| .

I * National Library of Canada
Collections Development Branch

Canadian Theses on

Microfiche Service sur microfiche

-

—

_NOTICE

.

2,
The qualfw of this microfiche is heavily dependent
upon the quallty of the original thesis submitted for
microfilming. Every effort has begén made to ensure
the highest quality of reproduction possible.

If pages are missing, contact the university thCh
granted the degree,

Some pages may have indistinct print especially
if the original pages were typed with a poor typewriter
ribbon or if the university sent us a poor photocopy.

Previously copyrighted materials {journal articles,
published tests, etc.} are not filmed.

Reproduction in full or in part of this film is gov-
erned by the .Canadian Copyright Act, R.5.C. 1970,
¢. C-30. Please read the authorization forms which
accompany this thesis.

THIS DISSERTATION
HAS BEEN MICROFILMED
EXACTLY AS RECEIVED

.

Ottawa, Canada
K1A ONA4

Biblicthéque nationale du Caﬁ_&lda
Direction du développement des ¢ollections

.
Service des théses canadiennes

AVIS

. L
~ - % -
La qualité de cette microfiche dépend grandement de
la qualité de la thése soumise au microfilmage. Nous
avons tout, fait pour assurer une quallte supérieure
de reproducnon

Sil manque des pages, veuillez
avec |'université qui a conféré le grade.
. i F

communiquer

La qualité d'impression de, certaines pages peut
laisser & désirer, surtout si les pa?es dnglnales ont été
dactylographiées a I'aide d'un ruban usé qQu si I'univer-
sité nous a fait parvenir une photocop|e de mauvaise
qualité.

Les documents qui font déja [‘objet \d un droit
dfauteur (articles de revue, examens publiés’ ‘etc.) ne
sont pas microfilmés.

La reproduction, méme partielle, de ce microfilm
est soumise a la Loi canadienne sur le droit d'auteur,
SRC.1970, ¢. C-30. Veuillez prendre connaissance des
formules d'autorisation qui accompagnent cette thése,

LA THESE A ETE
MICROFILMEE TELLE QUE
NOUS L'AVONS RECUE

NL-339 (Rev. B/BO}



THE IRISH.IN EASTERN ONTAﬁIO

R

THE SOCIAL STRUCTURE OF MONTAGUE TOWNSHIP -

IN LANARK COUNTY, 1861-188%1. '

by ,Glenn J Lockwood
\ : vt

Thesis presented to the Schgol of
Graduate Studies of the University

of ofitawa as partial fulfillment of

the (fequirements for the degree of
Master of Arts.

a

Ottawa, Ontario, 1980

@ Glenn J Lockwood 1981



N

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Abstract

Preface

Acknowvledgements

An Introductory Profile of Montague: 1783-1881.

Manipulation of Census Data: Problems
and Procedure .

Fertility and Mortality
Household Composition

Occupation and Wealth

Literacy and Access to Education
Religion and thhicity
Conclusion

Bibliography

iii

vii

23

116

138




Preface - (i/f : ‘ T *
. g ’

_Famine immigration from Irelénd to Upper Canada in
the 1840s, the largest single movement of peoplé'ﬁhto the
province in the ninetgenth century, acquainted the.inﬂabitants
of most townships with the Irish. The heaviest conéentration
of Irish immigrants Sy 1871 was in Eastern Ontario, particularly
along tﬁe length of the Rideau Canal, compared with-Ehe already
heaviiy settled southwestern region of the province where
Irish séttlemént was relat}vely light.

The impact that the Irish made on contemporary Upper
Canada, later Ontario, has not been reflected either in Ehe
generﬁl or ethnic history of the province. Oniy recently ¢
have monographs on I;ish institutions such as the Orange Lodge
and protest groups éuch as the Fenians been written by Hereward
Senior, Cecil Houston and William Smyth. The few theses
concerning the Irish have focused on events such as the Fenian
Raids or on a few prominent personalities such as Thomas
D'Arcy McGee. Examples include Robert McGee's study of the
.Tbronto Irish Catholic press at the time of the Fenian Raids
and Robin Burns' biography of Thomas D'Arcy McGee. The one
exception to the almost complete lack of ip£erest in mid-

nineteenth century Irish society in Canada‘'is John J. Mannion's

study of cultural transfer and adaptation in three selected
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Irish settlements in Ontario and Atlantic Canada. Ye£ his
choice of an Irish community in Ontario is unrepresentative
of the provincial Irish at large, arriving as it did some
decades earlier than the late 1840s famine immigration, aided
with government assistance, and given grants, of land by the,
Crown. '

The recent growth of interest in social history is
beginniné to redress the lack of interest in the Irish
populatiqn.of mid—nineteenthéﬁgntury Ontario. Perhaps the
best exaﬁples are Dévid Gagan and Herbert Mays' study of the
predominantly Irish Tcronto Gore Township in Peel éounty, and
Julian Gwyn's study of Huntley Township in Carleéon County.
éaganfs work on Toronto Ggfe Township in ghe Toronéo hinterland
is not very .useful for the study of an Eastern Ontgrid Irish
community where the ethnic structure is so different.’ Gwyn's
work con Huntley, by contrast, too well fits this criterion
for ninety percent of the township's population was of Irish
origin, and thus does not contain a sufficient pfobortion of ,
non-Irish populationiwith which ﬁo make comparisons: Moreover,
the recent interest of quantitative historians in reconstructiqg
.the social structdre of communities has taken‘place largely in
southwestern Ontario, aAregiOn where one was least likely to

.

find inhabitants of Irish origin. The meagre literary records
Ao

left behind by the Irish in comparison with other ethnic groups

have further compounded the q;fficulty of analyzing the Irish

S L
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community in Ontario at a period in the province's history
when local society was inhqn unprecedented state of flux.

A stud; of an Eagtefn Ontério Tanship with a large
Irish population, but also céptainisg comparable numbers of

iﬁhébitants of other ethnic. origins and a sufficient cross-
sample of the major;;eligious denominations in the province,
is long overdue. Montague Township in Lanark County was
situated in the heart of the cluste; of Irish Eastexn Ontario
township;, and contained sufficiently large communities of *© °
Scottish and English with which to Cbmparé'the Irish Eapulation.
Between 1861 and 1941 the population of this largely Irish
township drﬁpped by half. By examining the mqnuscript census
returns of 1861, 1871 and 1881 for Montague with the aid of
the compuéér we may reveal the social structure of one Irish
_ Eastern Ontario township during the initial decades of
population decline.

The census returns indicate that oébortunity elsewhere
did not alone contribute to population decline-as fertility
and mortality‘pa?terns shifted from those evident at mid-century.
Apart from the continuing:decline of population} Montague's
sociai structure between 1861 and 1881 increasingly was marked
by stability as farming predominated as an occupation, as
farmfacreages_increased inm size, $nd as the Irish population

maintained its numerical predominance. Although divisions

existed in terms of wealth and 'socidl structure within the



vi
township along ethnic and religious iines, Ehe%e were
quélitative improvements as:servitude énd illiteracy declined,
as school attendance increaéed, and the living conditions of
the majority improved. The Irish were also sharing in the ///
improving standard of living. Last to arrive iﬁ Montague,

they proved thé most reluctant to leave.
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An Itntroductory Profilé of Montague: 1783-1881

-

Situated midway between the cities of Ottawa and7~//f
Kingston on the Rideau Canal, the township of Moptague lies
in the heart of Eastern Ontario. . Montague compfised part of

a major grouping of Irish townships in the Ottawa Valley, the

-

largest such concentration of townships in late nineteenth

-

century Ontario.,, populated by a majority of inhabitants of Irish -
ethnic %figin.l.. 3

- ' The geology of the township essentially consists of thin

. layers of sandy loam and muck covering a limestone plain, although
Ahe soil tends to bé deeper, the nearer land is to the Rideau
niver. _Swamp is predominant in the seventh and eighth con-
ce5510ns, belng 1mperfectly dralned by the northward flowing

King's Creek which passes through North Mud Lake in the tenth
b
concession. Similarly, a large swamp in the eastern portion of

the: second, third and fourth concessions is pdorly drained by
the sohthwafd flowing:Rideau Creek. The natural drainage of
Rose's Creek in sduthwestern Montague is excelient-by'contrast,
although its'source also ie in a small syamp that surrounds

the owl- shaped Soutp Mud Lake in the seventh conce551on Most

of the eleven hundred square 'mile tract of uncharted forest
— s "
that eventually would come to be known as~Montague would prove

unsuitable for sustained agriculture, as many settlers later

\

i



discovered. Amerindians who as early as one thousand years
ago attempted tHe cultivation of land probébly confined their
efforts to soﬁthern Montagﬁe where the fertility and depth of
soil was more encouraging.

Exploration and the first century of settlement revealed
that most arable land was located adjacent to the Rideau River., ~
As earlf as 1783 it was reported that the gravelly soil as
far as a.mile back from the rivef was "Timbered principally
with Beech, and Stony,‘but not to that Degree as to render
it unfit for Cultivation".2 When surveyor William qutune
viewed .the Montague shore of the Rideau a decade later in 1794,
he perceived that the southern concessions would-become "good
for the production of wheat". This contrasted with the
northern boundary where he encountered ridges of high land which
he deemed "good land for Pasture but.sfony“, and where he came

3

across no less than ten swamps in as many miles. In 1797, a

second surveyor, John Stegman, in a detailed survey~of Monfaguefs

twelve concessions, observed both the stoniness and tHin layerx

. of soil which existed in much of the township. Stegman's

. copious references to tree types suggest ant approkimately_ong

quérter of the vegetdation was éoniferous, with cedar predomip—
ating. Among deciduous trees, elm, maple and basswood predom—:‘
inated.4 While coﬁiferous trees tended t045e concentrated. in
northern'Mont%gue, aeciduous trees were.more.in evidenc? iﬂ the

southern concessions. Until the thin vegetable mould of" most

1y



- land was_exhauéted, howevef, the extent of the unsuiéability
of Montague for agriculture was not fully appreciatea. When
tq&gship represgntatiQe, Peter Clark was asked in-1880'by the -
Ontario Agricultural Comm15510n how much Montague land was too
stony or had rock too near the surface to be profitably
zcultlvated he matter—of factly replied, "At least three
fourths“.5 The pockets of good land were concentrated along-
the "Rideau River and adjacent to Rose's Creek.

Montague was among the earliest settled townships in
the Ottawa valley. Settlement began in the late 1780s when
Loyalist éntrepreneurs‘sougﬁt promising millsites at various
rapids on the Rideau. Loyalist and éostloyalist migration fr§%
the United States before t?e Wai of 1812 allowed only minimal ~
population growth, due to the remote location of the township.
In additlon, over fifQ{ perceﬂt of its land area had beén'
'granted.to Loyalists who already had settled along the St.
Lawrence and, who, had no intention of settling or immediately
selling-their Montague grants, instead hblding them in
speculation. An'additional quartgr of Montaéue's terrain was
'apbropriated to Clergy and Crown.Reserves; whichlthe government
like other absentee landowners éither leased or held for future |
profit_untii land values increased. An inflﬁx'of military
settlers after the War of 1812 doubled the population from 173
in 1815 to 341 in 1825, Conétruction of the Rideau

Canal between 1826 and 1832 marked the beginning of truly
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Elmsley Township: ) LT

significant immigration into Montague. Its population jumped

fivefold from 369 in 1826 to 1,810 in 1841, and again doubled
: ] :
to 3,356 in 1851., Ifﬂfinally slackened with an increase of '

:

only 59 between 1851 and 1861. Although there were some Scottish
immigrants in the wave of population that engulfed Montague

by mid—century,'ovegwhelmingly it was.Irish. The 1871 census

indicates that 71% éf]Montagué's populétion was of,I}ish ethnic .
origin; and it is possibie that the proportioﬁ waslhigher in
1851 ana 1861+« ‘

Tﬁ? distinguishing feature which most Irish imﬁigréhﬁ%(/h

shared was poverty. Their impact on Mbntague-is well summed up
ﬁ -
in the remarks of an 1851 census‘enumerator:ih{g@jﬂcent South

ar

The township filled up very slow for a number
of years, the Lands being very indiffgrent there
were no inducements tc purchase, but of' late ,
years an immense number have found their way intoc
the Township. They are known as sguatters, and
now almost every lot ‘s occupied (I mean lands
known as Absentee Lands, as being occupied b '
- squatters). These people are poor, and Juiﬁing'
from appearances they will remain so, they are
- settled on the poorest land in the Township.
They have cut down most of the Hard Tiimber on the
Lots upon which they have settled, and have and
are burning it for the ashes. This land has not
been seeded or fenced and is -growing up”in Thistles
and other obnoxious weeds and, where the landgshas
been cleared for some time, in June grass.///;

I

(S

Squatters usually were not chased off land belonging to absentee
landowners partly because they were .perceived to be increasing

its value by clearing for cultivation, and partly because, as



the enumerator iddirectly\indicated the land was so poor that
few were 1nsp1red to dlspossess the squattlng Irlsh of their
;holdlngs. When one absentee landowner- at Perth tried to remove
squatters from his Mog;aéue property, he "was obliged to let
&heﬁ} take away their crop of ocats, peas and hay" in return for
giving up "peaceable possession of my own propefty"a He was
inform&d by a local government land aéent that since he never
had had the property surveyed, the squatters cculd have made
claim to it.7 Numerous squattlng families were slowly acqulrlng
the capltal needed to purchase land often taking from ten to-

. twenty years before legal title ‘was gaihed.

In contrast with thé poverty of the Irish squatter

majority was the prosperity manifested in the increasing number

n coﬁce: ions. They reflected the prosperity of the

J
ilies who either had been granted or had

pyrchased the mere tlle tracts along the Rideau and in the
cinity of Rose's Creek Some had initially created capital
to develop their farms by engaging in the Ottawa timber trade,
floating timber down -the Rideau to the mills of Phllemon Wr ight
at Hull ' but prosperlty by mid-century centred in the wheat
economy. The O%tawa Zalley timber trade provided a steady
demand’for Montague wheat, and at its peak'towhshig_gfoduction.

doubled from 23,000 to 47,000 bushels per year between 1850

and 1860. Although modest in comparison with the major wheat



préducing townships of southwestern Upper Canada, wheat was

the major underpinning of the southern Montague economy before
1860. So extensive were éxports of Montague wheat by the early
18605 that one farmer complained of a road aiong the Rideau

being “cut up ... . by the number of Teams delivering Wheat to
the Barge".9 Gristmills at every rapids along the Rideau, and
the growth of agricultural implement foundries in Merrickville
and Smith's Falis further reflected the influence Ef the local

1o

wheat economy. Although wheét enjoyed a ready market,

increasing difficulty was being experienced in its cultivation.
While the pfoduction of oats remained stable, between 1860 and
1870 the annual production oﬁ/Wheat fell.by two-thirds from
47,000 to 16,000 bushels. Even farmers whose incomes were based
on mixed farming were ruined. An 1860 petition to Montague

Township Council from sixteen neighbours of William Flood, for

example, claimed that he had:ll

sustained heavy losses in cattle leaving him
not a beast at present which [he] can call his
own. Last of all the loss of his Mare, on the
labour of which he chiefly depended, for his

o winters support; Those losses together with a
failer in the grain crop, renders -him incapable
of supporting his family, leaving him a burden
on the neighbours.

Despite the increasing difficulty of cultivating wheat, and the
growing popularity of mixed énd‘dairy farming, some farmers .
persisteqtly continued to sow that crop. Peter Clark, for example,

testified before the 1880 Ontaric Agricultural Commissioh:12

-



We sow a goed deal of wheat and coarse grains.

I grew spring wheat largely in former years.
When we had good crops we raised from 20 to 25
bushels of spring wheat to the acre, and I have -
grown 40 bushels of fall wheat to the acre. For
the last two years the spring wheat has been a
failure, and fall wheat this year was winter-
killed. *

-

While suBsistence farﬁing predoﬁinated on marginal land
throughout Montague during the nineteenth century, dairy farmingv
graduaily replaced whéat on the profitable acreages in theﬁ\¢;
southern concessions. Although the production of wheat
fluctuated between 1850 and 1880, the annual production of
butter practically doubled from 84,000 pounds in léSO to 149,000-
pounds in 1860, to lead the rest of Lanark Couhty.13 Cheese
factories were established during the 1870s, and in the Roseville
factory alone, more than 100,000 pounds of cheeseirere annugily
being manufactured by'1878.14 At least two factories~were‘
operating by 1880, to be joined by two more by the turn of the
century. As Peter Clark commented in 1880: "Dairying is éore
‘profitable than grain growing. The farm has improved under
this system".15

Clark was feferring only t9 the inhabitants of the
southérn concessions. The situation which predominated in the
six northern concessions was summed up by %gSl census enumerator,

Y b
John Nowlan:16

(The people in general is very [poor. [fhe most
s part of them gets {8 living by working out in

the winter and raising a little crop in the

summer. [Ghem that don't work out strive to



make out their wants by getting out a little fire
wood or hemlock bark or cooper .stuff to Smyth
Falls or to MerricH&illé}'”I do not- think there
is_ten families from No.” 1 t& 20 in the fourth
co?&gssioﬂ that could live by the crop they could
raise’on these farms, but from 20 to Elmsley the
l%?d is something better and the people is better
o
Apart from the comparatively better land in the western corner
of the township, the economic situation of farmers in northern
Montague did not change, despite the widespread transition from
wheat to dairy farming. ﬂ

" Bccess to transportation added to the dichotomy between
the northern and southern concessions. ﬁver since settlement
had commenced in the late eighteenth century, the_favoured lots

m
had been those fronting on or adjacent to the Rideau. The

river's winding course permitted numerous farms in the six

. southern concessions access.to river tfaffic. As the inhabitant
of lot 27 in the first concession observed in the late 1830s,
"In consequence of this lot's proximity tc the Rideau Canal and
from the offgrs £hat have been made to pay all arrears upon
condition of being allawed to purchase, I should conceive that

it must be of considerable value".r7

Other lots in southern
concessions, although-not close to the canal, were of value not
only because of their fertility, but because Rose's and Rideau
Creeks offered a means of moving timber-to-the Rideau, and also
because of the short distance involved in transporting whéat

a

"

by road to canal barges.

N



The farmers of northern Montague by contrast were land-
locked and faced the prospect of transporting wheat up to a
dozen miles ar more along extremely poor roaas to the gristmills
and barges on the Rideau. It has been argued that the early
roads of Ontarro receined an unduly bad press because recorded
complaints were generally voiced by British travellers of
aristocratic origin. John McCallum echoes the conclusions of
Thomas McIlwraith, claiming that roads up until the mid or late
nineteenth century were generally serviceable and adequate for
the needs of farmers in transporting wheat to lake ports, or

18

more commonly to inland millers. These conclusions are based

on a detailed analy51s of York County, a poor choice on whlch
' to base generallzatlons ebout the quallty of roads across as
dlverge a relief as tnat of Ontarlo. They have no application
to the Montague experience. There nere no inland grist mills;
all were located on the Rideau. The\poor reputatlon which roads
in the middle and northern conce551ons received came not from
aristecratic travellers, but from penniless squatters and
struggling landholders At mid-century Montague Townshlpl
Council received more complaints about the condition of local
.roads than all other matters combined. Dissatisfaction and
frustration are both evident in a June 1853 petition from
nerthern inhabitants who tlaimed]th;t;t¥ey could not "get in
/

or out after night for about two miles end a half so that when

the night over takes us out we have“té stop at some neighbours

N
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house untill morning".19 Bad as they were, some farmers were
even without access to roads. - Humphrey Perrin'in_the tenth
concession claimed in-a January 1851 petition that he was
"withéut any way of getting out to any publick road with leave
bnﬂ I am 20 years next spring without a rode".20 A September «
.1859 petition indicated that Perrin was "still without a road" .2}
That Perrin's first petition was written in winter hardly accords
with McCallum S hopeless generalization that producer could be
transported to water ports by slelgh in w1nter.22 Poor road
conditions, indeed a lack of roads in northern Montague, placed
its farmers at a distinct dlsadvantage in gettlng their meagre
crops to market.

A pattern of communications and commercial activity
developed along the Rideau River, rather than in northern
Montague. Construction of the Brockville and Ottawa Railroad
across the western face of Ehe~township in the late 1850s d;d
not altogether alter the cqmmunipations pattern. As late as |
1900. the produce of some Méntaéue cheese factories was being
shipped to market‘by cangl barge from Merrickville, rather than
by train from Smith's F lls.'23 Only one post office was briefly
located in the norther region oflMontague during the late
18605, while post offfces had operated in the villages of
Burritt's Raplds, MerrlckVLlle, Kllmarnock and Smith's Falls
along the canal 51nqe the late 1820s. 1In 1859, a post office
openeq in the villiée of Roseville, a mile north of Kilmarnock,

/
i



followed thirty years later by another at the village of
Andrewsville oh the canal. A village pattern was deveXpping
along the Rideau, while the ncrthern concessions at best could
barely muster a couple Qﬁ hamlets worthy of the name. The
villages refleéted not on}y the. greater prosperity of southern
Montagﬁe, but alsc offered a wide range of services and goods
generélly not available nor affordable in northern concessions.
Local government enhanced the dominance of southern
Mcontague. The township originally had been‘surveyed as part
of the Johnstown District in the ilate eighteéqth century,
cgmprising ; rear township of Grenville County. Local government
would not legally be granted to counties and townships uqtil the.
1840s; hence, in the interim local officials were elected to
supervise the development of roads, the maintenance gf
agriculturai regulations, and the consé{uction of schoels - all
under the direction of district‘officiais appointed by the
provincial government. From 1802 until 1825 Montague was
gr;hped with‘the adjacent townships of Wolford, Oxford and
Marlborough under a council elected‘from all four townships.
Growing pepulation allowed Montagﬁe officiais between 1825 and
1842 to conduct township business independently, though st?ll
under the supervision of appointed officials from the front
townships;

‘,A general restructuring of Upper Canadian government

in 1842 brought district councils into being. Composed of the
L] -
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highest elected official(s) from each township, the district

council governed the construction of major district roads, -
schoolé and agricultural standards, pfesided over by a warden
appointed in Toronto. The Montagque representative tolthe
Johnstown District Council attended only one meeting before
Montague was transferred from Johnstown into the District of
Bathurst, where district council meetings were held in Perth”.
In 1849, w%th the passing of the Municipal Corporations Act,
Montague was in;orporéfed as a township within Lanark County.
Landowners henceforth elected township councils consisting of

a reeve, deéuty reeve and three_counbillors. This council in
'turn'appointgd individuals to fill the positions of clerk,
treasurer, assessors, collector, audiébrs, superintendent of
common schools, pathmastérs, fenceviéwers and péundkeepers. In
1855 a stone township hall was erected in the village of Rose-
ville, but when it began to crumble, was dismantled and rebuiit

on the rear half of lot 21 in the second concession, north.of

Roseville. 2%

With the e@ception of James Gilhuly, who was
reeve only briéfly from 1854 to 1856, ncone of Montague's reeves
between 1850 «and 1880 either was of Irish origin or lived
north of the fourth conceésion, or indeed lived more than a
milé from the Rideau.

The coming of local government at mid-century coincided

with major improvements in local education. As early as 1799,

inhabitants of Montague had petitioned government, "praying that



a tract of land may be apportioned to J Ie; Covell to enable

him to erect a School House, and as a compensation for his
trouble as teacher for the said school"”. 2> Until 1816, public.’
assistance was‘notqgiveﬁ the scﬂools presided over by individuals
such as Covell, Rev. Jesge McIntyre and Lamira Dow.  As late

as 1830 only one school was listed in the township, but
immigration increased the number to foﬁr by December 1839. The
-one hundred students listed as attending school at that time

comprised only thirteen percent of thé_750 township inhabitants

under the age of 16.26 During the 1840s and 1850s the number

of schools mushroomed to twenty, although many of the buildings

! .-

in whiéh classes were faught were miserable structures. The .,
increasing number of scﬁools reflected a new emphasis on primary
education under the provincial superintendent of education, and
between lBSO_Epd 1860 the proporEion of those between the ages

of fiwe and twenty attending school in Mo%tague increased from
forty-five to fifty-one percent. This compared favourably with
the rest of Lamark County, where the increase for the same

decade was . from twenty-seven to thirty-four percent.27 By 1860
most sections had adopted the free school system, by which all
landowners in a sectjion had a school assessment %evied on their
property, and the children even of those who did not own property

were permitted to attend school. During the 1860s and 1870s

more durable buildings began to replace earlier doubtful structures,

‘



14

.

¥
— s * L%

- I¥ .
* . s * Bl L] . -
as education increasingly came to be perceived as a right
L 4

Ll

rather tha%ta luxury. The 1871 provincial Education Act made

school attendance compulsory between the ages of seven and
#

twelve

Religious development enjoyed more widespread earlier

interest than had education in Montague, and the congregatlons
organlzed before 1880 also reflected the fractured personablty

of the township. The first Christian minister in Montague was
' oo Ak
a Loyalist settler, Rev. Jesse McIntyre, whose efforts to spread
[£% )
the Baptist gospel were translated by two SOns~in—law toward

the dramatic growth ‘of Methodlsm in the townshlp between 1800
and 1840Q. When Rev. Anson Green ‘visited the area in 1830, he

claimed, "Methodism'has a firm hold of the people".28

The_.
Methodists organized on a aécentral;zed pattern; with classes
meeting throughout the township, aﬁ&'eventualiy built oumerousr
local chapels. Local lay preachers led these classés, with
occasional visits being made by circuit preachers. Methodist
divisionlbetween Wesleyan and Episcopalhsects assisted the
decentralized pattern, hence an Eplscopal Methodlst chapel at
Rosevmlle was barely a mile away from the Wesleyan Methodlst

Vandusen s Chapel; But as- population grew, the size of circuits

shrank. By 1880 the three Methodist chapels in gorthern Montague
were part of a‘cireuit'centering in Beckwith Township, while
the five clapels ih southern Montague were divided between

circuits based in Wolford Township and Smith's Falls.
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The Loyalist settlers of Montague either had  been

‘Methodists or members of the Church of England, and the vast

immigration into.the township between 1830 and 1850 brought
still more members.of the Church of England as well as Roman
Catholics, Presbyterians and a‘few Baptists. Roman Catholics,
Presbyterians and Baptists orgaqized centralized cong;egations

in major local centres such as Smith's Falls and Merrickville.

When Presbyterians were disrupted by the Free Church schism of

the 1840s, new congregations also were located in Smith's Falls
and Merrickville. Loyalist Church of England members had built
handsome churches on the periphery of the township at qurittf;
Rapids, Merrickville, Smith's Falls and Franktown durin@éthg
1820s and 1830s, but these were too distant for many rnﬁabitants

of central and northern Montague. A small log church was

~constructed on lot 8 in the sixth concession during the 1840s,

and was ministered to by the clergyman at Merrickville. When

it became unfit for use by the late 1860s, its struggling .
congregation continued to worship in a nearby Orange Hall. A
larger log church was constructed on the féar‘half of lot 19

in the eighth concession in the early 1850s, and was ministered

to b§ the clergyman at Franktown. By 1867 a congregation meeting
in the school at Nowlan's Corners was tended to by the priest at .
Smith's Falls. Thus, thetgpurch of England congregations in
northern Montague were but weak extensions of other congregationsfa

incapable of supporting a clergyman. When in 1861, one brave

W . - n,?



soul, Rev. Samuel Johnson, asked to be licensed to serve in
Montague, Bishop Strachsn.st Toronto refused, "as the people
nave made no provision for him".29 The struggllng congregatlons
and log structures of northern Montague contrasted with the
stylish Gothic Rev}val churches attended by Church of Enéland
inhabitants of southern Montaque. .

The few friendly societies which were organited .in
nineteenth centuty Montague urderlined the north—south
split in the township.- The four Orange lodges in the,townshlp
all were located north of the thlrd concession. By 1880 the
comp051tlon of these Orange lodges was no longer as narrowly
Irish as at mid-century, but the Irish element remained
predonfinant. Despite the efforts of a few memberS’to oust liquor
from#flocal lodgerooms between mid-century and 1880, beverages at
meetlngs and decreasing fines for drunkenness reflecdted the easy
tolerance of liquor by northern Montague Orangemen. By contrast,
a temperance movement in southern Montague was spearheaded'b§
two local Independent Order of Grand .Templars lodges. 1In 1865
they managed to have the township council enact a bylaw,

. Ve

forbidding the sale of liquof in the township,‘but this was
repealed within four years. The drinking Orangemen in 'northern
concessions contrasted with the zeal for prohibitory legislation
to the south. Perhaps the most prestigious organization was

the Montague Agricultural Society, organized in LBGO, which held

an annual exhibition beside the township hall at Rosev1lle
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This society.was at first wholly domineﬁed by %en from southern
concessions.' After the removal of the exhlbltan to Smlth s
Falls in 1870, a few farmers from northern concessions joined
Smith's Falls inhabitants within the society's executive;
however, the majority of direqtors”still came from southern
Mc>ntague.3-0 The only characteristic shared by the Montague .
Agricultural Society, the Independent Order of Grand .Templars
and lécal Orange lodges was their exclusively male membership.
The dichotOmy whicﬁ existed between.ﬂorthern ahd southern
Montague not only was menifested in the apparent differences-of
agricultural productivity, w elth, access to transportation and
- social life, but led to an o erall-negative imaae of the
~community. In addition to the diff;culty that many of Monté;ue's
inhabitants faced inh scraping a living from the shallow soil,
the overwhelming Irish immigj:;E‘pqpulation of the township
made the very ndme of the municipality synonyrbus with® the
laziness and 1nfer10r1ty that popularly were assoc1atedL$1th
that ethnic group. The remarks of an 1851 census enumerator
in adjacent South./Elmsley Township typify the anti-Irish

vocabulary at mid—century:31

Most of these persons have large families and
are Emmigrants from Ireland and perhaps it would
be a libel upon their character to say they were
1dle, but their Capital (that is their Labocur)
is not economically expended, in other words,
however capable they may be to labour profitably
for others; a number of them are not qualified
to labour profitably for themselves.
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Exactly why the particular association of Montague with the
sterectype of the lazy Irish immigrant, when adjacent townships .
contained as high or even higher.proportiohs:of Irish immigrant
inhabitants is not knéwn.‘ Perhaps it arose strictly within
the predominantly Scottish Lanark County community, within which
o .
Montague indeed had the highest concentration of Irish popqlation
at mid-century? When Rev. William Bell of Perth found a "fagged
irish beggar" at his door in 1845, he aty first assumed that he
was but one more object of charity:32
Oﬂ enquiry, however, I learned to my surprise, "
that he owned a farm in Montagu, on which he had
paid 50 pounds. He had another 25 pounds to magé*
soon and was saving all he could for that purpese.
In the mean time, he said h& was begging clothes

. for himself and the childer.' Who but an Irishman ] K
would have. thought of such a proceeding?

So firmly entxrenched had the negative perception of

\LM6;%Egue bedome by the 1860s, that the rare cohpliment from

outsfiders for the accomplishments of southern Montague

" inhabitants indirectly referred to the unprogressive, shiftless

stereotype. The editor of the Smith's Falls Review in praising

Montague for prohibiting the sale of liguor in .1865, argued
that "nothing’ more than the recent vote is required to show that

the many charges brought against Montague for immorality and

33

intoxication are but groundless aspersions"”. , Similarly, when

the editor of the Perth Courier journeyed thrbugh southern

Montague to qttend'the 1868 Montague Agricultural Exhibition,
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s0 impressed and_taken aback was he'by the contrast of thé
Montague stereotype with "the pleasing prospect of rich, level
fields, and comfortable locking houses of a rich agriculturél
country”, that he "had to pause and mentally ask - 'Is this

indeed Montague? Montague! .That place of'équ@vocqﬁ'character,
and so much behind iEs'neighbors in most of the modern
advancements"!34 The stereotype would persist énd be built on

in the closing decades of‘the nineteenth century, and well into‘{i

the twentieth. Gradually, it had ceased to be anti-Irish, but

rather became a community stgleotype as inhabitants of Irish

B . j .
origin gained increasing acéeptance, and as the township's

population began to decline from the mid-1860s onward. .

The stereotyéé of Montagué as unprogressive was thus
built uéon the dichoéomy which éxisted between northern
and iouthern concessiohs. This cont;ast was firm}y based on-
the more fertile aﬁd;éeeper soil aleng the Rideau River and the
early settlement of Loyalists, English and Scottish settlers
@along thes river before the influx of Irish settlers inundated the
remainder of the township. While the profitable whéat economy
in southern Montague ﬁas replaced by dairy farming after '1860,
subsistence farming in northern coﬁcessions was only part%gﬂly
replaced by mixed fa{éngL_/ﬁorthern farmers faced poof réads
over which to haul crops to market in direct contrast to

southern access to Rideau Canal traffic and gristmills. A

pattern of communications and commercial activity developed



along the Rideau that did not exist to the north., Althougb
trends in provincial education were.responsible for the
popularization of education across the township by 1860, finer
schools in southern Montague complemented the greater number of
z?hurches ;nd the dominance of southern inhabitants in local
'government and the Montague Agriculturai Society. The
popularity of Orange lodges in the middle and northérn
concessions, and telperance lodges in southern Montague also
point to ideoloqlcal»differences that poiarised the tdwnship.
’_This dichotomy, as observed in literary sources spanning

| | v

MontagueES first century of settlement? perhaps appeared quite !
normal to the enumerators wﬁo travelled through the ‘township
gathering statistigg for census returns in 1861, 1871 and 1881. ..
dew?well they performed that task in turn will determine how

accurately the census may illuminate or contradict the perceived

dichotomy in Montagueéigciety presented in literary sources. T

~
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Manipulation of Census Data: Problems and Procedure

.

So you're taking the cénsus, mister?

-

¥,
.

there's three of us living still,
My wife and I, and our only son, that
folks call "Whispering Bill";
But Bill'couldn’t‘tell ye his name sir,
an' so it's hardly worth giving,
For ye see, a bullet :killed his mind,

an' left his bedy living.l 4

The value cf late nineteeﬁth_centurf manuscrfpt census
returns to the writing of social history. indeed to the rewriting
of Ontario history, has gained increasing recognition within
the Canadian historicai profession over the past dogen years.
Although David Gagan aqd Herbert Mays have pointed to other -
contemporary r0u£inely‘generated documents such as parish
registers, school attendance records, apprenticeship indentures,
certificates_of marriage, land registry records; a;sessment
rolls, wills‘and obituaries which can be used both to authenticate
and supplement census dataz, the primacy of the census for
inclusiveness of information remains unchallenged. It"remains
the definitive source in which quantitative historians are

most likely and too often alone likely to find mention of the
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widé£ spectrum of late Victorian society.

Inclusive though the census undoubtedly is, the accuracy
and completeness of returns not only varies from one census
sub-district to the next, even within the same township, but

\kgﬁe information sougﬁt may vary‘from one census to the next.
T\e historian must be sensitive to the idiosyncrasies of the
;n'ividual enumerators, while at the same time devising a

mber of guidelines to overcome discrepancies and faultily
entered datai An explanation of the problems encountered, and
the procedurés employed both t ircumvent them and prepare
the census da£a for meahingful manipulation by computer is
essential to anlunderstanding both of the var%ety of data
available in census returns and the difficult& of comparing

" such data from one decade to the next,

There is no indication in the Montague census returns
for 1861, 1871 and 1881 whether or not higher officiais made
corrections or revisions to the information collected by local
enumerators. Clearly, some enumerators did not comprehend the
pfecise preséribed method of entering data on returns,
notwithstanding the various oral instructions, manuals of
direction and specimen schedules given them before they begah
taking the Montague census.3 Nor wére_corrections necessarily
made sipce it is clear that one enumerator in 1861 had not
entered data properly. Ah inhabitant of not-too-distant Dundas

4
County observed after the 1861 census had been taken:
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Thirty-four enumerators were employed upon an
average [of] eight days in taking the census of

Dundas, and recording. about 550 names hpiecﬂ:

their remuneration was two cents for each name.

The labors .of the enumerators were superintended .

by one commissioner in each cdunty; by him the

sheets were all revised, in many cases corrected, :
in not a. few instances entirely re-written, and

each ceclumn added up, before they were forwarded

to the Head Office in Quebec.

In the introduction to the printed census of 1871, officials
admitted that "to dévote for further revision more time and
labour than have been bestowed on &he discovery and correction
of errorﬂ, could not have brought a result commensurate with
the delay and expense that would have been involved”.5
To judge from the Montague experience, the accuracy of
census returns improved with each decade. The choice of
enumerators was based on clerical abilities and their knowledge
of a community against which the voluntary information requested
could be tested. The 1861 enumerators included former reeve ’
and townéhip councillor Reuben A, Knapp; former reeve, deputy
‘reeve and~township councilldr James Gilhuly; and insurance
agent J&;ibFerguson. Only two enumerators were employed in
1871; Ferguson was joined by a local farmer's son, Solomon //
Code. In 1881, Code {listed as a teacher) and Ferguson (by
this time clerk of the township) were joined by local farmer
Robert McCreary. The principal errors thatscaﬁ be recognized

a century or more after these men filled out their returns are

within the 1861 census.
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Inconsistencies occurred in the taking of the census
~,

from decade to decade. The 1861 returns were reputed to be
based on facts that existed on January 13, while tﬁe 1871 and
1881 returns were based on "statemehts of facts as they existed"
on April 3 and 4 for those years respectively.,6 Although there
was a consistent decline of Montague's population between 1861
and 1881, the number of enumeration sub-districts within the
township varied, and consequently so did the area of each sub-
district. These changes are shown -in Map III. Had the sub-
districts been left unchanged, a comparison could have been made
of the composition of the population as well as of the standard
of living in relation to the decreasing fertility of the soil,
the farther away from the Rideau River a sub-district was
loca@ed.

The changing terminology from one cenéus to the next
also can be confusing. A Canada Presbyterian in 1861 was not
precisely the equivalent of a Canada Presbyterian in 1881.
The type of house constructi;n was listed in the 1861 census,
but not in the réturns for 1871 and 1881. Conversely, the
etﬁnic ancestry of individuals was4}ecorded in 1871 and 1881,
but-not in 1861 returns. The variety of terms used in occupation
alone Within the same census points to the lack of a common
vocabulary, to mention nothing of the difficulty of ascertaining

what is engendered in the jargon of each individual enumerator.

What does the occupation "Farmer's Son" mean, since it is not
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1§Eﬁred for all sons of farmers in the occupation column of
oné sub-~district's returns?

Perhaps the most irritating inconsistency from one
census to the next concerns the statistics for illiteracy. The
1861 census merely provided a column with the heading "Persons
over 20, who_cannot read or write", while ﬁhe 1871 returns
provided separate columns to identify/ those over the.agé of
20 who could not read as opposed to fkhose who could not write.

The 1881 censug made Jic provision for the recording of illiteracy.

Since.some enumerators did not distinguish families one

4
from another, the household is the basic unit within which people

are grouped for the purposes of comparative analysis. We must

then establish which individuals listed in the census returns
can be considered as part of the regular township_population.
Non-residents, both from a long distance away and from adjacent
towhships-such as Beckwith and Kitley are obviously excluded.
Similarly, visitors have been excludgga since implicitly their
place of regular residence is not in,gontague. By contrast,
"absent people" have been retained wié%i% the computer listing
because absence implies regplar residence in the township.
Those listed as visiting from another census sub-district within
Montague.have been returned in the cgmputer listing tp their
regular Lousehold. Since enumerators specified where the
regular placé of residence of non-residents was, there is no

possibility of Montague inhabitants of another census sub-district
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being summarily excluded from the computer list. Nevertheless,
given the stfaiéhtforward categories of ‘residents and non- o
/ . .
residents, some exceptions must be noted. Mary McDermott,
listed as absent from the 1861 household of Patrick McDermott

is also listed as married and having a "residence in Elmsley".

- . .
It is assumed that she recently had married and left to reside

in Elmsley, and conseguently should not be inéluded in the
Montague census. Similarly, Mary Jane Pendergast is not listed
since the 1861 enumerator noted tﬁat her placelof residence was
Beckwith. Dead people listed in an 1861 "Return of the Living"
have been excluded fog}obvious reasons. Since some of the dead
péople wér? shown as heads of households'.or with occupations,

, these were transferred to their widows. .But only occupations

~such as farming as opposed to blacksmithing and harnessmaking
were transferred from dead spouse to widow, and, in one instance
when a widow heading a household was listed as dead, her orphaned
children were shifted to the household immediately preceding

which was inhabited by close relatives.

An initial stumbling block in the transcription of

written census returns into a form acceptable the computer,

was the discovery midway through the secord sub-district of

1861 returns that the numbering of thg/sheets was distinctly

. . i s
incorrect. A subsequent minute compakison of pages revealed

thatfthey were almost hopelessly scraTbled and wrongly numbere
| \
an
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Owing to the number of famiiigs with'similap surnames there

was reason to believe that the task of sorﬁing tﬂe pages might
well prove impossible. A s;lution eventually was found, using
the order of farmers' names in the agricultural cenéus on which

o

to- base the order of the same names in the return of the Aiving.
Probtems with the second sub-district of the 1861
census were not confined te the erronecus numbering of ménuscript

pages. Enumerator James Gilhuly indulged the annoying habit &f
T .

not. entering information in columns opposite each individual's
: , .
. . S -
name, but instead entered totals for each family in variocus '

coldmns either opposite the ndme of the family head or opposite
the name of the last member bf_the family‘listgd.7 Although‘
the onlyrcolumns entered in fthis fashicon whigh apply to this
study are school éttendance and "Persons over 20 who cannot
read or write", tﬁése are the‘crucia%_statispics by whichﬁlitéracy
patterns are determined.- Since therg are separate colﬁﬁns ior
male and female statistics, it is ndtadifficuit to determine
which individuals were beihg ;eferred'to; in a feﬁ instances
some assumptions have ﬂad fo Be made. It has been assumed,
for\example, that when a couple of individuals were -listed as
being over 20 and unable to read and write in a family where

a number of individuals wére‘above—that age, the elderly’

or parents were more likely than young adults to be illiterate.

This assumption is based on the pattern of illiteracy apparent

in returns from the other 1861 census sub-districts)in Montague.

O
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' The problemé_wifich have arisen concerning school

N 4 G .
attendance are best illustrated by citing a few instances.
The totals for the Alexander Comrie familyc%hdicate that three

females were attendlng s?hggg however only two girls and one

ﬁ'.

boy were QE sehool age. It has been .assumed that three children

in fact were attendi g school, but that the enumeratoy in his . <
haste had 1n;w\értently neglected to divide the total between

the two %exes. Presumably, the same laziness which had prompted
Gilhuly to enter totals for a family rather thanm for each
indivii&%ﬁ, prompted oceasiohal negléect in dividing family schooi
attendance totels between se%es. Sinte three year Qid Elizabeth
McConnell was listed in the 1871 census as attehdinq EChool, three

v ' ' - .
year old William Wynne in the 1861 returns is assumed also to-

s
be at!!ndlng, 1mprobable thod\h .the ate appears to be., Similarly,
although one rarely flnds boys above fourteen years of age
attendlng school, lt is assumed that John Porter, aged seventeen,
was attending school'sihce the enuferator indicateéj;g*much,
even though two younger sisters did not. The 1881 retuths
included twehty—three yeat/ghikﬂhgh Clark who w&sj}isted as

"attending,schdol; In the third sub—distt1~t of the 1861 census,
the liberty has been taken of shifting school attendance from
nineteen year old Jane to sixteen year old Alice Jacob, since-
to find a nineteen year old female at school is unknown else-

where in the census returns for Montague between 1861 and 1881,

and it would be highly unlikely for a girl of ?ineteen‘;o be

5 L'
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at school while a sister of more eligible school age was not.-
The major assumption underlying this change is that the
enumerator inadvertently skipped a line when entering the school
attendance data.

The eﬁtry.of ethnic origin data in the 1871 and 1881
gahusCript returns provided perhaps the most fertile §round for
unwitting enrofs. Certainly, it is this portion of the census
which is mgst diff;cult to clarify. The primary rule of ethnic
origin as presented in the mandsciipt census‘is that it flows
from male rather than female pareﬂﬁl But does it follow thét
in the process of transcribing manuscript data to a machine-
readablelform that where éthnic origin appears to follow the
mother's line it should be changed to that of the male parent®

L

'For instance, seven year old Minnie McCaw in the 1881 household
of twenty—fou; year old Milton McCaw is accordgd the same
English origin‘as her twenty-seven year old mother, while hery
two infant sisters are listed with Milton's Irish origiﬂ.‘ If
it is argued that- the enumerator simply was careless and shou;d
have listed Minnie with the-same ethnic origin as the male head
of household, implying that Milton is her father, then also
implicit is the consideration that he sired a child at fhe

ufage of sixteen. This is not impossible, but more unlikely than

to accept the enumerator's entry as-co;rect, and surmiée that
since the wife is three years older than Milton, she probably

2]

brought Minnie either from a previous or from a "natural"
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marriage. The five years between Minnig's age and that gﬁ

the next oldest ¢hild in the McCaw household appears to éénfirm
this hypothesis. But where the spacing of child;én and age of
parents suggests that the parents listed were indeed the parents
of the children listed after their némes, ccrrections have been
made where the enumerator:has accidentally listed children

wiﬁh their female rather Fhan male parent's ethnic origin. Or,
as in the case of the Jamés Anderson family in the 1871 cens?f,
corrections have been made to change the etgnip origin of the
father to agree with that of children of which he is obviously
the parJ;ETu Concern with hayzng\ithnic origin follow the male

as opposed to the female parent's ancestry does not reflect
. N

sexist preconceptions on the part o% the transcriber, but
rather indicates concern in accurately relaying the information
within the .manuscript census, wﬁich of itself may happen to
reflect the preconceptions of the society in which it was
devised and taken.

A number of additional factors in the transcription of
manusc;ipt'census‘data into machine-readable form may be briefly
meptioned. The spellingdof the enuméfators has bagn retained
both to enhance the accuracy of the transcription,’and to allow
possible translation'of Christian names which in their present

"form appear tc be little more than gibberish. Besigesj{ how

safe is the assumption that the name entered as "Path " in

N .
contrast with Patrick is not the actual name that an individual
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was known by in mid-nineteenth century Méntague? 'Occasionally,
enumerators used an initial instead of listing an“occupation,
and these have been interﬁreted as the major occupation which
began with such an initial within the previous section of the
same manuséript return. Hence an occupationhentered as "F"
has been interpreted tp mean farmer, while "F.S5." 1is interpréted
as farmer's sdn. In the 1881 returns the occasional listing’
of occupation was entered so. faintly that this has been

interpreted to mean that it originally had been entered and

later erased, and hence should not be transcribed. Furthermoriy

differéntiatioﬁ must be made between the use of dit£o marks by
different enumerators, and what is implicit in the use of
their various forms. The use of "Do." in the 1881 census has
been percei&ed to mean that the occupation of‘the person whose
name it was;opposite was the same as that of the person listed
immediately}above. 'in the 1861 census, quotation marﬁs were
used merély for keeping one's jinformation on the same line,
whereas in'ofher returns it was employed as a form of ditto.

Some enumerptors used the "US." form in columns such as
occupation and school attendance to indicate that the information
was the same as for the person listed above, while other
enuﬁerators clearly used the term as a way simply of showing

that a person was in the same family, since there was no

4
precise distinction between families living within the same

household. | Hence a child of two years might have a "Do."
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opposite his pame in the_occupation columﬁ under his father's
name. Finalf&, death statistics from the manuscript returns
and from municipal registers have not been entered for mani-
pulatiog by computer, since their number allows for easy
tabulation by hand. -

The scale of work required to manipulate the information
contained in three census rétu}ns‘of Montague Township, while
hardly compara£3é/;;\zha volume of data involved in similar
undeftakings such as" the Hamilton and Peel County projects,
was formidable. The informégfén in "Return of the Living"
portions of the 1861, 1871 and 1881 census returns alone amounts
to some 9,285 lines of information, each of which contains up

to eighteen pieces of data within forty-two units of space,

—
altogether amounting to more than 160,000 pieces of information.

- Only with the aid of the computer could this mass of data have

been manipulated to make the manuscript census yield its wealth
of information about Montague's social strugture between‘186l
and 1881. ] \

4 The use and transcription of manuscript census returns
for the study of social structure clearly requires an
appreciation of the variations between each census as well as
the foibles manifested by each enumerater in entering data in
his returns. Although the @Ecuracy of enumerators improved
with each decade, accompanying inconsistencies aﬁa changing.

k]

terminclogy in the format of the census returns themselves
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along with the personal habits of enumerators have to be
interpreted. in order that the overall data may be standardized
as much as possibie before being_entered in the computer listing.
By sensitively interpreting thé returns of each enumerator,
the primacy of the census may be upheld as a source for gaining

insights about late nipéteenth century social structure.

p
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Notes

. ’ ‘ “ '
l"One Bullet's Work", undated, unidentified newspaper '

clipping in Lockwood family scrapbook in possession of*author.

2David Gagan and Herbert Mays, "Historical Demography
and Canadian Social History: Families and“Land in Peel County,
Ontario" in Canadian Historical Review LIV, 1 (1974),.pp. 27, 33.

3Introductions to 1851, 1871 and 1881 retd%ns, pages
iii, xii and xi respectively. The date on which the 1861

.census was taken is presented in David P. Gagan, "Enumerator's

Instructions for the Census of Canada 1852 and 1861" in Histoire
sociale-Social History VII (1974), p. 363.

4James Croil, Dundas; or, A Sketchﬁbf canadian History,
and more particularly of the County of Dundas, One of the ;
earliest settled Countles in Upper Cdnada (Montreal, 1861;
reprint ed., Belleville, 1972), p. Z241.

5Introduction of 1871 printed census,'?. XXVI.

6The 1861 census was a record of the population for
January l4th, 1861. The 1871 information applied tg April
3rd, 1871, while that in 1881 applied to A ri%w4th, 1881.
Sources of these dates are given in 3 abovSE‘ b

7Harvey-J. Graff notes that in the United States, "the
1840 Federal census demanded household totals rather than data
for individuals". This is from Harvey J. Graff, -"What the 1861
Census can tell us about Literacy: A Reply" inyHistoire sociale-
Social History VIII, (1975), p. 337. . Perhaps James Gilhuly
came tc Montague via the United States where he earlier had
participated in taking the 1840 census. . '




Fertility and Mortality

On the evening of Sunday, January 13th, 1861, the
3,400 inﬁabitants of Montague Township, Canada West, went to
5ed as usua; after having obsefved the Sabbatﬁ, fully expecting
to awaken to the responsibilities and routine of a new week
the following morning. The evening itself was of no particular
importance, although a number of household heads received
visits from census eﬁumerators thg next day, and up‘to a month
later some household heéds were(ggged to supply detéiled‘
inforhation about the size and welfare of thei; families as
" they existed on that uneventful ﬁid—winter.Sunday evening.

The taking of the 1861 census marked a watershed in
Montague's population. The township was more densely populated
during the early 1860s than at any time in its p;evious history
or since. The influx of -immigrants du%ing the 1830s and 1840s.
had drcpped to a trickle by 1850, and the-minor.increase of
59 between 1851 and 1861 reflected a yet high birth rate rather
than a continuing immigrant inflow. From 186} onward Montague's
" population declined, dropping from 3,415 that year to 3,187
in 1871, and again to 2,683 in 1881.l There ig no’dbubt that
the density of the township's population was decreasing,
although the annexation of North Merrickville by the new

municipal village of Merrickville in 1860, and the subsequent

e
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annexation of Elgin by Smith's Falls in 1874‘were partly
responsible for this decline. Had these subdivisions been
retained Qithin Montague, the population decline of more ﬁhan
seven hundred between 1861 and 1881 would have been halved:

Hence the population decline of 21% indicated in the census

returns was in reality a less dramatic decline of approximately
14% for the rural area of the township untouched by expropriation

etween 1861 and 1881.2

Despité the onset of ‘population decline, Montague's
ulation remained youthful in composition. In 1861 the
daverage or mean age was only four Years, and during the next
twenty ye&rs it rose by 6n1y eight months. It was, nonetheless,
a population which was beginning to age. This clearly is
indicated in age-pyramids for this period. Sixty percent of
Montague's inhabitants in %861 were twenty years of age or
under, but this proportion }ell to 56% in 1871, and- again to

>2% in 188l. while the number of middle-aged inhabitants

(aged 45 to 64) declined from 12% to 11% of their respegtive
populations between 1861 and 1871 and remained stable in the
following decade, those over age 65lincreased froﬁ 3% to 5% of
the population. The only age category in which there was a
dramatic increase was for thoséimost eligible to become parents;
inhabitants between the ages of 21 and 44 increased by fifteeh

percent between 1861 and 1881. This increase in contrast with

the decrease of those under the age of twenty underlines the



60

50
45
40
35

25
20
15
10

65+

- 24

C
Mbntaguq
Age —Sex Pyramids

38a

FEMALE

1861

FEMALE

1871

FEMALE

1881




39

decreasing birthrate that developed in the 1870s. Expressed
as a crude birth-rate, the birth of 26.4 children per thousand
of population in 1861 fell to 21.7 in 1871, and still further
to 17.1 children per thousand in 1881.3 gGiven the mortality
rate of 9.1%, 14.4% and 5.2% in these years respectively, the
rate of natural increase was 17.3% in 1861, 7.3% in 1871, and
11.9% in 1881. 'Although Montague's was yet a youﬁg society

in 1881, the trend towara an older and less densely populated
society was evident.‘um .

‘Mbntague by 1861 already had the marks of a mature
society, notwithstanding the compagativeiy recent arfival_pf
the major part of itsﬁpopulation. Thi; is evident when if is
contrasted with Huntiey Towhéhiﬁ in carleton County, whose
initial settlement followed some thirty years after that of
Montague and whose population was apprdkimately of\90 percent
Irish ethnic_origin.4 Despite the fact that between 1861 and
1881 Montague's popuiation had a lower mean age than dia that
of Huntley, the Montague birthrate at its highest in 1861
remained below Huntley's at its lowest, although éhe 1861
birthrate of about 40 per thousand in Huntley had been that/%f
Montague a decade ear%ier. Hence the already low birthratez(
of 1861 in Montague suggests that the decline of a rural
birthrate depended upon how far away from the initial pioneering

pericd a community had come. This suggests a mid-nineteenth

century Upper Canadian variation of a three-stage model of New
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1

England community development in the seventeenth ard eighteenth

centuries. Accordin

to the recent synthesis arising from_
the'quéntitativé analysis de of New England ruralAsociety,
the first stage of inTthal settlement aid growth was followed
by a pericd of stabil:ty as the sohs of the first generation
came to local power} by this time the-best agricultural land
had been occﬁpied, and the availability of land declined as
land prices rose. Sfagnétién marked the comiﬁg of the third
périod, usually about fifty yéars after initial settlement,
bringing with it soclo-economic discontent which spurred a new
impulse to fund new communities to restore fluidity and
opportunity.5 Clearly, the Irish immigration into Montague and
Huntley before mid—century augmented the ranks of the "second
generation" and quickly exhausted the meagre possibilities of
local soil so that Ehe stagnation period was upon them by the
1860s. * There was as -of yet no new hinterland within Bfitish
North America during these critical vyears to attract the. excess
of the "third generation", to provide it also With opportunity.
. One respohse was a decline in number of births. Before
immigration removed significant numbers of inhabitants in the
1870s and 1880s, the local birthrate maintained a progressive
decline, a decline which followed some' fifty years af;;r the
prior deﬁelopment and widéspread settlement of each comﬁunity.

‘Hence, the declining birthrate in Montague had at least-a

decade's headstart on that in Huntley, reflecting Montague's

earlier settlement.
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The declining birthrate was affected by a changiné
-male-female ratio and shifting mari%a% patterns. Where thére
had been 105.2 males for every one hunared females in l%Gl,
there were only 97.9 by 188l. But although by 1881 fémales :
were beginning o outnumber males in the total population, for
.the age category at which males and females were most eligible
fo; marriage (between 20 and 4% years of age) females continﬁally
outhumbered malés. The gap separating the two sexes betwéen the
ages of 20 and 44 was slowly closing from 84.1 males ﬁer hundred
 females in1kﬁ%1 to 97 by 188l. A more pragmatic choice of age
categories at which people would have been eligible for marriage
reveals that thé ratio qf men to women was improving, butathe
preponderance of women continued; uslng the age cghorts of

. 21-59 for men and 14-44 for women, the fatio of 71.9 males per
hundred females in 1861 consistently rose to 80 by 18B1.
Although married women as a percentage of the total female
population declined by only three percent between 1861 and 1881,
during the 1860s the proportion of marriedlwomen between the
ages of 20 and 30 declined by‘vore thén a third. Montague

women increasingly were waiting until later to marry. L;

Both males amd females apﬁear to have‘deferred ﬁarriage, -
and inc&easingly{ many never did marry. The proportion of men
between the ages of 20 and 24 who were married was halved from
12.9% in 1861 toVG.Z% in 1881, while of men beéL;en 25 and 29 g

the married proportion dwindled from 59.4% to,36.3%. Even in
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the higher age cohorts there was an appreciable decline of
interest in marriege The’proportlon of married men among the
fontague total between the ages of 30 and 34 felt from 87%

to 64.9%; of those between 35 end 39 the married—pr;portion
dropped from 90% to 74.2%; while of thdse men ‘between 40 and
44 years of age the proportion of married men: declined from

92.3% to 84.4% between 1861 and 1881. Many men were waliting

r
until their late thirties or early forties to marry. Although

!

there was a similar pattf:n of both deferring marriage and
not marrying, the deciine of married women ih each age cchort
between 20 and 40 was approximately by one third of the‘l86l
figure; Hence between 1861 and 1881 the proportlon/ﬁf women
between 20 and 24 who were marrled fell from 31. B%Jto 21.4%, ‘

-
of those between 25 and 29 the proporticon married fell from
67.7% to 42.5%, of those_between 30 and 34 from 93.7%uto 63.2%,

?/64.2%, and of those

of .those between 35 and 39 from 90.5% to
. -

»

women between the ages of 40 and 44 the married proportioh
declined from 90.7% to 84.1%. The fifteen year age category
in which men were most like}y to marry shifted\from 25-39 iﬁ’r—i\\
1861 to 30-44 in 1881. - The fifteen year age cateﬁb;{ in which
‘women were most likely to marry had more’dramaticall shifted [

numbers.

from 20-34 in 1861 to 30-44 ih 1881.° h
of men and women entering into marriage reflected the current
populathahdecllne and were harblngers of long-continuing

decllne after 1881. . . -
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The deferral and decline of marriage enhanced an

already declining fertiliﬁy rate. B?}Ween 1861 and 1881 the
- huﬁber of children under the aie oF ten deélined by a third
from 1,003 to 636. This wag the same rate of decline observed
in the number of w0mew(€g\hge cohorts between 20.and 40
\¥§} ' entering into marriage® Within theigverall decline in the
xﬁ number of-children, there was a drop of 25% from 1.3 children
£or every ﬁomqn of child—begring age (14-44 years) jn 1861 to
-9 children per woman by l?éi?ﬁ The number of bhirths pef year
was halved from 90 to 46. Indeed, for every 3.8 married wgmen
of childbearing age in 1861, one child was born, comp ed with
4.8 women per child born in 1881. The declining birthrate was

greatly in advance of the general population decline.

The decrease in fertility is but partially explained \g\__
by the deferral of marriage of an increasing proponFion o . A
.women until after age 30, and the incréasing preponde e of

-

females in Montague. 1In e Study of Peel County between 1850

and 1870, David Gagan has noted a similar pattern, corﬁmenting:7 R

It . . . raises the question of how family
limitation was accomplished, since it is
almost certain that this rural society was a
perfectly natural demographic regime in which
women without the benefit of contraceptive
devices or information Produced children at
regular intervals ™of thirty months, more or
.less, from marriaq’ to menopause. ‘

) This spacing of children was evident in Montague, and numerous
families, both large-and small, often had birEDs precisely
spaced two vears apart4‘bBut it is unlike%y\ghgb/the deferral

. ’;j ¢

.‘;:J
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of marriage alone accounted for the declining birthrate
between 1861 and 1881; To accept Gagan's peremptory dismissal
of tﬁ% possibility Fhat rural women had access to contraceptive
informa£ion 1taves little recourse other than to suppose that
the declining birthrate was the result of increasing abstention
from sexual intercourse. On the other hand, perhaps abortion
and infant%cide accounted for a seeming decline in the fertility
rate. Or, perhaps women increasingly were aware of essentially
reliable forms of contrageption. As early as 1856, a Merrick-
ville newspaper advertised a marriage guide which offered
instructién "In everything concerning the physiology and relations
of our sexual system, and the production or prevention of.
offspring".8 Gagan's gquestion remains unanswered, but it is
clear that a decision consciously had been taken within the
society to give birth to fewer children.

The birthrate in Montague would further decline from
17.1 children per thousand in 1881 to an all time low of 8.1
children pef thousand of population in 1891. Only at the turn
of the century would the.feftility rate begin to increase,
jumping from 10.9 children in 1901 to 20.1 children per thousand
of popula%ion in 1911. All the while, however, a decline of
the overall population would continue untii the mid twentieth
century.

Population decline along with a decreasing fertiiity

rate contributed to a declining number. of households and a

7 S
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" shrinkage in family size. The nﬁmber of househcolds fell from
527 to 504 between 1861 and 1871, and, géining momenfum iﬁ
the 1870s, dropped to 448 households by 1881. The average
household size did not véry greatly during this period, but it /
is clear that sﬁaller familiés were increasingly the rule,
The mean size of household declined by ten percent from 6.5
persons in 1861 to 5.9 in 188l. The mean number of married
people per household dufing these twenty years was reduced from
1.9 to 1.7 persons. The deferral of marriage increasinglyd»
meant that an increasing proportion of households were being
headed by widows or Q\Eemalé parent.
’

ousehold size varied along ethnic lines as Table 1 /

,QMﬁffc tes. &hough there are sufficient numbers of English
/,

able 1. Mean Size of Household by Birthplace of Head

(No. of persons per household)

Country of Birth 1861 1871 1881
' England 7.2 7.2 6.2
Ireland 6.9 6.7 6.0
Scotland 6.8 6.4 5.2
U.S5.A. 6.5 4.7 6.3
Canada 5.7 5.9 6.0
Mgan - 6.5 6.3 6.0

and Scottish-born household heads on which to base data
concerning fertility, the numerically significant statistics

are for Irish-born and Canadian-born. On average there. was
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one person more per household among the Irish-born than among
the Canadilans in 1861, but by 1881 there was the same number

' : .
of inhabitiants per household among é%l nationalities, save for

the Scotfilsh. While the household size of Irish-born heads of

"househoid had cdntinqally declined, that of Canadians had

R
progressively increased. But three fourths of the household

heads, notyithstanding their country of birth, were of Irish

ethnic origin, and aqpng these there was a decrease of mean

household jize of only .3 persons between 1871 and 1881. The

next most Iumerically significant ethnic group, the Scottish, .

had a more |significant decrease of one pefsén per household

between 1871 and 1881. The most significant variahce in

hoﬁ;ehold size along ethnic lines was the decline by at least

one person in households headed by éersons born ia the British

Isles, compdred to the increase in size of households headed by

natives of Clnada. s . b
Religlous affiliation also affected the change in size

of a household. .As Table 2 demonstrates, the Baptists were

exceptional ih their large householgs of 1861, and their L

subsequent halving during the following two decades. Pérhaps !

this was due to the relatively small ﬁumbe;s of Baptists in’

Montague. Although Roman Catholics maintainéd the largest

householdswﬁetween 1861 and 1881, thede were only fractionally L

laréer than those headed by members of. the Church of England,

Among the four major dencminatio in Montague the Methodists
g , g

=~
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Takle 2. Mean Size of Household by Religion of Head

/\\ -.
f(No. of persons per household)

' Religion 1861 A 1871 1881
b Roman Catholic 6.9 6.8 6.4
Ch. of Englan& 6.5 6.4 6.2
Methodist 6.4 4.7 5.6
Pregbyterian 6.1 7.7 - 6.0
Baptist 9.2 6.3 4.7
Other - 5.7 - 4.2 8.0

an 6.5 6.3 6.0 - \_—

achieved'twiqe as great a decrease in family size as households
headed by Roman Catholics, Church of England membérs and
Presbyterians, of .8 persons per household. Hence, by 1881,
Methoqists had replaced Presbyterians as the major dencmination
with the lowest fertility rate, wﬁile Roman Catholics and
members o@xgpe Church of England continued to head households
which were above the mean average size.

fhe slow decline of fertility at the same time that
marriage was being deferred until later meant that many children
were raised by.middle—aged parents. 1In his study of Hamilton,
Michael Katz points tglthe large proportion of women that gave
birth in their late thirties and early forties at mid-century:9

. In Hamilton in 1851, . . .. 60 pgrégﬁtiqg the
40-45-year-old married women had a chil aged
1-5, and 81 percent of married women that age

had a child aged 10 or younger, a proportion
which increased to 77 percent a decade later.

/

_Xf—f
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oY

twentieth century, very few husbands and wives”’
in Hamilton or elsewhere had more than a few, if
together after their children
Infact, many of the younger

L\M . ¢4 . Before the late nineteenth or the early

# children in families could expect to lcse at
\) _+ least their father through death before they
. reached maturlty

Although the mean number of children and adolescents in Montague

declined from 3.7 to 3.0 per househola between 1861 and 1881,

the majority of households had between five and twelve members
during “this perioa. The number of households with four members
or less was increasing from 28.8% to 34.5%, but large households
remained common into the lSéOs: Children and adolescents
continued to comprise the.majority of members in these larger
h;useholds. Given the ongoing deferral of marriage by many

men and women until fheir thirties agd early forties, ahd the
spacing of births pproximately two years apart, this meant

4

that many women were conceiving even in their final years of

pat

fecundity.

-

The kate birth of many children meant that younger
children in Montague lost at least one parent before  they
reaqﬁgd maturity. Notwithstanding the trend of deﬁéijlng
marriage, two thlrds of married men cgnsistently were between

25 and 54 years of age while about 70 percent of married women
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were between 20 and 49 in 1861 and between 25 and 54 years of
“age in 1871 and 1881. Hence, the many that waited until their
thirties to marry faced the prospect that even their eldest
children would not see maturity before one parent, usually the
father, passed away. The mean number of mafried parents per
household declined from 1.9 ift 1861 to 1.7 in 1881, while the
number of households headed by women increased from 30 to 43.
Since in most cases women became household heads only after
losing husbands and if a son had not yet attained maturity,
the increase of .women heading households from 5.7% to 9.6% of
household heads between 1861 and 1881 is a fair gauge of the
increasing number of children who lost at least one parent
before gaining maturity. 1In those household; where male parents
lived past age 54, advanged age inq;ggsingly made support of
their families impossible. & petition from twenty-three TN
neighbours of Thomas Reid to Montague fOWnship Council in the
late 1860s reveals the hardship that attended families in
S :
o : . . . 10
which men had married aﬁimlddle age:
- ¥

Gentlemen, The Petition of the Undersigned

humbly shows that Thomas Reid of the above

Township, Cons. 10, Lot 1, is in very great

need of a -little money aid at th . present time.

That his wife has been confined to her bed

during the last month from the effects of colds,

. fatigues &c. caught whifgﬁ trying to support

her family. That he has eight small children

wholly unable to provide for themselves.

That hg isoﬁggvabbve eightly years of age and

not able to”support either himself or family.

We hope you will aid him to support his family
and help them from starvation.
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The trend toward deferring marriage increasingly forced women
to face the prospect of raising children without a partner's

]
help.

- The aging of Montague's population was also evident in

\

.
the dramatic increase in number of widowed inhabitants. Their
\

numbers doubled from 22.5 to 41.4 per thousand between 1861 and
1881, indeed rising above the decréasing crude birthrate at
some point in the late 1860s. During these twenty years the
proportion of widows declined from 66.2% to 58.6% of all widowed
persong, indicating the continuing greaﬁsx\likelihood of husbands
dying before their wives. Thebages bé thgi?d pérsons presented
in the three census returns provides an indirect gauge of
mertality among married people. The igpreasing longevity of
wonen was reflected in the concentration of w;dowed men between
 the ages of 45 and 69 in 1861, between the ages of 50 and hn
1871, and between the ages of 60 and 84 in 1881. Allh agh the
concentration of widowed women more dré@htically rose (from
between the ages of 40 and 64 in 1861 to between ages 55 and
79 in 1871, it remained at thaﬁ level in 1881l. Hence married
" men also enjoyed increasing longevity, but this was on averageﬁ
some five years below that of married women. The average mean
age to which married women could expect'to live ros;Sfrom 62
to 67 yeérs, while that fo? men rose from 57 to 61 years between

1861 and 1881.
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The aging population did not necessarily reflect a
steadily'increasin%mortality rate. From an incredible low
of 2.4 deaths per thousand of population in 1851, the mortality
rate did indeed jump to 9.1 by 1861 and to to 14.4 per thousand
in 1871, before taking equally as dramatic a drop to 5.2 deaths
pef thousand of population in 188l1. During the foliowing
thirty years the mortality rate remained low at 4.0 deaths per

f

thousand in 1891 and 4.4 deaths per thousand in 1901 before
1

again rising to 10.9 deaths per thousand population in 1911.l
,/—Baxid Gagan has questioned the veracity of the death statistics

5

returns for Peel County never to have encountered a single

tabulated in census returns, claiming in his study of the

death from homicide, suicide or infanticide, and very few
accidental deaths from whatever cau'se.12 Michael Katz adds to
£his the criticism that cemetery and church records of Hamilton
reveal that }Qs nuﬁber of pecple who actually died within the.
~city far exceeded the number recorded on the census.l3 .These
ﬁ\\arikibisms do not appear to be applicable to qutague death
statistics, either those from census réturns or the municipal
registers. The Katz criticism can be attributed tc the number
of deathi\qnd interments that Hamilton as a district igentre
attracted. The Gagan criticism contrasts with the 5;22?5§§3and
accidents reported in Montague returns. There is no reason to
doubt the accuracy of the statistics which show that the mortality
rate in Montague rose between 1851 and 1881, and thereafter

decreased.
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The small number of deaths in 1861, 1871 and 1881
. V

¥ conclusions applicable to

Montagﬁe, let alone to Eastern_Ontario rural society in general.
Yet there are observable trends that accord with earlier
findings in this qhapter. Clearly, the first year of infagcy
was a critical period for survival, for it was within that year
that between a tenth and a duarter of deaths occurred between
1861 and 1881. After the first Year, however, the chances of
surviving childhood and adolescence increasingly improved by
188l. The proportion of deaths between the aées of two and
nineteen years declined from 45.2% of all deaths in 1861, to
19.6% in 1871, to l4.é£ of all deaths in 1881. Conversely, the
number of deaths among married inhabitants rose from 22.6 to
35.7 percent of all deaths, énd among widowed inhabitants from
9.6 to 21.4 percent of all deaths between 1861 and 1881. Age
pyramids indicate a continuing greaéer persistence of men as
opposed to women after age 65. The aging of the population

was reflected in the mortality rate, as Table 3 demonstrates.

Table 3. Relativé Mortality of Young and Aged
1861 1871 1881
Age Cochort No. E No. % No. %
1-14 14 45.2 19 41.3 4 28.6
15-44 12 38.7 10 21.7 | 4 3 21.4
45+ 5 16,1 17 37.0 ‘7 50.0

Total 31 16 14
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The mest striking chénge was that about half of all deaths in
186% occurred before t?e age of 15, while half of those in 1881
occurred after midd1e4age.- Clearly, Montague inhabitants were
enjoying greater longevity with the passing years.

The census enhmerators who tramped up and down the roads
of Montague in 1881, whether or not they were conscigus of it,
cbserved an intrinsically different scciety from that recorded
in detail by their predecessors'Zwenty years earlier. A steady
population-decline had set in, and although the population
remained largely youthful in compositién, by 1881 it was clear
that it was aﬂ aging population. Nonetheless, by 1861 -Montagque's
was a mature society compared with other townships in the region,
and the population decline itself which began in the 1860s was
one indication of this. Other indications include the increasing
deferral of marriage by both men and women, a declining fertility
rate, the smaller number and size of families, the increasing
number of native born, the decline in proportion of married
people per family, the 1ncrea51ng parenting of chlldren at
middle-age, the loss of one or more parents before younger
children reached maturlty, the increasing number of househclds
headed by women, the increasing number of w1dowed inhabitants,
‘and the.increasing/mortality rate amcng the elderly as opposed
'to youth. Although ethnic origin, place of birth and religion:
of household heads indicate variations in the fertility rate

between immigrants and native born, between Roman Catholics
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and Church of Englanﬁ members on the one hand, and Methodists

'énd Presbyterians on the other, the dominant pattern between a
1861 and 1881 was of declining fertility. The decline of the
mortality rate from 1871 onward, while underlining the

increasing Iongev?ty that was being enjqug, suggests that the —
fecreasing fertility rate alone was not reéponsible for the

bopulation decline which would continue for the better part

of a century after 1861.
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Notes

S

#1The 1851 population figure is from the prinfed
census, while the 1861, 1871 and 1881 figures are from “ ,

computer tahulations of manuscript census data.

Unfortunately, the precise population of either North
Merrickville or Elgin when they were respectively expropriated
from Montague is not known. The population of North Merrickville
is estimated to have been approximately 100 in 1860, while that
of Elgin was approximately 300 in 1874."

3The birth statistics used here are from the 1861 and
1871 manuscript census returns, and the 1881 municipal register
of births. It is worth noting here that there were ‘8.9 births .
per thousand of population in 1880 compared with 17.1 per
thousand in 1881, indicating that the number of births
fluctuated from year to year.

4Julian Gwyn, "The Irish in Eastern Ontario: The
Social Structure ¢f Huntley Township in Carleton County, 1851-
1871", in Exploring Qur Herltage The Ottawa Valley Experience/d
A la decouverte de notre patrimocine: 1a vallee des Outacuais
(Toronto: Ontario Herltage Foundation, 1980), p. 5; and 1871
printed census returns.

5J.M. Bumsted and J.T. Lemon, "New Approaches in Early
American Studies: The Lccal Communlty in New England”, in
Histoire sociale-Social History I (1968), pp. 10-1. :

. 61n 1861, 36.1% of married men were betwee ages of

25 and 39, while 41.2% of married women were\ggrﬁgeghzhe ages
of 20 and 34. 1In 1881, 35.9% of married men wkre between the
ages of 30 and 44, while 38.6% of married women were between
the ages of 30 and 44.

David Gagan, "Land, Population, and Social Change
The 'Critical Years' in Rural Canada West" in Canadian Hlstorlcal

Review LIX (1979}, p. 309.

8Merrickville Chronicle (weekly newgpaper), 19 August
1856, p. 4.

9M:Lchael B. Katz, The People of Hamllton, Canada West:

Family and Class in a Mid-Nineteenth—-Century Clty (Cambridge
Ma.: Harvard Unilversity Press, 1975}, pp. 246-
.10

Montague Township Records, Petition from neighbours
of Thomas Reld to township council, undated.



llThese mortality rates are constructed from data in
+he 1851 printed census, the 1861, 1871:and 1881 manuscript

census returns, and municipal register of Montague for the
years 1881, 1891, 1901 and 1911,
David P.

12 Gagan, "Enumerator's Instruc fd§
Census of Canada, }852 and 1861" in Histoire sociale al‘
1st0rz VII (1974)4 p. 357.

- 13xadz, bp. OME.. p. 20.
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Household Composition k
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The aging of Moﬁtégue's population coincided with a
declining‘numbér of iﬁhabitants, depleting fertility of the
soil, and an emerging'mixed farmiﬂg and dairy economy. As has
been indicated in‘é;e chapter on fertilié;fsike birthrate in

the township was declining, and in addition, the number of

households within the general populat ecline was falling.

. o " ' .

The declining number of inhabitan ’meégt that thlere was an
i 7

increasing ratio of acres of land per household, and this was

reflected in the increas;ﬁg proportion of farmers heading .

/_J

households and in the increasing number of larger farms: ~__

Increasingly, Montague society by 1881 was becoming economically

5

stabkle d more homogenouéj Indeed, stability was aiSo evident

in the cpmposition of most hous&holds and in the persistence
A AN s 1
of families. In essence, economic stability was complemented

-

by gomestic stability and a continuing attachment to the soil.
Montague's domestic stability setween 1861 and 1881
must be understood both within the cqotext of using the
household as a unit of measure,‘ggé'the geginning decli e of
population. Within the limitations of us;ng only censps

returns as the statistical data on which thi esis is based,

a comparison of household composition remains somewhat crude.

Historians often.have made cross-reférences between census

"

Toas



data and a variety of other records, both statistical and
llterary, to delineate in detail the patterns cof family
structure that existed in the med- nlneteenth»c@ntury. Such
detail is not required to observe the principal trends that
took place. Hence in discussing household composition in the
folfbw1ng pages, I will make distinctions only between the
various proportions ofngdowed//;a£gled and’ single 1nhab{/ﬁnts
r S
living w1tg one another. To differentiate between chlldren,

boarders and é;\lt singles is not within the scope of thlS

thesis, and to dafiso would not siggaficantly contribute further N
Yt

-to an understanding c¢f the general gomposition of Montague

households. Considering that 83 perceh ak% single e
inhabitants in 1861 were under twenty years of gh
as the population aged the proport}on fell to #2.6% by 1881},

it is possible to assoc1ate single marital status w1th youth,

In addition, it must be remembéred t atAthe decline in overall
population between 1871 and 1881 is in\ part due to the
expropriation oﬁ the village of El?in by Smith's Falls in 1874.
Hence, a comparison of proportionatg changes, ‘as opposed to
actual numbers, within the declining population more accurateiy
reflects the shifts in household composit{en in Montague.
Household composition remained relatiéely stable within
the context of a declining and aging populatlon, although there

was a tendency towards smaller famllles The number of

households fell from 527 in 1861 to 504 in 1871, and to 448 in
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1881, while the mean number of persons per household.
respectively fell from 6.5 to 6.0. The nuclear family or
household pfédominated, although it fluctuated sligh%ly as a
proportion of all households between 1861 and 1881. As Table
4 shows, the proportion of households containing two married
and varying numbers of single people, (the egquivalent of the
nuclear family), remained approximately two-thirds of all

-~

households. Although the proportion of households containing

Table 4. Houseﬂold Composition
| 1861 1871 1881
No. %- No. % ~ No. 3
Singles Only <j~ﬁﬁﬁkﬁ 13 2.5' 14 2:7 14 3.1
Married Only - 24 4.6 29 5.8 18 4.0
Widowed Only 6 1.1 8 1.6 9 2.0
Widowed & Married 1 0.2 4 0.8 2 0.5
Widowed & Single . 28 5.3 46 3.1 55 12.3
1 Married & Single(s) 8 1.5 ./ 4 '0.8 7 1.6
2 Married & SingIé(s} 373 70.8 350 69.4 290 64.7
3+ Married & Single(s) 41 7.8 20 4.0 120 2.7
giﬁgizﬁé)WidOWEd & 33 6.3 ° 33 6.5 41 9.2
Total 527 100.1 -508 100.7 448 100.1

married, widowed and single inhabitants, (the equivalent of the
extended family), increased by half from 6.3 to 8.2 percent

of Montague's' population between 1861 and 1881, it is clear that

—
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the extended family was the exception rather than the rule.
s

A more dramatic increase was that of households inhabited by

widowed and single, rising from 5.3% to 12.3%, and reflecting

7

both the aging population and the contemporary deferral of

marriage.

Households containing twe married and numerous single

inhabitants do not alone reflect the predominance of the nuclear

famiiy. To these must be added the households containing

widowed and single inhabitants, and those containing three or
mere married and varying numbers of single inhabitants. The

sum of the three is presented in Table 5.

Table 5. Nuclear Hou§ehoid Composition

i 1861 1871 .

No. 3 No. %

Widowed & Single 28 5.3 ° 46 9.1
1 Married & Single(s) 8 1.5 4 0.8
2 Married & Single(s) 373 70.8 350 69;4
3+ Married & Single(s) 41 7.8 20 4.0
Total 450 85.4 420 83.3

. . F
of the measure, it is clear that the nuclear as opposed to the

extended fémily was the prototype for the

Y

Deséite the crudeness

1881
"‘No. %
55 12.3

7 1.6
290 64.7
120 2.7

364 81.3

overwhelming majority

cf households in Montague. Indeed, if cne were to consider

that the households inhabited only by_ﬁarried people were - |

primarily the homes of recently married peoplé\whbse first

M

L
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children had not yet been born, and that the households
inhabited by widowed people only were formerly the homes of
nuclear families, it could be argued that up to ninety percent
cf all households were affected by the nuclear family prototype.
The trend towards smaller families can be e%amined
within the nuclear households in wh;ch two married and varying
numbers of single inhabitants were present. A breakdown of

family size within this group is presented in Table 6. Clearly,

Table 6. Nuclear Household Comparative Size
1861 1871 1881
Household No. 3 No. % ' No. %
2 Married & 1-4- .
. Singles 189 50.7 169 48.3 l66 57.2
2 Married & 5-~8 .
Sinfles 149 39.9 149 42.6 102 35.2
2 Married & 9+ :
Singles 35 9.4 32 9.1 22 7.6
Total 373 100.0 350 100.0 290 100.0

there was né dramatic shift in family size, either in the two
percent decline of families with eleven Sr more members, or in
the seven percent increase of families with six members or less. .
To judge from these statistics alone, the decline in family

size appears not to have taﬁen place until after 1871. More
precise statistics on the mean nuﬂser of people in hduseholds
headed by farmers indicate that.the gradual decline in family

. <
size commenced in the 1860s. From 6.7 people in 1861, this
: ' : . . .

number dedyreased to 6.5 in 1871 and to 6.2 persons per household
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in 1881. Thefggét~§HLt farmers headed between eighty and
ninety percent of households -in Montague between 1861 and
1881, preveﬁts a comparison of decreasing farm household size
with households headed by inhabitants engaged in oﬁg;}\
occupations. Notwiﬁhstanding this, on the whole an observablé
decline 4f household size came into being in the 1860s and
cont%gﬁgd. | " |

/ The declinfe of mean household size points to an
in;reésing number of families which actually were not nuclear

families, although their composition reflected the primacy of

the nuclear family as a prototype. While the number of nuclear

/ households either remained stable or decreased slightly, theseJﬁ
“"non-nuclear" families increased in number, as shown in Table }.
Table 7. ~ Non-nuclear Household Composition & Growth
] 1861 1871 | 1881
Household\v No. % No. % No. %
Singles Only 13 2.5 14 2.7 14 3.1
Widowed Only 6 1.1 - 8 1.6 9 2.0
Wwidowed & Married 1 0.2 4 0.8 2 0.5
Widowed & Single Q\\;ii_ 5.3 46 9.1 55/ 12.3
1 Married & Single(s) 8 1.5 o 0.8 7 1.6
ﬁrriegingiggwed & 33 6.3 33 6.5 41 9.2
J/ Total 89 16.9 109 21.5 128 28.7
s S §

The few households in which widowed and marri%ed resided together

complements the larger number of widowed who resided by

~

™




themselves. Wherever circumstances permitted, widows
apparently preferredlto preside over their own households,
rather than move in with married children, relatives or
neighbours. The relatively few Petitions for relief or
exemption from taxes on behalf of Montague widows in the 1860s
and 1870s in contrast to numerous petitiohs in the 1840s and
1850s suggest that increasingly women were egual to the task
. . . i
of managing a farm. The small number of households inhabited
by one married person and varying numbers of.single people
points to a minor but continuing proportion cof broken marriages
that persisted. An example of a wife and mother abandoned by
her husband is provided in a petition from thirteen inhabitants
to the township council in April 1865. They obse_rved:l
that Mrs McRitchie, Wife of James McRitchie
Late of Montague but now or the last heard of
him in the Disunited States, having been Left
with a small family of Children one of which is
now Deceased, the remainder of the family are
in very indigent and suffering Cifcumstances, we

therefore Pray your Council to Grant them relief
from the Funds of the township and relieve them.

Whether abandoned, widowed or remaining single, an increaéing
proportion, although remaining a minority, of Montague
inhabitants.did not live within nuclear households.

The predominance of nuclear househol@s and the nuclear
prbtotype must be understooé within the context of rural

interdependence within a:family and within a neighbourhdod. It

has been argued that the high rural birthrate which existed o

the early mid-nineteenth century was the responge of immigrants

- e
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to the task of establishing farms.and paying for them, by
having numerous children to provide labour. This, asserts
David Gagan, inevitably led to a crisis in the farm economy:2

The real challenge in the ldhg term was to solve

the problem of those overpopulated rural house-
holds which had once depended for their standard

of living on the labour of many children but could
no longer compensate them adequately for their
contribution and even victimized them in the
interests of social security and stability.

#

The "crisis", claims Gagan, could only be circumvented by
increasing the acreage of the land to be divided among sons, or
by giving birth to fewer children through deferring marriage,

. . T .
or by pulling up stakes and moving elsewhere.” Only the last

of these could have been achieved within a short period of time.

Had a crisis indeed existed, more dramatic changes would have
been evident in household comigéigiodf' As Ian Winchester

observes, "A crisis brought on by overpopulation should have
led to more adults coming into one household, and more than

one’ family unit appearing in a household".3

But in Montague
in 1861 only fourteen percent of all households had three and

more married as well as single inhabitants, or, widowed, married

and single inhabitants in the same household, and -this proportion

declined in subsequent decades. This insight must be kept
within the context of more than one household existing on a
farm where éreviously only gne house had been. It is unlikely
that a'son and his wife would choose to live with his parents

in the same;houséhold, compared with the privacy and lack of
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domestic squabbles that an adjacent house, often the older

log house that had been replaced by a newer structure, afforded.
Hence, two or three sons and their famiI}es resided near their
father's farm and worked together with one another and with
fellow neighbours at‘farming, and atvnight each respectively
returned to his own home. To tréce such a pattern using land
records is beyond the scope of'this thesis, however the daily

entries of one farmwife, Euphemia Chalmers, 'in her diary of
N / :

1884 indicate how it functioned:4

September 1881- (3) I up home, J. [her husband)

to town (4) Janie home, Maggie down (7) J, I

to St. ‘Paul's church, Ray down (8) Ray and I up
home (13) J. drawing cheese (15) J. to Mr. Wards
_(17) thrashing at home (18} J. Peters thra%hing
(19) 1 up~hqm§1(22) J. to other place (29) Willie .
heme from Morkisburg (30) Sarah came down.
October—‘(l3) I up home, J. to town (28) I up
home, [Rev, Mr. Mylne here (31) J. to town, I up
home. HNovember- (7) butchered pigs (12) J.J. to
town, John Herren here (18) J. to bush (20) J.

to town with wheat (23) J, I to church, Ray home
{24) J, I up home (25) J. to other place (26) J.J.
to town (27) J. to other place, I to Mrs. Loucks.
December~ {(2) I up home (5) J, I to Uncle.Grahams
(6) Frank Davis came (7) Fred, T up home. (12) J,
I tc town (13) J. to other place (1l8) Gabriel
Fowler here (25) all folks for dinner.

Euphemia Chalmers was referring to the three Chalmers households
in southern Montague: where she and her first-cousin husband,
James Chalmers, lived was "here", James' father and brother
resided at the "other place" while her own parents and a.
brother's family resided "up home". The-close positioning of

similar surnames within the census returns suggests that this
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interdependent pattern existed on a substantial scale in
Montague, and even those farmers without brothers and parents
"could join with neighbqurs in mutual chores and bees just as
they did when performing statutg labour.

The stability that developed in the face of Montague's -~
declining population betweer 1861 and 1881 was reflected in
the 'very gradual dééline of family size in the general
population. The nuclear family remained the prototype for
the majority of households, notwithstandind?an increasing
number of extended family households. The small proportion
of extended faﬁilieé clearly ihdicates that there was no crisis
in the local farm economy. Within the context of cooperation
amghg family members and neighbours, and the increasing '
mechanization of agriculturevthere was decreasing need for as-
large families as had existed ét mid century,'and decreasing
need as well for as many people to farm within the township's

boundaries.
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Occupation and Wealth

N . -

\/1
Montague's rural economy permitted é remarkabiy
‘stable society in the l&GOéiénd 1870s. Despite the ;;;;;nuous
population decline which-begén é} this timd, the quality of
life for the majority of Montagﬁ; inhabitants improved for the
better from that at mid—century.. There were, of course,
instances bfvboverty persistlng in the township, but not to
' any extent that would permit the suggestion thét a rigid
‘structure of inequality divided local society. Certainly, these
instances paled in comparison with the widespread poverty that

had existed in the 1844s and 1850s. That there was no rigid

structure of inequality dividing Montague society in the 1860s

s

and 1870s appears due in lidrge part to the absence cf an
extrémely wealthy class of inhabitants, due also to a lqck
widespread poverty, and due to the fact that mosf inhabitants
increasingly were engaged In farming on iand which they owned.
Of course, some farmers were more prospaiggfzﬁpggﬁgfheré.

They cultivated significantly greater acreages, inhgbited finer
houses and probably imééiﬁed themselves to belong to an elite
comparea with the majority of théir fellow tillers of the soil.
Indeed, when one cgnsiders that the higﬁer municipal offices

‘in the township were all but moncpolized by farmers of non-Irish
ancestry who lived near the Rideau River, it could be argqed

»
\ .
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that an elite existed. UDespite this, there werf no enormous
inequalities, and failure was the exception rather than the
rule after 1860. Hence, Montague differed not only from urban

. . 4
settings such as Hamilton, but from rural communities such ‘as

-

Toronto Gore;Township.in Peel County as well, in its coﬁparé%ive
economi¢ stability during ther1860s and 1870s. ‘
The new spirit of improvement which distinguiéhed;
Montague farmers in the 1860s and 1870s from their predecessorsl
was apparent to outsiders passing throuéh. One, travelling

the road bgtween Smith's Falls and Merrickville in 1850,
remarked:l

There are some excellent stone houses along

the road, but a large proportion of the
dwellings and farm buildings are of a very

poor description, and much of the land appears
badly farmed. We noticed fields cropped with
wQeat, in which the stumps were completely
decayed, and would evidently have burned out
years ago: and yet the farmer, or occupant,
(for farmer he does not deserve to be called)
too indolent to set them on fire, continues. to
plough round them and sacrifice the ground they
encumber year after year. As might be expected
with such a state of affairs, mush of the cattle
appeared of poor quality and half starved, and
few good orchards were to be seen. Although
some of the land is poor and stony, still a
large portion is of gcod quality, and there is
no doubt if the country was inhabited by a more
active and industrious class of. settlers, it
would exhibit a very different appearance.

Some eighteen years later, in September 1868, another non-—

inhabitant trabelling along the same road exclaimed:2
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ville, we;méfe ag¥eeably struck with- the general
fihe aspect of the country; - the superior cféss
of buildings; /fhe large, rich looking fields;

- and the general air of thrift, taste and comfort
pervading each homestead- '

In our journey begween Smi¥th's Falls and .Rose-

Within less than twenty years the face of Montague agriculture
had been:largel§ tr; Iformed This was due in part to the )
formation of the Montague Agricultural Society .in 1860 ‘which,:
along w1th its annual exhlbltlon encouraged the raising of
local stan@ards of breeding. and husban@ry. ¢

-The changeimust elso“be s%en withinftﬁeﬁaontext of

\0
~ increasing land oSéersnip.x As late as the 1850s, . .many Montague

farmers did not own -farms, eithe}

T -

) maklng payments on their farms as t

rentlng or squattlng, or
passed.‘ Twenty "

years was not an unduly lengthy period for a family to wait

between settllng on land and acqu1r1ng title to it. John

- widowe before Clergy Reserve Lot 27 in the first concess'on )

‘ S

\\wasﬁgfénted to her, 1n 1849, The James Porter famlly arriy d
from Ireland in {/Ay and settled a number _of farms 1n tge)

-

western half of the £ifth and slxth coﬂbeéslons, but not until

the late, 18605 did a member:of ‘the famlly obtaln legal title

to land.4 William James began to settle on lot 21 in the sixth }
conce551on after having purchased tFe "goodw1ll" of a former '
1nhab1tant in 1843 but was engagee in a ¢laims. battle with
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" indicated the Situation of many families before 1860:
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a neighbour until 1857, afterwards taking an additional
eighteen years to purchasewthe reserve from the government.”
The 1840s-and 18505, although a period of unprecedented )

population increase and immigration into the township, were

ﬁmarked by a struggle for many families to keep body and soul

'ﬁbggther and’ to bégin accumulating capital with which to purchase

land. The comments of Simon Sexsmith in January 1847 probably
6

~

I have a large family, had to sell my oxen to

pay the back rent, to. fulfill the requlsltlons

as far as p0551ble, am poor and think the price

it was valued at, very high when compared with

the quality of the land. Still the labour &
expenses which I have been at will induce ‘me to -
comply with any measure which may be enjoined

rather than be turned into the highway destitute,

of house or shelter and my labour & expenses

Onl'y by the 1860s and 1870s did a majority of families own

the land they previously had éultivated, and ownership brought
with it a new prige of property that squatters had rarély
exhibited. Iﬁ\seems hard?§\001nc1dental that the log shanty
virtually passed out of existence in Montague at the same time

that a é;;%Ilty
(}arms.§\

f inhabitants at long last owned their own

Férﬁfng Qas»the occupation of the majority of household
he%ds,‘and increasingﬂifbecame the occupation of the majority
of.ﬁﬁose inhabitants whop census enumerators listed with an
occup?tibh. Indeed, as Table 8 demonsgkéteé, the ﬁroporﬁibn

of household heads employed in farming increased by nine pérce

®
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Table 8. Occupation of Househo}d Head by Categor&
Type 1861 1871 - 1881

. No. 3 No. ] No. %
Professional 4 0.8 7 1.4 1 0.2
Clerical -3 0.6 - 5 1.0 3> 0.7
Farmer | 394 79.6 385 78.7 376 88.7
Tradesman ' 4 .0.8 7 1.4 -—- -—=
‘Artisan 41 8.3 41 8.4 ° 17 4.0
Labourer 48 9.7 " 39 8.0 27 6.4
Other | o1 Te 0.8 . - =3
Totals 495 100.0 4&3"5":" 99.7 424 100.0

between 1861 and 1881. 1In the two other occupational categories
in which any significant number of household heads were employed,
artisans and labourers, the percentage employed actually
declined. ‘The decline by more than half in number of artisans
who were’ household heads. between 1871 and 1881 probably )
reflected the exproprlatlon of “the Elgln subdivision by Smith's
Falls in 1874, although as Table 9 shows, the proportion of
artisaneizlthln the populatlon as a whole did not decllne
Conversely, the halv1ng of the number of household heads whe
were labourers belied the proportlgpal drop by 75% of all
labourers within the population. ¥or reasons that are not
enti;ely &lear &EQF overall number of labourers decreased by

roughly the same number that farmers increased by between 1861

_ and 1871. L 7 &
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Tablé 9. Occupation of General Population by Categgry

Type 1861 . 1871 . 1881

' No. % No. %  No. %

Professional - 20 2.4 24 2.7 ° 19 . 2.5

Clerical 4 0.5 17 1.9 - 9 1.2
- ' Farmer 419 49.2 644  72.5 594  78.5

Trédesman . 4 0.5 .u 7 0.8 1 0.1
/(\ (\ Artisan | 60. 7.1 - 84 9.5 53 7.0

Labourer 339 39.8 106  11.9 79 10.4

Totals 851 100.0 888 100.0 757 100.0

% of Total Population 24.9 27.9 . _ 28.2

i .
’ The dominance of farming in Montague is not sufficiently

_revealed by a comparison of the numbers and percentéges of people

employed within the categories of occupation used in Tables B
van& 9. Indeed, in dividing those with occupations among
prrfessional, cleriéal; farmer{’tradesmaﬁi artisan and labouref
categories, as has been done in Table 9, care must be taken
not to accept at face value the térms used by census enumerators
inldetermining occupational structu:eh It is unlikely that
oniy fifty:pe;gént of those with an)occupation in 1861 were
endaged in farming, in contrast with nearly eighty percent two
JJ/' O deéades later. fhe overwhelmiﬁg mafority of housgholds were -
heaﬁed by farmers during the period, hence the majority of
Fhe:labourers listed 4n the 1861 census érobably were fa;mers'
u?  . . }ons who worked either for their father or on a neighbour's
Y s Y - ' T “

. .
. [
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farm as day iabourers. This 'is cohsis_ent with the stability
of the proportions of other occupatlonal categories with the
general p;pulatlon, and with the decline in tradesman, artisan i/
and labourer heads of household during these two decades.
the 1871 and 1881 census returns the eneﬁerators Jistinguishee
farmers' sons, and tﬂese have been included within the farmer
category in Table 9. The laboq;ers also listed in these returns
prokably resided near and worked in the villages of Smith's
Falls and Merrickville, and forrthe~;ost‘part_were not engaged
in agricultural activity.

The aiscnegancy_Petween the proportions.of heads of
householq and those of the general population with a nonagri-
cultural occup ionjsuggests that although as significant a
proportion of jig\younger population continued to apprentice
or enter intc such occupatiens, increasingl§ fhey could not
find ehployment within Montague's boundaries with:which to

. a/fﬁeupport a family, forcing them to leave. the community ror
opportunitykelsewhEre: .The number of household ﬂeads (ihcluding
- labourers} not employed in agriculture declined by half, while
the proportion of the general workforce net'agricﬁlturally |
employed remained stable between 1861 and 1881. This sug&ésts
as well thatéionagrlcultural occupatlons were regarded by
//? young men as a-femporary or part—tlme form of Qployment
that cohtribute@ to. the general household income/, but increaeinglyl
were regarded as insufficient for a household/;ead téf;;;;;rt
s N
A
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a faQily. Hence, although there were sixteen teachers

s . &

employed in township schools in 186 ; only one headed a

househecld. Although ten blaéksmith were listed in 1881, only

half that‘number headed households. Although the numbers of ’ ,/LF? ’

persong_yithin‘specific occupgkiéis itgﬁr fluctuated or were

too sﬁ;ll in themselves to cqnstifutgdsignificant gatterns in

.occupational structure, it is quite cléar that as large'a

proportiQn ©of young men who)lived within their parents' » . .

househol‘s continued as idly L&-lBSl as in 1861 to pursue

nonagri/{iﬁﬁfal occupat 9ns; while the proportion of héusehold

heads eﬁgaged in farming increased. o “:\
Montague was served by a thin layer of professio;als:

mostly teachgfs, a few c%g?g& and the occasional engineerfﬁx’

doctor and fpotary éublic.. T;;:%umber of individﬁals-involved-

in cleyical occupations fluctuated, quadrupling from four in

, 1861 to\seventeen in 1871, and then halving to nine in.1881.

,//_The e clerica ugfills belonged to lock masters on the Rideau ‘

Canal, station masters on ﬁﬁ% ?rockville and Ottawa Railway
and telegréph operators in addition to the more typical clerks,

bookkeepers, printers ana‘insurance agents. The number of ) n

" tradesmen also fluctuated; :afterAincreasing from four to
seven between 1861 and 1871, only one was listed in the 1881 \\

® S
-census. These were mostly general merchants or grocers along

with the occasional commercéial traveller. The one hotel listed

' ., in 1831 in contrast with two listed in the 1871 census is

&\
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somewhat ironic, since in 1869 the sale ot liquor had been
banned in Montague. Between the taking of these tworcenetses
up to half a dozen taverns and hotels selling liquor had
opened and been c¢losed.in the township. The increasing number
of clerks and tradesmen between 1861 and'187l geflegted the
grothr&} the adjacent village of Smith's Fallet“while the
/decllning number between 1871 and 1881 reflected the removalﬁ\
of those living in the expropriated v1llage of Elgln. The L
N proportion of artisans within Montague's boundarles,petween
1861 and 1881 rema%ned stable, aRFrt from a slight upward
fluctuation in 1871. Among.the principa} artisans in lBﬁlawere
shoemakers, blacksmiths,‘cabinet makers, varpenters, cooper
joiners, saddlers and weavers; seanftres es, carpentere,

moulders, blacksniiths, weavers, cabinet makers, coopers,

ﬁanufacturers, millers, milliners and shoemakers in 1871; -and

seamstresses, blacksmith arpenters, plasterers and weaVers

in 1881 The decline in number of moulders and manufacturers
between 1871 and lBBk\reflected the exproprlatlon of Elgin,

. while the declining number of shoemakers 1nﬂTcated the competition

“ l . . : \
posed by’ 1ndustr1al-1z?tlon in urban ée.nj;reﬁ
CenSus repﬂrns do not accurately indicate the Wie of
women in Mont gue ] economy. A married woman was notflisted as
'*’\ hav1ng an occupation unless her h s@aﬁd had died or left, and‘

h17?9ccupatlon was conveyed the womanéginence, the major?xye

Af ,women who toiled as. homem kers, butte ids and tengers\bf

—_—
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liveglock were not eredited by census enumerators.with having
an occupation. Indeed, when prizes were awarded at the ennual
exhibition of the Montague Agricultural Society, even those
given for woven and pieced quilts, woollen stockings and a
child's dress - allAcleerly the work of women’s.kends - along
with all other produce were awarded and eredited in locel

newspaper accounts to their husbands. ’

The domestic produc%ion
of nearly 150,000 pounds of butter in 1861 deubtless depended
in 1arge part on the work of Montague farmwomen. In 1861, Iof
_\\Fhe 851 individuals listed w1}h an occupation only fifty- flvi’
were women: twelve were farmers, thlrty three were servantS,
six were teachers aleng ‘with .two labourers, a painter and a
weaver. The number of wom%ﬁ increased to only 56 out of 888
pefsons listed wfth an ocdﬁpation in 1871, in fact a decrease
from 6.5% to 6.3%.of Ehosé'with an occupation; however, tne'
ﬁproporfion of servants had subsided siénificantly. 0f the 56
women, there were sevef teachers, a telegraph operator in the
clerical category; 22 artisans - mostly seamstresses, a hotel
keeper in the tradesman category, eighteen farmers and seven
la??urers By 1881 when the number of women was 55 or 7.3%

(\.
of the 757 individuals listed w1th an occupatlon, eight women

3 +

had entered the professional category as teachers, fifteen were
cla581f1ed as artisans, 26 were llsted as farmers and five more

were listed aekyabourers While the proportion of wonf@h - .
4 5 A :
labourers deslined from.19.3% to 6.3% between 4861 and 1@/

- A

-
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the proportion of female farmers increased‘from‘2.9% to 4.4%
an’d that of female professionals .- al."i_eachers - ros.e from
30% to 42.1%, while female artisans soared from 3.3% to 28.3%
cf all artisans between 1861 and 1881.
- en comprised the majority of servantsegin Montague
households/ although by 1881 the declining nulber of servants
coincided with an evening ;agzggof males to females. There
was a strikingly .low nunber of-servanes in the township in
comparison with Huntley Towﬁship'jn Carleton County. Despite
Huntley's smaller population, fﬁwlBGl when both towﬁships had
their greatest number of servants, there were 79 servants in

- Huntley in cocontrast to 40 in Montague.8 The decline in'HEmber
of servants was also more rapid in Montague, indicating that

/~e\:3§§)dislike of servitude was particularly pronounced. Given

‘the gre ter wealfh in Montague by 1861, as manifested in the o
larger umber of stone, brick and frame houses constructed, the
presence of servants in a communlty is not an-accurate gauge of:
its wealth. Thelr presence,)lnstead, it may be argued, provides
‘ a better';easure of poverty. The greater number and greater
persistence of servants in Huntley_in.contrast to Montégue
is one indicatioﬁ'that poverty did not have as great a foothold
ﬁy\Moﬁtague. Inplicit in this interpretati?n’zs the argument
“that those rural families which kept servants, did so as much

to provide employment for the locally impovefiehed ghan because

their se:vieeﬁ/&ere particularly needed or could be afforded.-

AY
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' decline in servants .of Irlsh ethnlc origin from 89% to 50%

A comparison of servants(}ﬂ‘Montague and Huntley is

provided in Table 10. There is \no documentation to indicaté*\\

how well or poorly servants were pald although since most /

llved in their masters' hoPses, it is f.kely they received

llttle more than-free room and board in return for their work.

;TabIe 10. Number of Servants
1861 ; 1871 . : 1881
Montague Huntley Montague Huntley Montague HuntleyE
Male ' 7 21 4 4 -5 LV
Female 33 58 5 33 4 22
Totals - 40 79 9 37 9. 23
Pooulaeiok 128 4.0% 0.3%  1.5% 0.3%  0.9%

Half of all servants in 1861 were Methodlst with Roman Catholics
and Church of Engl\nd members comprising most of the remalnder.
Roman Cathollcs, follqwed by Methodists, dominated in 1871,

but by 1881 servants came frog no partlcular religious group.

The proportlons of 'servants born in Ireland and Canada fluctuated
with 75% belng.born in Canadarln 1861, geven-ninths born in

N ' v 4
Ireland in 1871, and seven-ninths born im Canada in 1881. The

between 1871 and 1881 1ndlcates that servitude was los1ng
popularlty the further away the community came from the era

of Irish 1mm1gratlon, and 1ndeed that the general standard’ of
11v1ng ln Montague was.rising. R

>

o
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Tﬁg presence of servants in households Qrovides an
imperfect key with which to examine the more prosberous
families’of Montague %n.1861.' Of the thirty-~four households
containing servants, twenty-six were headed by farmers, two
by clergy, and one épiece gy a saddlér, a gentleman, a carpenter,
-a mill owner, a station master, a hotel keeper and a merchant.

Oof t wenty-six farmers with servants in their househclds,
nineteen cultivated one hundred 6{ more acres of land. With

he exception of three farmers situated on fertile land

{

headed b§ men born in Ca?ada, while a third of them were Irish-

-

born. More than half were Methodists while fpur Roman Catﬁ&lics,

i iqgidiately north of Smith's Félls, the rest‘resided south of

, fourth concession. More than half of the households were

four Church of England membe;s,Jfour Presbyﬁerians, a Baptist,

an Adventistsand a Universalié? headed households containing -

-

'-/7/£érvants. Only a third of the thses in which these households,
- ? q -

dweM: were oM log construction. One was brick, a dozen were stone,

i

. nine were frame and one was of grout construction. Of these

" . wvarious statistics, those concerning  house constructigh are the
s ‘ . ' ;
e

‘mgst valuable. Although it is clear that Methodists were over-
..represented whiLe‘ahurch o§ England members and Roﬁ%n’@atholicé

were vastly uﬁae}—represented‘among thosg households, containing
# |servants, the two-thirds of houses not of log construction is
. . sl
- ‘ 3
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the host‘telling indication ef the comfortable means required
to afford a servant. Or, instead, was it more a matter of
having the comfortable means to accommodate and keep a servant
in one's emplo&, rather than allow her to entertain-the‘idea
or eventually leaving for her own home? Only one servant,B »
Elizabeth Telford, was head of her own household in 1g61. . But"/
although most servants llved in relatively comfortable hOuse-
holds,{the majority of the finer houses did not conzain servants,
and indeed a few of the farmers listed w1th a servant farmed
less than flfty acres. )

The ke€ping of servants during the early 1860s,. and

“decline suggests changing attitudes towards the

,Ali?bn’ entice has pointed to both the low. status
of servants and the denigration of service as an ideal

articulated in the Journal of Education durlng this period. 9

. vy
Si?fe.women comprlsed the predominant proportﬁ.n of.Servants
durlng the 1850s and 18605, the decllne reflected the increasing
empha51s that was being placed on domesticity as, the true

sphere of a woman's work. She should not go outside the coh%}nes
' ' i * - N ﬂ ‘..
of her own heme to find work, but hersklf, by being "submissive

s

unto her' husband" as both the Bible g d Egerton Ryerson

“admonished, co

ance her husband‘s status by show1ng K\'

éapabilit& in dc ic.offices, .- Th&-decllne in number of

female servants ref'ected a change from the prlvatlons of the

-

1840s and 18 “t the domestic conveniences of the 1860s and -

re

E
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l§705 as the quallty of housing improved. Similarly, the

(@

~_J‘Ea‘i'mer found 1€6s need for servants and children as agriculture
‘incraasingly'mechanized; As Peter Clark observed before the
Ontario Agrlchltural Commifsion in 1881, “The farmers all use
agricultural machinery free_ly“.10 But although the-décreasing'
fertility rate; bettet:quality of-housihg.andYincreasihg ratio
of females to males enhanced a decreasing heed for “servants,
it is not altogether clear that the servant was contrlbutlng to
his master's welfare, as much as the master was looklng after
that of the servant.‘

This is not to sSuggest that-a redueed,formiof "noblesse
cblige”, existed in, mla niheteenth century-rhral Uppef Canada,
lbut rather that there were ethnlc and rellglous bonds which
. acted as catalysts for offering positions to 1nle1duals w1thout
‘ready means of\sqpport.- Over half of the servants in 1861“
'_ had the sane rehlgion.as their masters, and the—same‘proporuien
shared the same country of birth. The dominance of Methodists
among:thase employing serwants and among the servants themselves
' suggest\\that serv1ce was not regarBed as a subservient
occupation,. but rather a means,of prepar;ng for employment
as a mature ‘adult. By 1881, five of~th< nine seivants had
the same country of birth as thelr masters, whlle all but two
" had the same rellglon, Servants overwhelmlngly were youthful

with the proportion below age twenty-five decrea51ng frqm

90% in 1861 to 67% ir1871 and 1881.- Although a few, - - &

‘r . : “ B v



servants were middle-aged, service for young men and women
clearly was but a temporary phase of llfe, and prqyably
amounted to nothing less than on- the-spot tralnlng for men in

farming and for women in doméstic chores. This .helps to

explain why' a majority of the more prosperoushouseholds did.

not "employ" servants. - - ' ¢1 - o o
S X , . _—_—
. 1

" There is no ev1dence that the more- prosperous'lnhabltants
of Montague consrdered themselves members of an upper class
Although the w1ves}of the more prosperous fdrmers mlght be
eleﬁantly arrayed in silk when their photographs were‘takeé?'and
John McGilI Chambers might, %ongue—in—cheek term his _stone house
"Tanor—house" and affect @ltle of Baron Munchausen MCGlll
Chambers, these were instances of prosperous Montague 1nhab1tants//,h

asplrlng to what they could not be, or to be more ﬁreblse, .what

the rural Eastern Ontarlo economy would not permlé\tbegﬂt

With farmlng the occupatlon of between elghty and nine Y percent
S '\--i - . o
of household heads, the slmllarlty of work done by large +

landhclder as well as'small, as well as shared éommunlty_chores

such as statute labour and threshing bees ensured“that local

- PR
2

soclety was not d1v1ded by the rlgld structure of 1nequa11ty 4

observed qlsewhere in Ontario. As Table 11 lndlcates;‘the . ,- 2
amount of land occupled aéﬁ.lmproved was max1mlzed between o~
1861 and 1881, and the ratio of land to men aged twenty years
and older increased as tbe overall populatiob'declined.-ﬁ

Indeed, whide the ratio of.acrssfép general occupied pe;hman

‘. .. ) ' . \ s N “
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Tabié 11. Ratio of Males Aged 20+ to'génd.0ccupied & Improved
. . Date _Acres_Occh;ed 'Ratio gcres Improved Ratio
) 1860 48,385 C1:67 16,924 1:23
1870 49,824 1:67 25,451 1:34
1880 55,286  1:81 32,031 1347

over age twenty rose by 21% between 1861 and 1881, the ratio

of improved acres per man douﬁled. Tablé 12 shows that although

the prqportion of individuals holding 50 acres or more of land

remained stable, there was an increase from 29% to 46%'of

those holdings containing one hundred or more acres.ll ;Pértiéularly

significant was the trebling to 16% of those farms containing“ ¢

200 or more acres, while the proportion of holdings under ten
., acres doubled. Conversely, the number of farms containing

B

between eleven and one hupdred acres declined. If it may be

Table 12. Land Holding in Montague, 1860-80
'1860 1870 1880
. No. k3 No. $ - No. %
. No. of Occupiers 443 399 © 409
*10 Acrés.& Under 18 4.1 11 N2, 32 7.8
11-50 Acres '. 74 16.7 64 - 16.0 58 14.2
;%1—100 Acres 218  49.2 _179. 44.9 131 32.0
101~200 Acres - 112 25.3 110 27.6 125 /30.3
200+ Acres—~ 21 4.7 35 8.7 64 15.6
] assumed that acreage size is an~indicator of wéalfh, then - <

clearly the number of prpspering farmers was increasing by 1881.
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Thg most accurate barometer of wealth for this period
':was house construcﬁion in 1861. The decline in number of log
shanties from thirty percent.of hguS§ﬁg im 1851 to less than
: .
one' percent by 1861 is eloqueht testimony to the improving
'standatd of living that had dey’eioPed in the 18505.' The four-
shanties remaining in Montague in 1861 were all iﬂhabited‘by

s o

‘\\ railway labourers, a clear‘ihdication of the accuracy with

' L) . .
which house construction reflected wealth. Unfortunately, the

log houses in which three—qﬁarters of qutague's ﬁopglation
resided,\do not necessarily provide precise enough information
about the comparative wealth of their inhabitants. Log hquses
varied from outmoded structures with stoﬁg hearths dating f;qm
the late eighteenth century to the large house of Robert
Livingston which boasted the dimensions of a stone house aﬁd
was cover;d by board and batten. The frame, stone and brick
houses listed in the lBél census nevertheless do provide a
means of examining the m;re Prosperous inhabitants of the
township. Although household heads born in Ireland comprised
over half Montague's totéi, they owned only a third of the - «
better houses. éonversely; Canadian-born inhabitants comprised
a third of all household heads, but they ihhabited 45% of the
betéZf houses. Scotti;h heads o% household were not as greatly
ovef-;eprésented, while the proportion of Eﬁglish and American-~

born household heads' with frame, stone or brick houses was

more than double their proportion of the township total.

-



\_/ ‘ - | . ) 86
Broken dgwn by religious affiliation, Church of England and
Roman Cétholic household heads wege ieast likely to reside in
-a fine house. This was particularly trug}fof Church of‘England
heads, and although they comprised 39% of all heads of ﬁBusehold,
~opnly 23% of the fimer houses were headed by Church of England
adherents.  Conversely, although only a gquarter of Montague
‘households were headed by Methodists, 42.6% of the finer houses
were inhabited by them. Presbyterians also were over—nepresenteé‘
in heading the bétter guality homes. Clearly, Methodist and
Canadian-born household heaés~enjoyed gr?ﬁter prosperity than
other groups, although-Sco?tish, Englisr{ERKTZMmerican—born, and
Presbyte;ians shared this to a lesser extéﬁﬁ. The Irish-born
wege more l%kely to be found inhabiting log ﬂouses. The greater
likelihood of Church of England rather than Roman Catholic
inhqbitant$ to be residing\in log houses; or in other words to
bé least prosperous éontrasts with the general trend in both
qualitative and quantitative history to perceive Irish Catholics
as ihexorébly on the bottom‘runé of the social ladder in mid
nineteenth century Oﬁtario. L.
The household of Peter Clark, by wa} of example, was
among the more prosperous in Montague between 1861 and 18813
Peter and his wife Margaret both had been born in Scotland,
and were members of the Free‘Churcﬁ. Peter had arrived with
his parents in Lanark County in 1829 at age twenty, and by

1861 was presiding over a family of five sons and four daughters
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ranging {n age from eighteen to two years. His farm consisted
of 150 acres in the second concession, adjacent to the village

of Roseville and barely a mile from the Rideau. His family

inhabited a large stone house. As his sons grew to manhood

2

- Clark continued té acquire land‘until by 1880 he claimed to
farm 325 acres. Although the quality of his farmland was
depreciating through ovefcropping by 1880, Clark describe& the
dairy-farming praéticed on this extensive acreage:

A good deal of our land is light or rough; about
200 acres can be ploughed. Flat rock comes into
parts of it. My five sons work the farm without
hired help.

We keep in winter 40 or 50 head of cattle, of
which 25 will probably be milk cows. We don't
pretend to fatten stock. We look chiefly to
dairying, and send all the milk to a cheese
factory. Our cows will average $25 apiece from
the cheese factory, per season, and make butter
besides. 1In addition to home consumption, we
sell from 200 1bs. to 300 lbs. of butter

The stock is not improved. - We have used no-
thoroughbred male animal. I do not think there
is a thoroughbred bull in the township of any
breed. Our stock is as good as any I see in this
district. -

In addition to cattle, the Clark sons raised sheep, swine and
apples. While they laboureé on the farm, Peter added to his
family's prestige by becoming vice-president of the Montague
Agricultural Society when it was founded in 1860, and by the
late 1870s had become its president. Between 1865 and 1890

he operated the Roseville post-office, and by theglate 1870s

was manufacturing cheese at the Roseville cheese faqtory.l3

)

In 1860 he was elected a councillor on the Montague Township
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Couqcil, Qas deputy reeve from 1863 to 1871, and from 1872 to
1882, and again in léB4 and 1885 served as reeve; He was warden
of Lanark County in 1879. 1In the parlance of the time, Peter
Clark was a solia citizen. Despite his various sources of income,
it 'is worth noting that as late as 1880 all five pf his sons -
ranging in age from 36 to 21 years - remainedlhome to tend the
family f§rm. Alfhough the Clark family was as prospérous, as
industrious and as favoured a family aé one might hope to find
in Montague between 1861 and 1881, thé labour of all its members
was required to maintain its‘economy. Before déiry farming had
been introduced in the 1870s, in Peter Cl@rk's own words, "We
could hardly live onlthe Fari previously“.14

At the other end of the spectrum were individuals on
the brink of starvation, usually widows, abandoned wivés, the
aged and thosé Qeéét bj accidents and natural disasters, who
never comprigéd more than a fraction of the population. For
example, the proportion of widowed persons increased from 2.3%
to 4.1% of Montague's population between 1861 and 1881, the
majority.of whom were not impOVerished since they resided in
the homes of sons and daughters. A few widows heading households
requested exemption from municipal taxes and statute labour
as in the 1862 instance of :éﬁe widdow of the late William
Dormer . . . as she is left destitute of any help and living
on a verry poor plea"ce".l5 The widow who headed a household

of adolescents and young men and women on a farm had FO ‘
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particular fear of poverty. For the farm family, whether
headed by male, female, two parents or indeed no paren%F was
only vulnerable at the stage when its children were all or

,'mostly too young to contribute to its income or pioﬁide
- - - N . *
significant labour. At such -a stage, if its head fell ill,

as in the-case of Joseph Stewart on the sixth concession in

April 1865, the ramifications were all too bleak. A petition

to the township council from twenty-five neighbours stated:'®

The case of Joseph Stewart who.is now lying on

.2 sick bed under Doctors care and having a family
'of Eleven.Small helpless children demands your
active Sympathy and relief. We the undersigned

do but represent the majority of inhabitants of

his Section of the township, by asking such :
assistance as shall enable him to_ sustain his
family untill he shall be able to work again.

Sad indeed was the pFospect of a family when a number of
unfortunate circumstances combined at tpe_stége when a household
was fhﬁ;ed with "helpless" children. Thomas Reid in the tenth
concession was in his early seventies and headed a household of
nine young children when in August 1856 "he lost his all" by

fire. Petitions from neighbours to the township council referred
to "the suffering state of Thomas Reid with a large family in

L]
a stage of starvation"” in 1863; that he was "in very destitute

circumstances and confined to Bed, the probability is never
will be able to rise" by 1864; "in very indigent circumstances
in fact has nothing to keep him living agd.his family and
himgé{i and they are in danger of starving” by 1866; and as

late ags 1870 was receiving gifts from neighbburs in southern
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Beckwith and northern Montague.17 But this was a remarkable
instance, the consequence of a man deferring marriage until
past middle age that was unique in Montague.

‘The continuous Aid that Reid along with other inhabitants
received from the municipal coffers, and indeed the very |
petitions of numerous neighbpu;g recommending such grants and
themselves individually providing aid, is clear evidence that
although the number of inhabitants recéiving relief was but a
fractién of Montague's population, prosperous and less prosperous
neighbours alike,empathizedand sympathized with.their plight.
‘They did Qo because the'ovek@helming majority 7f71;;;bitants
shared the same occupation and contlnually were q““ie of how
easily any of them might be precipitated 1nto ruin. Nor was
this solicitude and feeling of commonality'wholly restricted to
-.those sharing the same occupation or even among only the
permanent inhabitants of Montague. Farmer Joseph Christie
was observed by neighbours "attending to and proyiding for aﬁ
Indigent person named Wm; Glasford [a former teacher] who has
for about six weeks past been extremely ill énd in a critical
position through sickness and iittle hope of his recovery".ls'
In March 1866 other neighgours observed that "Mrs. Buntin
Widow of the Late Mr. Bunfin is in afvery indigent state and is
burthehed by a travelling Wo%ah that put up for-the night at\
her House was taken sicg‘& before she could left was'confined

and still remain[g a burthen upon Mrs, Buntin" .’ Clearly, the
' - : « |
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comparatively few instances of destitutiog and poverty that
appeared between 1861 and 1871 were responded to with the
"active sympathy" énd relief of the ;ommunity. ‘They revealed
the iﬁcreasing stability of the rural econoﬁy, as a transition
was made from wheat to mixed and dairy farming, a, stability
never far from subsistence agriculture which nevertheless kept
Montague inhabitants ever mindful of the possibility of ruin,
aﬁd sensitive to the plight of those who fell behiﬁd.
‘ Between 1861 and 1881 Montague increasingly was the
preserve of farmers, and although as high a proportion of young
meﬁ sought caréérs in nonagricultural occupations, they would
either have to move elsewhere to pursue tHem or eventually
resign themselves to farming. Population decline meant that
the ratio of land to farmers was increasing, and during thié
period the number of larger farms increased. The comparatively
small number of servants in Montague was one indication of the
lack of poverty in the township, and indeed the high proportions
of masters and servants with the same religion or country of ’
birth suggests that service was more a means of helping fellow
inhabitants and giving practical experience to thefaspiring
late-adolescent th wished to become-a farmer or héqsewife.
That‘the majority of houseﬁolds with the finer house;\did not
H;veiservants is further proof that the presence of servants

was not an indicator of wealth, but rather of practical aid to

mostly young persons. Using house construction in 1861 as a
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" barometer of wealth, Canadian-born, Methodist and Presbyterian
heads of household were disproportionately prosperous while
Irish-born Chﬁrch of England and Roman Catholic headed péﬁseholds

awere least likely to be prosperoﬁs. But as the examplé_pf
Peter Clark clearly shows, prosperity in Montague meant simply’

-

having a sturdy ‘house in which to dwell, a large acreagé of
. "
land and.a-large family to cultiQate crops. Essentially, this
was true across the township. The majarity of farmers by the
1860s and lé?Os had title to fheir land, were housed adequateiy,
and with the aid of large albeit shrinking famil;és and new
teghnology were'enlarging their holdings. But if natural
disaster or an accideﬁt overtook the farmer just when his

children were to oung to assist him, to stave off ruin he

received as or relief from the municipal coffers untii

he recovered%\\When some- farmers suffered major disasters, and

in northern Montague especially, this relief was not sufficient.
Such instances were rare. They kept all inhabitants sensitive

to the plight of neighbours, a clear indication thgt the majority
was enjoying a similar slightly.better thah subsistence living,
which combined with the emeréing dairy economy ahd an overall =

declining population énsured that- the quality of life would

continue to improve for‘those who.remained. *

~ L
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Literacy and Access to Education

The majoﬁ\i?provement in Montague during the 1860s
and 1870s was the achievement of universal school attendance

by the proponents of formal eduggzﬁb in the township.

Resistance to new programmes of buildiny_schools, to the T

fingﬁaing‘of such programmes and to the incré sing availability
of education for the children of every member Af the community
all but disapbeared by the mid 1860s. I1literafy, already on
the decline, increasingly was to be foqtg\lgfa shyinking |
proportign of the population, predominantly eldefly by 1881.
‘Although the proportion of illiterates in the population as
Ilate as 1871 compared poorly with ratios elsewhere in rural
Ontario, the dramatic increase in proportion of children -
attending-school‘after 1871 indicated how sweeping was the
impact'of the 1871 pfovincial education Act which stipu%ated'
that all children have the right to a'certain basic education.
Nevertheless, despite the progress of local educati n-between
1861 and 1881, the continuing propor\éon of illiterates within
Montague's rural economy continued to exercise some influence.
It is c}gar that a significant propogtion of children were
kept in school.for the absolute minimum of time allowed by liyf

and in fact some children who by law should have been in schbol

did not attend. The improving quality of schoolhousesnerected,
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the increasing number of schools, and most importantly the
increasing prdportion of students among those of school age
¥ all pointed to the inevitable and virtual disappearance of
; if!i%éracy in Montague by 1900. ﬂ
| | The use of census statistics to measﬁre literacy in
Upper Canada between mid-century and 1871 has sparked intense
debate in recent Canadian historiography. Harvey Graff afgue§

that the census offers an easier and far more accurate method

' of'ascertaining literacy than relying upon more traditional

sources such as parish rqgisters:} ‘ hf
One is dealing with the entire adult population A
of an area, be it rural or urban, not with a A
sample. . . . The census’enables the researcher
to conduct his study of selected groups, ethnic, o~

religious, occupational, etc., with a control

body of the rest of the group and population. e

This has the limitation of one geographical

place, but records exist for all areas in the

United Staées and Canada, so one is free to make

selections of geographical areas. Thirdly, the

census gives a far greater amount of direct

information on occupation, sex, age, marital status,

religion, place of birth, number of children,

their school attendance, type of dwelling, amounts

of property owned, and place of residenced, reducing .
N the amount of record linkage needed. ‘ "

n

' Graff admits that the 1861 census with its column headed with
the phrésé."Persgns over 20, who cannot :read ot write" conta}ns
'a certain ambiguity, as Eo whether it def%neslan éitﬁer/orr
sifuation or would only include an inabilitf to carry out boﬁh.
- operations. Despjite this, claims Gagant'éven the lBGi‘ceﬁsus,

imperfectly suited to'thg demands of the historian though it. may

. _ el . 2
be, serves to give a measure of a minimum standard of literacy.

-
e
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Graff}s advocacy of the census to measure giteracy
_ subseguently has come under attack from Herbert Méyé and H.F.
M;nzl. - At best.,” they argue,-triﬁi;ionqlwhistoriégraphic methods
should be brought to bear to test the validity and reliabfility
of census returns as with any other source. When Mays and
Manzl compare the returns of those illiterate in" the census with
signatures in literary records, they claim tq discover a
significant underenumeration of illiterates in th capsus
returns for Peel County and Hémilton. Was the "canpdt read or
wr{ge" coéﬁmn in the 1861 censug interpreted by the census |
léaumerators £o méan'“cannot-yead or write" or “can?ogézéégi
and/or write", 'they ask? Since rural householders did not have

%‘.

to £ill out forms and append their signatures as did thelr

- T

urban counterparts, the historian is left to rély upon the

A .
entries of the enumerator alone. Unfortunately, continue Mays
and Manzl, of the more than sixty columis on the 1861 census,
only literacy and sgpool attendance do not require a conscious
effort on the part of, the enumerator to create a historicéi
'recoré. If the Iiteracy column containgd a mark a man was

'iiliterate, but if it d4did not, a man not presumea to be il;
literate, was Ey definition, literate. Within the context of
taking the 1861 rural census,vargue Mays and Manzl, it might

i

have been easy for enumerators to not give proper attention

. )

to maKing entries in the"literacy column:3
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In a rural cessus district .only one man inter-
preted the meaning of a potentially ambiguous
column on-fhe schedule. If a mistake was made,
it was often made consistently. 1In the case of
-the literacy columns (25M/26F), this ‘could mean
that'-the column was virtually ignored by an
enumerator who was forced to move from one farm
"to another through one of the: worst winters in
more than a decade and to record as many as
seventy différent pieces of 1nformatlonafbr
each household. .

.Imélicitly}.argqe Mays and Manzl, the marks in the literacy

columns were only placed there to record illiterates who always

¥, were in the minority, and hence a significant number of

illiterates'ﬁay notf have been'entered‘in'fhe haste of taking

-~

the census.

15 responding to tﬂe Mays énd;Menzl'cfitigue of the f}f ;
value of ceeeus returns in meashrieg 1iteracy, Hagpyvey Graff has
refined his position. To leave the literacy Column of the 18
returns blank or empty to signify literacy was a statement es

firm as the action of ticking the column to indicate illiteracy,

Graif afflrms, and was no less accurate than the data entered

‘in the other columns.4 He deflects the Mays and Manzl claim

that there was a significant underenumera;}on'of illiterates
in Peel County and Hamilton 1861 census returns @hen compared
with signatures on contemporary ments, by observing that
the ability to sign one'e_name was n guarantee‘of literacy.v
The ability to sign one's name, he notes, has generally been
agreed to lie somewhere between the ability to read end the

ability to write "and'that’gahe degree of fluency in reading

LY
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{(which deoes not mean comprehension) may correspond to signinf;".5
Hence,' the signatures on wills by which Mays and Maﬁzl ckiim to
have exposed the unaerenuﬁeration in the 1861 census, is L_Selﬁ_\\
| N

an inherently distorted basis upon which to determine literacyw-
By contrast, the census might allow discrimination to be made
between readérs and non-readers, whereas thé literary sources
could not. As for the alleged imprecision of the degree of
illiteracy of the person whose name was ticked in the "cannot
read or write™ column of the 1861 census, Graff cites hiétqrians
of literacy such as Stone, Webb and Schofield to argue that
throughout English history one would commonly learn to read
before learning to wr_ite:6
Those who constructed the census question, it
would seem, were aware of how literacy was trans-
mitted. They took this imto account in placing
the conjunction "or" (in their definition of
literacy and in ordering the words reading, then
writing. Presumably, a person literate could read
or he could read and write, déepending on the length
and breadth of his or her schooling and needs for

these skills that his or her life demanded. An
illiterate.person was one. who. could not read.

The Mays and Manzl criticisT, concludes Graff, did not apply
to the rural census of 1861, while their endorsement of literary
sources was wholly uncpitical. ‘The advantage of data iﬁ census
returns is that it‘érovides_informa?ion not only for a sample
of household heads, but for the whole of the pcpulation RCYOSS
Upper Canada.’

The Aata pertaining to_illiteracy, and hence indirectly

to literacy, in the 1861 and 1871 returns for Montague lends
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credence Lo bﬁth sides of thé débate over the value of the
census in determining literacy. Only forty-two persons were
listed as illiterate in the 1861 census, a mere 1.2% of the
total township.population, compared with 310 persons or 9.7%
of the populétion who either could not read or could not read
and write in 1871. .Literacy statistics weré not collected in
the 1881 returns. Mays and Manzl appear to be-corroborated
in their argument that enumerators did not pay particular
attention to entering information in the literacy column in
1861, considering the scant fortystwo illiterates listed in’
Montague. The seeming d:dh@tic increase in number of
illiterates from 1.2% to 9.7% of the population between 1861
and 1871 contradicts the population decline and ethnic constancy
of Montague. Clearly, the lSél enumerators failed to list
most of the illiterétes inhabiting the township. It can be

quite safely assumed that the proportion-of illiterates was

decreasing as years passed, and hence if we can also assume

that the number listed in 1871 is accurate, the numﬁer of
illiterates in 1861 probably exceeded 10% of the populatioy.
Those listed as illiterates in#ﬂB?l provide striking evidénce:
that Graff surmised correctly when he argued that those who
devised the census, and enumerators as well, were_awat :zjﬁow
literacy was Franémittedl 0f the 310 illiterates, 2 conld
neither read nof write, while 148 could not write'

None were

listed who only could not read. Although the Mongague 1861
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returns harxdly provide the basis for so claiming, Graff, Mays o
and Manzl appear not to have considered that the potential
for inclusiveness in the rural cenéus returns was high since
enumerators themselves were from the sub-district and as often
as not were aware of who was and was not literate within the
community. 1In reqonciling this point with the obviously .
incomplete literacy. data ip the 1861 re®urns for Montague, it
seems probabie that local enumerator irtually ignored the
literacy column. Incomplete though{the 1861 returns uﬁdoubtedly’
were, they nevertheless provide a spmple sufficient for the -
sake of comparison with the 1871 census returns.

The decline .of illiteracy among Montague's population
between 1861 and 1871 is evident in the decreasing number of
single and marriéd illiterates, and the increasing'number of

widowed illiterates. As propoftions of the illiterate population,

these are expressed in Table 13. The significant increase in

Table 13. Relative Mar{tal Status of Illiterates
Marital Status Single Married . Widowed

1861 Cannot Read or Write 19.0% 76.2% 4,8%

1871 Cannot Wrife\h\‘ : 16.8% 70.9% 12.2%

1871 Cannot Read & Cannot
Write

1871 Cannot Read and/or
1Cannot Write

16.7% 73.5% 9.9%

16.9% . 72.,1% 11.0%

the proportion of widowed illiterates by 1871 clearly reflected

the aging of many who had been married ten years earlier.
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Although the undramatic declimie in proportion of married and
‘single i%iiﬁerates suggests that a significapt proportion'of
illite;ates remained in local‘EOCiety, £he lack of literacy
statistics in returns from 1881 onward prevents any analysis
of how quickly and how £horoughly illiteracy was disrooted.

Female illiterates ocutnumbered males among the genéral
pbpulation, although in one respect the proportion of males to
female; was relatively even. 1In the 1861 sample of illiterates,
47.6% Wére male while 52.4% were female: Of those who‘neither
couid.read nor wr;te in 1871, 50.6% were male and 49.4% were
female. But among the 148 inhabitants of Montague in.187l who
could read, but not write,-only 35.8% were male compared with
64.2% who were female. This discrepancy was due to there being
thrice as many widowed females and'twice as many married females
to males who could not writé, while there were comparable numbers
of single males and females. Clearly, the ratio of wholly
illiterate males (and fem%leS'was relatively even, but among the.
older inhabitants, women compriseé two-thirds of the partially
iliiterate. The even ratio of partially illiterate éingle males
and females in 1871 speaks well of the improving educational
opportunities for women in the lBSOs‘qnd 1860s.

The decline of illiteracy and iﬁcreasing emphasis on
education, while part of a province-wide phenomenon, deveioped

in part because illiteracy was undoubtedly a social stigma.

In defending census returns from detractors who contend that
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social stigﬁa might effectively counteract the accuracy 6f
illiteraqy returns, Harvey Graff points{to research showing
that well-to-do and rich residents of Elgin County admitted to
illiteracy, and that illiterates along with literate peopie
inhabited the finer stone and brick houses.8 But although
G;aff is perhaps justified in his defense of census retufns as
accurétely reflecting literacy, the fact that some wealthy
Ontario inhabitants happened to be illiterates says little
about social stigma. Nor does Graff's quote from R.K. Webb,
stating that a good many people in early Victorian England
admitted to illiteracy, appl; to Ontario, wﬁere widespread
~popular education had a héadstart of more than fifty years over
Englané. It is difficult to imagine hog the illiterate household
head in qutague could have helped but feel some degree of
stigma in the 1860s and 1870s in admitting an inability to sign
his n?me when innumerable petitions were circulated for the

e .
opening of taverns, the closing of tawerns, the building of
échools, asking ;elief_for indigent ngighbdurs, and most
importantly the improvemeﬁt of local:rbads. Even &as éarly as
1852, when the inhabitants of School Section No. 13 in northern
Mbntague complained abﬁut teacher John Knowlin "not being-
qualifyd to teach our children [sd that we have by that meags
suffered a_ loss that éannot be méde up",9 evidence of concern

fofhﬁfgper education (in which reading and writing were the

more prominent of the three Rs) is proof of the value that was
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placed on literacy, and the disadvantage at which the
illiterate felt himself toc be. -

& The most striking evidence that illiteracy was a social
stigma is the high proportion‘of illiteéates who were married

i

to one another. 1In the 1861 sample, 62.5% of all married
illiterates were married to one another. In the 1871 returns,
22.9% of those married who could not write were marrieé to one

another, 42.0% of those married who could neither read nor

write were married to one another, while of the partially

illiterate and totally illiterate married inhabitants of Montague,

fully 54.5% were married to one another., Considering that those
who could not read and those who could neither read nor write
together accouﬂted for less than .ten percent of the overall
population, and less than a quarter of the married population,
the intermarriage among illiterates is truly amazing. How can,
this be explained other than as evidence of social stigma? It
clearly-reveals that illiterates themselves largely perceived
their lack of literacy as a count against their eligibility

for marrying a literate person, and it is probable'that it also
reflects actual rejgction of proposals of marriage made to
literate people. .Not sprprisingly, those illiterates who did
marry non—illiterates were predominantly women, although the
female lead dropped from 75% to 64.7% between 1861 and 1871.
This further reveals the stigma attached to illiteracy. Whereas

literate men were not as unwilling to marry women who could not
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. ) . , ‘ cqq s s
read or write, literate women were not w1lllnq\to choose an

i}literate or semi-literate mate. . The moderate declines in
thelproportion of‘illiterates,married to one another and the
female/méle ratio of illiterates married to literate inhabitants
suggesté that.illiterates remained oﬁly as a dwindlfng prbportion
of the population well past 1880. Their decline reflected the
inevitable triumph of social stigma against illiteracy.
-Illiterates were largeiy of Irish birth, Roman Catholic

ih religion, overwhelmingly of Irish ancestry and mainly

farmers by occupation. The shifting ratios oglilliterates in

the total populatioh'by birthplace and religion are presented

in Tables 14 and 15 respedtively. The shift of illiterates

Table 14. Illiterates by Birthplace .
- 1861 T 1871
Country No. 3 ' No. %
ireland . 32 - 76.2 181 58.6
Scotland 1 - 2.4 ' 6 1.9
England . - _ 4 1.3
- Canada 9 21.4 113 36.6

United State -~ 5 1.6

detract from the ct)that in the latter year 82.7% of all

illiteratés were of ish ethnic origin. Irish-born Roman

Catholics were over- presented among illiterafes} as to a

-
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minor degnee.were inhabitants of European and American ahcestry,
while Canadian-born were severely under-represented, as to a
lesser degree were Engliéh and. Scottish-born, Methodists and
Presbyterians. A similar breakdown applies to illiterate f

household heads. Of the eighteen illiterates with an occupation

in 1861, fifteen (83.3%) were farmers while the remaining three

Table 15. Illiterates by Religion

1861 1871

Denomination No. % No. %
Church of England 12 28.6 104 33.7
‘ Church O¥ Rome 22 52.4 141  45.6
Presbyterian 2 4.8‘ 15 4.9
Methodist ! 6 14.3 46 14.9

Baptist - 3 1.0

were servants. Of the 57 inhabitants with an occupation who
could .not write in .1871, 44 (77.2%) were farmers, seven (12.3%)
were labourers} and four (7%) were artisans. Of the'83-who
neither could read nor write and had an occupétion in 1871, 61
(73.5%) were farmers, thirteen (15.7%) were labourers, and four
(4.8%) apiece were artisans and Amerindian hunters. On the k
whole, farmers and labourers were slightly over-represented
among illiterates, while artisans and tradggmen were under-

represented. Between 1861 and 1871 it is c%éar that although

illiterates tended to be of Irish ancestry, Catholic religion
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and farmers by occupation they comprised a steadi diminishing

fraction of the population, and by-1871.fe§res nted mere 4.4%

of those listed wit® an occupation.

-

o

The décline of illiteracy in theflssoé and 18705'yas
complemented by a new emphasis on formal eddcation in thé local
communi@y. Although schools haa existed in Montague since 1799,.
and by 1850 schoél ?uildings had beep erected acﬁoss the face '\
of the township, before 1860 most children did not attend
sch'ol, and those who attended did so sporadically. This was
in part due to the rural economy, in which children weré
required to provide labour in the struggle‘to purchﬁse the
land cultivated and to aid in wresting a living from the thin
soil. Even after fompulsory attendgnce for thosé betweén ages
seven and twelve was introduced in 1871, phe'attendancé’bf
many boys ;emained séoradic. But the system. of educatioh that
prevailed before the mid 1860s itself provided little inducement
for pa:egls to send chiidren to school. Teachers were scarce
. and often poorly qualified,.as in the case of John Nowlan noted
earlier, and schQol-houses were often rickety, small structures.
In Fébruary'of 1849, the Bathurst District Superintendent of

Schools reported three new log schools'erected, but also found

five of Montague's schools closed, ostensibly because of the
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wintry season.10 One teacher, William Bradley, described the
poor guality of one school:ll
In 1868 and 1869 I taught in Section Number
“'Pourteen, Montague, County of Lanark. In 1868
I was teachipg in an old School House, where my
head touched the ceiling, the Benches stood all
around the Room and there was one double Desk at
which all could write . . . 1In 1869 the new
School House was finished, and was plastered and
raised up well from the ground. '

Superintendent Padfield complained %n 1848 that schooiz often
were comparatively deserted, héving frequently not more than
ten or twelve scho}ars in regular attendance - and iﬁ.some
instances not more than four or six little children jusﬁ learning
.

their letters,:or reading words of one or two syllables.12
Most children, once they reached an age at which they could
- perform chofes, ceased to atténd school to work at home. Since !/
school attendance %as not compulsory, a;d only those parents
who sent children to school had to pay municipal education
taxes as well as boarding'tﬁe ﬁéacher.around, it appeared
economically sensible for many families to forego what for them
seemed the luxury ?f education before 1860. -

A épirit of reform entered local education in the late
1850s and 1860s. Larger stone, frame and log struétures
replaced the inadequate oider schoolhouses, while teacher
preparation standards were upgraded. The number of-teachers

increased, largely due to the number of women entering the

profession at this time. The major spearhead of educational
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reform was the adoption of the

\" -~
"Free School". Whereas -
preqﬁbusly, education had been available only to the children

of those who could afford to pay an education tax, officials

-

at Toronto promoted a system in which all the land occupiers

of a school séction would be taxed and education would be

]

fréi;y available to all children in the section, regardless-of

whether their parents were penniless sguatters or prosperous.
A .
There was resistance to this f:og numerous, landhelders at
A }

first,.and hence the "Free'$chool“ system was adopted individually

by each section as its landholders variously accommodated .
'themselves to the concept.- Resentﬁént towards the "Free School"
concept was expressed in a January 1851 petition to Montague‘

Township Council from.six inhabitants .of 5.8. No. 3. They *

warned:13
. ‘ <

that if any application is made to your Council

- for assessing this section for Schocl Purposes

" we trust you will not grant the same inasmuch as
nearly all Partieés interested in the School are
fully able to educate their children™withdut
taxing those that Derive no Benefit from the
School and the Law makes ample- Provision for the
relief of the Poor if any in the Section ther
be. ' - .

By 1864, however,,ihe Superiﬁtendent of MonEague"Schools could
claim that nearly all of the township's seveﬁteen*schools had
adopted the free §ystem.l4 )

Free Schoéis, however,'only pgﬁvided an environment in

which greater school attendance might occhr; they did not make

school attendance compulsory nor did they guarantee that
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- the names of all childreh, regardless of whether they had
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attendance would increase. Census statistics do not provide
particularly accurate measures of school attendance. The

[

census retﬁrns for 1851 and 1861, for example; indicate that
the numé;} of:children attending school increased from 638
to 761. A report by the township superintendent of‘schools,
Reﬁl Edward Morrisi in 1856 indicated an average attendance
of only 372, a figure half that reported’ in the 1851 andl1861

™ .
returns. Clearly, when census enumerators asked which children

in a family were attending school, they were givgn and accepted

3

- [

attended.a few déys or wereVEE}{:time;}tudents. The Morris

report indicates'thét pe?haps only ha~{\of those listed attending

school in census returns attended on a full-time basi;.
Befweﬁ? lBGl’Ehd l%?l schoai attendance mea;urably
improved, partly becausgﬂbf the ﬁge School concept -that had
been introduced, and also because Oof the stipulation in-the
1871 provincial éduéation Act which required all children between

the ages of seven and twelve years to attend school. The

proportion of children between the ages of five and eighteen

<§€ars attending school are presented in Table 16. The numbers

’-“\ .
betyéen the ages of seven and twelve years are presented in

Y 5 - .
Tdble/17. Clearly, the proportion of males and females attending

-

.9qhool evened bétween 1861 and 1881, but this reflected an
e;Lning sexual ratio among the age group as opposed to an “

Mincreasing opportumnity for girls to attend school. Indeed, by
N . .
\ i

. . ‘ ir
) ' :

o~
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Tég}e 16.  School Attendance of 5-18 Age Group
1861 1871 1881
g
No. % No. 5/ No. %

Males . 404 54.3 383 51.6 334  50.8
Females - 340 45.7 360 48.5 ~ 323  49.2
Total as $ of .., 539 . 743 60.2 657 69.0

Age Group

1861 girls alreadj comprised'g proportion of the school
population in keeping with tﬁéir proportion of the population
‘within both the five to eighteeh and seven to twelve age groﬁps.
Although these statistics do not allow a precise Qefinition of
school attendance, it is equally clear that the prbportion
-attending school in both age groups progressively increased.

The 1871 Education Act had indeed largely achieved its purpose,
for only five percént 0% thgsé between seven and twelve years
of age were not éttending school g} 1881. The crucial dhange
uinjlocal attitude, howevef, had taken place during the mid |

+

1860s. Whereas the local superintendent had remarked 'in 1863

-

Table 17. School Attendance of 7;12 Age Gréup
L 1861 1871 1881
No. % No. | %, No.. %
Males : 268 56.9 229 49.5 ~185 50.3
Females 203 43.1 ' 234  50.5 183 49.7

Total as % of

Age Group 471 79.8 463 83.1 ;68 "94.,8
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"The caus £ non-attendaﬁce is partly paren£al neglect arnd
oartlyf;oi;ity", by 1867 his successor noted that, "The parents
have shown an improved interest in their children receiving an
education".15
‘ The increasing pooulafization of education was in keep}ng
with the declining number. of illiterates in Montague between
1861 and 1881. The predominance of fepale illiterates among
married and widowed contrasted with sﬁallef and even pfoponoions
of single male and+*female llllterates Illiteraoes worol
‘declining in number because of the increasing social stigma
attached to illiteracy. Thls is apparent®in the hlgh proportion
of illiterates marrled to -one another, even though all/illlterates‘
comprised a fraction of the townshlp's populatiodén. Primarily

’
of Irish ancestry, Catholic religion and farmers by occupation,

by 1871 illiterates had declined to less {han five percent of
the population listed with an occupatlon. As thelijoumbero'
decreased a new emphasis was placed on providing uniyersal
"education to the ohildren of all township inhabitants. A
majority of school-age childfen had been kept home from school
as late as the #1850s either becaﬁée their parents could not
afford to pay the education assessmeﬁt or because the children *
were needed within the rural economy to help pay for the farms
on which many families yet were squatting;' A new spirit of

reform in eduecation, emanating from Toronto, and responded to

locally, brought better sch051~houses, higher standards of
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Eeéching, and wider access to education into Montague by the
' '~ early 1860s. The proportion of children attending school
. incfeased, as the number of Free Séthis predominated, but
only after compulsory attendance %as introduced in 1871 was
there almost complef& enrolment of,thosé between the ages of
-'\v//# seven and t;elve years, Aé Mohtague school superintendent,
Rev. Sdlomén Mylne, quietly remarked in l865, "Progreés in

education has been pbser\{ed".l6
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Religion and Ethnicity

The persistence of the Irish and the predominance of

" Methodist and Church of England adherents in Montague betweeﬁ
1861 and 1881, in the face of continuous population decline
from 1861 onward, together suggest the central importahce of
ethnicity and religioﬁ in analyzing the township's social
structure. Elsewhere in this thesis, use is made of ethnicity
and religibn to COmpafe average hdusehold size, to measure
literacy, to cdmpare.quality of housing (andgindirgctly wealth)
and the keeping of servants. From these areas of examination
alone it is clear that the numerical persistenc; of the Irish
and predominance of Church of England adherents cloaked the
incréasing number of Methodists, .and disproportionate numbers
of ﬁethodists and Presbyterians who inhabited the finer houses
and manifested relatively greater prosperity. Given the central
importance of ethnicity and religion in analyzing Montague's
sociai structure, these help to explain the transition that
occurred in local society from the religious.discord and ethnic
prejudice that existed at mid-centur; to the'relative tolerance
of the early 1880s. Within a few decades the Irish had ceased
to be perceived as a drain on the community as a new generation

i _ »
of Canadian-born inhabitants both of Irish and non-Ixrish origln

9
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became adults. The new concord emerged from.the coincidence
of increasing land ownership by Irish household heads,. the |
declining fertility of soil, the low price‘of land, and the
decreasing population that allowed an increasing'ratio of laﬁd
to population. The dropping proportions of inhabitants born
outside Canada marked the decline of ethnic tensiocn, aﬁd.to a
lesser extent, of religious discord in Montague by 1881.°

The importance of ethnicity and religion iA analyzing
the social structure of a community can not be too strongly
emphasized. It is perhaps more approﬁriate to say that census
returns, containing as they do informatioﬁ about the country
of birth, the ethnic ofigin and religicon of each member of an
entire population,‘possess importance for insights in ethnic
histeory which can not be too strongly\fmphasized. At least
one historian who has baged his anal_y/s:Ls of a community."s
social structure.én manuscript censﬁs data, has downgraded the
value of ethnicity as a key tq explain differences within a
éociety. Apart from a few fundamentalist religious "sects or
those wishing to establish a special communal‘way of life,
argues Michael Katz in his study of Hamilton between 1851 and
1861, there is no evidence that the various ethnic groups (and
by impliéation religious groups) coming together in mid-nineteenth
century Upper Cangda were indeed bent on other things than

participating in the North American scramble for economic

success.l Katz nevertheless claims that mid-nineteenth century
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*. Hamilton céntained a population in which ethnic groups had
differential access to éither economic positioﬁ or political
power in a way that can nof be explained through the operation
of forms O6f stratification other than ethnic stratification.2
In other words, ethnicity and religion may be used as an
ancillary means or perhaps last resort.to analyze social
structure. But éthniqity and-religion do in fact provide—a
unique and substantial means of access to understanding the
situation of every individual member of a society. The only
othef statistics given for each individual are age, marital
status and sex. Heﬁce ethnicity and religion statistics in the
census returns alone permit a context in which to situate
individuals within households, within families as well as within
neighbourhoodskand communities. Of equal importance, they
permit the historian to analyze changing proportions and
intermarriage among members Bf denominations and ethnic groups
within muniéipalities and indeed to test whether ethnicity and
religion were factors in the social status and mobility of
families and indiwviduals. ﬁﬁradOXically, aespite his minimizing
of its valug tohsocial history, Katz ektensively employs

el

ethnicity to demonstrate a variety of phenomena ranging from

the persistence of Irish inhabitants at the bottom of Hamilton's
social pyramid to the maintenance of a rigid class system
along ethnic'lines.3 That their detractors rely upon ethnicity

and religion for substantial portions of a community's social

structure is striking evidence of their importance.
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At mid-century it is qleé? that both ethnic and
religious tensions were at play in Montague. Instances of
ethnic prejudice against the Irish have been noted earlier
in the introductory chapte¥. The evidence of religious
prejudice in literary sources is largely more indirect.
Numerous articles from Smith's Falls é\ Merrickville newspapers
in the 1850s and 1860s were explicitl; anti-Catholic in tone,
and ranged from detailed accounts of missionary society attempts

to spread the Gospel to ignorant people who were in "subserviency

4

to the yoke of Papal superstition"®, to editorials pontificgting

against local merchants engaged in "the }etailing of idolatrous

5

pictures™. An 1851 letter to Egerton Ryérson in Toronto from

the Methodist and Church of England trustees of School Section
No. 16 in Montague reveals how strong Catholic/Protestant
discord was at mid-century. The trustees complained that their

current teacher:6 .
is neither qualified nor fit to teach in this
Section as he can neither write nor speak a word
of plain English, and moreover at the annual
School Meeting when we opposed his being kept in
the school, the opposite party like savages
threatened to have the lives of all loyal people
who dare oppose them and even beat one man, and
had it not been that there was a justice of the
peace in the house, they would certainly have
done more harm, now sir if we are to be trampled
upon in this manner by a mob of uncivilized
Papists, It is high time that we would be separated
from them. . . . at the annual meeting three of the
most violent of the Papists called on the Trustees,
and ordered them, not to allow any preaching being
Protestant to be allowed in the school-house or

- they would prosecute them for so doing and If that
failed they would pull down the house.

s
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These Qere not mere idle threats. Within a couple of months
the school near Numogate did indeed burn down, and afterward
two new public schools were erected to éeparaté Protestants
and Roman Catholics in that school sectidn. Such incidents
reflected ethnic and landowner/squatter tensions_in addition
to religious discord that thrived at midhcentury,?but these
declined with the passing years as squatting gave way to land
ownership. |
The religioﬁs composition df Montague changed significantly
¢

between 1861 and 188l. Within the context of population decline,

as Table 18 illustrates, the Church of England remained the

Table 18. Religious Affiliation of General Population

1861 1871 1881

Denomination _ No. 3 No.- $ ’ No. %

Church.of England 1,316 38.5 1,095 34.5 - 942 35.1
Roman Catholic 750 22.0 724 22.8 ° 527 19.6
Presbyterian 400 11.7 428 13.9 302 11.3
Methodist ' 892 26.1 845 26.6 848 31.6
Baptist 33 1.0 61 1.9 60 2.2
Other y 23 0.7 20 0.6 4 0.1

denomination with the largest number of adherents within the
township. This could not éisguise the declining numbers of
adherents in general and households headed by Church eof England

adherents. Similarly, the number of Roman Catholics in
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Montague by 1881 had declined to'seventy percent of the
.number present in 1861, although the decline as a proportion
of the population was slightly less than for the Church of
England population. The decline of Romén Cathol;c household
heads was only to 78.5% of the 1861 numbér compared with the
Church of England drop to 72.5%, as shown in/ﬁ;;le 19. By
contrast, the proportion of Presbyterianslih tﬁérgeneral-

population, and the number of households héaded by Pyesbyterians

Table 19. Religious Affiliation by Household Head .

1861 1871 1881

Denomination | No. % No. % No. %
Church of England 207 3%.3 175 34.9 150 33.5
Roman Catholic 107 20.3 . 104 20,7 84 18.8
Presbyterian 63 12,0 64 12.8 55 12.3
Methodist 135 25.6 143 28.5 - 145 32.4
Baptist 5 1.9 10 2.0 12 2.7
- Other | ' iO 1.9 6 1.2 2 0.5

remained stable. The proportion of Methodists in the general
population and the number of Methodist household heads
dramatically increased from one quarter to a third of the
population. Although the number of Baptists also increased,
they remained an insignificant percentage of the population.
Similarly, the decline of people in the "Other" category,

composed largely of Universalists, is not particularly significant.
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The maj&r change in the religious composition of Montague
between 1861 and 1881 was the Church of England's decline to
one third of the population at the sameitime that MeEFodiéts
increased from 26.1% to 31.6% of the population. 'AS'a'trend
therefore, the fundamentalist denominations either proportionally
increased or remained stable while the older.established
churches and.édherents of obscure sects and cfeeds disproportion-
ately declined in number{

The changing religious composition of Montague between
1861 and 1881 can be explained in part by the population decline
and the decreasing number of transients that yet continued to
enter the township; But given both the higher rate' of fertility
amongichurch of England members and Roman Catholics as well as
the under—reg;esentation of Church of England members and
Methodists among the transient pépulation, Ehe declining number
'of Church of England adherents and the increasing proportion
of Methodists appears paradoxical. Perhaps because Methodists
and Presbyterians were over-represented among thoée inhabitipg
the finer houses, there was more reason for their moderate-sized
families to remain in Montague, whereas larger Ro;an Catholic
and Church.of England families in their smaller log houses
increasingly found .greater compulsion to look for oppor;unity
elsewhere. This seems the more likely reasoﬁ for Church of
England and Roman Catholic decline, considering the greater

decrease of fertility among Methodists and Presbyterians that .
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has been noted in an earlier chapter. Although therxe was a
dramatic increase of Methodists as a proportion of Montague's
population between 1861 and 1881; the number of Methodists
actually declined, and the number of householdsﬁheaded by
Methodists increased only by ten. Hence, the shiftinglreligious

composition of the township can be explained by members of the

Church of England and Roman Catholics tending to leave while

Methodist§< Presbyterians &and Baptists did not.
4 . » .i

Households inhabited by people who all did not have

" the same religion became increasingly rare in Montague between

1861 and 1881. Those households in which inhabitants were all

of the same religion increased from 80.3% to 87.3% of all
households. A comparison of the numbers of households containing
inhabitants with the same ‘religion or with a variety pf religiouér

affiliations is made in Table 20, however one must keep in mind

Table 20a. Religious Composition of Households
> -
1861
Church of  Roman Preshy®

England catholic terian Methodist Baptist Other

Church of

England 171 18 | 17 37 1 1
Roman - ‘

Cotholic 18 98 “’6 | 11 ‘ 1 2
Presby- .
terEan 17 6 48 20 1
Methodist 37 11 20 105 4 10
Baptist 1 1 1 4 1 1

Other l 2 - 10 1 -
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Table 20b. i 1871

Church of Roman Presby- Methodist Baptist Other

England Catholic terian
A}

Church of

“England 155 8 S & . 22 1 1
Roman ‘
Catholic 8 . 101 3 3 T L
Presﬁy— | .
terian 13 | 5 49 ¢ 14 1
Methodist 22 3 14 129 o2 2
Baptist 1 Y 1 2 7 o2
Other 1 -= e 2 2 3

that some households bossessed inhabitants of three or more
different religious backgrounds and, that ;hese have been
incorporated within a table caéablglbnly of showing the likelihood
of members of one religion inhabiting the same household as

those of another religion. Roman Catholics consistently

ma;ptained the highest proportion of households in which only

[y

Table 20c. - 1881
A

Church of Roman Presby-

England Catholic terian Methodist Baptist Other

Church of

England 133 5 | 11 23 1 1
Roman o
Catholic 5 8 3 2 1

Presby- —_—
terian 11 3 38 9 . 2 .
Methodist 23 2 9 - 132 4 1
Baptist 1 1 2 4 o0 .1

Other 1 e - 1 1 -
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one religion was preseﬁp. " Consistently, the proportion of
Roman Catholic, Church of England, Methodist éné Baptist
hou;eholds in which only one religion was present increased.
I Oﬁly the propo&tion.of houéeholds in‘which Presbyterians alone
\\fggided dfogped from 90.6% to 69:1% of those headed by '
Presbyterians between 1861 and 188l. Why Presbyteriéns
increasingly allowed members of other deﬁpminations to reside

+

" in their households is not yet possible to explain. Church of

[

England members and Methodists consistently remained the largest
‘number of those inhabiting the same household, foilowed bf
Methodists and Presbyterians, Church of Ehgland members ;nd SR
Presbyterians; and then Church of England members and Roman

Catholics. Although_the pfgportions of all thesi mixed
‘ households decreased, the most dramatic decline in mixed

househblds was that inhabited by Church of England adherents -

aﬁd Roman Catholics. | |

The deciining proportion of households containing

_inhabitants of more than pne religion reflected the declining

‘number of mixed marriages. As Table 21 illustrates, members of

the Church of England and Methodists who married comprised the

largest proportion of mixed marriages between 1861 and 1881,
followed in turn by Methodists marrying Presbyterians, Church

of England members marrying Presbhyterians, and Church of England-

t

members marrying Roman-Catholics. "It is surely significant

_that Roman Catholics tended principally to marry members of the

<
g
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Table 2la. « Mixed Marriages by Religion

-

1861 1871 1881
ﬁenOminatipns Marrg}négl No. % No. % No. D%
Church ‘of ﬁp land & Other 22 20.0 23 29.9 21 31.8 .
Roman Catholics \¢ Other 6 7.9 11 14.3 - 7 10:6  °
Presbyterians & Other 9 li.8 15 19.5 15 l2é.7
Methodists s Other 29 38.2 20 26.0 20 30.3
Baptists & Other 340 4 5.2 2 3.0
"Othérs" & Other ' ) 7 9.2 4 5.2 1 1.5

- Total 76 100.1 .77 100.1 66 99.9

Church of England when they married outside their own

—
extensively among Methodists and Presbyterians. Egually

denomination, while Church of England members married as
: *

significant is the majority of inhabitants listed in the "Other"

-1

Table 2lb. Mixed Marriages—-by Religion ™\ o

- . 1861 1871 1881 >
Denomina-ions Marrying Wo. . % No. -3 ) No:ﬁizf'
Church di'England & o |

Metrhodists 15 19.7 12 15.6 11 16.7 : ;

Church of England &
Reman Catholics

Methodists & 'Presbyterians 8 10.5 6 7.8 6 9.1

Church of . England & _ L 4 5. 9 7 10.6

Presbyterians

Methodistéx&fﬁothers“ 6 7.9 1 1.3 1 1.5

Total _ 35 46.0 29 37.7 28 42.4
~ , L4

1 . [N
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category - largely.Universalists - who were married td
Methodists in 1861, éﬁd théir subsequent decline thereafter.
Clearly, there were limitations to which churches Roman Catholics
would turn when marrying outside their own church, while pnly*
Methodists and ﬁhe occasional Baptist could contémplg&g the
ri;k of contamination in marrying adherents of obscure creeds
such as Universalists. The proportién of married pecple who
chose a partner other than of their own denomination and did
not convert to his or her faith slightly increased from 7.4% to
8.7% between 1861 and 1881. If it may be assumed that the
husbands and wives listea in census returns were the total
number or a maﬁority of Eﬁbse marriages in which partnefé were
of differeﬁt denominations, then their propoftion of the total
married population was truly minimal., Nevertheless, at a time
when denominationalism was rampaﬁt ané each church was jealous
of its numbers ogN?dherents, mixed marriages can hérdly have
been welcomed. If indeed all wives and husbands of different
religians were listed in the census, and few or none converted
to the partners' faith, the maintenance of one's religion after
3ﬁarrying a pefson of a different denofnination is evidence of
the religious d;fferences that persisted between 1861 and 1881.
Mixed marriages eventually forced couples to decide
upon the denomination in which their children would be baptized

and instructed. Practice varied during the two decades in

question. Of the 35 mixed marriages for which children were
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listed in 1861, 71.4% of the children had the same religion
as that of the mother. 1In 1871, 68.8% of thé children were
listed with their father's religion, while by 1881 the faith
of 69.7% of children was the saﬁe as their mothers'. 1In only
one or two households in each census were children divided
between the religion of the parents. No riéiéxﬁatterns on a
;trictly rel'fious perspective appear. Thére was a tendency
for the children of Church of England/Roman,Catholic parents
to be raised in the Church of England, whilé\the children of
Presby&erian and Methodist couples tended to\ge raised-as

Presbyterians. When a Methodist or Baptist.married a member of

an obscure sect, often Universalist, their children usually were

raised as Methodists or Baptists. Apart from these trends,/ii;ZS;>’ﬁ7

there was no partjcular pattern of religious adherence for
éhildren of Methodisé/Church of England, and Presbyterian/Church
éf England parents... What is striking, and refutes popular
mythology at'the same time, is that Roman Catholics consistently
-had the lowest prdportion of children following their faith in

a mixed marriage. This corresponds with the consistently high
proportion of Roman Catholics who did not marry outside their
faith, indirectly implying that when Protestant and Catholic
married, effective pressure was.placed upon having children

raiséd as Protestants.
\
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The religious - differences that continued in Montague
were within the context of an overwhelming proportion of the
population that was of Irish ancestry. .As Table 22 illustrates,

N

the number of inhabitants actually born in Ireland had decreased

Téble 22a, Religion by Birthplace of‘General Population
1861

Total England Ireland Canada Scotland U.S.A.

Ghurch of
England 1,316 27 347 933 6 2
Roman B
Catholic 750 2 214 526 2 .5 \
Presbyterian 399 5 42 268 — 79 5 (
Methodist 892 14 95 740 \‘-<ﬁ;g 32
Baptist "33 0 0 24 .6 3
Other 23 o / 0 22 . o 1
Table 22b. *1871
Total Epgland Ireland Canada Scotland U.S.A.
o
Church of -
England | 1,095 iﬂ 241 841 3 1
Roman
e ie 724 2 174 532 \\\ 0 14
Presbyterian 428 3 32 333( + 56 }j 4
Methodist 845 . 9 63 732 23 18
Baptist 61 1 0 47\\\ 9 4
. I
Othex, 20 0 1 17 0 2
_ \
to 20.4% of the.total population by 1861, twenty years

later only 12% could claim Irish birth. The remaining inhabitants
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Table 22c. 1881

: |
Total England Ireland Canada Scotland U.S.Aﬁ

Church of ' :

England 942 4 138 797 1 1
- Roman

Catholic 527 1 101 423 35 0 1

Presbyterian 302 2 .14 255 26 2

Megﬁzdisgu 848 3. 69 759 5 11

Baptist 60 1 1 48 7

Other 4 ;l/) 0 3 0 1

of Irish birth were overwhelmi;é)y members of the Church of
England and Roman Catholics. e disproportionately small
number and percentage of Methodists of Irish birth in contrast

with sixty percent who claimed Irish ancestry as is shown iﬁ'

Table 23, is one indication that the Methodist population of

Montague generally arrived earlier in tﬁe township than did
Church of England and Roman Catholic inhabitants. \rhe ethnic

C::origin statistics presented in Table 5;—Elearly sh!w’{bat

ey overwhelmingly Roman Catholics, Methodists aéd members of the
Church of England were of Irish origin. It did not matter that
the Methodists and members of the Church of England were largely
Ulster men while Roman Catholics came from the southern port?on
of Ireland; they all considefed themselves to be of Irish
ancestry, and that asimxﬂlthey were indeed a majority in o

Montague from mid-century onwards. Similarly, Presbyterians

and Baptists were largely of Scottish origin. While small but
l

7



Table 23a. Religion by Ethnic Origin of Population

1871

Total Irish Scottish English American European

Church of ) 4,95 gg3 17 97 0

England

coman, 724 647 0 8 o0
Presbyterian 428 143 263 16 1

Méthodist 844 493 126 166 0

Baptist | 61 1 37 13 0 0
Other 20 2 13 5. o - 0

significant proportions of Presbyterians were of Irish origin, -
and of Methodists were of English gnd Scottish origin, less

than nine percent of Church of England memggg; claimed to be of
English origin. As.late as 1881, 61.1% ofk Methodists, 90.7% of
Church of England adherents and 96.2% of Roman Catholics claimed

to be of Irish origin.

Table 23b. 1881
Total Irish Scottish English American European

Church of

England 942 B54 22 .62 0] 4
Roman o

Catholic 527 507 .0 . 0 0 | 11
Presbyterian 302 87 - 195 13 0 7
Methodist 848 518 . 60 139 28 64'
Baptist 60 14 34 12 0o 0

. Other ' 4 4 0 0 0 0
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Table 24a. Country of Birth of General Population

1861 1871 | 1881
Country of'Birth ' No. % No. % No. %
Canada 2,514 73.6 2,509 78.7 2,285 $85.2
Ireland 698 20.4 511 16.0 323 _A2.0
Scotland - 103 3.0 91y 2.9 39} 1.5
England 48 1.4 23" 0.7 - ‘1i 0.4
Europe/U.S.A. 'SQ 1.5 . 52 1.6 . . 21 0.8

Other 1 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.0

The continuing pércegtionbofcﬁﬁself.as a predominantly
Irish community is possibly due in large part to the higher °
proportion of household heads amid the dwindling percentage of
the population that originally came from Ireland. As.Table 24
illustrates, 53.3% of all household hea@ggin 1éGl were born in
Ireland compared with only 20.4% of fhe QQ;rall population.

Although by 1881 only 30.1% of househo1d heads compared with 12%

s,
. '
X !
} . )
[

Table 24b. Country of Eiiﬁh of Household Head§

1861 1871 : 1881
Country of Birth No.' L No. % No. %
Canada 179 34.0 . 231 45.8 282 62.9
Ireland 281 53.3 219 43.5 135 30.1
Scotland 39 7.4 35 6.9 21 4.7
England 16 3.0 11 2.2 5 1.1

Europe/U.S.A. 12 2.3 8 1.6 5 1.1
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Table 25a.

- Ethnic Origin of General Population

Irish
Scottish
Englisﬁ
European
Amerindian
American

Canadian

Unknown

No.

.2,267

456
318
117

17

© 10

1871
]
71.1
14.3
10.0

-No
1,984
311
226

86

28

39

1881
.8
73.9

11.6
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of the overall population were born in Ireland, their impact

must have been considerable compared to the less than 6% combined

Table 25b. Ethnic Origin of Household Heads

Irish
Scottish
Engli;h
European
Amerindian
American
Canadian

Unknown

AN

1871
No. %
343 68.1
81 16.1
57 11.3
18 3.6
4 0.8
1 0.2

\

- 1881

No. %
324 72.3
54 12.1
a2 9.4
16 3.6
5 1.1
6 1.3
1 0.2

\
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total of household heads born in England and Scotland. The

passing of one generation could by no means affect, much less

/
Catholic '‘priests from Ireland and strong local Orange lodges to

obliterate, the local Irishé§fabulary, and there were Roman

maintain an Irish mentality in ‘Montague. Aithough there were

no significant infusions of new I?ish blood after the famine

immigraﬁion of the late 1840s, the decreasing number of Montague

inhabitants who could remember the old country is not particularly

significant. They had brought with them the institutions and

,Jpias to re-create a facsimile of life as they preferred to

remember it, within'which to raise new generations. This

looking-back to a heroic past is indicated by a verse placed on

an 6range banner made in Montague about 1860:7
Our good british laws they still merit applause
Since blood purchased the refformation,

Our church did not shine till that fortunate time
When William was king of the nation

Ye sons of Montague let your spirits now rise

And trust to the heart that won't waver .
Victoria on the throne is a good Queen we own '
But the memory of william for ever. -

Only by 1881 were there a few household hea@s who considered

-,
themselves of Canadian origin rather than European origin when
asked their origin by census enumerators. As Table 25 illustrates,
the proportion of the general population and household heads
that were of Irish origin increased in direct contrast Eo the

decreasing proportions of those of all other ethnic groups. The

Irish community in Montague was stabilizing.
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.The comparative persistence of the Irish population
in Montague between 1861 and 1881 disguised the shifting
religious composition within the township. Literary eviéeece
alone sﬁggests that the Irish/non—Irisﬁland Catholic/Protestant
divisions in local soc&ety at mid-century were beginning to
wane by 1881, but this probably reflected the increasing
acreages of land that a smaller population couid share among
its members as well as the virtual disappearance of squatters.
It is true that the number of Church of England'énd Roman
Catholic inhabitants declined by a disproportionetely greater
proportion than did Methodists, Presbyterians and Baptists.
.Nevertheless, the numerical order of denominaﬁions did not
change; Church of England adherents remained most nuherous,
followed by Methodists, Roman Catholics, Presbyterians and
Baptists. ,As a general rule; the fundamentalist Protestant
denominations either increesed or remained stable as-a
proportion of Montague's population while adherents of the
Churches of England and Rome substantially declined. This
trend bepween 1861 and 1881 was due principally to the better
economic situation of Methodists and Presbyterians who felt
less compulsion to leave compared with Roman Catholics and
C?Eﬁph of England members. As the population declined, so did
the number of households containing people who all did not
have the same religion. Only Presbyterians differed from the

other major denominations in increasingly allowing inhabitants
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of other fdiths to reside in thé households they themselves
headed. Although the proportion of religiously mixed marriéges
increased; they remained a distinct minority in Montague.

The children born to such marriages usually followed the
religion of only one parent, despite fhe other parent retaining
his or her original féiigion. In an era of population decline
when féligion was oflﬁrimaxy importance within the community,
it is perhaps_sighificant that mixed marriages were tolerated,
even as in the case of Methodists to Universalists in the
1860s, but one did not change one's faith. Formidable

though the Irish reputation has been for intolerance,

perhaps the lack of coﬁfliqf énd tolerance of mixed marriages
in Montagué between 1861 and 1881 must be viewed within the
context of the Irish ancestfy'that a majority of the populatidn
shared, which bound them together in a front against the anti-
Irish prejqdice that greeted them when they originally arrived
and was . passed down'in the local Irish consciousness. There
Weré limits to this tolerance to be ;ure, a; in the majority

of children born to Church of England/Roman Catholic mgﬁflages
beigg raised as Church of ﬁngland members, and given thg_
exuberance of local Oréhge lodges. Despite the thanging ‘
religious proportions within its overall population, Montague
remained a township fhat predominantly wéé_lrish in origin and

[
outloock.
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Conclusion

The manuscript census returns between 1861 and 1881l
permit an 6verview of the changing social étructure of
Montagué Township duriné the first twenty Years‘of prulatibn
decline when the Irish immigraﬁt influx at mid-century had
ceased. They allow a comparison to be made of one Irisﬁl
Eastern Ontario community witﬁlothers elsewhere in'the-
province.

By .examining the social structure of Montague'Township
through census returns, we have confirmed some stg;eotypes
, @bout late-nineteenth century Eastern Ontario and modified
others. It has also led to a number of new conclusions which
a study of the printed census returns alone would not have
allowed. The traditional perception of stagnatioﬁ is "
reflected in the declining populétiony the deferral of
marriage, the declining fertility rate,rthe increasing number

of widowed persons and the depletion of the soil. By contrast,

b

" the quality of hOQ§ing improved, educational opportunity

-

improved, illiteracy dwindled, fewer people were employed as
servants, and the ratio of improved acres per man over age

20 doublegkas agriculture began to meChaqyze. The decreasing

+

population meant that more land was left to divide among

4

fewer farmers, increasing the acreage owned by each. Those
\ .

"E‘

N "
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who remained in Montague were disProportiohately Methodist
and Presbyterian, while disproportionaté numbers of Roman
Cathelics and Church of England.-members departed. Among the
declining population more inhabitaf%s werevliving to
increasingly advanced ages. The new staBility was reflected
in the predominance of the nuclear household prototype,

r

although the small proportion of extended.households was

increasing. It isi?uitelclear that the quantitative decline

between 1861 and 1881 was balanced by a‘qualitativé'improvement

in local living conditions. »
j The stability and quality of life for th/sé who

remained in Montague reflected the strengths @Ai weakneéses

of a farm economy :that wasAbeginniné to mechanize. Agri;;lture

inéreasingly was the occupatioﬁ of th o%erwhelmiﬁg majority

both of household heads and all in itants listed with an

:-\4
o e . . ’
occupation. Servitude as ari occupation declined, an indicator
 of the increasing means. of the majeprity who remained in
Montague.

\ pearanjﬁ/oﬁfgﬂggzigs.

The better ¢gff farmers tended to be CanadizgrbO{n Methodists
and Pres erians as opposed_ to iriii:fiiin:i:jﬁ.Cathok}éé
and Church ,0of England members. There was igid structure

of inequality within local sccifety. Indeed, all engaged in

nother indicator was the disap

.‘tﬁé family farm economy were probably aware that unfortunate

events, particularly when one]S children were young and unable
.. .
. ¥o contribute to the family economy, could play havoc with

a

71
o~
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operating a productive farl. Hence relief was provided

ouf cf public fungs to dssist unfortunate neighbours. 1In
the same.}ein incifgg}gg acceptance was giveg to the concept
of providing the same opportun;ﬁy to all chiidren to, attend .
school, regardless of their parents' income. The
populéfization of education in the 1860s contributed to the
decline of illiteracy(Zﬁ—ﬁgntague. Still, the social stigma

attached to illiteracy was evident in the high proportions

. of illiterate and semi-literate people marrie o one another.

The proportion of children allowed to attend séhool, however,

\ L

did not approach universal enrclment until after the Education

Act of 1871 was passed. Clearly, there was resistance Eq\\__.
some aspects of the improving quality of life.

The‘major discovery in this theéis‘is ghe qomparatiye
persistence of the Irish in déntrast with al; other ethnic
groups. There appears to héve been increasing ethnic and
religious tolerance with the passing of years, although the
number of households containing people of varying religions
declined. Religiously mixed marriages persisted throughout
the period, with’Ejj children born to such couples following
the religion of onm pafent. .Although the religious cbmposition
of Montague shifted with the declining éopulat' n, the’
predominancefdf the population of Irish ancestry was

v

maintained. Given the decreasin%'quality of Montague's so0il,

the growth ofgzaéﬁstry in local town# and the major
@ el

{
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metropolitan centres which attempted to entice farmers' sons
and daughiers, as well as the promotion of emigration schemes
-té the Western United States énd Canada, the Irish bersistence
in Montague as late as 1881 was truly amazing. Situated as
they often were on the poorest land, they had finally acquired .
their own property and to their great loss only reluctantly
would a few be persuaded to leave for a future elgewhere.

The manipulation of manuscript census returns by means
of the compﬁter crens up new avenues for the historian. The
find;:gs of this thesis reveal significantly different aspects
of Montague's social structure than does an intensive segarch
through the wealth of literary sources for the.township-in
the nineteenth centur;. The stigma of illitgracy, for example,
reveals a facet of social structure that' literary sources do
not betray nor are capable of measuring. The marital patterns
among illiterates, to be specific, suggest a different
perception of Montague women than that allowed by litepary
sources alone. To judge from all available literary socurces
referring to Montague women at mid-century, they were beings
who had no diversion, knew nothing but unceasing domestic
chores, belonged to no'friendly societies, d4id not vofe, were

ccorded nc recognition, did not sign petitions, for the
most part did not own property, and were treated as less
than livestock by local law courts. There is not one sh;ed )

of literary evidence from Montague's past to contradict or
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even modify this perception of woman's lot. The illiterﬁcy
statistics from the census returns, héwever, indicate that
literate women were not willing to mérry either illiteratér
or semi-literate men, whereas literate men were not hesitant
to marry il{i&frate women . Clearly, notwithstanding their
powerless position within local society, Montague women must
have perceived certain advantage in marrying literéte.as
opposed to illiterate men. Too much can be made of this,
perﬁaps, and yet in keeping with the increasing number of
female teachers, it is possible to perceive Montague women
contributing to the new enthusiasm for public_educatibn'asra
means to furthering their ;wn welfare in the long run. In
essengé, the insights into social structure that thig thesis
has afforded, suggest that historians in future musf examine
Soc%al structure according to census returns before turning
to literary sources.

The limits of this study can only anticipate the
increasing value of manuscript census data in analyzing social
structure as population decline ih Eastern Ontario continued
after 1881. The dramatic growth of Smith's Falls during the
1880s, for example,?h‘ich encouraged shantytowns to develop
along the Montague border with the town, offers a new context
within which to examine the shifting social s£ructure of fhe

townéhip. Compafisons could be made with townships.that have

comparable percentages of inhabitants of Irish origin, but
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in which successful village patterns developed in contrast
with Montague's positicon as ;QQholly rural township on the
bo;aer of towns such as Merrickville and Smith's Falls. The
ménuécript census returns of theée adjacent towns must be

combed to see whether or not the declining rural population

was being attracted from afar or close to home. Were thete

other tensions in local Irish townships as urban centres

began to develop locally? Already, the diséussion of Montague's
social stfucture between 1361 and 1881 points out how little

Qe actually know about the Irish in Canadianﬂﬁociety. An
examination of surviving literary sources within the context

of the insights proﬁided by the manuscript census at the local
community level, is thas trahsforming the writing of local
history in Ontario. Especially affected is our knowledge of

the changing social struSure during the late nineteenth '®

century. To this end, this study of Mcntague makes its

modest contribution.
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Abstract

N

The Irish have been all but ignored in Canadian
historiography, despite having been the largest ethnic group
in mid-nineteenth century Ontario. lThey have still not |
profited from the new interest in community reconstitution
and quantitative analysis, which has_ focused on Southwestern

J/*_\\ Ontario, where a minérity of Irish immigrants settled.

In this.thesis_the social structure of Montagg?, a
largely Irish township in Eastern Ontario between 1861 and
1881 is examined. This study is based on the computer
analysis of manuscript decenn;;l census returns, supplemented
by birth and deéth registers. It compares Fhe social - |

» sEructqfe\of the Irish populatidn in Méntagué_with that of
the smaller non-Irish community.

T

Population declined between 1861 and 1881, while housing

The principal observations can be briefly stated.

improved, educational opportunity expanded, illiteracy
dwindled and poverty decreased. Methodists anigﬁéigzi;erians
remained in Montague as Anglicans and Roman Catholi eparted.
The nuclear houséhold remained predominant while the average

age of the population gradually increased along with the

number of widowed people.
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Agriculture increasipgly was the occupation of most
inhabitants as the number /3f artisans and labourers declined.
Domestic servitude, as an ccupation, practically disapéééféd.
Canadian—born‘Methodists and Presbyterians possessed the
better farms in contrast to Irish-born Anglicans and Roman
Catholics; A family économy persisted across the township,
and élthough tﬁe popularization of education mirrored the
increasing stigma of illiteracy and increasing school
aftendance, both of these threatened the child labour on
which the rural sronomy was based. Although the Irish tended
to be located om the inferior soils in Montague, in contrast
with all other ethnic groups, they alone proved to be
persistent. Despite their powerless position in Montague
society, rather than entertain the possibility of a prosperous
future among strangers elsewhere, the Irish preferred to

remain where they comprised a homogenous ethnic majority.





