

1
L2
28
42
20
10

33
39 20
40 45
19 22
11

0
15
6B
9-rz

L2+

Total LOz 91

Offspring Residences. The age at which children

leave their parental homes begíns quite early in a rural
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agricultural

farm children

setting. Table 12 reveals the age at which

Ieave thei-r homes in Stuartburn.

TABLE T2

AGE AT \^THICH OFFSPRING LEAVE PARENTAL RESTDENCES, STUARTBURN

Age in Years

Children having
left parental
homes

Total children

15

13

16 17 19 20 2L

10 13

I41361015

18

7

L6

The present residences of the sample farm popula-

tionts children who are not living at home with their
parents are shown in Figure 20. Although the L.G.D. of

Stuartburn only retains about seven percent, the province

of Manitoba retains approximately 73 percent.

The city of Winnipeg receives more than one-half

(Sg percent) of all of the L.G.D. of Stuartburnls farming

populationrs adult offspríng. This rather high percentage

is influenced by \{innipegts attractiveness in terms of

jobs, its proximity, its being Manitobars largest city and

also because the Ukrainians of the L.G.D. of Stuartburn

moving to I{innipeg are moving to a city which is, in rela-

tion to other cities in Canada, a Ukrainian stronghold.

i.figration to areas outside of irfanitoba are about
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equally divided bel-ween the east and the wesl- of .Canada.

Ontario was the destination of the greatest number, while

British Columbia and Alberta ranked second. Saskatchewan

is not a destination area.

Attitude. The attitude of farmers to their situa-

tion was particularly well revealed by the answers given

to the questions, whether they planned to stay on the

farm, and whether they thought any of their children would

stay. The following table indicates the answers received.

TABLE 13

ATTITUDE OF STUARTBURN FARMERS TOWARDS THEIR REMAINTNG

AND THEIR CHILDREN?S BECOMING FARMERS

Number of Respondents

No Undecided Totalli

Are you planning to
stay?

Do you thínk your
children might stay?

-)êTotals differ because

Yes

18 53

some farmers

113

8Z

no children.

90 18 5

T6

sampled had

THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT DTSTRTCT OF PINEY

Farm Proprietors.

were interviewed in Piney.

Sixty farm unit
All propriet,ors

proprietors

were men--53
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were married and seven were single.

Geographical Origin. The origins of Piney farmers

(nigure 2L) differ from those'of Stuartburn. Only 60 per-

cent of the farmers lived within t,he District prior to

their moving to their new locat,ionr âs compared to 7 5 per-

cent of those in Stuartburn. Fewer people came from

Winnipeg while more came from the \tlestern Prairie Provinces.

Some also came from Ontario, the Maritimes and even the

United States. The eight percçnt coming from Saskat,chewan

are directly related to the effects of the depression and

the dry thirties.

A noteworthy difference between the two Districts

exists in t,heir relation with the United States. Piney: âs

r'tras expressed earlier, is more isolated from l,{innipeg than

is Stuartburn. Piney also has three border crossings (at

the villages of Piney, South Junction and Middlebro). As

such, many of the services required by its residents are

provided ín the state of Minnesota. This communicationwith

Minnesota has set up a stream and counterstream of migra-

tion with the United States.

Ethnic Origin. Theethnic origin of the L.G.D. of
Pineyrs farmers and their spouses are relatively diverse

(taUte 14). This fact and its resulting influences are

quite apparent in the District.
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TABLE L4

DO}ITNANT ETI{NIC ORIGIN OF SA}IPLE

FAR}TNG POPULATTON TN THE L.G.D. OF PINEY

Male Female

French
German
Ukrainian
Norwegian
Czechoslovakian
Icelandic
Hungarian
Swedish
Belgian
Scottish
Dutch
English
Irish
Russi-an
Polish

Total

Note: The figures indicated refer only to the pro-
prietors of the sample farming population and
t,heir spouses where applicable.

The rate of endogam"59 among the farming people of

t,he L.G.D. of Piney is only about 36.5 percent. The primary

reason for this is the heterogeneityof the Districtrs

ethnic origins resulting in a lesser degree of ethnic self-

consciousness among the people involved.

9
8
6
4
4
2

5
1
1

3
6
1
I
I

r4
8
6

5
5
4
4
3
3
2
2
2
I
1

60 52

59-rinoogamy
unions in which the
backgrounds.

is here defined as the number of marital
partners identified similar ethnic
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Years of Arrival. The years of arrival of the

farm proprietors to their present farms are shown on

Table 15. The numbers surveyed are too few to show any

definite trends, but as in the case of Stuartburn, the d0ts

and 60ts appear to have more occurences than average.

TABLE 15

OF L.G.D. OF PINEYÎS SAMPLE

AT THEIR PRESENT LOCATION

Year

1910
1911
L9L2
1913
L9a4
1915
L9L6
L9L7
1g1B
L9t9
Lg20
192L
]-922
L923
tg24
].925
Lg26
Lg27
Lg28
tg29
1930

Year Number

1
1

3
1

1

i
1

2

4
1
1
2
I
2
1

YEAR OF ARR]VAL

FART{ POPULATTON

Number

1

l-
1
,

i
I

1

:

Year Number

2

1
2

I

;
1
1
2
2

J
2

.2
4

1

i
1
1

I

19 31
Lg32
1933
L934
1935
l-936
L937
1938
l-939
19 40
t9 4a
Lg 42
19 43
L9 44
19 45
19 46
19 47
19 48
19 49
19 50
19 51

L9 52
19 53
19 54
19 55
t9 56
L9 57
19 58
L9 59
1960
L96L
L96z
L963
a964
L965
]-966
L967
1968
]-969
Lg7 0

Age. The ages

of Piney are quite high

of the sample farming population

(l.aUte 16). Again¡ âs in the case
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of Stuartburn, few young couples are entering the farming

occupation. The existíng tr"end is still toward a continu-

ing reduction in the number of farm units with an associated

increase in farm acreage.

TABLE 1Ó

FARIÍERS, L.c.D. 0F PrNEy By AGE cROUpS

Age Group

25 and under
26 35
36 45
46 55-/50 05
65+

Total

Educational Level

0
15
68
9Lz

L21-

Total

Number of Farmers

Male Female

1
105
36 23
13 t8

3

6
1,6
t6
a4

8

6o

Education. The educational achievements of the

farmers of the L.G.D. of Pi-ney and their spouses, although

not high, are higher than those for Stuartburn (tatr1e L7) "

TABLE L7

EDUCATIONAL ACFITEVE}ÍENT,

PTNEY L.G.D. 'S FARIVIERS AND THEIR SPOUSES

óo 49



Offspring Residences. Most young people

as in Stuartburn leave home at an early a€e¡ and

places outside the District. Table 18 indicates

at which the children leave their parental homes.

99

in Píney,

move to

the age

2L

8

8

TABLE 18

AGE AT WHICH OFFSPRTNG LEAVE PARENTAL RESIDENCES, PINEY

Age in Years

Children having
left parental
homes

Total children

LZ 18 t9 2015

11

16

0

5

The areas of residence of Piney farmersl adult off-

spring are shown on Figure 22. There are significant dif-

ferences between this map and the similar one for

Stuartburn. Manitoba retains only 65 percent of Pineyrg

adult offspring while it, kept 73 percent of those from

Stuartburn. I,{innipeg is not as much a destinatíon area in

t,his case as it vias in the former.
jtfost of Pineyts out-migrating people tend to move

lvestwards, whíle a significant number have moved south-

wards to the United States. The 12 percent of Pineytg

young adult farm population remaining in the District is

almost twice as high as that of the L.G.D. of Stuartburn.

This fact reveals the greater occupational potential exist-
ing in Piney.
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Attitucle. The attitudes of the farmers to their

own and their childrents remaining and becorning farmers are

not quite as overtly negative in Piney as they are in

stuartburn. This fact indicates better farming conditions

and probably more successful farms (taute 19)'

TABLE L9

ATTITUDE OF PINEY FARMERS TO\,{ARDS THEIR REMAINING

AND THEIR CHILDREN'S BECOMING FARMERS

Number of Respondents

Are you planning to
stay?

Do you think Your
children might staY?

Yes

57

13

No Undecided

2t

Tota]--)E

13

60

47

ìrTotals d.iffer because some farmers sampled had no children'

Many of the older people of Piney, as in stuartburn,

want to remain ín their present location because it has be-

come rrhomerl to them. This fact should be consídered in all

future planning for these Districts'

THE FARM UNIT

The economy of southeastern lrfanitoba is largely

based on agriculture. Because of this, a detailed study

of the farms in Piney and Stuartburn is essential to under-

B.
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standing the present social and economic state of the

Districts.

THg LOCAL GoVERNITENT pTSTRTCT OF qTUARTBURN

Size. The farms in Stuartburn, as established

earlier, are relatively sma1-l in size (see Table 20) as

compared to lr{anitobars 
"-."""g".60 Much of the land in-

volved is also of marginal productivity, which further

diminishes the farmsr economic potentials. By far the

majority of farms, according to todayrs criteria of econo-

mic viability, are too sma1l to produce an adequate in-

come for the owners. This fact wi]-]- be further revealed

in the detailed study.

TABLE 20

FARM STZE, STUARTBIJRN L.G.D.

Acres Number of Farms

0 160
161 320
32r 480
481 640
6+t Boo
8or 960

1120
1 280
L920

Total LL2

60rarar-"tics Canada indicates that in ]lg1l there
r{ere 34r981 farms occupying 19rOOB r259 acres in Manitoba.
The average farm is, therefore, approximately 540 acres in
size.

L9
47
23
13

4
J
1
1
1
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Emphases. The raising of beef cattle was the main

source of most of t.he sample farmers I agricultural incomes '

Some B0 of the farmers surveyed owned a total of approx-

imately 2rgOO head of beef cattle. lvlost herds involve less

than 100 head, although a few farmers had larger herds'

These larger operations show convincing evidence of greater

economic viabilitY'

The need for specíaliza1vion, such as the raising

of beef cattle, has not yet adequately impressed itself on

Stuartburn farmers. This response will probably materia-

Tíze more generally as the older generation of subsistence-

oríented farmers retires'

Dairyingisthesecond'mostimportantsolrrceof

farm income. Fifty-one farmers owned approximately 11000

dairy cattle. lr{ost of these cattle are not of pedigreed

stock. Many anirnals are young and not yet producing. The

majority of the interviewed farmers felt their herds were

not producing an adequate income for their needs' Further

development towards larger herds and shipping of bulk milk

is desirable.6l

61After the survey rvas taken, ít was established
that a nulnber of the beef and dairy herds were not wholly
owned. by the resident farmers, but by investors outside
¿he District. The extent of this phenomenon is not
known, but available evidence indicates that it numbers
into the hundrecls of head of cattle'
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Emphasis on the raising of beef cattle was the

most colnmon characteristic (61 percent) of the farm sample'

planned changes in farm enterprise when indicated were

usually directed towards increasing the beef emphasis'

Answers given to the questions, tlrvhat do you most empha-

síze?il and ttwhat do you plan to emphasize in the near

future?tr were as follows:

TABLE 2L

PRESENT AND PLANNED FARIVT EI\ÍPHASIS, STUARTBI.]RN

Emphasis

Beef
Dairy
Graín
Mixed
Hay
Chickens

Present

Number of Farms

Planned

Emphasis Number of Farms

Beef 7

Quit or Retire 8

Grain 1
Unknown or
remain the 90
same

65
30

0
5
5
1

Land Use. Most agricultural land in Stuartburn

is not cultivated annually. The sample population, in

response to the question, established that more land was

formerly cultivated (approximately 6 r65O acres) than at

present. Although some land-clearing and breaking is stil]

going on within the District, ít is safe to say that this

is more than offset by the abandonment of cultivated land'

Reasons given why t,he land l^ias no longer under tillage in-

cluded: ttpoor drainagertt rrtoo many rocksrrr ttit does not
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payttt trcat'ble need land for pasturertr rrretirementrtt trcon-

flicting jobsrll trno machineryrit and rrit was cultivated at

the tíme f took over. rt

Only approximately $J percent of the farms sampled

regularly cultivate any land.62 Sixt,y-one farmers claimed.

a total of approximately 5,270 tilled acres. This amounts

to less t,han 100 tilled acres per farmer cultivating any

1and, and less than 50 acres of cultivated land per average

f arm.

The sma11 acreages annually in crop were primarily

used for productíon of feed grain such as oats. OnIy one

farmer interviewed. had sown wheat, and. this involved less

tlran 25 acres of Iand. Of the LLZ farmers surveyed, 22

had sown some grain, involving about 825 acres. This

amount indicates the lack of importance that grain farming

has in the region.

The seedíng of tame fodder is becoming a progres-

sively more common form of land use. Approximately 66

percent (74 of LJ z) of the farmers practised the seeding

of some acreage to fodder ""op".63 Native hay acreage , a-

í2cultivated land was speci-fied as land which was
under tillage at least one year in five.

63t* appeared to the writer that many farmers had
a lrlooserr defínition of tame hay. lvluch of the acreage des-
ignated tame hay should probably not have been thus classi-
fied.
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part from pasture land, however, still outranks tame

fodder acreage, other than pasture lands, in the ratio of

about 1. 5 to 1. (6 1047 acres z 4,L49 acres)

A signifi-cant amount of tame fodder, especially

alfalfa, is imported from the Red River Va11ey. The

farmers there plant alfalfa in rotation with grain crops.

Since the raising of cattle does not enjoy particular

emphasis within the Red River Valley, much of the fodder

produced finds its way to the more marginal agricultural

areas such as southeastern lrÍanitoba where cattle raising

predominates. '

Machinery Invgstment. The investment in farm

machinery on the sample farm units was generally low. lt{any a

farmerls major implements consisted only of an old tractor,

a mower, and a hay rake. A request to estimate the value

of all of their machinery generated the following answers:

TABLE 22

STUARTBURN FAR}IERS 1 INVESTMENT IN J\ÍACHINERY

Number of Farms Value_of Machinery

o - $ 2r5oo
$ 2,501 $ 5,OOO
$ 5,001 $ 7,500
$ 7, 5ot $1o, ooo
$10r 001 $15r 000

66
28
L2

4I
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The 0 - fiLr 500 category was found to be too gener-

al for many cases as approximately 20 percent of the 66

farmers indicated owned machinery worth consideratrly less

than $1r000. Some of the machinery of the more well-to-do

farmers was used for more than only farm use, but basically

the figures shown represent the total established value of

the equipment used.

Income. The percentage of total income which the

sample population derived from their farms was lower than

anticipated (talte 23) . Approximately !,J perc,en1- of the

sample received less than one-half of their annual income

from theír f¿irms. This fact illustrates well the economic

inadequacy of the present farming operations.

TABLE 23

FARM TNCOME, AS PROPORTTON OF TOTAL TNCOME,

STUARTBI]RN FARMERS

Number of Farmers Percentage Income

111 Total

Other sources of income included pensions, bush

work, construction, ut,ilities, carpentry, school bus driving,

Department of lt{ines and Natural Resources, sewing

ßz%) 10-25/"(ro%\ z6- 5o/,( 8/") sL-7 s/"(+S%) l6-Loo/"

4L
11

9
50
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factory, laboratory technician, mechanic, agricultural

labor, trapping, pasture manager, welfare, railway section

work, nursels aide, and feed sales and transport. At

least 10 individuals within the sample worked in l{innipeg

fu1-1- or part time.

Major Problerns. The major problems in farming

identified by the sample are consistent with the problems

indicated by ARDA in its maps of the district. More than

half of those sampled felt that the lack of an adequate

drainage system was the chief problem inhibiting the suc-

cess of their farming operations. Approximately 2J percent

feJ-t that stony soil was their major problem. Low fertil-

';ty, which is very characteristic of the soils of the

district, was not recogni-zed by many as being a signifi-
cant hindrance to them. This attitude is probably due to

t,he overriding significance of poor drainage and stony

soils.

Services. Because Stuartburn is situated within an

area of Manitobats marginal agricultural 1ands, iL lacks

many of the services enjoyed by physically better endowed

areas of the province. Some of these services, which are

accepted as commonplace by many people, sti1l are infre-

quent or have only recently been established in the

District,.
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For example, all of rural }[anitoba received access

to public electricity between L945 and T954. Rural elec-

trification was completecl in Stuartburn in ]- g54.64 Prior

to the availability of power from Manitoba Hydro, a few

farmers owned and operated their own ttwind chargerstr which

suppli-ed minimal electric power (tatte 24) .

Statistics Canada information indicates that in

L97O more than !0 percent of all households in Manitoba had

some plumbing, namely running *ate".o5 In Stuartburn, how-

ever, 75 percent of the sample had no plumbing whatsoever.

The occurrence of electrical service, telephones

and running water and the time of their installation on the

farms was as follows:

TABLE 24

THE USAGE OF ELECTRICTTY, TELEPHONES AND RUNNING \4IATER

AMONG STUARTBI]RN FARMERS

Time of Service Installation

Service

Electricity
T elephone

Percentage of
Sample having
Service

g 5/"
67%

Pre-1950 1950-59

79/"->(
LJ/"+r
18/")+

L960-7 o

L6/"-:t
83%+ç
8z/"'::-Running Water 25/"

F of ),-J/o^
O/"+?

o%->ç

Note: Percentages are rounded off.

-)iThese percentages are stated as percentages of the percen-
tage figures in the left-hand column.

64u"a"orished from interviews at lr{anitoba Hydro,
8ZO taytor Avenue, Winnipeg.

6SStu*i"tics Canada, ltousehold Facilities and
Equipnrent, Catalogue No. 6+-ZctZ, 0Ùtarl/a IgZl.
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When we consider all the above facts together, rn¡e

quite clearly see that Stuartburn j-s an underdeveloped

agricultural area. This is due to many factors including

low-income farm units, lack of good management and the

relatively low agricultural potential of the 1and. How-

ever, there are undeveloped agricultural possibilities in

the Distríct. The District was suitable for subsistence

farming in past years when such practices represented a

viable man-land adjustment. However, in the economic con-

text of the present it could very well support viable

farming operations if the Districtrstruepotential were

reaLized through intelligent exploitation.

THE LOCAL GOVERN}{ENT DISTRICT OF PTNEY

SJ-ze. The sample farms within the District of

Piney ane, on the average, larger than those in Stuartburn,

but they are stiJ-l- relatively sma1l (fatte 25). A few of

the larger farms: âs can rvel1 be expected, have proven to

be the most successful. Absolute numbers of acres is,

however, a relatively rveak criterion for productivity since

there is considerable variation in potential among the

District t s soils.
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TABLE 25

FARM SIZE, PINEY L.G.D.

Acres Number of Farms

0 160
161 320
32L 480
481 640
64]- 8oo
801 - 960
96r -1120

150 0

3000

Total

Emphases. The raising of beef cattle, as was in

t,he case in Stuartburn, represents the main agricultural

emphasis in Piney (taUfe z6). Approximately one-half of

the sample indicated that beef cattle accounted for the

bulk of their farm income.

The beef herds rrrere generally small. 0n1y three of

the sixty farmers interviewed had herds of more than one

hundred head. Such small herds are inefficient in terms of

maximizing income relative to labor inputs.

Dairying, which rvas the second most frequently en-

countered dominant farm enterprise in Piney, was primarily

centered around the hamlet of St. Labre. A number of large

herds, basically of Holstein stock were observed in this

area, but the rnajority of dairy cattle are not pedigreed

animals. The cross-breeding of daj-ry and beef catt1-e

9
18
2L

3
2
2

3
1
1

60
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allows the farmer to have both entphases without totally

segregating his operations. Although this rnay not be the

most efficient procedure, it is consistent with the phil-

osophy of the farmer with a 1ow emphasis on maximizaLi-on of

cash-f1ow.

The present and anticipated farm emphasis¡ âs deter-

mined from answers given to the questi-ons ttwhat do you now

emphasize?rr and rrwhat do you plan to emphasize?tt is indi-

cated in Table 26. Both present and future farm emphases

center on beef raising.

TABLE 26

PRESENT AND PLANNED FARM EMPHASIS, PINEY

Present

Number of Farmers

Planned

Number of FarmersEmphasis

Beef
Dairy
Grain
Alfalfa
Hogs
Hay
Mixed

Seed

10
5
1
1

40

28
L2

5
4
1
I
6

Emphasis

Beef
SelI or Retire
Alfalfa Seed
Sheep
Unknown s or
remain the same

Land Use. Cultivat,ed 1and, proportionately much

less than in the. Red River Valley, represents a higher

percentage of the total than in t,he neighbouring District
of Stuartburn. Approximately 36 percent of Pineyrs total
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farm acreager âs compared to L6 percent of Stuartburnr s is

cultivat"d.66 rn" average Piney farmer cultivates approx-

imately 130 acres of land compared to Stuartl¡urnrs 50 acres.

Although there are fewer farmers in Piney, they

have more cultivated land in grain. 0n1y about 20 percent

of Stuartburn, while 67 percent of Piney farmers annually

sow some grain crops. Besides being used for grain and

fodder, some cultivated land is used for such specialized

crops as alfalfa for seed.

There are severa]- reasons for this. One chief

problem with any commercial crop grown in Piney is the dis-

tance it must be transported to the nearest market. A1-

though Stuartburn produces few íf any commercial grain

crops, it has better access to grain elevators, in such

towns as Ridgeville and Domínion City, than does Piney.

The nearest elevator to rvhich Piney farmers, however, may

bring their grain is in the town of Ste. Anne, which ranges

from 20 to 80 miles from the farmers in the District.6T

This fact discourages grain production for direct market-

ing. Seed crops, such as alfalfa, are frequently delivered

66c,..1ai..ated land was specified as land rvhich was
under tillage at least one year in five.

67frrt""'rrierved farmers indicatecl that
their crops to market was one of their major

transporting
problems.
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to points in l{innipeg. This requires some farmers to

transport their crops well over one hundred mi1es.

Because Piney contains more fertile soíls than

Stuartburn, tame hay is both more common and more success-

ful. Some of this fodder is even transported to

Stuartburn for cattle feed. Should the cattle emphasis in

Piney increase, and there are some real drawbacks, in-

cluding many suÍrmer insect pests, fodder production may

well represent the best economic use of the better quality

agricultural land

Piney also has more undeveloped agricultural poten-

tial than has Stuartburn. This is shown particularly by

the amount of land formerly and presently being cleared

and broken. Fifty-four of the 60-farmsample had cleared

land in the past for a total of more than 51000 acres.

Most of this land was broken and placed under cultivation.

Machiner]¡ Investment. The value of machinery per

farm unit in Piney is also sma11 (tabte 27), although

slightly greater than in Stuartburn. This, at least in

part, is because some of the machinery owned is also

used for bush work in winter and because the greater grain

emphasis in the District frequently requires more machi-

nery than does a cattle emPhasis'
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TABLE 27

INVEST}ÍENT IN MACHINERYPINEY FARMERSl

Number of Farms

Income. The proportion

sample farmers obtained directly

very 1ow (table 28).

(st%)
( 7/")
(to%)
ßo/")

25
15
L4

2
1
2
1

Vafue of Machinery

0 $ 2,500
$ 2,501 $ 5,000
$ 5rOOr $ 7,500
$ 7,501 $1o, ooo
$10,001 $15, ooo
$15r 001 $20, oo0
$20, oo1 $25r ooo

of total income which the

from their farming was

TABLE 28

FARM TNCOME, AS PRoPORTTON 0F ToTAL INCOI{E,

PINEY FARMERS

Number of Farmers Percentage Tncome

Lo_25%
26_50%
5L-7 5/"
7 6-too%

32
4
6

18

6o rotal

Two-fifths of the farmers sampled obtained more

than 50 percent of their total earnings from their farms.

Approximately 40 percent of the sources of income other

than the farm, involved part-time employment for the

Columbia Forest Productst plant at Sprague. This consisted

of work in lumber camps, at the plant, and cutting pulp-
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wood from private woodlots for the plant.

Ifajor Problems. The main problems which the

farmers in Piney face were indicated as being poor drain-

age and stony soils. A few felt that the lack of cleared

land was their major problem. This problem is quite com-

plex in that the Manitoba Department of Mines and Natural

Resources has determined that much of the land presently

used for agriculture should be returned to forest vegeta-

tion. The consolidation of large tracts for wood produc-

tion involves theexpropriation of some farmerst lands.

These farmers find it most difficult to understand why

some relatively good agricultural land should be taken

or kept from them for this purpose.

A further set of problems stemming from the natur-

a1 conditj-onsincludes distance to market, poor roads, and

swarms of insect pests in the sunLmer months. All of these

problems could be overcome, but the feasibilíty of doing

this is questionable from the point' of view both of the

economic return and of the ecologica.l balance.

Services. The Piney sample indicates a greater

use of public utilities than does the Stuartburn sample

(taUle 29). The two Districts gained access to public

electricity in 1954--the last year of Manitoba Hydrors
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program of rural electrification. Although none of the
sample indicated having had electrical service prior to
1950, only one of them when interviewed did not at present

have it.

In everyone of the three categories checked, name-

ly electricity, telephones and running water, piney has a

greater proportíonal density than has stuartburn. This is
especially true in the case of running water in which 6o

percent of the former as compared to 2g percent of the

latter Districtts samples have this household utility.
These facts indicate a greater economic capability in piney

L. G.D.

TABLE 29

THE USAGE OF ELECTRTCITY, TELEPHONES AND RUNNING I,üATER

AMONG PINEY FART{ERS

Percentage
of Sample

Time of Service fnstallation

Príor to
Service

Electricity
T elephone
Running l,{ater

Havins åervice 1950 1950-59 Lg6O-7O

98/" o/"++ 8O7++ ZO/,;+
7 5% o/"+r rL/"->+ 8g/"->ç
60/" o/"+t 3I/,-)( 69%',ç

Note: Percentages are rounded off.
-)íThese percentages are stated as percentages of the percen-
tage figures in the left-hand column.

There is much room for improvement in farming prac-

tices in Piney. rt is, however, more advanced and in many

ways has mor:e potential in croppj-ng, ir forestry, and in
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cattle enterprise, than Stuartburn L.G.D. Future

improvements will probably depend on markets, individual and

collective initiative, and government policies towards this

Di-strict.

SERVICES AND SERVTCE CENTERS

The importance of a town to a district is largely

determíned by the variety of services it provides. A dis-

trictis lack of a service may also be determined by the

distance the residents have to travel to obtain the service.

This section includes a seríes of cartograms drawn

so as to indicate the service centers at which the farm

proprietors sampled most frequently obtain the following

basic artíc1es and services:

1. Groceries
2. Clothing
3. Furniture
4. Medical
5. Dental
6. Farm Machinery
7. Cars and Trucks
8. Seed and Fertilizers
9. Gasoline and Oi1.

The relative ease with whích the above basic needs

can be met, indicates the importance of the Districtsr

centers t,o the economic life of the farmers. The impor-

tance of outsid.e centers to the Dístrict is also brought

out in this study



TABLE 30

THEL.G.D.OFSTUARTBURN?SLEADINcsouncnCENTERSFoRTHE
SPECIFIED ARTICI?ES AND SERVICES

(Centers are rank ordered from 1-3, with 1 being the most important)

Farm Cars Û Seed t¡ Gas l¡

Grocerie-s clothing Furniture Medical Dental- Nlachinery Trucks Fertilizers oil

Steinbach

Vita

Winnipeg

Tolstoi

Dominion CitY

Menisino

Ridgeville
Lanca5ter, Minn.

Sundown

,

I

2

3

1

1

J

2

t

1

3

I

2

,

1

J

J

1

J

F
ts\0



STUARTBURN

ver '

FIGITRE 23

L.G.D. ?S SOI]RCE

Stlartbur-n

OF GROCERIES
Steinbach Sandilands

\ç.r¿enton

\ ta

H
t.')o



l{innipeg

FrcuRE 24
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Only householders who obtained the above articles

and services are indicated on the cartograms. Because of

this, not all maps contain the same amount of information.

All comments in this chapter referring to fre-

quency are based on the number of similar responses, and

do not in actual fact necessarily indicate the amount of

business generated.

Distance and dírection on the cartograms may only

be accurately inferred from service centers which 1ie

lvithín the two Districts. All service centers outside

the Districts are marked in t,he general directíon the

individual must travel in order to go to these places.

THE LOCAL GOVERNJqENT DTSTRTCT OF STUARTBURN

Table 30 indicates the centers which play the

three leading roles in providing the articles and services

checked. The three centers which are most important to

the L.G.D. of Stuartburn, from the most t,o the least impor-

tant, are Stei-nbach, \{innipeg and Vita.

Groceries. The sample population obtaj-ned most of

its grocery purchases in only four centers in Stuartburn,

namely Vita, Sundown, Stuartburn and Gardenton. Seven

source centers outside Stuartburn L.G.D. were identified,

but only Steinbach drew a substantial amount of this bus-
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iness. The importance of larger centers such as Vita and

Steinbach is increasing as the rural market becomes more

selective, demanding and mobile.

Clothíng. The primary sources of clothing are

\tlinnipeg and Steinbach. Much of the Winnipeg shopping is

done via the mail order catalogue, while personal shopping

occurs in Steinbach. The ferv people who claimed to pur-

chase most of their clothing within the Stuartburn L.G.D.

were usually bachelors whose clothing demands did not

extend much beyond overalls, shirts and boots.

Furniture. Steinbach and l{ínnipeg, as in the case

of clothíng, are the main sources of furniture. Some

furniture, such as major electrical appliances, are pur-

chased in Vita.

Medical. Vita, having Stuartburnrs only hospital,

is prominent as a medical center for the sample population.

Because the vita hospital has only one doctor and its facil-

ities are inferior to those of the Steinbach hospj-tal,

many patients prefer to go t,o stej-nbach for their medical

needs. Complex medical cases are usually referred to

I{innipeg doctors and hospitals.

Dental. There are no dentist of f ices r,rithin

Stuartburn. Tooth extractions .can be performed at Vita
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hospital. Steinbach and \riinnipeg, in that order, are the

main centers for dental services. Three U.S.A. centers

also provide dental services; Pembina, North Dakota, and

Lancaster, and Roseau, Minnesota. This is the only ser-

vice among those checked for, (other than medical care

received in one isolated case) which is met in the U.S.A.

Farm Machinery. Very little farm machinery is

purchased rvithín Stuartburn. Tolstoi and Dominion City to

the west are important, but Steinbach is the most impor-

tant center. Former retail machinery outlets within the

District have gone out of business due to increasing compe-

títion from the neighbouring larger centers.

Cars and Trucks. Vita is the only center within

Stuartburn at which new motor vehicles can be purchased.

It receives more of the areals automotive business than

does l{innipeg, but Steinbach receives by far the most.

Seed and FertíLízers. Very litt'le seed

Iizer

proved

was purchased by t'he sample population.

to be the major source with Steinbach a

and ferti-

Menisino

close second.

Gas and Oi1.

fuels and lubricants.

Cíty, in that order,

Vita is the major source of farm

Steinbach, Tolstoi and Dominion

follow in importance.



TABLE 31

THE L.G.D. OF PTNEYIS LEADING SOI]RCE CENTER FOR THE

SPECIFIED ARTTCLES AND SERVTCES

(Centers are rank-ordered from I-J, 1 being the most important)

Farm Cars &
Groceries cl-othing Furniture Medical Dental Machinery Trucks

Steinbach

Winnipeg

Piney

Sprague

Idoodridge

Roseau, U.S.A.

Warroad, U. S.A.

Menisino

Vassar

La Broquerie

2

J

t_

2

1

2

J

1

J

t

J

J

2

J

1

Seed û Gas
Fert,ilizers ti Oi1

1

J

t

u

J

J

1

1

,

H
(^)
b.)
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THE LOCAL GOVERNI\fENT DISTRICT OF PINEY

Table 31 shows the three most important centers for

each article and service anaLyzed. As is clearly vj-sible

from the table, Steinbach, l{innipeg, Roseau (Minnesota) and

Piney, in that order, are the most frequent sources of the

checked articles and services.

Groceries. Steinbach, although it may be as much as

80 miles away from parts of the L.G.D. of Piney, is the main

center for grocery shopping. This phenomenon is due both to

the good No. IZ Provincial Trunk Highway which leads to

Steinbach and also because of Steinbachrs offering the re-

tail variety which allow for most of a familyts various

needs being met in a single trip to town

Piney is the most frequently used center for groc-

eries withín Piney District, while Sprague and l{oodridge

are ti-ed as close seconds.

Clothing. As in the case of Stuartburn, few

clothes are purchased within Piney. Most clothes are bought

at Steinbach; trVinnípeg is also an important center for

supplying clothes, again mainly via the mail order cata-

1ogue.

Furniture. Steinbach and \{innipeg, in that order

of importance, are the centers at rvhich the sample pop



L43

ulation purchased most of its furniture'

Medical. The District of Piney does not have a

hospital, and therefore its residents must go outside the

L.G.D. for medical attention. lt{ost of the sample in the

southern half of Piney go to doctors practising in the

u.s.A. The nearest canadian hospital and doctor, at vita,

served only one of the interviewed sample. A number of

people of French extraction from the tr{oodridge-St. Labre

districts go to the pred.ominantly French town of Ste. Anne

for medical care.

Dental. Residents of Piney go with about equal

frequency to American and Canadian dentists. Roseau,

Minnesota is the center most frequently visited for dental

care. There is no dental service available within Piney.

Farm }fachínery. Steinbach, as in the case of

Stuartburn, is the most frequented center for farm mach-

inery purchases by the residents of Piney. A significant

number of people purchase used farm machinery, which

enters Canada duty-free, fron: the U.S.A.

Cars and Trucks. Steinbach is again the most

frequent source of cars and trucks. Piney and Sprague are

the only centers rvhere similar purchases are made within

the Piney L.G.D.



Seed and Fertilizers. Approximately

the interviewed sample in Piney., âs compared

cent in Stuartburn, indicated they purchased

f erti.Lízers. l'fenisíno is their chief source.
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$0 percent of

to 30 per-

seed and

D.

Gas and 0i1. Vassar supplies approxímately 50

percent of fuel and lubricants to Piney farmers. Although

most fuel and oil j-s purchased rvithin the District,

Steinbach and La Broquerie share about J0 percent of the

market.

THE SUBSISTENCE ELEMENT

A subsistence emphasis68 *." very coírmon among the

first agricultural settlers to come to Manitoba. This was

especially true of the farming population which came from

smallholding backgrounds and who settled in the more mar-

ginal agricultural regions in the provinc 
".69

6Ss,rbrr"tence is defined as the providing for ones
basic needs, such as food, shelter and clothing, directly
from ones immediate surroundings.

69fn" peasant and smallholding backgrounds of most
of southeastern lr{anitobals settlers (See Chapter fV) dis-
couraged a commercial agricultural emphasis with its large
monetary turnover and investment. Ilore typically they in-
itiated a fornr of livelihood in their country of adoption
simiJ-ar to that experienced in their country of birth.
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The mixed farm concept, involving a diversi-fied

as opposed to a specialized farm emphasis which prevailed

among southeastern Manitobats farmers promoted the con-

tinuance of a strong subsistence element. Frequently the

individual farm unit fulfilled the majority of the basic

needs of its propríetor and his family.

Included in the questionnaire used in the survey

of southeastern Manitobats farmers, was a series of

questions on subsistence. The following section analyzes

the answers given to these questions.

THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT DISTRICT OF STUARTBI]RN

One aspect of subsistence, that of producing onets

own requi-rements of vegetables, is "on*on among south-

eastern }Íanitoba farmers. Of the 113 people in the

Stuartburn District sample, 109 or 96 percent had their

own vegetable gardens. The people who did not have gar-

dens were usually bachelor farmers who could not be

bothered with taking care of one.

It{ost people who had gardens also supplemented

their production by purchases from retail stores. Table

32 indicates the degree to which the sample populationrs

gardens supplied their annual needs of vegetables. It

may be observecl that 66 percent of the farmers who had



gardens obtained more than one-half their annual needs

of vegetables from their own gardens.

TABLE 32

HOME-GROIVN VEGETABLES AS A PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL CONSI.MED,

STUARTBI.IRN

o-25%

L3/"

26- 50%

2L/"

sL-7 s%

30/,

L46

7 6-roo%

36/"
Percentage of sample
farms

Note: Percentages are rounded off.

Meat, another staple in the sample farmerst diets,

is also largely self-produced. 0f 113 farmers sampled,

81 percent indicated that they produce some of theír own

meat requirements. Approximately half of the whole sample

produces more than J0 percent of all its meat requirements.

The purchasing of meat by one farmer from another

is uncoÍrmon. Only .about 2.6 percent of the sarnple indi-

cated they purchased meat, usually only a smal1 amount,

from neighbouring farmers.

Table 33 indicates the relationship of meat pur-

chased from retail stores and self-raj-sed by the sample

population.

Another aspect of subsistence, that of t,he utili-
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zatíon of readily available natural pro<lucts including

game animals, is of interest. Only 43 percent (A.g out of

113) of al-l farmers sampled did hunting of any kind. The

white-tailed deer is the most commonly hunted animal.

TABLE 33

SOTÍRCE OF ANNUAL MEAT SUPPLY, STUARTBURN

Proportion of Meat Consumed
Source

by

Source

Own Farm

Retail Store

o-25/"

g/"

a nol
Jl/o

26- 5O/"

t nol

37%

5a-7 5%

48/"

r3%

7 6-roo%

L6%

t3%

Note: Percentages are rounded off.

The 49 respondents who did hunt for a portion of

their meat supply indicated they had taken approximately

t,he following numbers of game animals and birds within the

preceding five years:

TABLE 34

GAME ANTMALS AND BIRDS TAKEN BY STUARTBTJRN SA}ÍPLE

FARIÍERS, Lg66-7O

Species

Deer
Moose
Ducks
Geese
Prairie Chicl<en
Partr"idge

Þe"trty
180

8
L44

35
306
185
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As can be noted from these figures, game animals

and birds do not form a substantial portion of most of

the sampled population?s diet.

Some J2 percent, 81 out of 113 people, harvested

other natural products such as berries and mushrooms. In

Stuartburn, wild mushrooms were identifj-ed as being the

most frequently harvested, with blueberries a close second.

fncluded in the list of natural products harvested were

saskatoons, p1ums, cranberries, chokecherries, raspberries,

strawberries and hazel nuts.

Seneca snake root, a medicinal herb which grows

wild in the dis-r,rict, was not harvested by any among the

sample. Although some farmers had dug thís root in the

past years for additional income, the practice had seemingly

ceased.

The trapping of fur bearing animals also was not

carried out. Again, some of the older farmers had trapped

in their younger years, but the market prices of furs no

longer encouraged such activity.

TI{E LOCAL GOVERNNÍENT DISTRICT OF PINEY

0f

98 percent

indicated

supply of

all the Piney farmers

of the farms in Piney

that the depcnclence on

vegetables was greater

sampled, 59

had gardens

gardens for

than in the

out of 6O or

. Tl're sample

t,l-re yearly

case of
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Stuartburn. lfore than 80 percent of the sample with

gardens obtained over one-half of their annual supply of

vegetables from their gardens.

Table 35 indicates the relative degree of self-

sufficiency in respect to the consumption of vegetables

among the sample population.

TABLE 35

HOME-GRO TN VEGETABLES AS A PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL CONSI.NÍED,

PÏNEY

o-25% 26- 50/" 5L-7 5% 7 6-Loo%

Percentage of
Sample Farms 3% L3% 30% fi%

Note: Percentages are rounded off.

A smaller proportion of Pineyrs sample than t,hat of
Stuartburnts indicatedthey produced some of their own meat.

Approximately 72 percent (+s out of 60) produced meat for
home use. Itost of the meat required, other than self-
produced, was purchased from retail stores.

Table 36 compares the amounts of self-produced

meat and meat purchased at retail stores.
Game hunting was substantially nlore conrmon among

Piney than stuartburn residents. The survey revealed

that 72 percent t or 43 out of 60, indicated that they

hunted for a portion of their annual meat suppty. The
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SOI]RCE OF

TABLE 36

ANNUAL }IEAT SUPPLY, PTNEY

Proportion of ltfeat Consumed

Source

Source

Own Farm

Retail Store

estimated number of

previous five years

Note: Percentages are rounded off.

o-25%

qol
a/o

43/,

26- 50%

r2%

17/.

5L-7 5/,

33/"

LL%

by

7 6-Loo%

52%

28/"

in t,hegame animals and

was indicated as

birds taken

follorvs:

TABLE 37

GA}{E ANTMALS AND BTRDS TAKEN BY PINEY sA¡.fPLE FARI{ERS , Ig66-70

Species

Deer
Ifoose
Ducks
Geese
Prairie Chicken
Partridge
Grouse

0uantity

r46
2L

399
g1

730
6zo
T7L

The greater number of game animals and birds taken
in Piney appears to be directly related to a greater inci-
dence of these animals and birds.

Approximately 88 percent of the sample gathered
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wild fruit and berries. Blueberries were the most common

although other products gathered included saskatoons,

mushrooms, cranberries, plumsr' strawberries, chokecherries,
raspberries and pincherries.

As in the case of stuartburnr ro seneca snake root
was harvested. The trapping of fur bearing animals also
was non-existent among the sample of farmers.

Although many small subsístence-oriented farms

sti1l exist in southeastern Manitoba, they are disappearing.
The amount of labour i-nput necessary to produce small

amounts of food is very high. since farm uníts with a

commercial emphasís have already replaced many subsj-stence

uníts, we can expect this trend to continue in the future.

E. THE OUALITY OF LIV]NG

The concept of ltquality of livingtr has become, in
recent years, prominent in research projects involving a

social element. Governmental and private agencies have

been set up to measure this elusive yet important concept.
For example, the center for settlement studies at the
university of }{anitoba has described its overall objec-
tives as ttthe interdisciplinary study of I quality of
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livingr in Canadaf s resource fronbier communj-ties.t'70

The Deparrtment of Tndustry and Comnterce, i. conjunc-

tion with the University of Manitoba and the Regional

Development Corporations, has set up a tlRegional Analysis

Programtt whose first long-term objective is, rrto improve

the quality of life for the people of the area ."7L

Some geographers at the meetings of the Canadian

Association of Geographers held at the University of

Manitoba in I97O expressed the idea that much of their

research would be of greater relevance if they were more

concerned with manis existence in terms of his life
4'quality. I o

The self-concept is a good indicator of a personls

life quality. A certain 1eve1 of satisfaction in a situ-

ation is not only a significant component of life quality,

but it is also most helpful for the individual in making

70tfr" University of Manitoba, Center for Settlement
Studiee, Fourth Annual Report, (WinniPeg: lr{anitoba, 1-97O),

TlR"gional Development Branch Department of
Industry and Comnterce, Province of lt{anitoba, rrRegional
Analysis Program, tt (Manitoba, 1-97L) , p. 2.

TZJ:rfor^ation rvas gained through personally attend-
ing the conference.
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the best possible adjustments to his environment.

The questionnaire used atternpted to gain i.forma-
tion on the self-concept of southeastern Manitoba farmers,

and what they felt were the arears greatest shortcornings

in providing the kind of life they wourd rike to live.
Government involvement was also evaluated.

THE LOCAL GOVERNT{ENT DISTRTCT OF STUARTBURN

Most of the respondents, when asked, claimed they
enjoyed 1ífe in their setting. Ninety-nine responded ,y"",

and L2 responded tnof to the question¡ rrDo you enjoy
living here?tt rhis did not mean the respondents were with-
out reservations about the quality of t,heir present way of
1ife. The following inclusive sample of the reasons

given why they enjoyed life indicates some negative reasons:
rreverything,rr rrdo not 1j_ke townrrt rrfresh aírrtr rtguietrrr
lllike farmingrir lrhomerrr r?own bossrn tfborn herern .nlots of
work, lots of eatrir trhave tortt itslow þ."" of liferrt nlow

taxesr ll Itfriends are herer ll ilown homer tf riscenery, rr

frukrainían communityrr and rwhere you goi-ng to go?rr

Although many of those ínterviewed were not welr
informed on the subject of the rest of Manitobais farming
communities because they did not read nor travel much, most
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of them had opinions as to whose lives were more difficult.

Fifty-three of t,he 100 respondents indicatecl they felt

thei-r lives were more difficult than those of most farrners

in Manitoba, while 47 felt their lives were equally or less

difficult.

The reasons given for these answers were confusing

due to conflicting ideas. Some farmers felt that mixed

farming rlas harder than grain farming while others felt the

opposite. The only consensus of opinion lay in the argu-

ments that the farmers in stuartburn felt their land was

l.ess fertile, had poorer drainage, and had poorer roads

than most farming lands in Manitoba. Roads, drainage and

rocks were the basis of most of the farmersr complaints.

Most farmers (8q as compared to fÐ felt the govern-

ment rvas not helping them enough. A significant port,ion

wished the government would give more and better advice as

to the Districtts suitability for agricult,ure. A large
proportion, however, had been conditioned to government

handouts in terms of subsidies, froor prices for animal

products, and rerief in times of crop failures. These

people wanted more of such programs.

Approximately 8J percent, 8g out of 10d respond.ents,

felt that farming in stuartburn District would decline in
the future. The term ttdecliner conveyed many shacles of
meaning to the sample, ranging from nfewer farrning unitsrr

to rrless agricultural activity ín t,otal.t rhe significance
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of the choice of the word ttdeclinerr as opposed to riincreaserr

probably lies in its pejorative nature. Most of the
respondents had negative feelings towards the future of
farming ín Stuartburn.

THE LOCAL GOVERN}{ENT DISTRICT OF PINEY

By far the majority of respondents, 59 out of 60,

indicated they enjoyed living on their farms. The reasons

given for their enjoyment of this 1ífe are similar to those
given in the stuartburn case. They included rtgood surround-
ingsr tl ltquiet, tt llscenery, tt llfreedom, rr trown bossr tt ttdo not
like city rat racerlr tlhomertr tllike farmingrn rtclean fresh
ai-r , rr rtpeace, tt and rtno pollution . rr

Approximately one-half of the respondents felt
their life on the farm was more difficult than that of most

Manitoba farmers. The reasons included rÌpoor drai-nagerrt
ttpoor soilrll rrstonesrtt llnot enough open landrrr and rrmarket

distance.tt The last two are more of a problem in piney

than in Stuartburn.

The greatest shortcoming of the District: âs ex-
pressed by the sample, incruded the reasons given why they
felt their lives were more difficult than those of most

lrlanitoba farmens in addition to such factors ,as Itinsect

pestsrr, ancl ttnot enough community spirit. tl .The wives of the
'sample also wished for better shopping ancl enterLainment
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facilities.

Most farmers interviewed (+g out of 6O) wished

the government would help them more in terms of drainage,

roads, floor market prices, and the clearing of land. lt{any

of those interviewed, as in the case of Stuartburn, felt

that governments were not really interested in them because

of the minimal economic potentials existing in the District.

The general view of farming held by the farming

public is not as negative in Piney as in Stuartburn. Less

than 45 percent of the respondents indícated they thought

there was litt1e farming future. Almost 50 percent felt

the future for farming in the Dístrict, was likely to be

brighter than the present situatj-on. This generally optí-

mistic feeling, as compared to the pessimistic feeling in
Stuartburn, became very obvious as the surveys were carried

out.

F. SI]MMARY

The field survey revealed certain populati-on char-

acteristics ¡vhich carry important irnplications. At least

27 percent of farm proprietors in the L.G.D. of St,uartburn

and 11 percent in Piney are bachelors. Over 60 percent
l

of the farm proprietors in each District are 45 years of

age or older. Although more than /0 percent of the chil-

dren of the farm families remain in lr{anitoba, only seven
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percent of those from Stuartburn and twelve percent of

those from Piney continue to reside in their native

Districts after reaching adulthood.

Formal education levels among farm proprietors and

their spouses are relatively low: 78 percent of the men and

/1 percent of the women ín Stuartburn L.G.D. have grade VIII

or less; for Piney these figures are 78 percent and 59 per-

cent. That this imparts a certain inmobility is borne out

by the fact that although 80 percent of proprietors in

stuartburn L.G.D. and 95 percent of those in Piney plan to

remain on their farms, only about 20 percent of the respon-

dents from Stuartburn and 27 percent of those from Piney

felt reasonabl¡' certain of any of their children ultimately

succeeding them on the home farm or even remaining within

the home Dístrict.

The survey further revealed that most farming

enterprises in both Districts are not economically viable.

Approximately 60 percent of Piney and 47 percent of

Stuartburn farmers indicated they earned less than one-half

of their annual income through farming.

The Districtsr farms, more than one-half being

less than 320 acres in size, are relatively diminished in

area by varying proportions of most marginal agricultural

lands. fn Stuartburn District, the average farmer culti-

vates less than 50 acres while the Piney farmer cultivates

approximately 130 acres. Tilled acreage in Stuartburn will
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líkely decreaser âs more formerly cultivated land is being

abandoned because of its quality than new land is being

brought under cultivation. The reverse is true in Piney

where sizeable tracts of virgin lands are sti11 being

brought under cultivation.

Beef raising and dairying, it tha1r- order, are the

primary emphases among farmers in both Districts. Because

of this, most of the tilled land in the Districts is used

to produce forage crops and feed_grains. Some of the best

agricultural land in the region situated in Piney is, how-

ever, used exclusively for commercial crop production'

The economic investment by the proprietor in his

farm is generally very small. In Stuartburn 66 percent,

while in Piney [2 percent , indicated a total investment of

less than $2500 in farm machinery. Tliis minimal investment

in machinery, frequently inadequate, combined with small

acreage farms and only smàll herds of cattle bear a strong

resemblance to the formerly popular, presently outdated

subsistence-oriented farms .

The sampled population is becoming more selective

and demanding in its choice of articles and services. The

majority of those articles and services checked for,

namely groceries, clothing, furniture, medical, dental,

farm machinery, cars and trucks, seed and fertilizers, and

gasoline and lubicrants are met outside the Districts.

Steinbach, Winnipeg and Vita, it that order, are the most
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important source centers for stuartburn residents¡ while

Steinbach, Winnipeg, Roseau (l'tinnesota) and pi_ney, in

that order, are for Piney.

A subsistence element, once very prevalent among

southeastern lt{anitoba farmers, is sti11 in evidence today,

but to a lesser degree. fts significance is, however,

rapidly declining and presently consists of little more

than producing some vegetables and meat for home use.

Hunting, especially for some farmers in piney, is more

than a sport, and helps to proúide an annual meat diet"

The use of natural products, such as fruits and berries is

still to some part of a way of life. Although many of the
older generation well remember the times of an almost

independent existence--tlliving off t,he landr rt the present

generation views the subsistence element generally as a

thíng of t,he past.

Most respondents, over 90 percent, indicated they
enjoyed 1-íving in their present situation, although approx-

imately 50 percent felt their lives were more difficult
than most farmers r .1íves in lr{anitoba. Reasons for this
perceived difficulty included ?rínfertile soilr* *poor

drainagertt rtpoor roadsrtt and rmany rocks.rt rn addition to
these, Piney residents included rrmarket distancerr and

ttinsufficient cleared land.it

Generally, far¡ners from piney are much more optimis-
tic about their situati-on than are those from Stuartburn.
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Less than {! percent of the former while approximately

8J percent of the latter group felt that future farming

in their District would decline from the present level.

These attitudes have: flo doubt, a signifícant influence on

how these farmers attempt to deal with their perceived and

experienced farming problems.
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The foregoing study of stuartburn and piney carries
important imprications for the two Districts, areas immed-

iately adjacent and regions with comparable characteristics.
southeastern Manitoba was by-passed by settlers

until most of the better rand in the provj-nce was taken.
rt was considered from the beginning of the settlement era

as being composed largely of marginal lands, and therefore
not being a primary site for agricultural settlements.

rt appears that the.restrictions of such lands as

contained in southeastern Manitoba were recognj,zed at the
time the land was opened for settlement, and that it was

never expected that these lands should support its people

with as high a standard of living as Mani-toba ? s better
agriculturally endowed lands.73

The physical resources of st,uartburn and. piney

range widely, but generally have only limited economic
pot,ential. Land use in both districts is almost totally

73S"" quotation by C. Sifton, Chapter IV.
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limibed to agriculture and forest industries.

Excess moisture, stoniness and 1ow fertility soils

are the chief causes of the districtrs agricultural

problems. These problems exist to such an extent that it

is not economically feasible for governments and farmers

to spend large sums of money attempting to alleviate them.

Southeastern Manitobars population is dominated by

peoples from eastern Europe. These people were generally

of smallholding backgrounds with limited knowledge of

advancing techniques in agriculture. The combínation of

cultural heritage and concentration of a people especially

in the case of Stuartburn, appears to have affected the ease

(or lack of it) with which the Districts joined the main-

stream of the Province?s economy.

Southeastern Manitoba r s demographic characteristics

have not' yet reached a relatively stable state. stuartburn,

because it has a higher proportion of older people, a lower

propoftion of its residents? offspring remaining in the

District and fewer job opportunities than does Piney, wirl

probably experience a greater proportional population

decline.

Most farms in Stuartburn

ca1ly viable unit,s. This is due

the dístrictts true agricultural
farming practices. Many changes

and Piney are not economi-

to many reasons including

potential, farm sizes and

must be made in order for
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the farm units to become profitable enterprises. The

many farm units characteri_zed by small acreages, low cap-

ital investment and the lacl< of a particular emphasis

will probably not be able to continue in their present

f orms. In former years the small ttmixed f armtt was not only,

to many, a desirable form of agricultural enterprise, but

also served a valid role in the nationts economy. In t,he

present, however, such farms cannot according to todayis

standards supply their proprietors with an adequate stan-

dard of living.

Generally, farming emphases should shift towards

cattle enterprises, both dairying and beef r"aising. lrfarkets

for products from such farming are fairly stable, and the

capital investments in t,he cattle enterprises are not

greatly affected by the district I s adverse agrícultural

qualities. Grain farming not, only requires a sizeable cash

investment for machinery, but the stoniness and 1ow fertil-

ity soils makes it dífficult for a farmer to get good

returns on such an investment.

southeastern lr{anitoba will probably never support

Manitobats wealthier farms, but it is well able to be the

home for successful cattle-based enterprises. In order for

this to occur, its farming residents must recognize Llne

districtrs true potentials, and work toward their reaLiza-

tion.
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APPENDIX A

FARM gUESTIONNAIRE

OR FILL IN BI.ANKS AS REQUIRED

L73

Section

following uses?

Specify Yields

fNSTRUCTIONS: CHECK

A. fne_-ftr^t

1. Location of

2. Size of farm

Fal-l-ow

Fodder

farm Township

0-160 fl
161-320 fl
321-480 El

481-640

have?

11-20
tr
E

Range

E
tr

3. How much of your farm is:
O-25/"

26-5V/"
sr-?5/"
?6-100/"

4. Have you bought any land since

If so, when?

How much?

7.

8.

Have you broken

If so, rvhen?

How much?

Approxinately how

Grain (specify)

you arrived?

arrived? Yes El
No El

FENTED

n
tr
tr
tr

tr
tr
EI
tr

Yes E
No El

5. Have you sold any land since You

ff so, when?

How much?

6. Have you cleared any l-and since you arrived?

If so, r+hen?

How much?

Yes E
No El

any new land since you arrived? YesEl
No EI

many acres of l-and are occupied by the

o-25 26-50 51-100 101-2C0

trtrtrn
E
EI

tr
tr

EI

tr
do you

6-10

E]

E

E
E
E
tr

tr
tr

following
1-5

tr
tr

trn

Tame
r,{i1d

Grazing Tame

hlild

9. How nany of the

Dairy cattle
Beef cattle

trtr
trnEtr
trtr
trtr

2l-30
tr
tr

Specify
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10. Do you own any work horses? Yes E If so, how nany?
No El

11. Do you own any riding horses? Yes El If so, how nrany?
No El

J'2. How many of the following do you own? Chickens
Ducks
Geese
0ther

13. l{hich of the following do you most emphasize on your farm?

Beef tr
DairyEl
GrainEl

14. Do you plan to change this emphasis in the near future? Yes fl
If so, to u¡hat? Beef n No E

DairY El
Grain fl

15. Do you use the community pastures in the area? Yes E
NoE

If so, which one?

How rnany cattte?

16. Do you employ any permanent help other than your i-r¡nnediate family? Yes El
NoE

If so, how many?

Jll. Do you employ any seasonal help? Yes fl
If so, hot+ many? 

^ 
No E

For what and approximately for how long?

18. Idhat major implements do you own?
Size Year

Tractors

Trucks

Combines

Bail-er

Yes No Quantity
Plows E n
Hãy ðonditioner tr n
Swathers tr El

Cultivators trtr
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19.

20.

lfhat is the approximate

$ o-zsoo n
$zsoo-sooo D

ldhich of the foJ-lowing

Stonv soil tr
Unfertite soil- tr
Poor drainase E
l{eather - E

total value of

$s000-7s00 tr
$zsoo-to,ooo tr

your machinery?

$ro,ooo-ts,ooo El
$

causes you the most probl-ems in farming?

Remarks:

2I. r,{as the

Remarks:

22. Is your

major problem ever different? Yes E
No El

farm

Electricity
Telephone
Running water

j!]lg-@pn-Base:

1. Nr.rmber of people on farm
r tr 3-4tr
2E 5-7 tr

2, \{hat is the ethnic origin

serviced by the
yes

tr
n
E

following, and

No < 1950

trtr
if so r+Ìren did

19s0-1960

n
tr
n

you get them?

1960-1970

tr
tr
tr

nntrn
B.

Age of farmer < 25D
26-3s fl

(including
B-10 n
>10 EJ

of farmer?
wife?

36-4s E
46-ss E¡

hired help)

3.

4.

5.

6.

Ages of children

Residence of chil-dren

Fducational history of:

56-6s tr
>6s tr

-t 
-t 

-t 
-t

Grades 1-5
Grades 6-8
Grades 9-12
Tech. School
University
0ther

FARMBR

tr
tr
trt
tr

I'IIFE

tr
tr
tr
tr
tr

7.

8.

9.

What year

Previous

How long

did ¡'e¡ arrive

residence?

on this farm?

did you live at the previous residence?
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14. Was your farm originally homesteaded by you? 
"fi:[| 

By your parents? tfi:E

C. Markets-.-service Centers f¡ Services:

1. l{here do You selI

I0. 0ccupation at former residence
Farmer tr
Labourer El

( other)

11. Reasons for move

J.2, Are you planning to stay here Yes fl
No El

l{hy?

13. Do you think your children will stay? Yes D
NoD

whv?

1.1 Grain
I.2 Stock
I.3 Dairy products
L4 Other

2. Where do your children go to school?

3. hlhere do you usually obtain the following articles and services?

3.1 Groceries
3.2 Clothing
3.3 Furniture
3,4 Medical
3.5 Dentist
3.6 Farm machinerY
3.7 Cars and trucks
3.8 Seed and fertilizers
3.9 Gas Û 0i1

4, Do you reguJ-ar]y receive the following types of newspapers & magazines

4.1 Daily Yes E ff so, which ones?
No El

4.2 \feekl-y Yes E If so, which ones?
No fl

4.3 I'lonthly Yes EJ If so, which ones?
NoE

4.4 Other
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D. Subsislence:

1. Do you have your own vegetable garden? Yes D
NoE

ff so, what percentage of your vegetables you use throughout the year
does it Provide for You? 

,|_?irfr E
sr-?s% tr
76-100/" l)

2. Do you produce any of the meat you use? Yes El
NoE

rr s" -1,iï;;ïi;*:iH:., '-{-' *È* "-á* 'u-|-^*

Buyataretailstore E tr tr tr

3. Do you do anY hunting? Yes E
NoE

ff so, how much did you get in the last five years?

Quagtitv
Deer
Moose
Ducks
Geese
Prairie Chicken

4, Do you use any natural products for food such as berries, rmrshrooms and

the like? Yes fl
NoE

ff so, what and approximately how much.

Quantity
Saskatoons
Blueberries
Mushrooms

5. Are there any other natural- products, like seneca root, which you use or
gather to sell? Yes E

NoE
If so, what kind and approximately what is their val-ue.

Trroe Va1ue

Seneca

E. Quqlity of-Life:

1. Do you enjoY living here? Yes El
NoE

hlhy?
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2. Do you feel your life is more difficult than most farmerst lives in
Manitoba? Yes El

No fl
l{hv?

3. Do you feel that you could enjoy life more somev¡here else? Yes El
NoE

t{hy?

4. What are this area?s greatest shortcomings in providing the kind of life
you would like to live?

5. Do you feel that government is helping the farmers enough in this area? Yes El
NoE

Please Conrnent.
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. General:

I. Holr marqr acres of land d.o you have under eultivation?

2, Do you have argr land whieh was once cultlvated' and now

Yes

No
n
U

If so, hor,r nany aeres?
Wt¡y do you no longer curffi

no longer is?

as onc

tt
3. Do you have any land

overgrol.rn by it?
which w

Yes

No

e clearecl of bush and not¡ has again been

If so, how rnany acres?

For what reason do you no longer keep Ít cleared?

4. In uhat years do you feel thab your farming in this area was most successful?

What do you feel is
Deel-ine

Increase

whv?

the future for farming in this area?

na
E

6. Approximately what percentage of your total income does your farm supply?

tna
U

sources of íncome other bhan bhe farm itself?

90-roo{i,
70-Bg%

50_690l,

<rol,

7. What are your naín



APPENDIX B

The soil capability classification is divided into

seven classes. ltThe first three classes are considered

capable of sustained production of common cultivated crops,

the fourth is marginal for sustained arable culture, the

fifth is capable of use only for permanent pasture and hay,

the sixth is capable of use only for wiJ-d pasture, while

the seventh class is for soj-ls and land types (including

rock outcrop and sma1.l unmappable bodies of water) con-

sidered incapable of use for arable culture or permanent

Pasture .n7 4

The capability classes as defined by the report

are as follows:

Class I Soils in this class have no significant lim-
itations in use for crops.

Class 2 - Soils in this class have moderate limita-
tions that restrict the range of crops or
require moderate conservation practices.

Class 3 - Soils in this class have moderately severe
limitations that restrict the range of crops
or require special- conservation practices.

74O"p""tment of Regional Economic Expansion, The
canada Land rnventory, soil capability classification-Tõr

. s.
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class 4 - Soils in thj-s class have severe limitations
that restrict the range of crops or require
special conservation practices or both'

class 5 - Soils in this class have very severe limita-
tions that restrict t hej-r capability to
producing perennial forage crops, and
ímprovement practices are feasible '

Class 6 - Soils in this class are capable only of
producing perennial forage crops, and
improvement practices are not feasible.

Class 7 - Soils in this class have no capability for
arable culture or permanent pasture./J

TSoept"tment of Regional Economic Expansion,
gp.. cit.r PP. 5-9.


