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PREFACE

The relatively recent shift in the location of
people from the rural areas to the urban areas has created
a serious problem due to the inability of many urban areas
to absorb the mass influx of people. Becausejof this,
unemployment as well as school overcrowding has taken
place in several urban centers across Western Canada.

This thesis is an attempt to explain for a specific
area in Manitoba the reasons for the migration of farm
population with emphasis on occupation and destination.

The majority of the data gathered for this study was
obtained during the summers of 1962 and 1963 while the
author was employed by the Geography Department, University
of Manitoba, as a member of a field crew under the direction
of Dr. T. R. Weir. The field work undertaken was part of
an extensive survey of farm depopulation in the Interlazke
Area for the Provincial Government under the Agricultuféimw%
Rehabilitation Development Act (ARDA). The results of this
survey are available from the Manitoba Department of

Agriculture in an unpublished report entitled "Rural

Population Change, Interlake, 1941-1961" by Dr. T. R. Weir.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

LOCATION AND SIZE OF THE STUDY AREA

The Municipality of Eriksdale is located approximately
70 miles northwest of Metropolitan Winnipeg along Provincial
Trunk Highway no. 6. It is one of the twelve municipalities
comprising the region in Manitoba commonly referred to as
the "Interlake District."

The Municipality of Eriksdale is bounded to the north
by the Municipality of Siglunes and the Local Government
District of Grahamdale, to the east by the Local Government
Districﬁsof Fisher and Armstrong, to the south by the
Municipality of Coldwell, and to the west by Lake Manitoba
ad Dog Creek Indian Reserve no. 46 (see map no. 1).

The Municipality of Eriksdale has an area of approxi-
mately 300 sqguare miles (see table no. 1) and includes
Townships 21 and 22 Ranges 4 West to 8 West inclusive. b;gw
of these ten townships, seven are full townships (36 squaré
miles) and the remaining three are partial due to Lake
Winnipeg and/or Dog Creek Tndian Reserve no. 46 dissecting
portions thereof. Dog Creck Tndian Reserve, which has an

area of 7.4 sguare miles, has been omitted fromthis study.
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TABLE 1

AREA PER TOWNSHIP

TOWNSHIP AND RANGE AREA

SQUARE MILES ACRES
21-4w 36.0 23,040
22-4W 36.0 " 23,040
21-5W 36.0 23,040
22-50 36.0 23,040
21-6W 36.0 23,040
22-6W 36.0 23,040
21-7W | 23.9 15,290
22-7W 36.0 23,040
21-8W 0.9 602

22-8W 21.7 13,882
TOTAL 298.5 191,054

PURPOSE OF THE STUDY

The purpose of this study was to examine and determine
the following:

1) the effect of historical, physical, econocmic and
ethnic background on farm population changes:

2) the nature and extent of farm depopulation;

3) the relationship between population changes and
the changes in size and number of farms; T

4) the causes and the extent of migration.

In addition, a further investigation of all the schools
in the Municipality was carried out in order to arrive at
the reasons children left school, and to discover their em-

gt 5y

ployment and destination after leaving.




PERIOD STUDIED

The study covers the twenty year period between 1941
and 1961. The year 1941 is used as the base year and most of
the analysis is based on a comparison between the years 1941
and 1961. However, the years prior to 1941 have been taken
into account where the information was awilable and when it
was felt this would be useful in expléining population
trends between 1941 and 1961.

METHODS AND PROCEDURES EMPLOYED

Sources of Information

The following sources were used in the gathering of
the basic data necessary for fieldwork:

a) Dominion Bureau of Statistics - 1941 and 1961
Population Volumes.

b) Eriksdale Municipality Tax Rolls.

c) Hay Permit Records, obtained from the Municipal
Office.

d) Departmentof Mines and Technical Survey - Lands
Branch.

e) School Registers.

Fieldwork Preparation

Using the 1941 and 1961 Dominion Bureau of Statistics
Population Volumes, +total population was recorded on a town-
l r iy iy

ship basis. Using the Municipal Tax Rolls and two township



base maps, land ownership was plotted separately for the
vears 1941 and 1961. 1In addition to the data on land owner-
ship, hay permits and leased land information were available
from the Municipal Office for both the years 1941 and 1961.
This data was also plotted on the above base maps. From
the Land Branch Office, various data on homesteads (e.g. land
ownership, nature of grant, year of sale or entry) were
recorded in tabular form on both a gquarter section basis and
on a township basis. Finally, each school in the study area
was visited and on a per school basis information regarding
hame, age and grade achieved by each student was taken from
the school registers.

Fieldwork

After obtaining from the Municipal Clerk the names of
approximately five or six responsible residents ?er township,
each of these persons was then interviewed and information
on population characteristics, farm size, migration chara-
cteristics, ethnic origin, and details on children leaving
school was recorded.

The following sections outline the procedures involved
in obtaining the various forms of data required.

Population Characteristics

Using the 1941 and 1961 land ownership base maps as




a guide, population characteristics wera recorded for both
years on a blank township map by means of symbols. Such
information as number of families, children of school age
and under, children working, sex of children, etc., was ob-
tained by interview and recorded on a quarter section basis.
After the information was gathered, population totals were
obtained and compared with Dominion Bureau of Statistics

figures. 1If this difference was more than 5 percent, a

z
further field check was made in order to ensure that the
fieldwork figures were compatible with Census data (sece

table no. 2).

TABLE 2

FIELDWORK AND DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS POPULATION
COMPARISON BY TOWNSHIP 1941 and 1961

POPULATION
TOWNSHIP YEAR
AND 1941 1961
RANGE ~~ Fieldwork D,B,S. % Diff. Fieldwork D.B.S. % Diff.
214w 144 147 -2.0 114 113 +0.9
22-4% 48 47 +2.1 38 38 0
21-5W 228 229 -0.4 2186 225 -4.0
22-5W 315 321 -1.¢ 283% 333 -15.0
21-6W 147 147 0 112 113 -0.9%
22-6W 169 170 ~-0.6 137 136 +0.7
21-7W 127 125 +1.6 106 107 -0.9
22-7W 144 145 ~-0.7 84 80 +5.0
21-8wW 9 9 G 2 2 0
22-8wW 24 24 o __ 26 26 0
TOTAL 1355 1364 -0.7 111 1173 ~-4.,7
* The discrepancy between fieldwork figures and D.BR.S., data
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Farm Unit Characteristics

After population figures were found to agree closely
with Census figures, the next step was to reconstruct the
1941 and 1961 farm sizes. Using the township base maps de-
scribed previously and by means of different symbols and
colours, each quarter section comprising a township was in-
'vestigated and related to its owner, thus producing both the
size and number of farms per township. The number of farms
for the Municipality as a whole was later compared with
Dominion Bureau of Statistics figures and found to agree

very closely (see table no. 3).

TABLE 3
FIELDWORK AND DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS FARM NUMBER
COMPARISON 1941-1961

YEAR FARM NUMBERS
FIELDWORK D.B.S. % DIFF,

1941 265 257 3.1

1961 158 152 4.0

Migration Characteristics

o]

By comparing the 1941 and 1961 land Oownership maps,

the number of families migrating from the township in question

were observed. Bv means of guestionnaires completed by

®




residents who had lived in the area between 1941 and 1961
and who knew the migrants, information as to reasons for
leaving the farm, destination as well as occupation at

destination was obtained.

Ethnic Origin Characteristics

For the purpose of this study, "ethnic origin" was
used in the sense that an individual will classify himself
upon inquiry as being of "English origin", "French origin"
etc.

There were two steps taken in connection with this
aspect of the fieldwork. Firstly, the ethnic origin of the
original settlers had to be established. Based on the owner—
ship data obtained from the Lands Branch Office and determined
by interview, the ethnic origin of the original settlers was
tabulated on a quarter section basis.

Secondly, the ethnic origin of the 1941 and 1961
population was required. From the data plotted on the 1941
and 1961 land ownership base maps, the ethnic origin of the
farm population was established by interview and tabulated
on a quarter section basis.

Then the 1941 and 1961 population totals for the
Municipality by ethnic origin were obtained and compared
with the Dominion Bureau of Statistics data. The figures

were found to be compatible. (see table no. 4).



X}

FIELDWORK AND DOMINION BUREAU OF STATISTICS LETHNIC ORIGIN
COMPARTSON 1941-1961
ETHNIC ORIGIN
ETHNIC YEAR
ORIGIN 1941 1961
Fieldwork D.B.S. % Diff. Fieldwork D.B.S. % Diff.

British 782 789 - 0.9 629 664 - 5.3
French 183 178 + 2.8 169 168  + 0.6
Scandi- 261 264 - 1.1 158 160 - 1.3
navian

Others 129 133 - 3.0 162 181  -10.5
TOTAL 1355 1364 — 0.7 1118 1173 < 4.7

Characteristics of School Qbildren

Using the information gathered from the school

registers for the period of years 1949 to 1951 both in-

clusive, and the period of years 1959 to 1961 both inclusive,

the destination, type of employment and reasons for leaving
school were obtained by interview and summarized in tabular
form.

ANALYSTS AMND DATA PRISENTATTON

Using summary sheets, all information gathered
through fieldwork was analvzed on a township basis for the

years 1941 and 1961.

|
i
i
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All quarter sections comprising a township were
accounted for whether they were farmed quarters, hay permit
quarters, Crown and Municipal quarters or simply idle
guarters.

Also, population characteristics, tenure changes
and ethnic origin characteristics were summarized on a per
farm basist

The migration analysis was carried out on a township
basis and the school analysis was summarized on a per
school basis.

Much of the data gathered for this study was
presented in illustrative form. Either maps or graphs were
used or, where more desirable, tables were often utilized.
Due to the small size of Township 21 Range 8 West, informa-
tion pertaining to it was included on all illustrations
with Township 21 Range 7 Weét. Data depicted on illustrations

Oon a qguarter section basis refer to the home quarter.

The first aspect of the problem associated with this
study was an investigaticn regarding the nature and extent

of populatiocnchange betwesn the vears 1941 and 1961.
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From table no. 5 below, it can be observed that fhe
Municipality of Eriksdale reached its maximum population in
the year 1921 when it reached a high of 2410 persons.
Thereafter, a steady and substantial decrease was indjcated
with the exception of 1936, 1951 and 1956 when slight
increases were experienced.

From 1941 to 1961, the study period, the Municipality

underwent a loss of 191 persons, or approximately 14%.

TABLE 5

MUNICIPAL POPULATION COMPARISON 1901-1961

YEAR

1901 1906 1911 1916 1921 1926 1931 1936 1941 1946 1951 1956 1961
POPULATION 42 371 1099 2310 2410 1745 1469 1556 1364 1214 1301 1311 1173
C :
H NO. + 42 +329 +72841211 +100 -665 -276 + 87 ~192 -150 + 87 + 10 -138
A :
N '
G % - +7813+Eﬁ2+ﬂﬂ2+4,3—216—158+5.9—i23 -10.9 +7.2 +0.8 10.5

E
SOURCE: 1901-1% D,B.S. Census Data

A breakdown of the Municipality into its township
components illustrates which townships have experienced either
an increase or decrease ard the extent of this change (see

table no. 6).
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TRBLE 6

POPULATION CHANGE BY TOWNSHIP 1941-1961

TOWNSHTIP POPULATION CHANGE

AND RANGE 1941 1961 NO. %
21-4w 147 113 ' - 34 -23.1
22-4w 47 38 - 9 -19.1
21 -5W 229 225 - 4 - 1.7
22-5W 321 333 + 12 + 3.7
21-6W 147 113 - 34 -23.1
22-6W 170 136 - 34 -20.0
21-7w ‘ 125 107 - 18 -14.4
22-7W 145 80 - 65 -44.8
21-8w 9 2 ~ 7 -77.8
22-8W 24 26 + 2 + 8.3

TOTAL 1364 1173 -191 -14.0

SOURCE: 1941 and 1961 D.B.S. Census Data

From the above table, it can be seen that in terms
of total population, a great variation and change have been
experienced between the years 1941 and 1961. The largest
numerical decrease occurred in Township 22 Range 7 West

where a loss of 65 bersons, or approximately 45 percent,

was experienced. Township 22 Range 5 West showed a slight

increase of 12 persons, or approximately 4 percent. This
increase is due to the fact that the Town of Eriksdale is
1ocated in this township and the increase in urban ropula-~
tion has offset any change in farm population.

A further breakdown of the population ihto its

components illustrates the nature of. the depopulation trends.
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From table no. 7, it can be seen that although the Municipal-
ity has experienced a total loss of 237 persons, or 17.5
percent, between 1941 and 1961, actually a loss of 427, or
1

38.4 percent, was experienced by the rural-farm population
element , and that the rural non-farm2 and urban> population

partially
has/offset this large decrease. The rural non-farm element
has nearly quadrupled, increasing from 42 persons in 1941 to
163 persons in 1961. Similarly, the urban population has
increased approximataly one-third in that the Town of

Briksdale and the Hamlet of Deerhorn combined accounted for

200 persons in 1941 and increased to 269 persons in 1961.

IRural-farm population includes all persons living
in a dwelling situated on a farm and whose income is
derived in whole or in part from the sale of agricultural
products.

2Rural non-farm population includes all persons
living in a dwelling situated on a farn and whose income is
derived entirely from an occupation other than farming.

3urban population includes all persons living in a
dwelling located in either Eriksdale or Deerhorn and whose
income may or may not be derived from the sale of
agricultural products.
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TABLE 7

MONICIPAL POPULATION COMPONENT COMPARISON 1941-1961

POPULATION COMPONENTS
YEAR TOTAL RURAIL URBAN
FARM NON-FARM

1941 _ 1355 1113 42 200
1961 1118 686 163 269

C

H NO, -237 -427 +121 +69
A

N

G % - 17.5 - 38.4 +288.1 +34.5
E

This study has investigated mainly the farm popula-
tion element and has attempted to arrive at the reasons
underlying rural-farm population migration.

The second aspect of the problem was to investigate
the historical, physical, economic and ethnic background

and to see if any relationship existed between
these factors and the changes in the rural-farm population.

The third area of investigation was to see if there
was a correlation between decreases in rural-farm population
decreases in the number of farms and increases in +the size
of farms between 1941 and 1961. From table 8, it can be
observed that there is a definite relationship between

these factors. 1In 1941, the farm population accounted for
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1113 persorg there were 265 farms, and the average farm

size was 2.44 guarters. However, by 1961 the rural-farm

- population element decreased by 427 or 38.4 percent, the
number of farms decreased by 107 or 40.3 percent, and the
average size of farm increased by 2.97 quarters or 121.7
percent. The rural-farm population and the number of farms
decreased at approximately the same rate (38.4 percent and
40.3 percent respectively), whereas the size of farms in-
creased at a much more accelerated rate (121.7 percent). This
illustrates the consolidation of farms with fewer persons to
manage them as a result of mechanization and a change in type

of farm.

TABLE 8

MUNICIPAL FARM POPULATION, NUMBER OF FARMS AND AVERAGE SIZE
OF FARMS COMPARISON 1941-1961

RURAL-FARM NUMBER AVERAGE
YEAR POPULAT ION OF FARMS SIZE OF FARMS™
i941 1113 265 2.44 Q.
1961 686 158 5.41 Q.
c
H NO, ~-427 -107 +2.97 Q.
A
N
G % - 38.4 - 40.3 +121.7
B

* In gquarter sections.
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The fourth aspect of this study was to discover the
underlying reasons for rural-farm depopulation. This was
done by means of questionnaires concerning those who left the
farm between the years 1941 and 1961. Since it would have
been practically impossible to contact everyone who
migrated, these questionnaires were answered by neighbours.

It was also felt that this approach was perhaps less sub-
jective since many who left the area would have been
reluctant to answer the questions accurately.

The fifth and final aspect of this study was to discover
why children left school and, in most cases, the area. The
information necessary for the fieldwork was obtained through
@ study of the school records from the various schools in
the‘Municipality for the two three-year periods, 1949-1950-1951

and 1959-1960-1961,



CHAPTER ITX

HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

INTRODUCTION

Because it was felt that an investigation of the
historical background would lead to a better unde 2rstanding
of populatiocn trends characteristic of the study area be-

tween 1941 and 1961, certain historical features were

studied. Such data as the year of sale or entry, the natu
of grant or purchase, the ethnic origin of the first settle

and settlement trends were briefly analyzed in an attempt

to explain recent farm population trends.

LAND OWNERSHIP PRIOR TO SEITLEMENT

Prior to Confederation, the Colonial Charter of the

1

It.-.l

[
0

Hudson's Bay Company in 1673 gave it full cwnership o
lands drained by the rivers flowing into Hudson's Bay.

The Charter of the Hudson's Bay Company also requir

vt |

colonization and settlement of the areas grantad, but the
Company weas reluctant to do so for fear such activities

would be detrimental to the fur trade.

-Movenent of Farm People, Re po#t No. 7, Province of
katchewan, Roval Commission on Agriculture and Rural LI

S y s
955, wo 40 and 41,

re

ed
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After Confederation in 1867, the Dominion Government

began to

over the

negotiate with the Hudson's Bay Company to take

land it owned. To accomplish this, a detailed

survey of the whole prairie area was undertaken in 1868,

The 49th

readings

parallel was the starting point and astronomical

were used for laying out the meridians. Based on

the meridians, ranges of townships were surveyed. 'The basic

township

4

United States' pattern of the six mile square, 36 section

was used, with the exception that road allowances

were plotted outside the section. By vroviding road

allowances one mile apart, running north and south, and two

miles apart, running east and west every guarter section
Ey H ’ 4 -

(the basi

lowance.

Ta

¢ settlement unit) fronted on at least one road al-

9]

ble no. 9 below illustrates the year in which the

townships comprising the Municipality of EBEriksdale were first

RANGE

TABLE 9

YEAR TOWNSHIPS SURVEYZED

4w 5w oW W 8W

TOWNSHIP

SGURCE »

1905 1885 1885 1875 1888
1912 1904 1885 1888 1888

Department of Mines & Technical Surveys-Lands Branch
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The allocation of land for a typical township by

quarter section can be seen on Map no. 2.

2
HOMESTEADS ™

Following the United States' model, a homestead
system of free grants was inHiated in 1872. A settler could
secure a homestead quarter section on condition of three
yvears' residence, improvements, and the payment of a $10.00
registration fee. The settler could in addition "pre-empt"
& quarter section of land adjoining the homestead quarter at
a cost of $3.00 per acre, one-third to be paid within the
first three years and the balance in five equal annual in-
stalments. This additional guarter was also subject to
conditions of improvement.

This pre—emptipn policy, introduced in 1874, was re-

voked twenty vears later because it had contributed more to

land speculation than to stable settlement. The policy was

reintroduced in 1908 with certain amendments designed to

curtail speculation and misuse of the privilege.

-

21bid, o. 43
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RAILWAY TANDS

The primary purpose of the railway grant system was
to construct a transcontinental railway and to provide
transportation for settlers as well as to accomdate the
movement of goods and services.3

Through the railway grant system, the Lake Manitoba
Railway and Canal System, a subsidiary of the Canadian
Northern Railway, received between 1889 and 1890 a net land
grant of approximately 798,400 acres. The grant consisted
of the odd-numbered sections within twelve miles of the
railwéy on each Si@e thereof, although any deficiency could

be made up from lands elsewhere.

SCHOOIL: LANDD

The Dominion Lands Act of 1872 provided that sections
11 and 29 in each and every township throughout the extent
of the Dominion lands were set apart as an endowment for éur—
poses of education. The sale of the land and the investment

of the proceeds were reserved for Ffuture legislation. By

{

> Chester Martin, "Dominion Lands® Policy, Canadian
Frontiers of Settlement, Vol. IT, Macmillan Company of Canada
Limited, Torontc, 1938, vo. 299,
4 1bid, p. 293.
Ibid, p. 339.
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1879, the Consolidated Dominion Lands Act made provision

for the administration of the school lands through the
Minister of the Interior. All sales were to be made by pub-
lic auction after due advertising and the terms of sale were
fixed at one-fifth in cash and the remainder in nine annual
instalments with interest at 6 percent per annum. These
conditions changed with time. The principal arisingout of
sales was to be invested in Dominion securities and the
interest therefrom, after deduction of the cost of manage-
ment, was to be paid to the Provincial Government toward the

support of schools within that Province.

EUDSON'S BAY LANDS6

In 1869 an agreement between the Canadian Government
and the Hudson's Bay Company was reached and, as a result,
the Dominion Lands Act granted the Hudson's Bay Company a
41300,000 cash settlement as well as 50,000 acres for trading
post sites. 1In addition, the Hudson's Bay Company acquired
one-twentieth of the fertile belt, which comprised two com-
plete sections (sactions 8 and 26) in every fifth township

6§ovement of Farm People, Royval Commission on
Agriculture and Rural Life, p. 41. '
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plus one and three-quarters sections in all other townships,

or a total acreage of 6.6 million.

NATURE OF GRANT OR PURCHASE

Out éf the 904 guarter sections or portions thereof
settled beﬁween 1888 and 1932, 798 or 88.2 percent were ac-
quired through homesteads. Eighty-one or 9.0 percent were
purchased from the Soldier Settlement Board/’ and the re-
maining 25 or 2.6 percent were obtained from either the
Hudson's Bay Company, the Canadian Northern Railway, Scldier

Grants8, the Rural Rehabilitation Commission® or as School

4

Land (see table no. 10).

A further analysis of the table reveals that in all
townships, land acguired as homesteads was substantislly
larger than any other grant, ranging from 79 percent to
100 percent of the total guarters settled. School land,
Canadian Northern Railway land and Hudson's Bay Company land

acquired for settlement was very minor in nature and

cr
O
ot
n
-2

accounted for only 0.67 percent or 6 guarters of the

Rehabilitation land, on the other hand, was much more sig-

e e v

'See Appendiz.
8See Appandix.
o} <

“See Appendix.

;
¢
;
i
!
{
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NATURE OF GRANT OR PURCHASE BY TOWNSHIP 1888-1932

TOWNSHIP SCHOOL, RATILWAY
AND RANGE HOMESTEAD LAND LAND H.B.C. S.G. S.S.8. R.R.C. TOTAL
21-4w Jo. 109 - - - 5 1 115
% 94.8 - - - 4.3 0.9 100.0
224w No. 74 - - 1 12 -~ 87
% 85.0 - - 1.2 13.8 - 100.0
21 -5% No. 109 2 1 1 - 2 115
o 94.8 1.7 0.9 0.9 - 1.7 100.0
22-5%W No. 28 -~ - 2 8 5 113
%, 86.7 - - 1.8 7.1 4.4 100.0
21-6W No 115 - - - 10 - 127
% 90.6 .6 - - - 7.8 - 100.0
22-6W No. 109 - - 1 11 2 123
% 88.6 - - 0.8 9.0 1.6 100.0
21 -7W No. 60 1 - 2 5 - 68
% 88.2 1.5 - 2.9 7.4 - 100.0
22-7W No. 92 - - - 22 2 116
% 79.3 - - - 19.0 1.7 100.0
21-8W No. 5 - ~ - - - 5
% 100.0 - - - - - 100.0
228w No. 27 - - - 8 - 35
% 77.1 - -~ - 22.9 - 100.0
TOTAL No. 798 3 1 7 81 12 904
% 83.3 .2 0.3 0.1 0.8 9.0 1.3 100.0

v
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nificant. A total of 81 quarters were obtained through the
Soldier Settlement Board. These grants were common in every
township except Township 21 Range 5 West and To&nship 21
Range 8 West where no land was granted by the Soldier
Settlement Board. The other townships had from 5 to 22
quarters granted by the Board.

Rural Rehabilitation Commission and Soldier Grants
accounted for only 2.1 percent of the total gquarters

acquired. Township 21 Range 5 West had a total of 7 quarters

Oor 6.2 percent of the total quarters obtained by these grants.

‘(6

Map no. 3 illustrates +¢r intensity of the various

i

types of grants on a quarter section basis. It is evident
by observing the map noted above that the majority of the

land was acquired as homesteads and very few settlers ob-

tained their land via other forms of grants or purchases.

YEAR OF SALRW OR ENTRY

By year of sale or entry was meant the vear the
land was either purchased or obtained by some other recog-
nized means, such as a homestead, Soldier Grant, etc.

Table no. 11 on the following page reveals on a town-

ship basis and for the study area as a whole the year of

0

cale or aatry.



YEAR OF SALE OR ENTRY BY TOWNSHIP 1888 - 1932

TABLE 11

TOWNSHIP 1888~ 1902~ 1907- 1912~ 1917- 1922~ 1926-
AND RANGE 1901 1206 1911 1916 1921 1926 1932 TOTAL
2L -4aw No. - 18 35 52 e 1 - 115
% - 15.7 30.4 45.2 7.8 0.9 - 100.0
22-4w No. - - 6 68 13 : - - 87
% - - 6.9 78.1 15.0 - - 100.0
215w No. - 26 54 29 - 2 3 114
% - 22.8 47 .4 25.4 - 1.8 2.6 100.0
22~5W No. - 11 44 45 13 - - 113
% - 9.7 38.9 39.9 11.5 - - 100.0
21-6W No. - 33 &0 19 12 3 1 128
% - 25.8 46.9 14.8 9.4 2.3 0.8 100.0
22~6W No. - 15 67 27 13 - 1 123
% - 12.2 54.5 22.0 10.5 - 0.8 100.0
21-7w No. 8 18 21 15 6 - - 68
% 11.8 26.4 30.9 22.1 8.8 - - 100.0
22-TW No. 5 48 38 24 1 - 116
% - 4.3 41.3 32.8 20.7 0.9 - 100.0
21-8W No. 2 -~ 1 2 - ~ - 5
% 40,0 - 20.0 40.0 - - - 100.0
22-8W No. - 2 1 21 10 1 - 35
% - 5.7 2.9 60.0 28.5 2.9 - 100.0
TOTAL No. 10 128 337 316 100 8 5 904
% 1.1 14.1 37.3 34.9 11.1 0.9 0.6 100.0

Lz
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From 1888 to 1932, approximately 904 quarter sections
or portions thereof were homesteaded or obtained by direct
purchase. The majority of these quarter sections were home-~
steaded or purchased between 1907 and 1916. During this’
period of time, approximately 72.0 percent or 653 quarter
sections were séttled. From 1888 to 1907, 138 quarters or
- 15.3 percent were settled and from 1917 to 1932, 113 quarters
orh12.5 percent were obtained.

From a comparison of the individual townships com-
prising the Municipality (see table no. 11), it can be ob-
served that half of the townships experienced their maximun
influx of settlers between 1907 and 1911 and the remaining
half betwzen 1912 and 1916. It can also be obser&ed from
the above tablé that Townships 21 Ranges 6 and 7 West ex—
perienced their peak influx of settlers, approximately 73
and 57 percent respectively, between 1902 and 1911. This
early settlement was due to the bPresence of the Fairford
Trail which paralléesilake Manitoba.

On the other hand, Townships 22 Ranges 4 and 8 West were
settled later. Because of the comparatively poor land and
marshy conditions characteristic of these townships, they
experiencad their maximum settlement during fhe vears 1912 and
1921. This later acquisition was likely due to the better and

more accessible land being settled at an earlier date.
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The year of sale and entry distribution on a gquarter

section basis may be observed on map no. 4,

ETHNIC ORIGIN OF SETTLERS

The majority of the people who first settled in the
Municipality of Eriksdale were of British origin. They settled
596 or 65.9 percent of the 904 quarters settled}o The majority
of these settlers were English with a small settlement of
- Scottish people in Township 21 Range 8 West bordering Lake
Manitoba.' The second largest group of people to settle in
this area were of Scandinavian origin. They were found to be
concentrated mainly in two areas. The first of these areas
was‘the western half of Township 22 Range 5 West which
extended through the central part of Township 22 Range 6 West
to the boundary of Township 22 Range 7 West. A second
concentration was found in the southwest cornér of Township
21 Range 5 West and the southeast corner of Township 21 Range
6 West. A total of 165 quarters, or 18.3 percent of the
quarters occupied, were occupied by perséns of Scandinavian
backgound.

bPeople of French origin accounted for the third largest
proportion of people to settle in the Municipality. Of a

0,

“Based on field work.

1
pt
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total of 121 quarters settled by French, 82 or approximately
68 percent acquired land in Township 21 Range 4 West. The
remaining 39 settlers wefe scattered throughout the
Municipality with no particular area of concentration (sée
map no. 5).

The balance, 22 quarters, was acquired by persons of
other ethnic origin and famedno particular pattern. They are
found scattered throucgh the Municipality (see map no. 5).

Table no. 12 shows the breakdown of ethnic groups on
a township basis. It can be scen from this table that the
British element was predominant in all townships, ranging
from 52.9 percent in Township 22 Range 6 West to 92.2 percent
in Township 22 Range 7 West. The exception was Township 21
Range 4 West where people of British origin accounted for
only 22.6 percent, the French element being dominant.

As pointed out previously, Township 22 Range 6 West
and Township 22 Range 5 West were occupied largely by settlers
of Scandinavian origin and accounted for 38.] percent and

42.3 percent of the total settlers respectively.
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TABLE 12

ETHNIC ORIGIN OF FIRST SETTLERS BY TOWNSHIP

1888-1932
TOWNSHIP
AND RANGE BRITISH FRENCH SCANDINAVIAN OTHERS TOTAL
21-4W  No. 26 82 7 - 115
o 22.6 71.3 6.1 - 100.0
22-4W  No. 77 7 2 1 87
% 88.5 8.0 2.3 1.2 100.0
21-5W  No. 71 12 28 3 114
% 62.3 10.5 24.6 2.6 100.0
22-5W  No. 61 7 43 2 113
% 54.0 6.2 38.1 1.7 100.0
21-6W  No. 105 1 21 1 128
% 82.0 0.8 16.4 0.8 100.0
22-6W  No. 65 _ 52 6 123
% 52.9 - 42.3 4.8 100.0
21-7W  No. 58 a 5 1 68
% 85.3 5.9 7.4 1.4 100.0
22-7W  No. 107 1 3 5 116
% 92.2 0.9 2.6 4.3 100.0
21-8%  No. 4 1 - - -5 .
% 80.0 20.0 _ _ 100.0
22-80  No. 22 6 4 3 35
% 62.9 17.1 11.4 8.6 100.0
TOTAL Mo 556 151 165 22 504
: % 65.9 13.4 18.3 2.4 100.0

SOURCE: Based on fieldwork.
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SETTLEMENT TRENDS

a. Total Population (Rural Farm,Non Farm and Urban)

As a result of the population trends between 1896
and 1961 (see figure 1) settlement in the Municipality of
Erikédale was divided into six majof periods of settlement.

Figure no. 2 illustrates the population trends on a
township basis and points out the variations in population
change from township to township for a specific period on

a Municipality basis.

PERIOD 1 1896 - 1916

During this twenty year period, the area was chara-
terized by a tremendous influx of homesteaders. By 1901 the
Municipality héd a total population of 42 bersons. All of
these persons were located in Townships 21 Ranges 6, 7 and
8 West as a result of the accessibility provided to this area
by the Fairford Trail, which paralleled TLake Manitoba. From

1901 to 1916, the population of the Municipality increased

from 42 to 2310 persons with Township 21 Range 6 West and

!
i
;
i
i
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persons was experienced in the study area. This was due to
two factors:
1. the continuing influx of homesteaders: and

2. ©Soldier settlement which followed the end of
World War I.

Seven of the ten townships showed an increase and three

townships experienced slight decreases. Fifty percent of the
townships reached their peak populations in 1921 (see figure
no. 2) and the Municipality also reached its highest popula-

tion of 2410 persons (see figure no. 1).

During this ten year period, the Municivality as a
whole experienced a substantial loss of people (approximately
40 percent). This period could aptly be called a period of
reassessment in that many of the homesteaders and entrants
under The Soldier Settlement Act could not adeguately support

themselves - either because the land was too poor or because .

they attempted an unsuitable type of farming for the area -

=i

and were subseguently forced to leave. 2All but Township 21
Range 7 West experienced loss in population during this

period (see figure no. 2).
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PERIOD 4 _1931 - 1935
Between 1931 and 1936, a slight increase {87 persons)
was experienced by the Municipality. This increase was due
: = - u ] : : v 1 ll s 3 R}
to the influx of "Back to the Landers" " This period was
characterized by the depression and many city dwellers were
given a quarter section of land by the Government with the
hope that this would relieve the unemployment pressures

-

existing in the cities and provide a living for them.
Five of the townships showed a total increase of 153

persons and five experienced a loss of 66, a net gain of 87

persons for the Municipality (see figure no. 2) .

During this five year period, the study area ex- |
perienced a loss of 192 persons, or a little over 12 percent.
This was due to the changes wrought by World War II as many
either enlisted in the armed forces or tended to the pro-
duction of war-time goods, both steps taking manpower froﬁ
the farms, some to the factories located in the cities,

others completely out of +the country.

PERIOD 6 1941

1

o]
Len
ot

Betwean 1941 and 1961, the study period, the

?

i AR Gt e S
~+Sea Ap Dendaix.,
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Municipality of Eriksdale experienced a total loss of 191
persons, or approximately 14 pvercent. From figure no. 2
it can be seen that this 20 vear period was unstable as a
result of the war years and the population per township

fluctuated dramatically. Nevertheless, the general trend

for every township was downward except for Township 22 Range

5 West and Township 22 Range 8 West where slight increases

of 3.7 percent and 8.3 percent respectively were experienced.

The growth experienced by the Town of Eriksdale was

responsible for the former increase and an increase in the

rural non farm element accounted for the positive change in

the latter township.

B. URBAN POPULATION

The Town of Eriksdale located between the township

boundary of Township 21 Range 5 West and Township 22 Range

5 West, and the Hamlet of Deerhorn situate in the southeast

corner of Township 21 Range 5 West, constitutes the urban
population element in the Municipality of Eriksdale. From

Dominion Bureau of Statistics, population figures ware

-
=

available om 1921 to 1961 and plotted on figure no. 3.

1. Town of Eriksda

S

o

From figure. no. 3 it can be s=zen that

3

{l
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1926, the Town of Eriksdale increésed from 144 to 206,

represenéing a 43.0 éercent gain, and from 1926 to 1931 decreased by
27 persons, or approximately 13 percent. It is interesting

to note that the 1926 peak coincided with a period of

decrease experienced by the Municipality as a whole, al-

most seeming to indicate that some people firgt left the

farm, migrated to the Town of Eriksdale and eventually

~departed altogether by 1931. From 1931 to 1956, the popu-

lation of Eriksdale was almost static, showing an increase

of only 11 persons. Between 1956 and 1961, Eriksdale ex-

- perienced a substantial increase in population, increasing

from 190 to 242. This increase was partly explained by the
emerging trend for farm people to retire to nearby towns,12
and also by the fact that people here migrated from the
farms to a local town where more profitable work was

available.

2. Hamlet of Deerhorn

From figure no. 3 it is evident that Deerhorn reached
its peak population in 1936, when a total of 44 persons were
reported. From 1936 to 1961, the population of Deerhorn de-

creased from 44 to 27 with minor fluctuations in the interim.

12priksdale 1941 - 12 percent of total families retired
1961 - 36 percent of total families retired
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SUMMARY

The majority, as well as the first, of the persons
who settled in the study area were of British, French or
Scandinavian origin. Being the first to settle in the
Municipality, they acquired the best land and subsequently
realizing that even this land was unproductive due to the
qualities characteristic of the soil, they were the first to
emigrate. People of other ethnic groups, such as Ukrainians,
Poles, Germans, etc., settled the area much later and, in
most cases, acquired land that had been abandoned. This was
borne out by the fact that during the early period of
settlement dnly 2.4 percent of the land settled was by persons
of "other" ethnic origin whereas by 1941 approximately 8
percent of the farm population was of "other" background,
which increased by 1961 to almost 17 percent.

The majority of land was settled between 1907 and 1916.
Worthy of note was the relativeiy early settlement of
Townships 21 Range 7 West and 8 West, which can be attributed
to the presence of the Fairford Trail paralleliﬂg Lake Manitoba
and providing access into these two townships.

Although the majority of the land was acquired through
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homestea@s, many quarters were obtained by other grants such
as Soldier Settlement Board, Soldier Grants and Rural
Rehabilitation Commission. In most cases, these settlers had
very little choice and censequently were forced, due to the
poor nature of the land, to abandon their holdings after a

very short period of settlement.




CHAPTER IIT

PHYSICAL BACKGROUND

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this éhapter is to provide a brief
description of the physical characteristics of the study
area, as it was felt that these characteristics contributed
to a decrease in population as well as to a change in the

type of farming.

GEOLOGY AND SURFACE MATERIALSl

The Municipality of Eriksdale is underlain by lime-
stone and dolostone of the NDevonian and Silurian Periods.
The Devonian rocks are found along the western portion of the
study area whereas Silurian rocks underlie the eastern parts.
It was these rock formations that contributed most of the
material comprising the surface deposits, although Pre-
cambrian granite drift transported by continental ice sheets

contributed some materials to these deposits.

=~

The study area is lccated in a physiographic region
called the Interlake Till Plain, which is characterized bv

14
gently undulating ground moraine primarily of limestone origin.

These surface materials vary in depth from 40 fest at

1Soils Report N-. 12, Manitoba Department of Agri-
culture and Conservation, Winnipeg 1261, pp. 15 and 18
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Eriksdale to actual rock outcrops in the northwest sector of

Township 22 Range 6 West.

RELIEF AND DRAINAGE 2

There are no prominent relief features in the study
area. The elevation ranges from a little over 925 feet (A.S.L..)
in the northeast corner of Township 22 Range 4 West, sloping
geptly down to 814 feet (A.S.L.) recorded on the shores of
Lake Manitoba. This represents a drop in elevation of
approximately 120 feet in 24 miles or approximately‘S feet
per mile. The land has a distinctive low ridge and swale
topography with a general northwest to southeast linear pat-
tern. The swells rise only a few feet above the intervening
depressions but, lying across the general direction of land-
fall, they have a major damming effect on the country drain-
age. Poorly developed surface drainage is characteristic
of the study area. There are no rivers in the Municipality
and run -off from the ridgss collects in the adjoihing
swales or in the larger swamps and intermittent lakes.

-

There are two small lakes in the study area: Pine TLake,

I

located in Township 22 Rzage 7 West, and Buffalo Lake, found

[
- 7

in Township 22 Range 6 West,neither of which have any outlets,

- “Ibid, p. 15
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NATURAT, VEGETATIONS

The area covered by the Municipality of Eriksdale lies
within the Boreal Forest Region of Canada and is character—
ized by two main sections of this region: Aspen Oak and
Manitoba Lowland. The Aspen Oak section is found in the
western half of the Municipality. This section is
characterized mainly by aspen trees with a general distribu-
tion of balsam poplar and burr ocak. Open grassland areas
are also found but are limited to areas bordering Lake
Manitoba.

e Manitoba Lowlands Section is found in the easter

D

L3
P

T

)
]

@

half of the Municipality. Although aspen are still dominant,
black spruce and tamarack are prevelant in the poorly
drained areas whereas white spruce and jack pine are found on

the better drained ridges.

SOILS4

The study area is characterized by two general soil

u

b AL

areas called the Isafold and Garson associations. These two

s0il as iations have been grouped on the basis of

6]
@]
@
L
)]

similarities of parent materials, drainage patterns and soil

“Ibid, pp. 20 and 23
4Ib1d, Pp. 26 and 28
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3 £

zonality. A brief description of these two general soil

areas 1s found below:

Isafold Association

The Isafold Association is found in the southern half
of Township 21 Range 4 West and small portions of the eastern
edge of Township 21 Range 5 West. This area forms a portion

of the Interlake Till Plain and the soils are thin, high in

lime content and mostly very stoney. The land is nearly

level with low ridge and swale local relief. Most of the
land is still under natural vegetation of aspen and burr oak
woods interspersed with areas of meadow grasses, seddges and

read.

Garson Association 6

The remaining area of the Municipality is occupied
by members of the Garson Association. This area contains
very poorly drained soils, limestone rock outcrop and thin

s

ssociation

j\)]

soils over rock as well as gravelly soils. Thi
Ooccupies the Interlake Till Plain and is characterized by

thin, very stoney soils developed from high-lime till that

P
a3}
Ll

ied under the prevailing aspen and spruce

SFor further information regarding these soil
associations, the reader is referred to-: Soils Report No.12,
Manitoba Department of Agriculture and Conservation,
Winnipeg, 1961,

T 2 3
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direction. These ridges lie across the direction of general
land-fall and severely hamper the drainage of the study
area. While most of the area is still under natural
vegetation, cultivaticn has been fairly extensive in some
portions of the Municipality.

In General, it can be said that stoniness is the
dominant characteristic of these soil associations. The
stoniness varies from stone free and slightly stoney along
the west, to excessively stoney along the east, and on an
average it can be said that the soils are moderately to

very stoney.
SUMMARY

The factvthat the study area is poorly drained and
the soils are generally moderately to very stoney has had a
detrimental effect on both the farming and population trends.
Between 1941 and 1961 the land use has changed from mixed
farming to cattle raising, thus reflecting the poor nature
of the soils. In the process of doing so, farm size has

increased substantially and many persons have been displaced.



CHAPTER Iv
ECONOMIC BACKGROUND

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this chapter is to proviae the reader
with a brief economic background of the study area because
it was feit that this would lead to a better understanding
of population trends. Therefore, land use, farm and income
characteristics were studied and related to both past, as
well as to future probable, population trends. For the pur-
poses of this study, both land use and farm characteristics
have been discussed as part of the economic background. This
is justified in view of the fact that these characteristics
reflect the economic nature of the area.

LAND USE CHARACTERISTICS

Excluding Indian Reserve no. 46, the Municipality of
Eriksdale has an area of 298,52 square miles, or 191,054
acres. The amount of land in agricultural use accounts for
58.6 percent, or 112,014 acres, of the total area. The
greatest portion of this land is devoted to unimproved hay
and pasture (49.7 percent). Very little is accounted for by
improved hay and pasture (3.5 percent) and crops (5.4 per-
éent).

The remaining land in the Municipality (41.4 percent
or 79,040 acres) is land which is not in agricultural use -

mainly wasteland and land which is devoted to some other
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kind of non-agricultural use, such as roads and railway

7

" allowances, townsites, etc. (see table no. 13).

TABLE 13

LAND USE CHARACTERISTICS BY TOWNSHIP IN PERCENT

NOT 1IN
TOWNSHIP IN AGRICULTURAIL USE AGRICULTURAL, USE

AND HAY AND PASTURE WASTELAND ) GRAND
RANGE CROPS IMPROVED UNIMPROVED TOTAL AND OTHER TOTAL TOTATL
21 -4 3.9 2.6 35.9 42.4 57.6 57.6 100.0
22-4W 3.4 2.3 26.8 32.5 67.5 67.5 100.0
21-5W 6.3 4.2 a4.3 54.8 45.2 45,2 100.0
22-5% 3.5 2.3 51.5 57.3 42.7 42.7 100.0
21-6W 13.0 8.7 46.7 68.4 31.6 31.6  100.0
22-6W 7.8 5.1 63.1 76.0 24.0 24.0 100.0
21-7W 3.9 2.6 70.3 76.8 23.2 23.2 100.0
22-T7W" 4.1 2.7 63.2 70.1 29.9 29.9 100.0
21-8w -~ - 12.5 12.5 87.5 87.5 100.0
22-8W - - 55.4 55.4 44.6 44.6  100.0
GRAND

TOTAL 5.4 3.5 49.7 58.6 41.4 41.4 100.0

SOURCE: "A General Classification of Land for Agricultural Use by

Township, Manitoba", Economics Division, Canada Dept. of Agriculture,

Winnipeyg, 1963.

A further look at takle no. 13 points'out the land
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from this table that the percentage of crop land varies from
a low of 0 percent fo a high of lé percent - Townships 21
and 22 Range 8 West recording O percent and Townships 21 and
22 Range 6 West recording the highest, 13 percent and 7.8
percent respectively.

The distributiqn of improved hay and pasture closely
parallels that of crop land with Townships 21 and 22 Range
8 West Sthing no land in this category and Townships 21 and
22 Range 6 West recording highs of 8.7 percent and 5.1
percent respectively.

The township recording the highest percentage of un-
improved hay and pasture is Township 21 Range 7 West with a
high of 70.3 percent. This is mainly due to the présence of
the open grasslands bordering Lake Manitoba. With the ew-
ception of Township 21 Range 8 West, which represents a very
small portion of a township (602 acres), the percentage ofvw
land devoted to unimproved hay and pasture ranges from 26.8
percent (Township 22 Range 4 West) to 63.2 percent (Town-
ship 22 Range 7 West).

The amount of land not in agricultural use varies

’

with the exception of Township 21 Range 8 West (a partial
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Range 4 West to 23.2 percent for Township 21 Range 7 West.
As is to be expected, Township 21 Range 7 West recorded the
highest percentage of land in agricultural use,

To summarize, it can be noted from table no. 13
that approximately 60 percent of the Municipality is being
utilized for agricultural purposes, whereas approximately
40 percent is either idle land or land being utilized for

some purpose other than agriculture.

FARM CHARACTERISTICS

It was found from the fieldwork that the average size
of farms in 1941 was 2.44 guarters and that by 1961 the
average farm size had increased to 5.41 guarters, represent-
ing a change of +121.7 percent. Furthermore, by 1961 the
Municipality had 69 farms greater than four quarter sections.
This represents 43.6 percent of the total farms in the study'
area as compared to 10.6 percent in 1941,

From table no. 14, it can be noted that the total
area of farms increased from approximately 66,000 acres in

representing an increase of

7

1941 to 89,500 acres in 1961

36 percent. This large increase is due mainly to a sub-

stantial increase i

1un

B

- . — g 3 PR |
oved land acguired, probably
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through hay permits, thus reflecting the cattle oriented

nature of the farms in the area.

TABLE 14

FARM CHARACTERISTIC COMPARISON 1941-1961

TOTAL AREFEA USE OF FARMLAND¥ FIELD CROPS®
YEAR OF FARMS* IMPROVED UNIMPROVED TOTAL WHEAT BARLEY OATS HAY

1941 65,886 10,472 55,414 4,500 574 1157 1837 752

1961 89,640 16,177 73,463 6,336 880 129 2846 1821
c
H NO. +23,754 +5,705  +18,049  +1,836 +306 -1028 +1009 +1069
A
N

G % +36.1 +54.5 +32.6 +40.8 +53.3 -88.9 +54.9 +142.1
N _

* In Acres
' LIVESTOCK

YEAR CATTLE OTHER

TOTAL BEEF DAIRY SHEEP PIGS POULTRY
1941 3413 1294 2119 3540 896 21,738
1961 6698 5364 1334 175 1140 14,164
C
H NO,. +3285 +4070 -785 -3365 +244 -7,574
A
N
G % +96.2 +314.5 -37.0 -95.1 +27.2 -34.8

SOURCE: 1941 and 1961 D.B.S. Census Data

The fact that the study area has shifted from a

mixed farming area to a predominantlyv beaf-catile ranch arca
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is further borne out by the data in the preceding table.
Although all field crops except barley have shown an in-
créase, hay acreage has increased by 1069 acres, Or approxi-
mately 140 percent, since 1941. It can also be observed
from table no. 14 that beef-cattle have more than tripled
their number since 1941, further illustrating the ranching
orientation of the study area. Dairy cattle, on the other
hand, have decreased by 37 percent, possibly reflecting a
shortage in labour supply.

From the above discussion, it can be seen that
there is a strong trend toward beef-cattle farms in the
study area. This is also substantiated by the fact that
the average size of farms has increased between 1941 and
1961 and in the process of doing so has consolidated small
farm units, thereby acquiring moré lana and thus displacing

many persons.

ECONOMIC CHARACTERTSTICSL

The net income for the Municipality in 1960 was found

to be $123,395 (see table no. 15). The net income on a town—

lEconomics Division, Canada Department of Agriculture,
Winnipeg 1963.
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ship basis ranges from a low of $6,083 for Township 22 Range
8 West to a high of $20,031 recorded by Township 21 Range €

West. This represents a median net income per township of

$14,669.
TABLE 15
INCOME CHARACTERISTICS BY TOWNSHIP

TOWNSHIP INCOME CHARACTERISTICS
AND OPTIMUM ACTUAL NO, %
RANGE NET NO. OF OF FARMS INCOME/FARM INCOME MIGRATION

INCOME ($) FARMSLI  (1961) ACTUAL ($) $25002 DEFICIT INDEXS
21-4W 11,874 4.8 16 742 2500 -70.7 3.3
22-4% 6,644 2.7 7 949 2500  -62.0 2.6
21-5w 14,669 5.9 29 506 2500 -79.8 4.9
22-5W 14,817 5.9 13 1140 2500 -54.4 2.2
21-6W 20,031 8.0 21 : 954 2500 -61.8 2.6
22-6W 19,819 7.9 25 793 2500  -68.2 3.2
21-7w 12,728 5.1 27 471 2500 =81.2 5.3
22-7W 16,730 6.7 15 1115 2500 -55.4 2.2
2281 6,083 2.4 5 1217 2500  -51.3 2.1
TOTAL 123,395 49.5 158 780 2500 -68.8 3.2
1Optimum nunber of farms = Net Income of Township

$2500
2The figure $2500 represents the income necessary to maintain an
adeguate standard of living
“Migration Index = Actual Number of Farms Was
Optimum nunber of farms with $2500 net income

borrowed from the unpublished report entitled "Rural Population Change -

Interlake, 1941-1961" by Dr. T. R. Weir.
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A further observation of table no. 15 on the preceding
page reveals that tﬁe average net income per farm was $780.
Township 22 Range 8 West recorded the highest average net
income per farm ($1,217) and Township 2] Range 7 West recorded
the lowest average net income per farm ($471).

As is to be expected, there exists a direct correlation
between the migration index and the average net income per
farm. Township 21 Range 7 West recorded the lowest averadge
net income per farm, the highest percentage income deficit
and the hichest migration index (5.3}. On the other hand,
Township 22 Range 8 West r=corded the highest average income
per farm, the lowest percentage income deficit and the lowest
migration index (2.1).

The migration index for the Municipality as a whole
was found to be 3,2; This implies that in order to maintain

an average net income per farm of $2500, further loss of

b}

farms should be experienced as there are 3.2 times as many

4

farms as there should be in the Municipality. Therefore

¢

2

unless some other form of income producing emploviment is

h

undertaken by the residents o

the Municipality, a further

decrease in population will be

as a rasult of

i

p

(

where,
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SUMMARY
the study area

The "beef-cattle raising" nature of
5.4 percent of

is clearly reflected in the fact that only

the total area is devoted to crops, whereas 53.2 percent is
unimproved hay and pasture land.
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CEAPTER V

POPULATION ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this chapter is to discuss the 1941
and 1961 distribution of farm population, as well as the

nature and extent of rural depopulation.

FARM POPULATION DENSITY

The distribution of farm population on a guarter
section basis for the years 1941 and 1961 is illustrated on
maps no. 6 and 7 respectivély.

It is evident from an observation of these two maps

that the study area was sparsely populated and that the

Qu

majority of the farm residents were concentrate along the
road system servicing the Municipality (see map no. 37).

In 1941, there were two particular areas which stood

out as being void of population. The northern and eastern

o]

portion of Township 22 Range 4 West was completely without

inhabitants and this can best be explained by the fact that

this area is very poorly drained and consits mainly of swamp
land. The second area was Township 22 Range 8 Westit where
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this is related to the swampy condition characteristic of
A

this area.

In general, it can be said that in 1941 the study
area was sparsely populated with no particular concentration
or pattern of settlement. In 1961, the distribution of settle-
ment was again very scattered and without any pattern except
for the concentration of residents along the roads running
through the study area.

Townships 22 Ranges 4, 5, 7 and 8 West were

characterized by large areas completely void of population.

Again, this lack ofpopulation can be related to the pooY ,

drainage and swampy conditions of these townships.
N -

In 1941, approximately 24 percent of all quarters
occupied had a density of bhetween 1 and 2 persons, 34 per-
cent between 3 and 4, 28 parcent ranging from 5 to 6, and the

remaining 14 percent accounting for densities of 7 and over

per quarter section (see table no. 16).




| TABLE 16

FARM POPULATION DENSITY BY CATEGORIES

PERCENT OF TOTAL

1941-1961

DENSITY CATEGORIESl

TOWNSHIP

AND 1 -2 3 - 4 5 -6 7 - 8 9 - 10 Over 10 Total

RANGE 1941 1961 1941 1961 1941 1961 1941 1961 1941 1961 1941 1961 1941 1961
21-4wW 23.3 6.3 26.6 43.7 30.0 25;0 6.7 18.7 6.7 - 6.7 6.3 1000 100.0
22-4W | 35.7 14.3 42.9 14.3 21.4 57.1 - - - 14.3 - - 100.0 100.0
2%~5w 28.3 14.3 36.9 39.3 30.4 35.7 4.4 10.7 - - - - 100.0 100.0
22-5W 10.7 33.3 35.7 33.3 28.6 16.8 7.1 8.3 14.3 8.3 3.6 - 100.0 1000
21~-6wW 18.2 9.5 30.3 42.9 33.3 28.6 15.2 14.3 3.0 4.7 - - 100.0 100.0
22-6W 20.0 12.5 37.5 45.9 30.0 25.0 12.5 8.3 - ’8.3 - - 1000 100.0
21-7w? 33.3 26.9 27.3 30.8 21.3 26.9 12.1 15.4 3.0 - 3.0 - _lOOD 100.0
22-TW 19.4 26.6 32.3 26.6 32.3 26.6 6.4 13.4 6.4 6.8 3.2 - 100.0 100.0
22-8W 42.9 20.0 42.9 40.0 - 40.0 14.2 - - - - - 100.0 100.0

TOTAL 23.7 17.5 33.6 37.0 28.2 29.2 8.8 11.7 3.8 3.9 1.9 0.7 100.0 100.0

1 . . .
Density in persons per guarter section

2Tncludes Township 21 Range 8 West

29
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Ne)

By 1961, the picture changed slightly with a little

over 17 percent (24 percent in 1941) of all quérters account-
ing for 1 to 2 persons per quarter section, 37 percent (34
percent in 1941) for 3 to 4, 29 percent (30 percent in 1941)
for 5 to 6, and the remaining 17 percent (14 percent in 1941)
for densities 7 and over. The percentage of the total
decrease experienced in the low density areas and the slight
increases reflected in the higher density areas correlate
with the fact that between 1941 and 1961, although a 38.4
percent less in farm poéulation was experienced by the study
area, anh increase in both the persons per farm and the size

of families occurred (see tables no. 30 and 24 for sSuUppoOrt-

FARM POPULATION CHANGE BY QUARTER SECTION

£

Map no. 8 illustrates for the study area the bercent-

wes

r
r
o

age change in farm population per cquarter section be
the years 1941 and 1961.

Decreases in Populatiocn

Out of 295 quarter sections occupied in either 1941

or 1961, approximately 65 percent or 191 quarters experienced
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showed "no change" and 27 percent or 80 quarters were
Charécterized by an increase. Of the 191 quarters which ex—
perienced a loss in population, the larger proportion,
approximately 48 percent or 141 quarters, showed a complete
loss of people (100 percent decrease). This was due to the
fact that the total farm population of the quarter sections
emigrated from the area. The remaining 50 quarters, or 17
bercent, experienced losses ranging from 12 percent to 85
percent. These farm population losses were caused'mainly by
the following three factors or combination of factors:

l. Decrease in family size between 1941 and 1961;

2. The 1941 family was replaced by a smaller sized
family between 1941 and 1961:

3) Death or retirement of members of the family
between 1941 and 1961.

On a township basis, it was found that Township 22
Range 6 West and Township 21 Range 5 West showed the
largest number of quarter sections experiencing losses be-
tween 1941 and 1961. For Township 22 Range 6 West, a total
of 29 quarteré (63.1 percent) out of 46 quarters occupied in
either 1941 or 1961 were characterized by decreases, and ouﬁ
of these, 22 quarters showed a total loss of people (100
percent). In Township 21 Range 5 West, 29 quarters (56.9

Percent) out of 51 experienced a loss, and out of these, 23
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lost 100 percent of their population.

"No Change" in Population

Approximately 8.2 percent or 24 guarter sections out
of 295 quarters occupied in 1941 or'l961 were characterized
by "no change" in population; that is, the 1941 density per
quarter section was equivalent to the 1961 density.

Township 21 Range 5 West recorded the highest number
of quarters showing "no change" with 7 out of 51, or 13.7
percent.

Increases in Populaticon

A total of 80 qguarter sections or approximately 27
percent showed increases between 1941 and 1961. The majority
of these, 52 or 65 percent, experienced increases greater
than 100 percent. This large increase is due mainly to new
residents who settled in the area between 1941 and 1961.

Out of these 52 quarters, 33 or 63.5 percent were vacant in

1941 and occupied in 1961, and 19 gquarters or 36.5 percent

experienced increases ranging from 125 percent to 600 percent.

The remaining 28 guarters recorded increases ranging from
e -

20 percent to 100 percent. This increase in population per
guarter section is a result of either an increase in family
size or the fact that thes 1941 familv was replaced bv a
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family between 1941 and 1961.

ey s v 3
larger sized

1@

On a township basis, it can be seen from map no. 8
that Township 21 Range 7 West and Township 22 Range 6 West
each recorded 13 guarter sections with increases, represent-

3

ing 35.1 percent and 28.2 percent respectively of
-— EN

gquarter sections occupied in either 1941 or1961.

FARM POPULATION CHANGE BY TOWNSHIP
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The major factors contributing to losses in population
decrease in family size, death, or the re-
placement of the 1941 family by a family smaller in size.
Increases are due mainly to immigration, increase in family
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and 1961, gained 302 people, and thus

s

<

427 farm peownl see table no. 17).
peor

TABLE 17
NUMERICAL FARM

POPULATION CHANGE BV TOWNSHIP
1941 -1¢

TOWNSHIP POPULATION CHANGE
AND LOST GATNED NET LOSS

21 ~-4w 104 48 56

22-4W 32 23 S

21-5%W 98 45 53

22-5%9 117 18 99

21-6W 8% 39 50

22-6W 101 49 52

21-TW 72 49 23

22-79 100 25 75

21-8w 7 0 7

22-8W 9 5 3
TOTAL 729 302 427

A furtheranalysis of table no. 17 reveals the pop-

ulation changas expervienced comprising the
study arca. 2As can be observed, losses in population ranged
from 117 for Township 22 rngae 5 L to 7 for Townshin 21
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Range 8 West, representing an avefage loss of 72.9 persons
per township. ©No single factor can be used to explain
these losses since it was found that the four factors
previously mentioned combined to contribute to the process
of depopulation. However, it can be said that the major
factor in farm population losses was emigratidn.

All of the townships, except Township 21 Range 8
West, expefienced some population gains. These gains ranged
from a high of 49 persons, recorded in Township 22 Range 6
West and Township 21 Range 7 West, to a low of 6 persons
found in Township 22 Range 8 West. The average gain per
township was found to be 30.2 persons between 1941 and 1961.
Again, no single factor correlated with gains in population
but it was felt that the two most important factors were
increases in family size énd immigration.

A further look at map no. 9 will illustrate the
increases in population on a township basis.

All townships recorded a net loss in population with
Township 22 Range 5 West experiencing the highest (99 persons)
and Township 22 Range 8 West the lowest (3 persons). The
average net loss per township between'l94l and 1961 was

found to be 42.7 persons.
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POPULATION COMPONENTS

For the purpose of this study, total population was
divided into three major components-— Farm, Non-Farm and
Urban. By Farm population was meant those whose existence
depended in whole or in part on farming; that is, it included
both full time and part-time farmers. Non-Farm population
was that portion of the total population who resided in rural
areas but whose occupation was entirely divorced from
farming operations. Urban population included all persons
living in either Eriksdale or Deerhorn and whose occupation
was or was not related to farming.

In 1941, the total population of the Municipality of
vEriksdale was found to be 1,355, of which 1,113 or 82.1
percent was Farm population, 42 or 3.1 bercent was Non-Farm
and 200 or 14.8 percent was Urban. By 1961, the population
‘component distribution changed considerably with the Farm
population representing 61.4 Percent, the Non-Farm component
increasing to 14.6 percent and the Urban population account-

ing for 24.0 percent (see table no. 18).
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POPULATION C

PERCENT OF

POPULATION 1941 1961

conpOoN NO. % WO, %

Non--Farm 42 3.1 163 14.6

Urban 200 14.8 269 24.0

Municipality as a whole experienced a slight loss, 237
persons ov 17.5 parcent between 1841 and 1861, the

component nearly quadrupled, 42 to 183, and the Urban ela
. - .« ) - R . -t s
increasad by €9 or 34.5 . It can therefors be con

-

cluded that for

Farm population. This trend

i




TABLE

19

POPULATION COMPONENT COMPARISON BY TOWNSHIP 1941-1961

TOWRSHIP

AND RANGE

RURAT,

URBAN

TOTAL

PARM NON-FARM
Year Change Yeaxr Change Year Change Year Change
1941 1961 XNo. 9% 1941l 1961 No. 9% 1941 1961 No. % 1941 1961 No. %

To. 21-R 4W 139 83 =56 -40.3 5 31 26 +520. - - ~ - 144 114 -30 -20.8
Ton, 22-R 4W 15 36 -~ 9 -20.0 3 2 -1 -33.3 - - - - 48 . 38 -10 -20.8
To, 2i-n BW 168 115 ~53 -31.5 3 18 415 4+500. 57 83 +26 +45.6 228 216 -12 - 5,3
To, 22-R 5W 148 49 -99 ~66.9 24 43 424 +100. 143 186 +43 +30.1 315 283 -32 -10.2
T, 21-R &W 147 97 =50 -34.0 - 15 +15 N.D.* - - - - 147 112 =35 -23.8
To, 22-R 6W 162 110 =52 -32.1 7 27  +20 +285.7 - - - - 169 137 -32 -18.9
Tp, 21-R 7w 127 104 -23 -138.1 - 2 + 2 N.D. - - - - 127 106 -21 -16.5
Tp, 22-R TW 144 69 -75 -52.1 - 15 415 N.D. - - - - 144 84 ~60 -41.7.
"o, 21-R OW ] 2 - 7 =77.8 - - - - - - - - 9 2 -7 -77.8
To., 22-R EW 24 2 - 3 -12.5 - 5 4+ 5 N.D. - - - - 24 26+ 2 4+ 8.3
GRAMD TOTAL 113 686 -427 -38.4 42 163 +121 2881 200 269 +69 +34,5 1355 1118 -237 -17.5

~J

w

*Not Dafined.
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, 11 and table no. 19 combine to

effectively illustrate the numerical and percern

a loss of 60 persons, 41.6 percent. For the remaining town-

ships, the decreases
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or 20.8 percent (recorded

by Township 22
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Wast) to 35 or 23.8 percent (Township

[

k.,

21 Ranc

e
U

Wast) . The only township which recorded ai

L

was Township 22

(8.3 wercent) was recorded. This slight increass was due to
the Non-Farm componznt found in this township in 1961.

and 19561 population components
found on table no. 19, it is evident that in all cases, with
the exception of Townshin 22 Range 4 West, either the Non-

Farm or Urban element offsel the otherwisge

decrease recorded by the Farm

<o
D

recorded a

total population, but in terms of

periencad the laz
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oL percentage. A total loss

of 99 persons or 67.0 percent was expsrienced by this town-
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20. This table reveals that the element of the population

M N N e Y N I ~ e E - -
which suffered the largest percentage change and almost the
. . - - \ *
change was "children of working age". In

femalbs losing 62 or 93.9 percent. This points uv a trend
experienced in nost rural areas whereby the majority of the

Kol
A4

younger preople 1s no longer interested in farming as an

*Includes all children who have left school, reside with their
parents and work on the family farm.




TABLE 20

FARM FAMILY COMPOSITION COMPARISON 1941-1961

ADULTS i CHILDREN

PARENTS . PARENTS PRE-SCHOOL & WORKING

WORICING RETIRED SCHOOL AGE AGE
M, * o T, * M. . T. B.&S.% H,H.* M, =, T. M. . T,

[}
(@3]

1ed4l 223 232 AR5 12 27 39 3 212 207 419 104 66 170

1acl 136 141 277 10 10 20 27 13 162 147 309 36

N
S
(@]

07 ~9L -178 -2 -5 -7 ~12 +10 -50 -60 ~110 -68 -62. =130

% -39.0 -39.2 -39.1 -16.7 -33.3 -25.9 -30.8 +333.3 -23.6 -29.0 -26.3 -65.4 -93.9 -76.5

i Male
Toemalae

Total

Bachelors and Svinsters

8L

 Helo
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"Parents working" accounted for the largest numerical
loss in the population comnosition between 1941 and 19561
(178 or 39.1 percent). On the cother hand, "children of pre-

scnool and school age

{
)

" experiencead a loss of 110 or 25.3

The fact that "children of pre-school and school age" had
not decreased as substantiallv or at the same rate as the

"parents working" was reflected in the increase in family

size beatween 1941 and 1961, Further substantiating this

o

relationship was the fact that in both 1941 and 1961 "parents

(7 parsons) of 25.9 percent, reflecting the for older
1
people to retire to the nearby Town of Eriksdale  , the

for a very small portion ¢f the population. A slight loss
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3

percent. This increase
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increase, gainec
was accounted for by the hiring of some 8 to 15 persons,

T

ranch

®

o

as warranted by seasonal demand, by a large cat
found in the study area in 1961.

o5 no. 12 and 13 illustrate the 1941 and 1961

on a township basis. From an observation of these

can be seen that all townships experienced losses in

4 to 22 persons (50.0 percent to 88.0 percent).

existed a strong relationship between changaes in "children of
pre-school and school age", changes in "parents working" and

- 7 ~ o 1l ToF o~ - > - o~ i — = e
Ranga S . 21 Range 4 West, 22 Renge § West and 22 Range
8 Wast) ced either an increase in "children of pre-
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respectively the ethnic origin of the farm population on a
quarter section basis.

1941 Ethnic Origin Distribution

From an observation of map no. 14 it can be seen th

Q)

the British element accounted for the largest proportion of
all the ethnic groups and is scattered throughout the
Municipality with no particular pattern. Those of Scandi-

navian origin are concentrated mainly in Township 22 Range

6 West and along the west half of Township 22 Range 5 West.

——

People of French background are found mainly in Township 21
Range 4 WestT and in the vicinity of the Town of Deerhorn.
That portion of the population classified as "other" ethnic

background was found scattered throughout the study area with

For the Municipality as a whole z2ople of British
A ’ N _t
extraction accounted for the largest proportion of the total

farm population, reporting 6346 vwersons or 57.1 percent of
- - r -— By &

the total (see table no. 21). The second largest eth

group was Scandinavian (228 persons or 20.5 percent) and the
thirdwas French (139 persons or 14.3 parcent). The remaining
"other" ethnic group (German, Polish, Russian, Ukranian,etc)
accounted for 90 persons or 8.1 percent of the total,
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TABLE 21

FARM POPULATION
ETHNIC ORIGIN COMPARISON RBY TOWNSHIP 1941-1961

ETHNTIC ORIGIN

TOWNSHIP BRITISH FRENCH SCANDINAV TAN "OTHERE TOTAL
AND YIAR YEAR YEAR - YEAR YEAR
RANGIE 194l 1961 1941 1961 1941 1961 1941 1961 1041 1961
21-4W No. 51 10 32 64 - - 6 9 139 83
' % 36.7 i12.1 59.0 271 - - 4.3 10.8 100.0 100.0
224 No. 45 36 - - - - - - 45 36
% 100.0 100.0 - - - - - - 100.0 100.0

215w No. 77 35 39

of A 5

;o e

38 7 14 44 168 115
100.0 100.0

NN
Ul WO
]
N
N
@)
(&}
s
a8
w
)
83}
W

4 1483 49
* .1 g.2 100.0 100.0

22-5W No. 57 17 20 2 62 26
- .

RS
®

Ut
(8]
IS
.

~d
o
w2
[ ]

Ul
B
-t
S
=
)
(631
[¥8]
L]

o

210w No., 121 77 - - 15 4 1 16 147 97
o/

A 82.3 T79.3 - - 10.2 4.1 7.5 16.6 100.0 100.0

22-0W No. 51 64 6 9 86 24 19 13 162 110

% 3L.5 58.2 3.7 8.2 53.1 21.8 L1.7 11.8 100.0 100.0
21 -TW No. 101 69 - 5 21 24 5 127 104

% 79.6 66.3 - 4.8 16.5 23.1 3.9 5.8 100.0 100.00

continued overleaf
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TABLE 21 - continued

ETHNIC ORIGIN

TOWNSHIP BRITISH SCANDTINAVIAN OTHERS TOTAL

AND VEAR VEAR YEAR __YEAR

RANGE 1941 1963 1941 1961 1941 1961 1941 1961

22-7W No. 109 32 7 4 2 12 26 21 144 69
% 75.7  46.4 4.9 5.8 1.3 17.4 18.1 30.4 100.0 100.0

21-8W  No. 9 2 - - ~ - - - 9 2
% 100.0 100.0 - - - - - - 100.0 100.0

22-8W Wo. 15 15 5 2 4 4 - - 24 21
% 52.5  71.4  20.8 9.5 16.7 19.1 - - 100.0 100.0

TOTAL No. 636 357 159 115 22! 101 90 113 1113 686
% 57.1  52.0 14.3  16.8  20.5 14.7 g.1 16.5 100.0 100.0

L8
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A further appraisal of table no. 21 reveals that on
6 out of 10 Wwwnships reported British as
itish).

fou
jar)
n
=
0
(o)

a township
the dominant group (50 percent and over were Br
Vest and 22 Range

-

22 Range 5

Townships 21 Range 4 Vest,
38.5 percent and 31.5 percent

West recorded 36.7 percent,
respectively to be British. These lower percentages were
due to the dominant French element in Township 21 Range 4
West and the Scandinavian element in Township 22 Range 6 West

and Township 22 Range 5 West,.
As mentioned previously, people of Scandinavian
descent were most numerous in Township 22 Range 5 West and
Township 22 Range 6West, accounting for 41.9 percent and
53.1 percent respectively c¢f the total population. The French
element was concentrated mainly in Township 21 Range 4 West
and Township 21 Range 5 Wes'z, these townships reporting 77.1
percent and 23.2 percent respectively. There was alsoc a
pociket of French in the southeast coxrner of Townshivp
:nt). As discussed previously,

those
be. sca
ranging from 4.3 peros (Township 21 Range 4 West) to
22 Range 7 Woest).
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1961 Ethnic Origin Distribution

It can be observed from map no. 15 that, as in 1941

¥

people of British origin accounted for the greatest pro-

portion of all ethnic groups. These numbers, however,

were substantially reduced and were again scattered through-

i

out the study area with no noticeable or well-defined pattern.

pos £

-

Similarly, as in 1941, those of Scandinavian background
were found mainly in Township 21 Range 6 West and Township 22
Range 5 West. Wori

had developed in the northwest corner of

21 Range 7 West and southwest corner of Township

found mainly in Townshin 21 Range 4 West and Township 21

Range 5 West. A comparison of maps no. 14 and 15 reveals

"other" ethnic origin were more nuUmMarous in

1961 than in 1941. Whereas people of British, French and

They wara found
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mainly in Township 21 Range 5 West betwesen the Towns of

An examination of table no. 21 reveals that for the

(recording 52.0 percent of the total). On the other hand,
Scandinavians, who accounted for the second largest group

in 1941, had been replaced by the French with 16.8 percent,
and those of Yother" ethnic origin occupled third nosition

=

recordad 14.7 vercent of
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v

cent (Township 21

Range 4 West) to 46.4 percent (Township

As in 1941} the French element was concentrated in

Township 21 Range 4 West (77.) percent) and Township 21

Range 5 West (25.2 percent). Three townships reported no

Frj
[
ot

(i

nch and the remaining 5 had from 4.1 percent to 9.5 per-

0
o
5
‘-’I.

Whereas in 1941, the Scandinavian element was

1961 this group accounted for 533 percent of the total por

nge 5 West. This shift was not due to

T LU S s 3 “ N
Range 5 West the Scandinavian element decreased at a faster

ni

i=h
fud

icant by 1961. In texms of percentage of the total

population of the towaship in all
showed increases and accovrted for betwesen 5.8 percent
(Townshio 21 Range 7 West) and 38.3 percent (Township 21




93

1941 -1961 Ethnic Origin Comparison

for the Municipality as a whole, the British

K.

elenent decreased from 636 to 357 persons, producing a net
loss of 279 or 43.8 percent. This represented the largest
numerical decrease and the second largest percentage rate

able no. 22). People of French background, on

the other hand, exveriencad less dramatic losses and between
’ gy

to 1

=
6
o
mn
D
i
o
=1
1
[@a}
O
o]
-

1941 and 1661 a dec: 5 persons occurred
A

producing a ne ons oxr 27.7 vercent. This

t
|
O
mn
€3]
O
y
NN
I
iro]
®
=
[6)]

-

Llest numerical and percentage

f

represented both the sma

=

As noted earlier, pesople of "other" ethnic origin

s represented an increase of 23 narsons or

shove discussion, it is obvious that the
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vopulaticn decrease. Out of a total loss of 427 persons,
those of British origin accounted for 65.3 pszrcent. The

o Lo

Scandinavian element was also very significant with a

A

decrease of 127 persons or 29.8 percent out of a total loss

¥

The French element, by way of contrast, was consi-
derably more stable and accounted for only a slight decrease
(44 persons or 10.3 percent of the total).

Those of "other" ethnic groups showed an actual
increase in population and in terms of the total loss of 427
perfons, this grcoup was responsible for an increase of 23

Maps no. 16 and 17 illustrate respectively the
numerical and percentage change in ethnic origin of farw
population on a township hasis., It is apparent from these
maps that all townshios, with the exception of Townshin 22

origin. These losses ranged from 20 percent in Township 22

Range 4 West to a high of 80.4 percent in Towns

4 West., Township 22 6 West recorded an increase of 13
persons or 25.5 pesrcent. This ilncrease was zined

!
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pexcent and accounted for a loss of 52 persons. The in-
creases (Township 22 Range 6 West and Township 21 Range 7
West) although high percentagewise, accounted for only
8 persons.

The Scandinavian element, as discussed previously, was

iy
o
c
=
o+
o)
5
0N

e
>

;_l .
t @]
0
H
®
2
s)
3

8l.6 percent. Expressed numerically, this decrease accounts
for a loss of 140 resi

and 22 Range 7 West)

14.3 percent to 500.0 percent.

perienced the largest increase (30 persons or 214.2 percent)
¢ .

populaied




along the roads disseciing the area. The
population coincided with poor drainage.

A1l townships

loss was

the

K

rural non-~farm population o

-+ decrease

v
1Y
RN

ducing a sl in

"Children of working age' experien
joss betwesen 1941 and 1961 as a result of

urbhan

In both 1941 and 1961, the British

diminishing proportions.

ethnic groups had immigrated to the study
and 1951, which resulted in reducing the

e Municipality.

99

areas void of

population

It
i

area bhetwean 1941
over 211 loss in




discussed previously, the total farm population decreased
by 38.4 percent compared to 40.8 percent for the farm
families, thus substantiating the strong relationship between
population loss and changes in the nuiber of farm familias.
FARM IPAMILY

In 1941, the study area reported a total of 230 farm

96 or 40.3 percent and the of retired famijies was
reduced by 6 or 50 percent. Since tne farw

that

0]
65
d
-
ey
},..J
0
-

clecsast related
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TABLE 23

FAMILY COMPARISON 1941-1961

TOWRSHTR TOTAL

FARM TAMTLIES
WORIKTNG RET IRED

AND YEAR CHANGE YEAR CHANGH YEAR T CIT{Z\EG(BTﬂ
RANGE 194l 1061 Wo. % 1941 1961  No. o 1941 196 NO. %

21 -RAW 28 16 -12 -42.9 26 16 -10 -38.4 2 - - 2 -100.0
22— RATT 14 6 -8 -57.1 13 6 -7 «53.8A 1 - -1 -100.0
21 -RE5W a4 26 =18 ~40.9 41 25  -16 -39.1 3 1 -2 - 66.7
22 -R5H 27 15 =12 -44.5 27 13 =14 -51.9 - 2+ 2 n.d.x
21 -R6W 31 20 -11 -35.4 31 190 -12 -38.7 - 1 o+ 1 n.d.
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22-R6W

2L -RT7W 25 23 - 2 - 8.0
22179 30 14 -16 -=53.3
21 -REW 2 L ~ 1 =50.0
22-REW 3 5 - 3 =37.5
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6 5 - 1 =16.7 2 - - 2 ~=100.0

TOTAL 250 laz  -102 -40.8

238 -96 ~40.3 12 6 - 6 . - 50.0
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farm population could be attributed.

Table no. 24 on the preceding page and map no. 20
illustrate the changes in the average size of families on a
township basis. As can be observed from this table and map,

6 townships experienced increases in family size ranging

from 1.1 percent (Township 21 Range 4 West) to 62.0 percent
(Township 22 Range 4 West). These increases in family size
were offset by a substantial loss in farm families (decreases
ranging from 35.4 percent to 57.1 percent for the above
considered townships) to produce a loss in population
(population losses ranged from 12.5 percent to 40 percent).

The remaining townships recorded decreases in family
-size ranging from 13.1 percent to 39.2 percent with
éorresponding losses in number of families ranging from
11.1 percent to 53.3 percent. For these particular townships,
the double impact of decreases in both familiés and family size
resulted in some of the largest percentage losses in population -
Township 22 Range 5 West recorded a loss in population of
67.0 percent, family loss of 44.5 percent and a decrease
in farm family size of 39.2 percent. The only exception to
this was Township 22 Range 7 West which experienced slight
decreases in population (18.1 percent), families (11.1

percent) and family size (13.1 percent). As mentioned pre-
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viously, this was related to the stable nature of this

particular township.
SUMMARY

The fact that both population and number of farm
families generally decreased at a similar rate indicated
the close relationship between these two factors.

For townships in which an increase in family size were
recorded, the substantial decreases in the number of farm
families appeared to explain the popﬁlation loss. Neverthe-
less, where townships experienced both a decrease in the size
of farm families and a decrease in the number of farm
families, the substantial decreases in population appeared

to be the result of both these factors.



CHAPTER VII

FARM ANALYSIS

INTRODUCT ION

The purpose of this chapter is to show that due to
both mechanization and a change in type of farming, the
study area experienced a loss in farm population, a decrease

in the number of farms and an increase in the size of farms.

LAND OWNERSHIP

For the purpose of this study, land ownership was
divided into three categories: l) privately owned land,
-2) Municipal land, and 3) Crown land. The increase in
privately owned land and the decrease in Municipal land
between'l94l and 1961 was partially responsible for the
change in farm size.

Maps no. 21, 22 and 23, as well as table no. 25,
effectively illustrate the 1941 and 1961 patterns of land

ownership and subsequent changes.
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increased by 113 quarters or 27.2 percent, Municipal land
decreased by 113 quarters or 19.3 percent, and Crown land
remained static.

On a township basis, it can be observed from map no.
23 that six townships experienced increases in privately
owned land ranging from 2 quarters or 5.7 percent (Township
21 Range 4 West) to 65 gquarters or 108.0 percent (Township
21 Range 6 West). This large increase in the latter
township was due primarily to the presence of a large ranch
established between 1941 and 1961. The three remaining
townships showed decreases in privately owned land ranging
from 3 to 6 guarters or 6.%0 percent and 12.9 percent.

The increases experienced by the privately owned land
were directly reflected in the decrease in Municipal land
since in general the Crown land remained almost static.
Township 21 Range 6 West recorded the largest decrease, 64
quarters or 89 percent, and Township 21 Range 4 West the
smallest, 4 quarters or 4.3 percent. |

Slight increases in Municipal land were recorded for
three townships (see map no. 23).

As previously discussed, Crown land remained relatively

static and changes in privately owned land were for the most
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Although a decrease in both farm familie

number of farms was characteristic of the study area betwean
1941 and 1961, a substantial increase in land I and a
decrease in idle land occurred. The total effect of these

of thisz section is to illustrate that changes in land use
resulted in an increase in farm size.
Maps no. 24, 25, 26 and teble no. 26 indicate the
1241 and 19481 land and

E 1941 389.50 247.75 647.25 27.00 179.00 341.00 547.00

D e —

R 1981 515.50 339.75 855.25 24.00 102.060 213.00 339.00

H No. +116.00 + 92.00 +208.00 - 3.00 ~-77.00 -1z .00 -208.00

% 4+ 29.0 + 37.% + 3201 -11.1 -43.0 -~ 37.7 - 37.7
* In S3&Ctions




120

For the study area as a whole, table no. 26 indicates
that privately owned farm land increased from 399.5 quarters
in 1941 to 515.5 quarters in 1961. This represented an
increase of 116.0 quarters or 29.0 percent. Hay permits
increased at a slightly faster rate, increasing from 247.75
quarters in 1941 to 339.75 quarters in 1961, resulting in
an increase of 92 quarters or 37.1 percent. The combination
of these two produced a net increase in farmed land of 208
quarters or 32.1 percent.

Idle land experienced a dramatic reduction between
1941 and 1961. From table no. 27 it is evident that privately
owned idle land remained virtually static between 1941 and
1961, showing a decrease of only 3 quarters or 11.1 percent.
However, both idle Crown and Municipal lénd, in contrast,
experienced substantial decreases; the'former showing a
reduction of 77 quarters or 43.0 percent and the latter a re-
duction of 128 quarters or 37.7 percent. The total reduction
in these three types of idle land was 208 quarters or 37.7
percent. This substantial decrease in idle land (208 guarters)
was accounted for by an increase in farmed land, both privately

owned (29.0 percent) and hay permits and leases (37.1 percent).
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. 211 townships

experienced increases in total land farmed between 1941 and

the largest increase

(77.9 percent) and Township 22 Renge 7 West, the smallest
(15.3 percent).

Convarsaly, all townships showed decreases in idle
land 21 Rangea & West recording the highest
(89.6 percent) Range 4 West (6.6 parcent).

o A

As indicated
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TABLE 27

CHANGE IN THE NUMBER OF FARMS BY TOWNSHIP
1941-1961 :

RANGE 4w 5% oW W 8W

22 21 22 22  TOTAL
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Map no. 27 illustrates the numerical and
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and an increase 1n land farmed, an increase in the average
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in the process of expansion many small

D
"

placed and consolidated to produce larger farm units.

From map no. 32 can be seen on a township basis both

the 1941 and 1981 average size of farms in quarter sections
-

as well as the numerical and percentage changes which

occurred. All townships experienced increases in the average

size of farms with Township 21 Range 4 West recording the
largest change (4.07 qguarters or 167.0 percent) and Township
22 Range &8 VWest recording the smallest (0.96 quarters or

- £~ . Ty : g - - iy} W
As a result of mechanization and in type
T 11y o e oy 13 St ) TN o ~r !
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was not the case and an ac:iual increase from 4,20 persons

pexr farm in 1941 to 4.34 rersons per farm in 1861 occurred.
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lSee table 14.
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Township 22 Range 5 West.

For the purpose of this study, farm operators were
divided into four part-time-fishermen,

part-time-other than fishermen, and sidewalk farmesrs. A
"full-time" WAaS NS Wwhooe i ~OT b Ter is 7 solelx
ful ime was one whose income was derived solely
from the cperation of his farm. A "part-time-fisherman®

of his farmm, 2 "sidewalk

n nhe

farmer" was one who did not regide on the land whic
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increase in both "part-time other than fishermen" and
"sidewalk" farmers which has offset the rate of decrease
experienced by the ”fuli—time“ farmers.

The "part-time-other than fishermen" farmers in-
creased from 20 in 1941 to 33 in 1961, representing an in
crease of 13 or'65.0 percent. This increase in "part-time"
farmers was due to the fact that many of the farmers could
not obtain an adegquate income from the operation of their
farms and were‘thefefore forced to find other types of
employment, such as carpenter, labourer, etc., to supplement
their  farm income.

"Part-time fishermen" farmers experienced a decrease
between 1941 and 1961. In 1941, they numbered 17 and
decreased to 8.in 1961, a decrease or 9 or 52.9 percent.
This was explained by the fact that fishing had become less
popular due to its marginal income and the capital required
to initiate and maintain such an operation. In addition,
the monetary return in relation to the time expended was un-
satisfactory.

Unlike the trends characteristic of grain growing
areas, the number of "sidewalk" farmers remained virtﬁally
unchanged between 1941 and 1961. This was due to the type

of farming found in the study area which required that the

-
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3

on their farms in order to tend +their

farm operators re

nap no. 36 illustrates on a

experiencad "full-time" farmers with the exception
oL Township 21 Range 7 which incry by 5.3 percent.
Five out of 9 townships recorded i

rg with

in the four

S more or
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population in 19561. The "1861 farmstead location only" are
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TABLE 32

1941 Farmstead Location Only - 142 48.1

961 rarmstead Location Only 34 11.5

o]

\

1941-1%561 Parnstead Location 119 10 .4

between 1841 and 1961, 34 oxr 11.5 percent were settled by
new residents, and 119 or 40.4 percent were occupied in
both 1941 and 1961. ;
SU
From an investigation of the change in land ownership
that both
substantially

the avers

o
Jay
02
o]

sizve of

It was z2lso found that with a decrease in vovulation
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number of farm families as well as a decrease in the
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Furthermore, it was observaed that the noneconocnic
small farms almost disappeared whereas the larger sizead

t
I—l

FProm an analysis of the farm operators, 1t was seen
that in 1941 only 14 percent of all farmers were considered ,
|
to be "part-time" whereas by 1961 this proportion increased |
|
to almost 26 percent. This trend suggested that many farm |

- N P - ~ ~ P = iy Lo
ana must suppLamenTt

lsee table 28.
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The purpose of this chapter is to show the changes

}.l.

ken place between the vears 1941

8]

in tenure which have t

T

and 1961. Changes have been grouped into threes main
categories: 1) changed ownership within the family,

2) changed ownership outside the family, and 3) no change in

The category "changed ownership outside the

v s b 4
OwWnersnl

{
°

[

family" was further subdividad into 2a) incorporated in the

oI re-

quarter section basis between the years 1941 and 1961,

From table no. 33 it can be observed that for the

Municipal its

&

1941, 48

amily, 174 farms,
the family, and 43,
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TABLE 33

FARM TENURE CHANGES

1941-1961
WITHIN OUTSIDE FAMILY NO GRAND
PAMILY CONSOLI- NEW MUNICIPAL OR CHANGE TOTAL
DATED RESIDENT ABANDONED TOTAL
48 89 43 42 174 43 265
18.1 33.6 16.2 15.9 65.7 le.2 100.0
No. 89 43 42 174
% 51.2 24.7 24.1 100.0

Of the 174 farms which changed hands outside the
family, 89 or 51.2 percent were consolidated as part of other
farms, 43 or 24.7 percent were purchased by new residents and
42 or 24.1 percent were abandoned or reverted to the
Municipality.

Map no. 39 illustrates the changes in farm ownership
on a township basis. All townships with the exception ofrl
Township 22 Range 5 West and Township 22 Range 8 West ex-
pefienced a high rate of consolidation (33.3 percent to 50.0
percent). In the case of Township 22 Range 5 West, a large
portion of the farms (9 or 32.1 percent) reverted to the

Municipality. This probably resulted from the substantial
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acreage in this Township which was initially settled by

"hack to the landers"  who, lacking experience and determina-

tion, abandoned their fayms within a relatively short period

of time. In Township 22

had a direct effect on the population ¢

ship in that it ewperienced a minimal loss, 3 farms or 12.5

percent.

From an investigaticon of the tenure changes, 1

farms was largely responsibe

of farms and the increazse in farm size.
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MIGRATION ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

In this chavter, the migration of farm families has

been analvzad. Such data as the reasons for leaving the
farm, destination after leaving, and the type of employment

at destination has been discussad. Interviews were the source

of 1nformatlon for this chapter.
REASONS F2 FAMILINS LEFT THE FARM

Cf the 174 farms which changed hands be!

1961, it was found that 42 or 24.1 percent did so dua to the
leath of the famm operator, 41 or 23.6 percent did so as a

T}

result of the retirement of the farm operator, and the

remaining 91 oxr 52.3 perceni did so due to "other" reasons.
For the purpose of this analysis, the farms which
changed hands due to death has been cnitted and only those
changes in farm ownership resulting from retirement and "other"
reasons have been considerazd.

An tebhle no. 34 reveals that of the 132
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was that in most cases they were already established else-

where. Four of the primary reasons given for heirs not

by}

continuing the operation of the family farm were as follows:

IS

3. Higher educaticn in larger urban areas.
4., -Insufficient land to inherit.
The second significant reason given for farm operators

oy - K2
L

leaving the farm was due to insufficient income o}

the operation of the farm. It was obsarved

Lo

percent reason. A more deatailed

percent), poor management {14 or 10.6 pvercent) and jnsu

percent) were

T 1t

"hetter Jjob" as

arm. "Better job" was found to

2 Citer monetary returng
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1) family problems, 2) lacked successor, 3) isolation, and

;
4) miscellaneous, were relatively insignificant and acccounted |
for a combined total of 18 or 13.6 percent.

Map no. 40 illustrates on a township basis and as a
percentage of the total, the reasons for farm families
migrating from the study area between the years ]1941L and 1961.

FARM

the largest and most divearse
city in Manitoba, definitely influenced the destination
choice of many of the farm families leaving the study area.
From table no. 35 on the fellowing page, it can be observed
that out of 132 faxm familizs who left the Municipality, 53
or 40.2 percent relocated ia Winnipeg.

Areas outside Manitcha attracted the second largest
group, 29 or 21.S% percent. Several families relocated in
Briksdale Municipality, as is indicatad by the 18 or 13.6
percent whose destination was reported as being local.
Seventeen or 12.9 percent of the migrating families found

in Mocitoba (excluding locd, Interlale
or li.4
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TABLE 35
DESTINATION AND OCCUPATION OF
FARM FAMILIES 1841-1961
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A more detailed exarination of map no., 41 will indicate

on a townshiv basis the destination of the migrating farm ,

- . . . ‘ |

families as & percentage 7 the total. :
From table no. 35 can a2lso bes s=2en the tvee of em-

rloviment undartaken by » migrating farm fzmilies, The fact
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In addition to the above, table no. 35 also indicates

tination.
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occupation and wno relocated in the Interlake. This seemed

to indicate that many were trying to find employment in the voO-

P4

zation in which they were best qualified and because of the

poor s0il characteristic of

for better farmland in the area. It was found that a large
nunber o0f thessa became specialized farmers. 2
The majority of the labourers (56 percent) found em-

plovment in the Winnipeg area where wages were hig

MoYe NUnerous. {36
migratad outside of Manitota where, again, opportunities

were much oreater than thos: found in the local area.
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men found employnent (excluding Local and

of which 50 percent relocated in Winnipag.

Eighty percent of those involved in 1ad
sO in Winnipceg. A large proportion of these found work with
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It can be concluded from the mig:
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due to the diversity and proximity of Winnipeg, slichtly
over 40 pesrcent chose this urban area as their new place of

Cenerally, due to the unskilled nature charact




CHAPTER X

SCHOOIL CHILDREN ANALYSIS

INTRODUCTION

Since it was felt that one of the major underlying

£~ 7

causes of farm depopulation was related to the migration

a comprehensive study of

7

of children from rural areas

i

sy — T on e
1iTea wWas undaerx

c

schools in the study aken. A sample o

3 year periods (1949 to 1951, 1959 to 1961) was studied
an at ietermine the reasons for children leaving
school and, in most cases, the district, as wall their
destination and the type cf employment in which they fou

NAME AND LOCAWICH OF SCHCOLS

-~

letween 1941 and 196

]

pter]

14 sc

) . ke

the study area, the names and locations of which can

on map no. 43. As will be discussed in the next s=cti
- Lo -l 2

all during the sams period of time.

Hools were in existence




163

YEARS OPEN AND CLOSED

Map no. 43 also illustrates on a school basis the

years in which the schools were either open or closed at

five year intervals belween 19

AN

nd 1981. A4As can be seen

-
L

oY)
i

from this map and the following table, the majority of the

schools were open between 1941 and 1951, but between 1956

beginninry to close as a

oA TS P
YEAR AT
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., the only school closad was Parkview School

(NE 16 Township 21 Range 6 Wast). ‘his was possibly a result

of a ¢ percent loss in population experienced by Township 21

1836 and 1941, thus resulting in a de-

of school age. Furthecmore,

he majority of the population was locatad in
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the north half of that township, the location of Clydebank

persons in 1946 and likely did not warrant a school - those
children attending school did so at a neaxrby school such as
ILeFontaine, located some two to three miles away. In 1951,

all schools were reported open. By 1956 WO school ware
&7 i -

reported to bhe closed: Parkview (NE 16 Township 21 Range 6

i = e 1 TS 2 = 3 = el el £ s £+ +
townships betwsen 1851 and 1956, the distribution of the re-
maining population, and the presence of other schools in
neighbouring areas, best closing of these

came &

to

a! -

secondary aducation in the Town of Eriksda

in the rural part of the Municipality
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catered only to the elementary grades and thus further re-

9
3

duced the number of rural schools reqguired.

An examination of table no. 37 will reveal on =a

ive year intervals between 1941 and 1961

v

the enrolment of students at the various schools in the study

(i

area,

TABLE 37

SCHOOL, ENROINM

LaFontaine NV20-21 15 12 15 19 8
Abbeville W 5-21 30 20 27 29 26
Bastland NW 4-22 5 C 11 8 C
Nyland SW30-22-5¥7 20 21 ie 10 C
Briksdale SV 4-22-5W 74 62 63 9] 197
Deerhorn NE 3-21-5W 20 14 20 19 15
Hartfield SE 1-22-6W 1 18 10 14 18
Nord NE16-22-86% 8 18 21 15 10
Clydebank NW32-21 ~6W 29 23 18 21 20
Parkview NE16-21-6W C 9 S C 12
Tennvson SW31-22-7W 9 5 9 13 13
M a.cross SW 5-22-7W 15 11 12 13 15
Southhead NE26--22--7W 10 1] 9 C C
Scotch BRay NE23-21-79W 23 9 10 16 10
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As might be expected, there was a direct relationship

between the population of the study area and school enrol-

ment in that a decrea population resulted in a decrease

n
®
}.J
o

o

in school enrolment, and an increase in population produced

~

an increase in school enrolment. This relationship main-

| (.

tained itself until 1956, after which a decrease in population was ac-

conpeanied by an increase in school enrolment (see table no.
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38). This was explained by the tr

education which bagan to have a marked effect in those years.

-
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TABLE 38

YEAR POPULATION*®
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1946 1214 234 19.3

SOURCHE: D,.B.S,¥
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Prom the ahove tanle, it can be scen that in 1941,
-~ ol ey n s b o PR |
20.8 o= Cots echool and
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by 1946 the percentage enrolment had dropped to 19.3 percent.
This reflected an 11 percent decrease in population and a
~17.5 percent decrease in school enrolment. The fact that

thé school enrolment decreased at a faster rate than popula-
tion was due in part to the effect of World War II which at-
tracted many young people either to the armed forces or to
factories producing war goods. From 1946 to 1956 the percentage
of school enrolment to population increased from 19.3 percent
. to 20.4 percent. This reflected an 8 percent increase in
population as compared to a substantially highér increase of
15.5 percent in school enrolment, thus indicating the
beginning of the trend emphasizing education.

By 1961, the emerging emphasis on education was
evidenced. Whereas the study area experienced a sub-
stantial loss (10.5 percent) in population between 1956 and
1961, the school enrolment increased by 28.4 percent,

representing 29.4 percent of the total population.

SCHOOIL CHILDREN ANALYsisl

Age and Grade

From analysis of the school data gathered, it was

found that for the period 1949 to 1951 the median age on

lInterviews were the source of information for this
section.
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leaving‘school was 15 years and the median grade completed
was 8. On the other hand, for the period of years 1959 to
1961, the median leaving age was calculated to be 17 years
and the median grade completed, 11. This increase in both-
median age and median grade on leaving school further bore

out the effect of the emphasis on education previously

discussed.

Reasong for Leaving District

Of 139 students who left school between 1949 and
1951, and 1959 to 1961, 104 or approximately 75 percent left
the district completely. The remaining 35 students did not
migrate from the study area upon leaving school and chose to
find employment in the local district (see table no. 40).
Those remaining in the area were deleted from table no. 39
below. This table indicates the reasons why children left

the area upon leaving school.

TABLE 39

MUNICIPALITY OF ERIKSDALE
REASONS FOR SCHOOIL CHILDREN ILLEAVING DISTRICT 1949-1951,1959-1961

No. %
FURTHER EDUCATION 18 17.3
SEEK EMPLOYMENT . - 63 - 60.6
NO FARM TO TAKE OVER 10 9.6
LEFT WITH FAMILY 6 5.8
TO BECOME A HOUSEWIFE ’ 7 6.7
TOTAL 104 100.0
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opportunities in the Municipality is readily observed from

table no. 39 on the

left the study area, 63 or 60.5 percent did so in order to

find enployment and were generally attracted to larger urban
areas where work was plentiful and wages substantially
hicher. Many students left to further their education, as
representad by the 18 or 17.3 percent who migrated for

Some children would presumably have taken over their

o

parents' farm had it been available (note the 10 or S.

percent

In most

Some children left with their parents as a result of
the familv's migration from the area. It was found that the
6 ox 5.8 pa t who "left with ilyY did so bacause Of
theic age, and in all uad
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Destination and Occupation
As a result of the wide variety of occupations under-
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taken by the migrating childres felt th
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to develop relationships, certain combinations should be

made, Table no. 40 below seis forth the four tvpes of

occupation finally attaine
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D SCJ nation

From table no. 40, in the preceding paragraph, it
can be seen that, as in the case of il
majority (65 or 46.8 percent) of the migrating children

found emn:

’U

ovment in Winnipeg and likely did so for the
reasons previously discussed. Approximately one out of four

remained in the study area and 15 or 10.8 percent did not

leave the "Interlake". Seventeen or 12.2 percent chose

Occdnf! 1 Q"l

paid forms of employment is
clearly indiceted in table no. 40 above where 90 of 139 or
a. Very

64.8 percent found ennloyment of an "unskilled"tvps

few (12 or 8.6 percant) were able to obtain employment in

the "skilled" field. Twenty-five or 18.0 percent continuad
their education at high school, vocational school or the
University oI Manitoba. The fact that children were not
interasted in farming, lacked capnital to obtain land or had

further borne out by the small

£} who chose farming as an occupatrion,.
2
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Table no. 40 alsé reveals the type of occupation at
a particular destination. Worthy of note are the 8 out of
12 children who chose farming as an occupation and remained
in the local area. In all cases, these children returned to
their parents' farm knowing full well that they would
eventually inherit these holdings. Also noteworthy is the
importance of Winnipeg as an educational centre due to its

proximity and diversification of educational facilities.
SUMMARY

The emphasis on education became apparent by 1961.
The following observations tended to substantiate this:

1. as the population of the study area decreased an
increase in school enrolment occurred:; and

2. both the median age and grade upon leaving school
‘ increased from 15 and 8 to 17 and 11.

It was found that the approximately 75 percent who
left school migrated from the study area and that the majority
of those who left the district found work of an "unskilled"
type. Furthermore, it was observed that many left the
study area due to the lack of employment opportunities. As

in the case of the migrant farm families, a large portion of



the school c¢hildren relocated in Winnipeg because of

to the study area.

bl

an employment area and also its pro
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CHAPTER XI

CONCLUSIONS

It was found from an analysis of the historical,
physical and economic background of the Municipality that
these factors contributed to the loss in farm populatioh ex-—
perienced by the Municipaiity of Eriksdale between the years
1941 and 1961. From the historical background, it was
evident that persons of British origin were the first to
settle the area and were the dominant ethnic group to
immigrate to the area. Furthermore, it emerged that many
who obtained land through Soldier Settlement Board and Rural
Rehabilitation Commission Grants acquired land which was not
suitable to the type of farming which they attempted to
practice, and were eventually forced to abandon their farms
due to insufficient income. The swampy and stony characteristics
of the soils in the study area were not suited to a mixed
type of farming‘but rather to cattle raising farms. Un-
fortunately.few realized this in time to remedy the
situation; many became bankrupﬁ and left the area to start
afresh elsewhere.

Between 1941 and 1961, the shift from mixed fafming

to cattle raising was clearly indicated through increases
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~in both hay land and in the number of cattle. Since cattle

ranching requires large expanses of land, many of the small
farms were bought out by the more progressive farmers, thus
displacing many persons.

From the analysis of the economic background of the
study area, it was found that in order to maintain an
average income of $2,500.00 per farm, many more farms will
be purchased by the larger farms so that conceivably the
farm depopulation trend that has taken place between 1941
and 1961 will continue until an adequate income per farm is
established.

It was found from an analysis of population trends
between 1941 and 1961 that the study area experienced a
total loss of 237 persons or 17.5 percenﬁ and that the farm
population decreased at a faster fate,.recording a loss of
427 persons or 38.4 percent. The large decrease in the
farm population element was found to be offset by an increase
in both the non-farm (288.1 percent) and urban (34.5 percent)
eléments of the population. It was also discovered that,
in general, young people were not interested in farming as
an occupation or a way of life and preferred to leave the

area to find more profitable types of employment.
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arm population loss since an actual increase in

farm family size took place between 1941 and 196
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It was also shown tha anization and a change in
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farms decreased but the average size

since the numnber o

Of those who left
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to find better employment. This suggests that if form

weve avallable in the study area, manyv would
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Zhe trend toward higher
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education had its effect in the study area, as witnessed by
the increase inloth the median age of school children upon

leaving school and grade atained. As in the case of the

migrating farm families, it was found that almost 60 percent

of the school children who left the study area did so in

order to find employment, Furthermore, almost 20 parcent

4

4

left to further their education. Both of these observations

the need for diversified educational

strongly sugg=
facilities as well as employment opportunities in the study

arza.
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APPENDIX

DEFINITIONS

SOLDIER SETTLEMENT BOARD® (S.S.B.)

| The original Soldier Settlement Act of 1917 was
predicated on the assumption that there were free suitable
Dominion Lands. This premise turned out to be unsound as
such lands were hot readily accessible to transportation
and were unsuitable in other respects, as well as
insufficient to meet the demand. Therefore in 1919, the
Soldier Settlement Act of 1917 was amended,giving wide
powers to the Soldier Settlement Board to purchase land to
be settled by returning soldiers. Every holder of a soldier
entry (a free entry on Dominion Lands granted to a veteran
recommended by the Board) was required to fulfill the follow-
ing cénditions before the issue of letters patent:

a) to have held the land for his own exclusive use
and benefit for three years;

b) to have resided thereon cr in the vicinity thereof
for at least six months in each of three years from the

date of entry, or the date of commencement of residence;

c) to have cultivated in each year a satisfactory
area of the land;

d) to have erected a habitable house:

lrRobert England, Discharged, The Macmillan Company of
Canada Limited, Toronto, 1943, p. 265.
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e) to have paid in full the loan, if any, and
interest thereon, made to him on the land entered for
under the provisions of the Soldier Settlement Loan
Regulations, and other charges, if any:

f) to be a British subject, except as otherwise

provided.

RURAL REHABILITATION COMMISSION GRANT2 (R.R.C.)

This was a Manitoba Provincial Government Agency
established during the depression of the 1930s. It was de-
signed to alleviate urban unemployment and encourage self-
sufficiency by providing urban dwellers with the opportunity
of working a farm. Persons receiving this grant were
commonly referred to as "Back to the Landers". The Agency

was disbanded in 1946 and the remaining lands were turned

over to the Department of Health and Public Welfare.

SOLDIER GRANTS® (S.G.)

Soldier Grants and Soldier Settlement Board Grants
are terms which were taken from the Lands Branch records
during the field work stage of this study. Further research,
howe&er, would seem to indicate that these are one and the

same and should be considered accérdingly.

2gource: Department of Mines & Technical Surveys-
Lands Branch.

3Source:-Department of Mines & Technical Surveys
Lands Branch.



