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ABSTRACT

A QUESTION OF STAYING OR LEAVING:
_RURAL DECLINE IN GUYSBOROUGH LCOUNTY, 18311931

v by
Timothy Fisher Archibald

Aﬁgusr,‘ 1987

As the age of industrialization dawned in thé Marilime Provinces in the

late nineteenth century 'many rural districts’ of the region found themselves
facing new challenges. Particularly hard hit ‘were areas where industrial centres

and rail transportation did not deyelop and the economy remained contingent

on. primary resources such as Tfishing, farming and forestry. Abandoned houses,

i . [

many~ ral Maritimers. Because of the‘diversity"of the reglon -‘ge‘ogmphic;

r .

nttemptmg fverse t}\e trend of rural decline. ]n ‘Guysborough County, Nova

Scotia, where declme was “espetially dramatic, dwersny play,ed an  important

“role in rural decline. In the late nineteenth century hundreds of individuals

»

from the county's inland farm districts chose to emigrale to growing local

Maritime indlustrial towns and developing centres outside the- region. Unlike

LY

many ofher farming districts of Nova Scotia, agriculture _in  Guysborough

- County by the 1890s had begun to contract. Poor rail links to the coimiy

\

meant that farm produce could not be transported efficiently to markets. In

- Coue

contrast, for fishing communities on the shore the late nineteenth - century was
generally -a time of greater economic stability as the lobster and fresh fish

v N ¢
A

¢dle farmlands, closing schools -and  declining population became part of life for:

religious, and ecomomic - not all parts of the Maritimes were affected

same way. The sesult was the lack of a completely umted response mn .



w ) ‘ N v
\indus{rie;s expanded. It was not until after the Tirst desade of the twentieth
century that outmigration on the sﬁore began to reach serious levels. \\'orsénod
ecopomic conditions b}; the 19203 corﬁbined with greater Dmmigmﬁdn 1o spark
an organized response in Guysborough County to stem the tide of decline. The
’movan;nent, _howe\jer,\“lacked un’ity. and most leadership came from the coastal

N

‘areaé, The farm aislricf_s- could not adequately respond bemusé,‘ unhke the
fishing communities, they had suffered almost five dec:;des of ‘conlinunus
outmigration. Many ol the potential leaders of the “inland districts were drawn
away, leaving. the area\ .unprepared t6 léad an ‘organizea response again_st

decline. This lack of a united voice in opposing decline resulted in a failure to

implement successful alternatives in Guysborough County.

¢
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goo_ds were exported to both British Imperial and American markets.

During th

on ' the ish

. v

: . INTRODUCTION

By the mid-niheteenth century  most parts of the Atlantic . Provinces

wene experiencing economic growth and ‘expansion. As W.S. MacNutt remarks:
2 N

. ".the, economies of the four "Adantic Provintes were riding. on a level of

prosperity, a career of comparative opulence to which no "limits or _obstacles

A |
]

appeared 1o present t]wmsalve_s‘-"‘ By some it was referred 1o as the "Golden

Age.)" a time of Wond, wind and sail. The shfppisn'g industry of the Maritimes

reached its - height in the 1860s, the Maritime merchant marine ranking fourth

» .

largest in. the world.? As the region 100k advantage of its natural . resourees;

.

‘Al'mjg with a' greater economic stability - came a growing population.

-

13
»

the Maritime region., ADxious 1o establish. .themselves on their

- own plots of . land, these settlers, along-. with an increasing n.umb._er. of native

born Maritimers, contributed to the ’populaktinn éxpn-nsiqr;. Between 1817 and

\

1861, Nova \Scolié‘s populatipn climbed by _over 400 percent, frém 82,000 o

338.857. RN R ‘ RN
- *

- Such -LEONOMIC  SUCCess and'_b(fpulaticn growth .did- not, however,

contimge  Auniversally throughout  the Mi’xrit,@més. Despite  the growing ix_idus-

became evident in the Maritime economy. The*advent of a new ‘gges meant that

railways ~uniled inland communities, steam. chn]leng%cj the powe

iron ships increasingly replaced wooden vessels:® Confede

first” half of the 'nineteenth century thousands of immigrants arrived

tsialization of y the second - half of the nineteenth cehtury, sericus problems spon,

of sal, and:



- chalienges to the Maritime economy as the region's allegiance. shifted Trom -

* Great Britain. and the ocean to central ~Canada, With the removal of colonial

Al

preference. diminishing returns in timber, and the: reduced significance of  the

wooden ship the de{:ling of the Maritime traditional economy was insured.?

_The new_age of industralization ushered in by the completion of the

N

lntcf‘cionial Railway and the Macdonald Government's National Pu\licy brought

~ gfowth to dévgloping industrial centres such as Sydeey, New Glasgow, Amherst,

Manclon, and Sﬂinlxloﬁnr ; R:egardleﬁs of su;‘,h equnéiéxi, how‘ev‘er, oulmigration
" was a serious brbblexﬁ in other parts of uie'region‘. :\a\sjthous:\mis« of people left
in search of }?etter i;appo'rmnil;es“ Yolande Lavoie estimates that, bm\w‘e]?‘\ 1871
and 1901, “-',i69,000 pe“rsnn\s - 'iO pé-réénl ‘01: rhe\ Maritimes’ popul;ﬂidn:- were
Tost® *‘, i T |
The"- impqc! of \outmigralion al~ this lime..‘liowe\-“er,, was  not J:vll
u‘niversally throughout. the ‘Mari\ti‘mes.‘ .-'i‘hv; .pronouncgd decliﬁe of Sl.l_ippinlg nhd\‘

tha export Q:fv agricultural, farestry and fishery products  affected rural and

\
NN
~ >

non-industrial communities to . the greatest extent. Thousands of the region's

rural inhabitants “became part of the. movement to growing Maritime centres of

.

industry and 1o developing centres outside the region. By the turn of the

twentieth  century many rural  districls  were  experiencing  abandonment  of
. . NN )
farmland, closure of schools; coantraction of church membership, and popokition

v

decline.

»

.

<. - The purpose of this thesis s to examine rural decline as it occurred in

Guysborough® (“oum\y, Nova Scotia from 188] ‘A\h 1931, Guysbor};ugh County has

P

_been chosen chiefly because the extent of population decline and ‘ruml'dec:\y

was so dramatic. Between 1881 and 1921. in Guysborough County alone there
. ) v ) »

[,

was an abselute loss of 6,240 pebple‘ or 36 percent of the pnpumxio\n.‘

¢
o
N



ﬁ_\ccmding to calculatiens by Patricia ']'hormo;;\ in the decade 1911 1o 1921
\ S R RO T

. - Guyshorough  Counly” displayed the greatest net migration  ratio {-198) of any

county in the Atlantic Replon: this figure wags exceaded by no other county in

the region in the 1871 to 1921 period studied by Thornton® The diversity of
Guyshborough Coupty - geographic, ethnic, réligious, and economic - provides a
unique opm'pﬁ'ii_v to observe differing trends and varying responses 1o rural

¥

decline. Finall

N . ~ . AR . ‘ »‘ <
as a sixth generation Guysborough County native, the author
believes it imperative thal research should be carried out in this particular
part* of Nowva Scotin which has been too long neglected dcademically as well as
R ; . »

-

economically,

N 01\\ choosing  Guysborough County as a focal point -of research, the.
researcher is imhledialtﬂy faced with a nurpber of difficulties. ‘Fe\v‘xillblish.c*d
works are availahle‘which deal speciﬁcaily with the county. The limited number
of available-viﬂ}iﬁgs are Iargely\ Tocalized i_n specific districts. and do  not
examine the whole of the‘coum‘y in a balanced fashion. Guysborough Coﬁr%ty's*
diversity meant that 1‘10 single newspaber served - the whole dounty. '\’@’it’h.shch
var)}ing interesis, small locali‘ized ‘sh;m—term' newspapers: were  most co}xx;ﬁon,
the collections of wlxich\‘are very limited. Given (hcsé»resxri-ciions, a greater -
eoncen«raﬁon has  been placed on using .'census data, Sessional  Papers,

- agricultural .rgporls_,~ educat‘ionpl reéports, royal commiési()ﬁs. .diar‘ies. and oral
interv‘iews to piece together an acc_u‘rate ac;:ourﬁ of Guysborough County’s past.

- Oﬁly a‘limiled amount of -reséarch \has been carried out. by scholars in
the field of rural decline. Alan Brookes, i;a his study, of o'utmigrz;‘tion in the
‘Marilime Region, 1860 to 1900, alludes to the subje‘ct‘ only briefly. Brookes

attributes outmigration and ,decline jin the region 10 economic faitlure Jocally,

which in effect drove local people elsewhere. Contrastingly, Patricia Thornton

"y



suggests that it was the lure of the outside  world which j‘eopmdized the
potential of the Maritimes to- complete its industrial n:nnsl‘a‘rmmion during ™ the
crucial decade of the 1880s. As she _statés: "..the root _of the problem may
have been the pull of the neighboring 'Boston States’ which acted as a drain
on i)xe bone and sinew’ of the Marntime \p‘npulmion...“’ Both ?I‘ho}nmn and
“Brookes. have e.;gamined rural  decline only as 3t related m'(mlmigmlion.'
concentrating  more  on  the Qu\lmigmnts themselves, This work” *mcusqs
specifically “on  rural dcc]i\ne: on those who were left iwohimf_ in r‘uml\
gommun.it‘i.es, ‘and  their  response to  decline. Rural h;smry in. the Maritime
Region. particularly in this period 1383. to 193i‘ remains largely ‘une,\;amined by -
academics.. In .the British Isles, a recent \study_.‘bx_;.Catherim: JAnne. Wilson. has
documented well the effects of rural decline 'mv Flue Irish Islands belween 1391
and.‘ 1946.. In hér \;;Oi'k, \Vilgon concentrates ~'mainly on those who remaﬁmd_
béhind‘in island Com‘,munities confronted by decline and depopulation. o

This thesis is written on the premisé‘thm oﬁmﬁgmtion -occurred in the
Maritime Region as a result of a combinati;)n of forcks. The Maritimes had

. been founded on diversity. People originally ‘came to the region from various

’ .
Eagt

ethnic, reiigioﬁs, and’ economic backgrounds,” and during the late nineteenth
and éarly twentieth century ;txey ]eft‘ for different reasd‘n's. Some left Vout of
economic  necessity, While ~others  sought advén‘ture and the possibilities of._
greater iménetary success  abroad: The effects of rural decline wgre not
‘experienced in  exactly the same way all over the Marit‘im‘e Provinces.
Lxamination Qf rural deciiné in Guysborough County has shown that decline
varied quite significanily ‘according to economic basis. Inland "agricuitural c‘nm-
‘munities lost their popu)ation in greater numbers by the 1880s, while i‘is.hing.

communities experienced a greater stability at this time largely as a result of

1,

&

o



the expansion of the Tr‘esh fish trade and the lobster fishery. Guyshorough
agriculture experienced significant deterioration from 1891 to 1901. more so

than others -parts of Nova Scotia, because the farm districts were without rail
]

)

service. By the 1920s, when outmigration and rural decline affected the

Maritime Provinces more widely, the inland farmy communities had- su{fered such

extreme population drain mm‘lhey were unprepared to ﬁ'fanwp! an organized
res;nohse xko de:clim*; The coasm} L districts of  the cnum_ﬂﬂ h\oweve‘r. hﬁd not
experienced sus_min{‘q loss 1o the same extent and during the 1920s they.
became z;cti\!e in secking new solutions. Diﬂ‘gring‘tren(?s in  outmigration

brought varying responses to decline and in “Guysborough promoted greater

+ N
A * hY

N . . T 3
disunity in a county which had been founded on diversity. The lack of a united

voive iR Opposipg ‘déc!ine resultéd in a failure to' implement successful alternat-

»
>
N

ives in Guysborough County. S
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A FOUNDATION OF VARIATION:

: . . THE COUNTY'S DEVELOPMENT TO 1870

For the Maditime Provintes, the late eighteen and early nineteenth

scenturies  represented, a time  of establishment, Although permanent settlers

~had entered  thg region earlier, it was during these decades that the cethnic

-

© mosaic of NovaiScotin, New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island was cast by

I{h(- ‘hundreds of migrants who took up lands in this part of colonial Britsh

LT . . o
™ North America. While the prospects of land drew many, others were compelled

‘ N : ; ™~
to ‘come because of political loyalties. For whatever reasons they. came, the

result  was an  expanding _population and the creation of a staples-based

economy dependent on farming, foregtiy and the sea. ThE purpose.—ol __this

chapter is to explore this early period of growth and establishment’ in Guys-\
. o .- X )
borough .County: the geographic Tramgwork, the early settlement patterns of

variety of “ethnic and religious groups, frapmentation and the different

economic bases established wit‘hih 1he‘c Tnty.
Guysborpugh Cod’iny iz locate ”in" th%: south-eastern corner ot the Nova
"Scotimm‘ai’nland (S}IE' FIGURE 1). The second Jargest county in the province of
Nova Scotia, it encompgsses some 4\2:?5 square kilometres. Guysborough .Cox\xhty
averages 48 Kilometrgs 1n width from ~its “mosf‘nonherly b‘msﬁdﬁry to the
Atlantic Coast and averages 145 kilometres in length l"rom‘the westerly border
to the Canso St‘rai‘t."l‘h‘e counly is bordered ‘to, the north by Pictou and
Antigonish Counties, to ‘the west by Halifax County, o the south by the

v

Atlantic Ocean and to the cast by the Strait of Canso and Chedabucto Bay.
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THE LOCATION OF GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY
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9
Described as  the "pier head.,"? Guyshorough County protrudes as the most
e:fé.leriysec{i‘on of the North American mainland south of Labrador.

Gedgra;)hicai-ly', Guysborough County i§ very diverse, and‘this charact-
erisi?c has infl'uenced the coumy“s cultural and economic variations. The
histori:;n AC Jost  has dividec‘i the county into two distinct geographical
regions: a coastal ‘regio‘n and ‘anx inland region.? The coastal region consists of
that aren exxgndihg thf full length of the A'tlantié Coast of the _wﬁ;aty and
apprqximme]y \16 kilometres inland from the sea. Rugged, rocky, barren land

characterizes this ocean shore. Within this narrow 16-kilometre belt are found

N ) -

_numerous lakes and bogs, scattered among the stunted spruce and fir vegetat-

jon. The numerous coves, inlsts, long narrow channels and deeply cut harbours
give évidence of the glacial aqlion and other: tpétoﬁic forces X\hal molded this
coastal landscape in past pgeological ages. T.C. Haliburton in 1829 described-
Guysborough County's coastline: | \
. No part of Novfa Scotia, and perhaps few countries in the werkd
afford so many excellent harbours in the same extent of
coastline...it - possesses much greater facilities for commerce and
" navigation and its fisheries are the best in the Province.® ’

The inland region is that area extending the remaining 32 kilometres
inland 1o the nom‘mm boundary of the .county. in‘ contrast to the coastal belt,
it is clad in better dévelopcd mixed forest stands, interrupted by a nunﬁber of
more fertile, deeply cut river valleys. The largest and most producﬁve of these
river valleys are -those of the St. Mary’s River, Country Harbou\r River, Salmon
River, and Guysborough River (SEL FIGURE 2). Centuries of depoﬁtion have
Ilet‘t, loamy soil' on the floors of these river valleys, the depth and quality of
which varies from valley to valley. The Reverend George Patterson, in writing

his history of the county of Pictou in the 1870s, has given a vivid description

of one of these valleys, the St. Mary's, from & northern perspective:



10

But a grander sighti met the gaze of the early pioneers, from
the brow of the mountain they had to cross in reaching it [the
St. Mary’s Valley]. On the west of the river down to the margin
of thé valley was a pine forest, which: stretched away without 1
\ break to the Musquodoboit River, while to the north and east a
sea of rolling hills extended in the direction of Barney's River
and lLochaber.... The timber of the walley 18 said to have been
very large. Elm trees three and four feet through ran up
Qut a knot or limb, for fifty or sixty feet, and maple, oak
nrch of equal or greater size, with here and’ there o great

Nning (;f Guysborough County into mjé rogit;ns. ahhou‘gh usetul,
does hide Ffurther dfsaijniinrities that exist‘ geographically  within ‘-lhé county.
Inland, river valleys and thewr closest {ributarieé contain |hj:~ largest parf of
the most fertile soil. The tracts of “and bt.\c.k from the main valleys are Jesg

N

productive and maimair} a lower class of soil. The sefmrmion of these more
fertile valleys ’byvacres of substandard soils was an jmportant factor n the
subsequent subdividing of the inland region. - Conversely, the more easterly
section of the county has an area northwést of the Claedabucto Bay;‘ in
Mancheste‘r, where the Guysborough. River gives way to rolling hills which
possess a reasonable quality of soil \nét confined to a narrow ribbon along a
river béd. Although it 1is difficult \lo generalize in speaking of Guysborough

County geographically, vastness anfl sectionalism collectively chuaracterize th

county. . -

The geographic features r,j;:tlined above give an indication of stnme of
the naturat resources offered by Guysb‘orough County which may have loked
atiractive to potential settlers m phe eighteenth and - nineteenth centuries. The
resource base, and the geograg;'hic features, - determined in part the people wﬁo
were attracted to the coumy‘band where \exacx“ly they settled.

1t was the lure ot; the gea and the riéh fishery that Dbrought Europeans‘

' '



'EIGURE 2

WATER BODIES OF GUYSBORO

UGH COUNTY

Tsaac's HarBouR
oynTRY HARBOUR

10 Kilometers
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" unsettled, except for the migrating &md[pf‘ Micmags and’ some Acadians who

12
o North America in the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries. As early as "1500

the "pier head" of Canso on Guysborough County's southeastern .lip was known

as a good location for fishing.® Prior to this, the only inhabitanis “of the

region were roving Micmacs who moved. about in a seasomal manner. The

\ )

population drawn to’ Canso by ‘the fishery was predominantly male and for some

S

time . rethained seasonal in namrag In| these early years, Canso was a fishing

-

_post which during the cold winter ths was almost completely abandoned.

L

Although Canso's populatign “gxperienced. numerous fluctuations between  the

sixteenth and nineteenth centuries, Jost suggests that by 1812 there were still .

A

ohly five inhabitants. o : o \.~ -

. .

The fur trade with the Indians also helped 0" attract  the Feench 1o
' . A} . > . - \
this eastern portion of Acadia. In the late 1630s Niclolas Denys estiblished a

v .

trading post in a sheltered part of Chedabucto Bay. néar the present site of
3 T :
the village of Guysborough (SEE l%(GURE 3). ?}\lso by the “mid-seventeenth
. . : %

century, a trading post  was esy\bii’shed by LaGiraudiere at the head of

navigation on the St. Mary's River, Enegr'presem day Sherbrooke. Neither of

I S
EERINE AR A

these small, fortified trading posts, however, resulted in permanent setilement,

When the Treaty of Paris was signed in 1763 this eastern segment of Nova

Scotia, 1mer'to\ be cal!ed.Guysboro_ng}\ County, remained for the most part

w
\

had taken temporary refuge on the shores of Chedabucto Bay.

Following the expulsion of the Acadians, ;he governor of Nova Scotia
ook steps to entice permanent Britis?x’settlers to the colony. His desire was to
reoccupy the former Acadian lands and also open up néw areas for permanent

settlement. In 1764 the Township of Wilmont was lald out near present day

Canso Town. As Jost explains however, "the town of Wilmont... died at its

5

.

v adbaatemay -

*~
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FIGURE 3

PLACE’NAMES OF _GUYSBORQUGH COUNTY,
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_birth and was almost 3f npot quite, a town without a residept."™® In the Follow-

ing vear .sections of land: throughout. the county, including tracts on  the Sp

: ¥
Mary's River, the Miford Haven and the . Chedabucto’ Bay, were granted by the

governor of NovaYScotia. These stretches ‘0{( unbroken Wwilderness were hwarded
largely  to New Englanders and Halifax government officials who for .the most

part did not undertake improvement or settlement in the - districts. The. first

N

g 1
. : . s ¥ 4 FINEN - .
attempts to settle this  eastern section of the colony did  not mept  with

» ~

immediate  success. When ‘permanent settlement .did begin o take place,. the

inhabitants were from very diverse backgroungs. -
. )
Ten families of pre-loyalists were the first known permanent sefilers in

2

the county. By 1780 they maintained <continuous resfience at the head of
Chedabucto Bay, relying mainly on the rich fishing stoc®y of the bay for . their
livelihood and to a lesser extent on the land, for hunting and sonX agriculture.

With the close of the War' of ‘Independence in 17

Colonists, labeled as loya{hsts‘ made their way north to the Brilish colonies of

. N . . R v .
Canada and Nova Scotia.  The loyalists, althéugh often classified by historians

as a single group, were far ‘fro)m being a homogeneous unit. Among the loyal;
ists who came to Guysborough a variety of origins and social standing was
evident: New Yorkers, Carolinians, Blacks, Floridians, Scots, Hessians and

English, as well as high ranking army officials, soldiers, ¢ivilians ang servants

v

As Neil MacKinnon states: - ) : . _
\ > ' .

In  status, occupation,. origin, motivation and war time  ex-
perience, they [{the 1loyahsts] were a markedly varied. and
divergent group of people having little in common with each

other but their fragile bond of "loyalism”.”

A . «

The wave of loyalist immigrants continued in° 1784 and 1785. Actording to Jost,

nearly 500 gramts were distributed to loyalists in the eastern }mlf‘oF“Gu‘ySﬂ

borough Coudty at this time. The largest number of these. people Wwere
: 3 ;

3y

. 3 ‘:.‘ . }
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disbanded sdldiers of quite differént’ experiences. Among the units represented

were: - the Duke of Cumberland’s Regiment {Carolinidns), ‘the Associated Depart-

AR - -

ments of the Army and Navy [pade up of the Comissionary Departments from
New York, the British: Legioi&,(recmited in New "York),and the Sc?ve:‘ny-‘Filjstw
Regiment {Scots)), the \Sixtiéxh‘Regimém (Hessians or Germans) and Q;e Kings'

{Carolina) Rangers. Making up a small minority of the Joyalists were a group

© of civilians from St ‘Augustine, Florida

ATEN

-7 The  first Ia}:aiisisi o’ ar‘rix;e were from the Duke. of Cumbertand’s

x

Regiment, a band of Carolinians largely composed of young men between ages’

eighteen and  41. This. regiment received grants in three blocks: on the' north

side of Milford Have‘n\‘. on the horth. shore of Chedabucto Bay and -along the

> N . N  C . . \,|
more northerly section of ‘the Canso ‘Strait. Few of rhese disbanded soldiers
remained in the county, because as Jost remarks they were ".womenless;

forlorne, [and] condemned to the solitude -of their isolated farm lots..."8

Members of the Associated Departments of the Army and Navy arrived

N

"soon dfter” the Duke of Cumberland's Regiment. These. pidneers furnished the
B, . . e ]

AR

village of Guysborough with its niame in honour of Sir Guy Ca‘rfmon‘,-andk
contributed the ‘largest portion of the township's’ founding’ population. In this -

Broup tfmre weré_ a total of 675 ind‘ividunls, ‘cbnsisting of 425 whites and 250

~ blacks. The Associated Department was not a homogenébus body but embodied

three component parts: the Comnbissionary Department, the British legion, a_ﬂ\df‘

the Seventy-First Regiment. The largest -of ‘these three was the Conimissfonary

Départment wh\ich_ had been -recruited in New York for employment at head-
quarters during the War of Indepengence. The British Légion, and the Seventy-

First Regiment were smaller groups. The former was composed of *New York

ahd Southern stock, while the latter consisted of Scottish Highlandets. Free
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borough. These blacks were destined for much hardship and initially received

2

only a small quarter ‘of land on the outskirts of the newly surveyved town lots.

The undersized grants given to the blacks. was in .sharp contrast to the usual

town lot and 100 to 200 acre farm lot awarded to white loyalists.
. N . . ~

The Sixtieth Regiment, a mainly German group, received grants ol land

~ N \y . > * * N L. ) -
blacks, following their former shasters, camie in substantfal numbers ©  Guys-

south of the Salmon River’ estuary on the south shore ol the Chedabiucto Bay.

* The land réceived by these inhabitants contained only small pnc}{ets of poad

soil and was unsuitable for development into l‘arr}is.~“As an alternative  these

loyalists looked to the sea for their livelihood.® To a . greater -extent than “other.

L IS e I > b . N . \ “‘\"
regiments, the Sixtieth was willing to remain .more permanently settled on thee

outh Chedabucto shore because more were married and few. were dependent an

.

o start farms meant thé initial task “of land <learing, . job that

sheartened many grantees and drove them from their lots.

grants‘faﬂher removed from th town lo} at Guysborough. The first of these

two, the Rangers, ‘were from North and South’ Carolina. They arrived at

Stormont, on the Country Harbour River, to take up their grants amid the cold

And the St A;ugust’ine Loyalists received

of December 1784. The- exhcfnu\mber of individuals arriving thai winter is

uncertain. According to Rc;y Chisholm, 200 of these new settlers died of scurvy

and exposure over the course of téxe Firstfwintef.“’ During the summer of 1785
many of those who survived the col;i winter months at'Smrmnhl !éfl the areq
for Halifax amj the village of Guysborough.

| The St. Augustine Loyalis'!s- ware the 6hly .'gr(_iu)p of civilian loyalists 1o
arri?e at this.time. Of‘ these wﬂite and black - pioneers, s&he 48 ‘héads of
families r'eceived‘ land grants on {he Cahsb'Strait: Small ;iﬂ nuw'nber, »iate 0]

2

N B
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arnive, and lacking proper leadership, however, this group .failed to secyre

good-quality land.'’ As a result they were Torced 10 turn from the land basad

economy they had been accustom_e'd to in Florda and locked instead to the se:}]

_and 1o the fishery.9

Thus the loyabists of Guysborough County were no exception to the

myriad variety” which Neil MacKinnon has ‘Jentified as a general character-
) - ~ N

2

istic of the loyalist migration. Qccupationally, "prior to their arrival> in. the
county, the Guysborpugh colonists had little in common; some came with
experience. as  highet ranking army . officials, while others  were  seldiers,

Se_rvan‘!s andxcivi}ia‘ns) After taking up resiaence in' their new ‘lan‘ some
became farm\er‘s‘ m* fishermen, \f)hi]e' others sus‘tai“ned‘ their existence\ from a
éomhinaiioxu of farminé and fishing. .ND\\'single “ethnic“kgroup predominated‘ amnfi‘g
Q;Jysbofo.ugh Colnty ﬂLoyalis‘ts; there were New Yorkers, Carolinians.~ blacl;s,_

Al

Floridians, Scots, English, and Germans. Religious’ differences were evident “with

Anglicans, Methodists, and Baptists all maintaining their distinctness and taking

steps to establish churches of their own. Jost further Teinforces this 'point in

“Ris remarks of Guysborough County Loyalists:’

~

They were a heterogeneous mixture of sailors and soldiers of
. mémbers and servants, of persons frem the .most varied walks of
. - life [and] of the greatest diversity of standing.}? .

1

The result of this conglomeration has been the lack of. a well-defined

* "Loyalist Culture”. Any didtinct ethnic characteristics brought to Guysborough

-
>

- were soon lost. For example, the Germans of the south Chedabucto shore very

~ M va

soon Jost contact with their homeland, so that hite. existed to distinguish

them as German. MacK innon chronicles this type of decline:
} ) ) ; o
By the end of the Wgr of 1812, the generation of loyalists was
dying and much of their identity was dying with them. Unlike
immigrants of a common ethnic background lh§)’ left so little of
the loyalist  tradition to their descendants and 'to Nova Scoya....

-

N >



In a sense there was little that they as lovalists could pass to
their "children. There was no shared language to be ‘handed on’
no particular culture and customs, religion or common roots.
Ther]e; was little. but the remembrance of their role in a long ago
War. )

Possibly the only exception to this were the Black Loyalists who remained
distinct for reasons more related to racial segregation,

* e
In 1765 Benjamin Hallowell, at that time o official in the Boston

 Custom House, had been granted a tract of land on the east side of the lower

\ . Sy .
Milford Haven. Hallowell’s land “was to be subdivided and sold for settlement

and cultivation. The terms of the grant were not Immediately met; Hallowell

did prevent escheatiment of "his land however, and in 1786 steps were taken 1o
N ¥ .

setile the grani. That summer eighteen heads of families, 'dgav.‘n‘especiaily from

‘Connecticut, took up grants in the district of Manchester around the town plot " -

which was given the name Boyviston. The pioneers of the area turned their

attention . to farming. With such a scatterad pattern of seitlement the town lots

at Boylston fell into Hisuse.! Jost characterizes these people as being a much

more "ada;ﬁtabh and capable® group than their loyalist  predecessors.!®  Their

~—n

- 3 . . N . o ;
relatively $mall numbers and their close interaction with Joyalist seltlers make

it difficult to regii]:d _these New Englandeﬁ as a separate group. Their'on!y
obvious trait was their Congregational Church‘f \

By the close of the eighteenth cemufy the Jargest areas of permanent
settlement in _Guysborough CTounty were concentrated in  the hbrﬁ!lﬂ-gastern
ﬁonion of the county on the shores of Chedabucto Bay, Milford Hn\:’gn‘ and
along the Canso Strait. The more inland districts, on the St Mary’s, Salmon,
“and Guysbor,oug;Rivers} and the At]apﬁc Coast of thé,coumy stili supporled

only a scattering of inhabitants and were yet to\receive their largest’ proport-

jons of permanent settlers. In these areas of later semer\nen;, it can be argued



- N . : ~ . N, ' . »1..9

> T
.

thi  geographical, economic’ and  cultural differences worked to -a  greater

. extent fo maintain distinctions between. districts and peoples. -~ »7

>

The Atiantic shore of* Guysborpugh -County, by 1800, contalped 3’ very-
sparse populanon. The largest co‘ncemr‘ation of settlement may have been at-

Molasses Harbour on Tor Bay, where. a number of Acadian Tamilies, had esta-

blished themselves at turn of the nmineteenth- century. The first known
‘written reference o t1hése Acadians comes from the writings of the Roman

Cathohe Bishoi) Plessis, who visited Molasses Harbour in 1815, Pléssis i‘bund n

the area nineteen Acadian families who had left Chezzetcook when loyalists

had arrived (viih a tle 1 possess some 5000 acres. A portion of this 3000

acre grant hagd “been cleared . by the Acadians whp had [ailed o secure its.

_oﬁ'ici:il tide. Secking a Aww  and -undliimed location away from . English

scrutiny, these Acadians came to the Tor Bay where, nccord'mg‘ to  Plessis,

they: "found only rocks and land that could not be cultivated. But Providence

helped them with -an abundance of fish, suﬂ”ic_‘mm 10 prf)vide a fairly good

Iving".1® The bishop in his report expressed concern for the spiritual well-
‘ ‘ L ‘ / i
being of these Tamilies and urged them to: ‘ :

leave the place since 1t was far removed from spiritual assist-
ance; .and since..there 'was no hope of  their being able to
support a priest and even if it were possible, he could not
_procure one for themi. Their distance from missions already
establig;hed was such that they could not hepe for help from
- them. ) .

‘Being very determimed however, and finding in this location the isolation they

desired, these Acadians would not. leave and resolved 1o obtgin a livelihood.

*

from the fishery and the sparse rocky soil around the Tor Bay.

The Acadians were not alone in {indMg _Guylsboro‘uéh’s sparsely popu- -
. Y 8 i

ated  Atlantic  Coast appealing. About the same  time, at the turn of the

. v

nineteenth century, a considerable number of people began to arrive from
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.. Lunenburg County, making common such names as Baker, Barkhouse, Bezanson,

“Hawboltx} Har‘tling; and Romkey . Philip Hartling chronicles ihjs migration as 1t
o,ccurred on‘lhe‘ Easi.ern Shore of Hahiax (‘oumy;. The movement also extqnded
i;\to the ‘western coastline pf’Gu_\’sborough_ ‘Coumy“ p.anjculm‘*ly;' in Eoum Segu‘m‘
Marie Joseph and Liscornif Man}{ of those who removed fron) j‘l.unénburg wore

second and third generation Nova Scotians. Most  left  their  native  county

because of a lack of good vacant land along the shore. The Eastern Shore was

“o guite attracltive 1o .these people because of its sparse human population and 11§

proximity to the fishery.!® These Lunenburgery,. mainly ‘of German-Duich

’

_ extraction, continued ‘to trickle into the Eastern Shore .in the garly nineteenth

century. In 1817 one such settlement was established on the Tor Bay at Cole

¥

Harbour. The Lunenbuigers were. chiefly dependent on the fishery, as well ag®

subsistence Earmingf A writer for.the Nova Seotian in ]837\ described the way
. . +

of life on the Eastern Shore: "

" The natives live chiefly by carrying cord wood, by fishing and
farming and some live by their wits end. The materials of &
subsistence may be._acquited without much difficulty: He who
plants potatoes In the spring and catches fish in the fall .may

. exist; but he cannot support a family decently without constant
attention to his calling.  Indusfrious peopje generally thrive but
the shore is not a Paradise for Idlers !9 .

It is uncertain whether these pioneers brosught the Anglican Church

A

with them or whether they associated. themselvés wi!}i‘ib after their arrival. By .

2

1845 however, a Ch\jrch of England catechist s‘taiionea ‘near Sherb‘rool\‘\e at St
Mary's River was‘sarvinghrhe spi‘ritual need‘sé of th‘ese sen‘k\:rs‘\fon kthis shore.
New‘ ]‘larbr:mri was founded about 1806, mainly by transplanted . loyalists ‘who
"made their decision t‘o leave Manchester for t’ﬁe Atlantic Shore. Like many

other inhabitants by the sea they were dependent on, the fishery and some

farming for their livelihood.. In New Harbour these srans-migrants established a

g
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Methodist (\hUlfC\h presence. Seafaring people were niso_‘_;utfii(fted to the FEastern
Shore-from -Queens and _Shelburne. Counties, In 1818 English speaking Settler@

took up residence at Whitehaven on the Tor Bay, with others following from

* Shelburne and -’]‘uskm.

In 1831 two young fishermen from Louis Head, Shelburne County, came
with their families to Isaac’s 1larbour. A year earlier the iwo had been forced
1y take refuge in the harbour from a storm, and “had been duly impressed with

the port and its location. Before the arrival of these Shelburne County trans-

-

plants, the sole inhabitants of the ared had been a Ffamily of Black Loyalists
who had come to the harbour in the second decade of the nineteenth century.

The two Shelburne County {ishermen ex\ie;éd a joint parinership in a fishing

and sawmill . venture which proved quite successful. They encouraged relatives

and friends also to come to lIsaac’s Harbour and a settlement of reasonable

size grew up on the harbour’s banks. These newcothers joined with the original
Black Loyalists to form a Baptist Church. - j

This constant flow of migrants meant that Guysborough's Atlantic Coast
was For the most part a sprinkling of diffcrent peoples with occasional larger
concentrations of inhabitants of common origins. The port of Canso illustrates
this to an ever greater extent. By the end of the first decade of the nine-
teenth century Canso still remained almost deserted. John Grant remarks:

The events of ‘the French wars and the American Revolution had

almost destroyed Canso. The sea remained however, to lure back

those who sought the wealth it offered. The old port slowly

recovered, its safe . harbour and broad drying grounds again

sheltering the small fishing boats of the North Atantic.??

. ' ’ »
After 1815, Canso developed as a more permanent fishing wvillage and by

mfd-nincteenth century had became an important centre of the fishery on
v : ;

! ‘ ) . .
Guysborough’s Atlantic Coast. As a fishing post it drew together people of
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very divérse backgrounds who held in common only their interest i the
. fis};éry. whether as fisﬁermen; from aﬁy part of the globe, or as merchants
"Trom Halifax or New England. Along Guysborough’s south-eastern shore, with
so0 many different peopies, often settled in isolated inlets, seftionalism was
strong.  Contact betwoe‘n ivn!;m_d -and shore communities was almost non-existent
in some parts.
In the more inland areas of the county,. changes were also nﬁccurring.
By 1800 settlement was expanding up the majér river valleys, as peoples of
variéd ethnic and religious backgrounds were welcomed to Guysﬁorough County.
;I'hé first of‘the"sé‘ lands to be permanently settled .was a 3000 acre section on
the Tracadie River, a tributary of the _Guysbomugh River. fl'his granl was taken
up ‘ v approximately 172~ blacks from Guysborough Town. n l}78!i‘ Since their
arrival in .the_ predominantly white \loya]i'st' village of Guysboroug:h in 1784,

these blacks had been plagued with hardship. Trying te sustain a livelihood on

v

a small plot of lana on the fringe of the village was hard.. l‘n the inili\zﬂ years,

losf supply ships and a lack of guns for hunting brought‘ blacks at tim(‘} to the

brink of starvation. With a hope that self-sifficiency could be gained, one of

the blacks prepared a petition which was forwarded to Governor -Parr, request-

ing a grant of land outsi‘d;a of Guysborough Town in a farm district. Whites of

Guysborough we;é w‘encopraging, some out of genuine cbncernf while  others %

wére-motivated by a desire to: "drive the negroes into !he interinr, where lhc:v

could be forgotten”?! The grant was officially awarded in 1788. Not all of the
“blacks left Guysborough, bul ‘most of xhoge who rémained in ‘!he village worked

as "servants and labourers for ;he white _ inhabitants".*? With an average of

only 40 acres alloted per family, life in the "backlands” of Tracadie was not

easy.?8- These pioneers had been granted only poor farmland and were separat-

-
"
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ed from the nearest white settlers by wucres of forest, iThe blacks at Tmcndie‘
were  not zicce.pted by local white. churches. Finding themselves “rebuﬂ'e{i by
the Roman CatholicsJand] largely forgoiten by the Church of England,” by
1821 they had turned to the Baptist Chufch‘z“‘ . A

About 1815 a. substantial number of Irish Rdman Catholics arri\:eci‘in‘
(}uysborough~T0v;~n ‘seeking land  suitable  for l"alrming. These people  had
T‘ormeriy been employed in the Newfloundland fishery b‘gt because of 1ts
depressed state they had léft that colony seeking a frésh start in Nova Scot-ia.
The largest proportion of ;hese\ Irish were given iapds in the Roman Valley .on

%

the upper Guysborough River and in the Upper Saln@on River Valley. As Harriet

Hart states, "the land in these localities is fertile, a‘nd‘ ere long lthey had
ﬂmxfishing farms .and were 1in icnmformble circumstances."®®  In addition 1o
these Irish migrans, at ‘abom the same time the  northern parts of” the county
also received an influx .of Scottish Roman Catholics wl‘ut; made their Way nto
the area from neighbouring Antigonish County to tim n‘onh.

At the close of the eighteenth century a number of Ulster Scots from

the Truro area made ihquiries about obtaining land in the St. Mary’s River

Valley, By 1800 these families had begun- to arrive. Some of their number were

‘ particularly interested in the pursuit of the timber industry and settled at the

head of navigation, ]atgr‘ calfed Sherbrooke, \Yhére a sawmill was constructed.
The river waé a nmﬁr:;l highway and ‘setved as a means for removing timber,
which before long was beiné exported in subsmntial guantities. Others of the
Truro group chose their grants fr;)m the fertile intervale land farther up-river
at the Forks, where the east and west branches of the St. Mary's: converge.
These UlsterzScots brought with them their\ Presbyterianism  and in the early

; -
vears they were served by missionaries out of Pictou. R
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As the bhest lands in Pictou County were gradually taken and as the

s Dastrict ofTered

>good quality untouched land. The result whs the iniTn a.great number of

Presbyterian Scois from Pictou. These families filled the Caledonias on the

West River, St. Marys and -supplemented the Ulster-Scot pnpulmimx“m the

.

Forks and on the East- Branch. Added to this were Presbyterian Irish and

'$conish who by 1817 had settled in the "backlands” of Goshen.
B .

»

k4

U}:like is neighbouring- coumies,‘oi’ Pictou  and  Antigonish,  Guys-
borough's establishment involved~ the influx of 1 great variety of peoples who
_possessed - different ethnic, :md\ religious  characteristics  and who turned 1o
diffferém primary }esoilrces 0T combinations oi:_ resources 1o sustain 2 1i\'e|i—‘
~ hood. The result was that by the turn of the nin.eyteemh century an extreme.
diversity of peoples hi\d settled G‘uysborough\ County. As yet the county id

not exist as a political entity, but was a {fagmented and subdivided tract of

land.

The County of‘ Sydney had‘come inlo*existencé in 1784, named in

i\onqllr of Lord Sy;iney, the British Secretary of State for the colonies. Sydney
R

County included within its boundaries. mai‘?]ly- present day Antigonish County as
. well as eastern Guysborough County to the -line of the St Mary's River. In the
early nineteenth century, settlements grew along the St. Mary’s River which a:
that tin;e r-eprese.med the border betweenSydney and Halifax County., As Jaghn
Grant gotes it was ".settled by people who were accustomea to  managing
their own affairs.."?® On_ their request in 1818 the Topr .of St Mary's

was established. The new township was etched out of -lands adjacent 1o the St

Mary’s River, half of which lay in the county of Halifax and half of which Ilay
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in the county of Svdney. The Township of St Mary's: kexliendc;d roughly from
the Country Harbour River in the eas.t‘ te the Ecum Secum @ in ‘the\‘west.
It was not until 1822 that .that part of the St. Mary's Township which lay
outside of Sydney County was finally formally annexed, éxtex;ding the Sydney
County bo‘undary from the Strait of Canso in the east ;o the 'ﬁcum ‘Secum
River in the west. .

Because of the vastness of Sydney County, the difficulty of ‘travel, ar;d
the population growth that was exper‘ienccd\in the early . 1800s the decision was
mgde in 1836 1o ;)fficially divide the county into tiyo districts:  the Uéber
‘Diétrict ‘a‘nd the Loweeristript. "I“he Upper District eventually became Ami:
gonish County »?jk\thé Low*ezgistrict became Guysborough County, Even with
this division of  Sydndy into two Aistricts, the Lower District’ still ré;xuained
large and travel from one end to the‘ other was difficult. With the county
business transacted at ‘C;;tuysborough.y some 45‘". mil_es over poor roads, the
.gmwiAng ({i!]ag& of Sherbrooke and't'he‘ township of St. Mary's felt fhemselves
placed atk snﬁwewhat of .a disad\vénmge. With pressure from St. Mary’s, in 184]

——the Coumy. of Guysborough was divided into. two districts:  the District of
Guysborough in the east >and the District of St. Mary's in the west. Each
district was given its .own Court of Probate, Registry of Deeds, Collector ot:_
Customs) and local civil government.

The feelings of alienation, displayed by St. Mary's toward Guysborough
did not cease in 1841; sixteen years later, in 1857 a petition was forward?d to-
the Legislative‘ Assembly in Halifax which calléd for the splitting of Guys-
- borough C‘ounly'and the creation of a\separate County of St. M:;:y‘s. Residents

of St. Mary’s District felt that their representation to the legislature was out

of touch with their views and their needs. As they stated in their petition of
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the Nova Scotia I.egisinti\'e_‘Assemb!y from' .

20

1857, representation "..is far from us and knows little about us. But it cannot

be doubted that our interests have been overlooked "7 As an alternative, they

N <

believed 1hat a separate county would give "..a powerful impulse.. 1o . this

large section of country. It can easily be seen that it cannot prosper in i

‘present condi}ion.""’s‘ Action was never taken by the Legislative Assembly on

the St. Mary’s recommendation. e

1

This was not- the first evidence of fraginentation in ‘the  county.

Sectionaligm existed even within districts. In 3845 a petition was forwarded to

communities on the coast of . Su

Midry's "west of Sherbrocke: Ecum Secum, Marie Joseph,. Liscomb, and _Gegogan.

The -petitioners from this area wanted to be .gcreated into % district of their

own, obviously feeling remote from ‘the rest of "St. Marys. They stated their

‘e - 2 . : y
desire ot . i -’ ] ",

be set off a3 a District separate and distinct from the rest of

St. Mary’s with a view only to su‘pﬁoriiy “their ows poor and- -
save the said inhabitants the trouble and expgnse of attending
at Sherprooke the town meeting.. 2 =7 ° :

These mﬁward smaller political divisions in  Guysborough County give
further eVvidenck of the diversity and the separation that existed between

N

sections of the county.

Economit bases and circumstiances tended to be quife variable through-

out Guysborough County 'in the earI); years of settlement. ;Ahho_ugh the period

of Guysborough's establishment corresponded with a time of general economic

rellance on primary resources, these resources, or the combinations of resourc=

-

es used'to attain a livelihood, differed greatly throughout the county.
In the inland districts of Guysborough Coumy; along the St. Mary's
River, the Salmon River, and the Guysborough River as well as in Manchesier

and around Guysborough Town, farming. was an important part of - the local

-~
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economy. As lands  were granted thmughapt the county and clepred for

¥

S
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-having farming in common, were also supplemerted quite differently by other
N RS v

rcs,pp;ces. The . cutting -of trees to clear the land ensygred a good supply of

!og*: The exp‘an of timber served as an impormm :\ddition to a fmmer‘s

\’/‘mwme and was of mrtmuhr mgmﬁmme in the lO\HlShl{) 0! 5t Mary's, Mu‘rc

t - s
forests had for the mdst part remained untouched until afiar the turn of the

3

mineteenth “century. .In the earlier-inhabited Guysborough District,. according

T.C. Haliburton, most of its best timber reserves had -already been exhausted

by the late ;8?)3: : o VY ‘
~ N N 1 . Ay "_ . AR

Formerly .sawed . lumber was exported, but for many years the
demand {or .this article, for the fisheries and domestic con-
sumption, has exhausted the timber on all the lands contiguous
to the {Chedabucto] ba’g and harbours ‘adjacent to it ¥

v’ I

.On the St. Mary's River the exporting of timber from the virgin forest

-stands of the district .began early - in the ﬁineteemh century. ]-la]ibur!on .noted"

that in the. years 1824, 1823 and 1826, fnurteen cargoes of umber \xere shmpcd

-\\ hLS

, .from Sherbrooke to the Brmsh market " consisting of 4,155 tons of hmbe‘r,

NS

:

)

R

. 53,460 feet of three inch. pine plank, 76 cords of. lathwood, plus lypars\ oars,’

3 ) . I
handspikes, émﬂ other wood pmt!uct&81 Many * farmers devolefi the wimer
J i ;
months to cuumg *hmber which in the sprmg W'iS ﬂoag*ed dom1 -river in booms

ior sale in xhe ’Um(eg! St'ltés or Greqt Bru’nn So;fne hrmers mamhmed small

v,

mvzml]s of their own, pmvxdmg lumber for locﬂ use and fm export. John

Gram descrxbes the movemem of 1‘@gs OR zhte St. Mary’s in the early nine-

?

“teenth centmy o )

“Timber was. cut pn the fbarks of the St Mary's River and its
smallest  tributaries and ! dfiven down the wiver to  Stullwater
where it was held until needed by the Sherbrooke Mills. 3

By conprast, the Guysborough District relied fiore  on fishing as a

‘ngriculture, population expanded. The economivs of these disiricts. although-

\.



.

supplement to agriculture, particularly in M:mx:hester. along the Mi:l‘l‘md Haven,
and around Guysbor‘éugh Town. In .the&“!ale 1820s, T.C. Halibum;n t;.ﬁsresscd-
concern that this interest in the i”is;héry~ \;'as maintained at the expense of
agri\:\ihural pmgres‘s, ~ | .

The lands on both sides of - the iGuysbordhgh] harlﬁour for nearly
its whole extent, which: are of superior. quality, have long since
been cleared of wood, and now afford extensive meadows or
grazing grounds. But the proximity of the fisheries,- and the
general disposition “ef thHe inhabitants to be employed about
them, in preference to the cultivation of their "lands, has greally
retarded their improvement. There are yet on the very borders
. of this beautiful harbour and river, large fields which, although
cleared of timber forty vyears ‘ago, still yetain: their primeval
undulatory form and have never begn subciucd by the plough®*® . [ =
. ) ’ N .

Those farmers of the area who did- not turn dirpctly to fishing as a,

¥

supplement to their earnings were able instead to gain additional income’ by

coopering. The proximity of . the fishery meant that barrels were usually always
in -demand. Despite - this interest in, the fishery and timber however, by the

18205 a, small surplus of a?,riculiufal produce was being shipped out of the

“farming districts of Guysborough County through the ports of Guvysbotough and
s ) a .

Sherbrooke. Haliburton' recognized this in commenting further fon the district

“surrounding Guysborough Town: '

This spontandous fertility of the so0il, has enabled the in-
‘habitants, notwithstanding their aversion to agriculture, to rear
-+ black cattle, horses and ~she§p, in considerable numbers, several
" cargoes of which are ahnually exported to Newfoundland,
together with greal’ quantities of butter. These, with a few
potatoes and ovats, are the only surplusof agricullural produce of
Guysborough 3 ‘ -

Villages  such as  Sherbropgke and Guysbhorough  acted as centers - of
service for the agricultural districts and surrounding fishing communities. The
two villages, located. respectively at the head of navigation on the St. Mary's

» N .

and at the head of the Chedabucto Bay, offered port facilities for exporting of

. ~produce from the inland distsicts. It is not to be inferred however, that Guys-
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bo:oxfg‘h and Sherbrooke™ were communities based on similar economies, funct-

“joning' merely as service centres for the surrounding settlements.. In Guys-

E]

borough, the fishery remained very predominant, Being the shire town oi‘\he
county, Guysborough was also the seat of local civil government and its

associated courts. Meanwhile, SHerbrooke, on the, lower St. Mary's, was in the
.{'& N v .

carly days, as Howe described it, "a creation of the timber trade"®® In the

carly nineteenth century . merchants and sawmill operators in ‘the- village, along

R

with other local craftsmen, took -advantage of the tmber trade. John Grant
explains:

The trade in wood, deal, planks, boards, lathes, shingles and
even firewood, was the single most important’ industry of the
community. Although continvally affected by the rate..of British °
preference, the export figures show that while there was con-
' siderable fluctuation in the value of trade, it remained quite
heglthy and retained its importance.3®
' Central to this timber trade was the river, along véh.ich the wood was
. o » o
transported to the head of navigation. In- the case of St. Mary's Township the
river acted as a unifying: factor and very soon Sherbrooke became the business

[N

centre of St. Mary's. An excerpt from a, petition sent to the L\egis!‘ative‘

Asr‘iembly of Nova Stotia by citizens of the District of St. Mary's in 1821
demonstrates well the isolation of the settlements and the unifying effect of

the riven

..different settlemnents on the [St. Mary's] river are very remote
from the capital [at Guysborough] and from other settlements
[1.e.. ~in  neighbouring river wvalleys] around them they are
sepakated by tracts of wilderness of unsettled country which will
in ol probability for a number of vyears prevent much inter-
course from being carried by land; but the facilitys [sic} offered
by the River and the roads of communication to the tide, to:
send lumber #$hd other - articles to market by sea and receive
returns in_the same way naturally tend to unite the interest of
the inhabitants and to lead them 1o one principle [sic] place of
resort at Sherbrooke Village, near the head of navigation..where
all the mercantile business of the settlement is transacted.®?
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In 1817 Sherbrooke consisted of about. twenty houses and possessed two

sawmills and a ‘grist mill.®® Additional growth wag éxperienced as the contury.

progressed and shipbuilding steadily ~ grew. By’ the 1840s and 1850s - this hatter

" Grant notes:

)

industry had reached considerable momentum at Sherbrooke, as wéll as at Wine

N

Harbour, Guuysborough, Isaac’s Harbour and Liscomb. The shipbuilding industry

v

brought - with it important economic spin-offs for the local economy, ‘as John

3
-

Shipbuilding, provided. a considerable -stimulus C"\“o the local”

economy. Men spent’ the winter i the woods cuuing timbe
sawrnills were kept busy, and the ship wrights and builders
full time employment.  Local * blacksmiths” worked long hours 18
provide the ,necessary iron goods;  while- at  the sailmaker's
needles Tlew, ovgr  the hundreds of y’ards of canvas required to
m’akze; the full det of sails. Local 'merchants also prospered From

ship midmg by supplying - the crews -of > the lumber camps,, the
" mills and thé -shipyards. Dxrectlv dr indirectly .the HPipancial @

position of pmcnmlly ever)one n nu; Lommumt)ﬁ was 1mm;ov-:
ed.. 39 ,

j . . ’ ' \

In the .shore settlements, of the -Adantic Coast a-nd on'’ 1he “south

Chedabucto’ Bay' and Canso Strait, the sea pyoved mf be a most sigmificant

~

;‘? * ) ) N . N e -
influence, lniiabimnts‘ of Melford and South .Manchester areas carried on @

a’
mixture of} farmmg and fishing. The early nineteenth. century was very

successful for fushermen on (hedabucxo Bﬂy /‘_\s\}_!aiiburwh reco,rdcd in the

1820s: "The ‘fishenes of the. (‘hednbucto Bay are perhaps as. productive ns éﬁy

P

knowh in the wox]d "0 Quantities ofy cod, po]hck or scale fish, herring ﬁnd
mackerel were taken th‘roug‘hm the fishing season. 'I‘he catch was sold fres‘h
by fishermen to traders in exchange for hshmg supphes. or was cured and sald
to merchants: Some of 1he.k fish was also shippgd to "Halifax and to the West
Indies. ! éy the late 1‘8303‘ however, there was a poticeable decline in the
fishery. Accmdiﬁg io Jost

..the harvest of the sea became more grudgingly available. There
was market for fish of. certain varieties and guality ...To such

d ~

LI

3
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an extent had the catch’fallen oftf that in some of the f{ishing

settlements there was well marked distress...*? »

(‘harac(eristi/c, of the fishing industry was “the variation of its suceess
J K . . . .
“ : from year 1o yémi Fishermeny along the Atlantic Coast, during the early

nineteenth century. were often at the mercy of the fishery and the potato
erop. Failure/pf both.meant the possibility of starvation” In 1845 a 'Church of
. . .

3 . \ . '
England  catechist who ministered to the spiritual needs “of  Guyshorough's
Atlamic Coasx‘comm‘emed on conditions which existed during that wime;{;

. ) R\ N !

On account of fishing being scarce last season together with the
loss ~of the potato crop, it is. gntirely olt of their [inhabitants
of the shore] power to assist or even ‘make acknowledgement by ¢
subscription o the society this year... Very many families 1 fear

will be’ in deplorable condition before the ensuing spring, having
neither bread nor potatoes more than ‘will serve with economy"
..a few weeks. 4 o o :

-

Certdin areas ‘of the coast did experience better conditions than others. -
‘In Isaac's Harbour for example, which did. not” receive the greatest part of its
. Al . i
) . . - - “\
inhabitants  until® the 1830s, a more diversified economy was established;

interests wer? maintained in the fishery, timbgr industry, 'shipbuilding and 1the
NN . . N . .

nrerchant marine. The result was a more economically stable communit‘)&'”
In the summer of 1860 gpld was discovered at Moo\v,éland on the

Tangier River. TFhis find subsequently sparked an inierest in the pretious metal.

v

S

farther down the coast in Guysborough County as well, where - that same

"summer the- first discovery was made at Wine Harbour. By the fall of 1861

there were.about 200 people at work on the first leads”in Wine Harbour.* In

N

Septefuber of 1861 gold was discovered at Isaac’s Harbour. This“%«’igs followed
« N N N ‘R“"‘ R -~
shortly by finds at Sherbrooke and County Harbour. *n -Sherbrooke the initial

prospects proved ‘quite  promising as Jost remarks: . "Two hundred of them
[miners] gathered and the result of their first day of work is said to have
netted ‘them about $400.00."%% The results were profound, having a particularly

-~

» ) 3



'exrerpt from the petition-reads:

Jbenelicial economic ifgpact on the western district,

Almost overmipht population grew in the areas supporting gold finds, At

0

the diggings outside Sherbrooke, houses and stores were built as well as .a

road, a bridge and fwo wharves. Soon a town appeared bn the site and was

given the, name‘G(;lde;nviile. In 1862, 130 miners .were employed on the Sfte and
e o , :

by the e of the year 166 dwel!ings.‘ stores and other buildings had Teen

constructed and four erushers were erected  at g total -cost of

N >

'$16.000.00.%° In 1869 nineteen companies were operating at Goldenville. Tifis

influx -of people and money to the ‘county meant an_increased demand for other

" primary products, such as lumber and. food, and brought prosperity - particularly

. N f-‘ -
‘to the inland- hinterland of. the western part of Guysborough, County. The

social conditions of . the area were also greatly, affected. In Sherbrooke, for
example, money was found to complete a number of new public buildings. With
the increase b population around Sherbrooke, "the area was able to support its

own Presbyterian minister for the first time) prior to this a minister. had been

" shared with the upper portions of the St. Mary's River. ‘ . -
~

Not all of ‘the changes, however, were ‘regarded ase beneficinl by local

residents.. A petition forwarded from the more ‘“established” residents .of
N > > -

) N - .\ . a ' N . N . i *
Sherbrooke to the. Legislative Assembly in 1862, sought easier conviction and

punishment for those involved in illegal trafficking of alcoholic beverages. An

That owing’ to the early progress of temperance principles, .and
. the refusal of the Court of Sessions to license the sale of
alcoholic beverages, this District has -for a long period been
saved from many and.great evils. . }‘ -
. That recently owing to the numbers who Wisit this: place in
_search of gold attempts have been made to establish lhe traffic
in intoxicating ‘drinks and enough has occurred within. a few
weeks to alarm those who have the. best interests of the
community at heart.” ..

. _ S ) oo

-



“had more limised local effects.

-~ - The* gold reserves of Guy

‘ hen a mope grqdual hpenng of f.
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]n ‘the: hte 1860§‘yaddmoml sm'ﬂlvr gcsld lmd‘; were fmmd Jat Im‘.er‘

Seal” arbuur and (ochmn Hm " Later ‘dzscovcnes were m:gde at Crow’s Nest
X ) . . \ .
(near ~(‘0¢hmn Hﬂ!} Upper §

borough® County proved to be the richest in
in the 30 years following the Tirst discovery

the pa‘ovince Jost estmmes mt'
; My

of “the metal in ~1860 (;u»sborough County's ‘mines accounted for almost 35

percent cof .all exlmclions jnade‘_ in thE‘ province.; Particularly fruitiul were the

deposits z}‘t ‘Goldenville, which by the 19505 actounted for-aboyt. one fifth of

Nova Scotia’s total gold -productipn.®® In’ Goldenville's 80 years of operation, a

totdl of 209,952 oumces were ex:mmed, )’et‘ “the. gold mining\ inﬂu&!’ry did not" -

p‘rovi(_ie‘ the (;uysborough Cmmty econumy with a sushmed stmuﬂus Aithdpgh

Y

the 18605 were ‘general!y prospemus Yor gold xmegests-, between 1870 and 1890.

- success - was lrreguhr there were some good years of producnon bur’ many
_.nore poor yEars An mcre'ased 1merest m gold w*:s expenenced in the l8905 as |

a result of new technology which broughr Scxemlf:ck.knowiedgepOf :geo]ogy into

the gold mine. JI was at this time that there was a growing inrea‘est in 'gold

doposm at Lower’ and Up;’mr Se'al }hrbour and Forest Hxlb Thxs later boom

-

howmer pmved short - hved cand was on a much smallér scale - than the gmwth

ex‘perie‘nc-ed 'm ‘the 1860s. Although some miné& }eix‘lained open Wntil .the 1930‘3.

A

producnon aﬂer the turn of the 20th cemury saw  an mmal rapid decline 'md

The 1860's were productive: for ‘Gdysborough Coﬁnly; not only were pold

extractions . increasing, but also other primary resource based  industries

.experienced much activity as'.pOpu!atipn‘grew. In the "22 years since the 838

census, Guysborough County's population increased by nea_;ly 140 percent. Inj‘

v
? N .

¢

Harbour. and Forest Hill. Each of these finds

,“’
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1871 Gulysborough's populatien reached 16,555 Growth varied enormously from |
N o : ‘dis’triél “to dislric!. “The 1860-1 and 1871 census ‘returns ,pm\{i‘de A valudble.

de!mled deccnpxmn of Guvﬁborough County. - A ‘more  detailed " examination of

thesvrecords is valuable in assessmg ‘the  county’s economic  basis and _its

Progress in‘»edkc\h\census éﬂs_tricz. ' o Co. ’
- By the - 18605 hrmmg remamed the chiell pursuit ’1 most In h:;biunus of
*‘the dxstrms surroundmg the “Upper St Mrlrys River, Goshen, Sa!m‘(m River,
'!mervale M‘a‘nchester, and ;Guysboroug\h, ln.\.the‘ cendus districts of Fork\&
o “M'mche'ster and }nt:er\}z\a\%effo.r 1860~i over 70 pereén‘( uf‘ those ‘wh()‘ histed
| o:ccupmionsl b}éimeci a ‘fa‘r_n-} relafed livelihood .‘(S‘EE TABLE "1:1). ]n the Guys- -
bbrtmgh Dis‘,tr‘i‘c{'*‘i;xst ‘ov»éf =50 percent  claimed 1‘-1;m rehlt‘d oicr.;u;miom“‘
‘.S\gmfm'«mt aiso in the Guvsborough economy was ﬁshmg. \xhxch was cl'nmed b;,‘

‘approxnmtely 20 percem as . then chnef lveli'hcod.‘?l);stmcm abom mrmmg in

-»...._‘.

‘Guysb‘orough 1mer‘ a]e Dlsmc: W'xs that i mc;luded‘a‘ larger proportion of Tarm

\)\*k

gt

. . ‘ laboure'r‘s »-rhan the other farmmg distgicts - mentioned above. This may .be

el

'p‘é_r‘tjaily attributed to the presence ;bf a  significant  black population “at
Tracadie. These blacks .had received smaller land &grants pef‘”'f‘a‘mj!y, a factor
- which may have forced.some to werk as farm labourers. In zh‘c Forks District

" a hrger proportlon of the populmnon th'm\ m the mher Tarm districts - tlaimed

1o be craftsmen and.omeﬁ more specmhzed %kers.

W

Vaﬁrying\lopogr‘ap‘hy throughout the county meant that physically, . farms

-~ ' looked very different from -district to district. In the western sectipn of the

“county, in St Mary’s, the intervale lands were most important agriculturally

. . . 3

SN . and _conthined the most fertile soil. In the eastern part of the county, in

Intewale, Manchedter and Guysborough only a small "aréa of intervale Jand was
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available and f‘a.rming‘_ was carried out on 1he‘uplands\ i’)if‘ferencés i topo-
-émphy may aigo have haﬁ an effect on the total ‘acrenges of culivated land
and ‘its respective: value [SEE 'fABLE 1:2). The For!gs c.omaincd the - greatest-
.numbér of acres cultivated (3560 acres), and the highest ‘total dollar value
\. 1$»593452). lThis was fellowed by Guysborough with 2994 acres cultivated at a
total value of $46,191. | ‘
By ;:omparing the number of cultivated acres and total® value to
- pnp'uiation ‘a number of diffe’renceé can A\be observed. The Forks had . the \h.ighest
_number of‘;cuhivmed acres per pérson {3.06 acres/person), followed by Inter-
vale (2.12 ‘ames/pe‘rs‘on).‘ ‘;Similarly‘ *ihe highest dollar Val‘ue of ciuhivmed “land

N

‘perperson was found in the Forks . District, which had a ol land value‘on
average of $51.16 per person. Thi§ was followed by Intervale which had $44.13
in cultivated land value per person. The acres of cultivated land per pers_on‘.

N

and the dollar value of c‘dlti\'ated_ lnn‘d per person were lower in Mnncﬂestcr
and Intervale, ; ' o .- _ - ‘

. Lz'mdk use. “also  varied “bet\‘aveen agricultural districts  in ‘Gu'ysbo'rm-.lgjh‘
Cou‘m“y._ In the ‘\dis‘tri‘cts where\‘ granté Were'lﬁade along river valle& formations
a ‘higher pro’pon'ion of the land tracts, on averag‘ei were left ;nimproved; these‘
grants ir;cluded many ‘acres‘\of land back ‘fr'om\ the ‘main river valley which were
often }eft uncuhivate«q, A calculation of the pe'rcentagt‘e;ofv t(‘)tal"_ occupied land
‘which was improved dembnstrazes this i_r} Table 1:3.‘ Along river valleys, in
Caledonia, Intervale and the Forké, a lower percentage of the total occupied
l:mdiwas improved (fmn; 12 to_19 percent). The higﬁest proportion o‘f: lbtal
nccxipied land being improved was on ;he rpiiing hills of Manchester, where
42.1 percent of the 1total “was imp;O\'ed, a level over twice the percentage of

the river- valleys, Differences can also be seen between districts in the
13 .

RN

n
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percentage Nof improved acres which wére planted in crops. The most crop
intensive argh was Caledonia on the St Mary's River, where. 35 percent of
improved Jagd  was growing crops. This is in contrast 1o Guysborough and

where respectively 44 percent and 36 percent of improved land

ps. In these latter areas more land was feft in” pasture and hay

growing,

The most productive crop growing district of the counly was on the

4

upper St. Mary's River. A pgreater intensity of. cultivation was obvious in St

“Mary's in 1860-1, as well as a higher level.of hay and grain production. This

was in contrast to (Guysborough, for example where o greater emphasis was
placed on. root crops, a trait which seens 1o be more characteristic of

egconomies more closely related to the sea. Dairy production” was also- quile

~important to  Guysborough: in‘r_mmbers of milch cows, Guysborough and St

v

Mary's were about “eaual. In Guysborough a greater part of the milk produced
went into butter production. In 1860-1, 39,158 pounds of butter was produced
in the Guysborough\ District, as compared with 26,737 pounds inh Manchester,

and, 26,692 in the Forks. In Intervale there was a smaller milking herd and

“lower butter production. In the Forks more of the mitk produced went intn

cheese making. In 1860-1, 2092 pounds of cheese were produced in the Forks,
almost twice as much as was produced in Gl‘aysborough\{SEE ;I‘AIBI.IE 1:4).

'Il i clear that by 1871 farming was r}mkiné progress in the coun“t_y,
even in only a ten );'ear span; this was particularly true in the Fu‘rks. A_Hhm‘xg;l
changes 1n ‘censuks\ boundaries from 1860-1 to 187] mak;- it difficult to carryb
out‘direct comparisons  within dist‘rik'cts over time, general trends are  visible.
Despite ‘the inciusion of ies;s geographic ayéa in the Forks, St. Marys by 1871,

advancement can be seen in almost all areas of farming livestock, animal
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products, crops grown, and larming ‘impiemems used .[SEE F]GUR]% 4] -The
“Forks rem:xinb;j the largest prodhce; of x;aosi grains, incllxding Wheai. ‘

Breakdowns of bushels of potatoes har\’ested‘per‘ acre allow a basic
comparison of rates of product-i\fit)"betwe‘en dis!ricts‘[SEE TABLE 1:5%. .Ta‘king
into cnnsi‘d‘ermian. the generally fluctuating trend of agricuiture, sub;mn;izﬂ'
differences in productivity can still be observed between ‘districts. The Forks
produced almost 20 bushels more p{}.r acre on  average 'th:m its next highest
counterpart, recording an average o‘f 108" bb\ushels \per acre in 1871, ﬁc Salmon
River aﬁd Guysborough Dislriets were niuch Iower. n their rated of product-
ion,Jagging on average almpst 40 bushels per acre behind the Forks. The cattle
Vherd maintained in the Forks by 1871 far outstripped any . of the other
agrim;ln;r:;l éreas, aﬁd being almost double 1Eat‘ of the next hiél:est herds in

lhc; ]_nl\ervale anﬁ Manchester, ‘The 1976 cows dn the Forks, were well over
double in number the 866 maintained in Guysborough. ; '

Part. of the reason for Guysborough's ‘'slower rateg of increésé w:asj tlﬁ-n
by 1871 ‘thé Salmoh River District had been separ‘ated from 1ty also Iob be
coyxside-red however, is that F‘orks, St. Mar\y‘s‘ had also " lost frdm s juris-
diction bplh Upper and Lower daledonia. In 187] the F>o\rks, St. Mary’s was the

fargest producer of butter, having made in that year a total of 51,900 pounds,

almost 15,000 more pounds than Guysborough which had been the leading

producer in 186l.- Manchester had also surpassed Guysborough in  butter
pro‘duclion. The Forks also produced the highest quami_ties of . cheese, wool,
fabrics, and lmen.

]

. b
Farming implements were found .in greater

numbers in the Forks. There
were more -ploughs and cultivators, reapers and mowers, and fanning mills in

this district than in other parts of the-county. Taking fanning mills as an
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example, in the Forks, St. Mary’s in 1871 there were 32 in operation as

-~ compared with nine in Guysborough, eight in Manchester and Salmon River,

~and seven in the Intervale. In the “western part of the county, on the St

Mary's River, horses were found in greater numbers and presumably were used

nm\st\o‘hen as the beasts of burden. In the eastern portions, by contrast-

‘Manchester, Intervale and Guysborough.- oxen were found in larger numbers.

“These horses in the. western half were also used for pulling carriages and

sleighs  which were comparatively much more abundant there. In 1871 there
were 298 carriages and sleighs recorded in the Forks, as- compared to 151 in
Guysborough and 122 in M:inchéster; the po‘pulations for each of the districts
in 1871 were; respectively 1356 in ‘the\Fprks, 1887 in Guysborﬁug‘h, and 1644 in
Manchester. Considering the high rate of agricuftural p?oductibn by 1871 in the
Forks a;nd its population of only 13536 individuals; it seems -obvidus that an
excess of food was being produced. The 1861 disc_overy of gold in the western
half of the county ‘me‘am an increased population a‘ndan increased market for
;Sroduce on the lower St Mary’s. Theb Forks especially took advantage of this

»

market, as the’ marked increases in production from 1860-1 to 1871 -would -

"rﬁaveal. This growth did however, occur within the context of a more dimited

growth and expafsion of agriculture county-wide.

LY
A

Not only did !he; Fo;ks, St. Mary's 1ake advantage of 1s fertile so0ils 1o
incrensé_ s agricultural produgtion, ‘1n addi;jo‘n, mills were more abundant he.re‘
nx;in in‘fany‘ other district of the county N{SEE ;TABLE 1:6). In the ‘_kas in
1871 there were 25 mills; 17 of which were saw mills; many of the;se mills
were small seasonal operations, in some cases operated by farmers. The Forks
also possessed four of the ‘coumy‘s seven gris‘l mills, ‘: and. three oi:.‘.the $iX

shingle mills. Second to the Forks was Intervale, where there were seven mills,
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four sawmills, two, shingle mills and the county’s only Tulling and dressing wmill.

While milling was an important supplement to income. jn the, Forks and fishing
N . ~ 5 - 3 R -

. >

-was important to Guysborough. coopering was important in the Intervale and
Manchestér. Coopering required a lower capital investment than milling,” but
added exira income to ‘many farmers’ incomes in, the Intervale and in Man. .

chester, where the fishery was close at hand to -provide a ready wmarket lor

»

the barrels produced. Another industry requiring a low capital investment way
shingle making, carried out by vhand. This also was an important supplement Yor

farmers in the Intervale and added to the .myriad variety of ways farmers

throughout the county supplemented thg'ir livelithoods.
. - : NI N 2 ) [, -

Along the coast by the 1860s" the sea_ still, remained 4he ‘most important

i H

influence. Yet it did not z‘;fféct avery coastal district in émg:ﬂy the same way.
In the 1860-1 census reiurns‘in?'{'he districts of Moiasses ‘Harbour 'nn‘d".(*‘row

Ha}bbur_ over 60 percent of those occupied were fiskermen ISEE TABLE, 1:1]. In
the districts of €anso and COunm;y.H-arbour-‘;ffESpectively 57 percani and 51
. E - i

- percent claimed fishing as their chief livelihood. In these areas a’ restricted

~amount of farming. was sarfied on to Supply’ ihe needs of the immediate area.
About. 20 percent in each of these areas claimed to- be farmers, with the only
N R N B . K24 M . N

exception’ being "Canse  which, being n larger - fishing port, had @ higher
proportion of craftsm@ﬁ,and merchants than the other districts, In the ‘coastal
census districts  of Marie Joseph and Melford a different balance existed.

"Similar to the other four districts,” just over 20 percent claimed to be farmers

-~ >

and produced food for local consumption. Only about 40 ‘perccnr\claimedl}o be

7 ‘ \

fishermen. In Mari¢ Joseph particularly there was a ‘greate’r invel\'vc.mem n the

merchant. marine, 14 perce‘m‘ claiming o be mariners. In Melford 8 percent .

~were mariners, while there were also a greater number of ' craftsmen and. - -

)

N
~



hemlock boards were pxoducéd along~ with?(})()',OOO.‘feéx of deals supf. and 467

merchants.

.The exception "to  beth of these generalizations was the district of

. Sherbrooke. In this area - there ~was - 3 slightly higher percentage of farmers

than in other port areas, largely a rvesuit of the good intervale lands just

above Sherbrooke at.Stillwater. Only 20 pertent werg fishermen in' Sherbrooke

District in 1860-1. The larger‘p‘ar‘{ Tof the populftion  was involved in the

merchant marine as mariners or were craftsmen. SHerbrooke district had the

‘{1ighést bro‘portion of craftsmen of any.district in the county. Im:ludeli~ an these

crafigmen were those -involved in the lumbering industry. Sherbrooke,. ng weH

.. a3 the -arens farther up the St Mary's‘Ri'ver, were the largest producers of
iimbe:p in the county in 1860-1 [SEE TABLE 1:7]. Although the timber trade
had some importance to ,ﬁuysborbugh,«it. was not on the' same scale as in’

\ Sherbrocke.. In 1860-1, ih Sherbrooke élbne, 800,000 feet of pine, spruce, and

.

. »
tons of square timber.

- N Y

‘The port of \Cansohad the _\large‘st vessel fishery in the county in 1860.

‘At‘ Canso there were 19 fishin;g‘ vessels which ém\ployed 118 people. This is in

_Contrast to Molasses Harbour and 'Me‘lfo'rd which were much more dependent on

fishing boats [SEE TABLE 1:8]. 'Also varying from district to district was the

¥

type of fish that made. up the most sagmf:cant part of the” catch. “Although- at

this time the sale of dried fish wa¢ important Al along the coast, the largest

-

dry- fishery took place at Canso {6190 quintals) and ip. Molasses Harbour (5671
quintals). Dry . fish- production was also of jmportanc?e to Guysborough™ where in
1860-1, 3285 quintals {vere\pr‘odUCed. Mackerel caiches of the Bay .Eifishery were

most significant in Guysborough, while the herring catch was most ?important

to Melford and Canso. Finally, ‘aléwives were caught in substantial amounts in

- N . . ]
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‘tig county in 1860 only in Marie Joseph. .

By . 1871 the g‘remesb numbers of men emploved on  vessels and boats

weare in the districts of ° Canso ;(373 men) and Molasses Harbour {322 men).

, Substantial numbers were also' found at Melford (257 men) and Guysborough

e 221 men) [SEE TABLE 1:9). As was true in 1860~1 Canso had the, largest

‘v

. vessel fishery in the county, ‘while in contrast the neighbouring district of

A

Molasses Harbour had the largest boat fishery in the county.. The number .of”

~

: X
factories and milling operations varied on the coast trom district to district, as

w2

it did inland. Canso was. an j;n’imi’tant centre of industry along the coast

-

. -

possessing  four of “3‘ive oil cloth factories found in the county, the only

R - Al 1
recorded lobster processing - establishment, and” three of five county boat

1

v

building shops. Canso’s industry was very much geared toward the fishery. In -

con}rast. farther west in Isaac’s Harbour, there were two saw mills and a

marine, In Marie Joseph

v

B

sin'g]e .shingle mill. The lumber produced here was used to supply the merchant-

N

a ‘sawmill of -substantial size - processed timber from

the upper Liscomb River for the export trade. In Wine Harbour District the

activities of industry - were conceptrated in shipbuilding and gold mining. In

1871 within the -district there were two boat building shops and the only

recorded shipyard in the county. Wine Harbour District interests, .until gold

. . was discovered in 1860, were very much concentrated in the merchant -marine.
»

Communities along the coast of Guysborough County at this lime were mainly

.l

dependent on the sea, yet the types of industries and the degree of depen“i—

‘ence on the fishe}y varied greatly from village to village.



-By “(h(‘ late nineteenth céx;tury‘ Guysborough County  was  more “than
what may have seemed like an endless collection of analogous fishing villages
and scattered farm éommunities. The county, with its ;zast- and varied 1opo-
“graphy, had develbpedﬁ very complex 'societ}."_ and economy, made up ofa

great variety of ethnic and religious groups. Inland and shore districts relied

on very different resoturces or combinations of resources 1o gain® a livelihood.
Y 8

v

Some agriculiural d‘is‘ric}s 5‘upp!emer;!ed _their incomes  with tunber, whi}e
others relied . on fishing. On the coast so\.n‘w‘ districts” were  almost totally
(ie‘han(ieﬁl on the ﬂﬁshery, wiil&~sther areas were _also  reliant o0 t>i‘mber~
shipbuilding, gold mining and the merclgnt marine. ‘The coupty: 1ixore than®
anym}ng else at this time, was‘a ‘Collec:lion. of different peoples ;vitil varying
’ iknt‘eres;sxhe]d together only by a political boundary, something\ which in itself ‘
was opgnly challenged. As‘ econor;;iq activity and eipansion of the 1860s, gave.
way to - chapging\ ci_rcuniﬁtances in the flate ‘nfm‘etee;m_h c'énmry, it wag nm'

surprising that the situations and. the responses of 'n:itives; of... Guysborough

T T . )
t?'of;’nty would rema?ﬁ‘ﬂms‘g{ different throughout the county.™
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THE FARM DISTRICTS, 1870-1911:

. A CHRONICLE OF EXODUS -

A

Ay
A

The laté nineteenths century was a time of remarkable- change ~for the
Maritime region of Canada. The prospering staples-based ™ resource economy,

reaching maturity in tHe 1860s, was soon Face:d with a number of challenges. A

-

revolution in  transportation made wooden, wind driven thips obsolete; they

. - 4
were gradually replaced by steel steam vessels, and by railways which opened

inland areas. The end of reciprocal trade  with the  United Swuates, Confeder>

" ation, the ‘compielion of the Intercolonial Railway in 1876, and the Macdonald

-

~governmém‘s National Policy of 1879 all added to the impetus to reorient the

v

Maritime Provinces away from Great Britain and [rom the ocean, ‘towards

Owaentral Canada. ‘Wilh/}hese changes came growing indusirialization, accom-

> ~ N
panied by. growth in (Maritime industrial’ centres’ such as Sydney, New Glasgow,
. \ \k 5
Amberst, Moncton and Saint John. Conversely. there was a ‘decline in traditiog-

al exports of fish and:.timber, and rural areas -lost ‘many of their inhabitants to
- . . S

. . AN
Mqrilime industrial  towns. In <Nova Scotia alone, f{rom ' 1881 1o 1911, the

Jproportion of the province's population- living in rural areas dropped by nearly”

25 percent.) In the same period the urban population. of the province more

than doubled.? Despite - such- expansion in local wurban centres, however,

thousands of people by the 1880s, left the region in search of better opport-

“unities. Yoland LaVoie estimates that between 1871 at{d 1901 some 269,000

people, or 30. percent of the Maritimes’ population left the. region.® Hardest hit

by ikeve population migrations were rural primary-based areas }vhich exported

their people to developing industrial areas of the Maritimes and to growth

centres outside the region.
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banization to Guysborough/_(;oun
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3

The late nineteenth century did npot bring industhialization and  ur-

t);/Except for a five mile section of track
/
along the Canso Strait, which fed to the Cage Breton ferry hdk at Mulgrave,

»

Guysborough County was completely -without railway service. Most of  the

county remained isolated and was served by poor roads. No urban industrial
1

centres emerged in the cdunty. Fluctuating fortunes .ol gold sevkers meant

="

instability in ‘the only industry whi'cl‘y had  brought signmificant numbers  of

immigrants to Guysborough “County in the late nineteenth century. By the 1880s

_mining - activity in the county had been drastically reduced, and Guysberough:

failed to advance beyond its dependence on primary resources. Many local

résidents who found their livveliho‘od m farming, fishing, or timber, saw few
alterna}ives té outmigration, and withdrew to M:ﬁrilimc centres of indrsss'y or
to thg United States in search of better nppor‘mnities. This migration ;mi:m‘d
what became a persistent trend of population decline in Guysborough Cmmty. _—
]n,Guys‘éorough County, the FeSpONSES ‘m economic ‘changa w.ere “diverse.

. . v } > N N
Census returns’ for the county in -thé_a late nineteenth and eatly twentieth

centuries .give clear evidence O‘F\qui!e differing trends to be found in farming
§ . , :

as opposed to fishing districts. On the coast the 18705 and. 18805 bﬁ)ﬁqght
greater ‘st‘nbility t% the fishery qnd sustained pob\:]atinn growth. Tarther inland
for the ‘farming districts the same period w\as characterized by oulmigration
and population decline. Census documents reveal that from 1881 to 1890 the
number of ‘fish\ermen\in ‘Guysborough C“ou‘my increased -by over 60 percent,
whereas The county’s farm population sustaﬁined :ﬂlmost continuous losses: iﬁ‘ono

farming district alone, an absolute loss of 43 percent was experienced in the

ten years from 1881 to 1891.* The 1880s and 1890s brought new challenges to

Maritime agriculture. As more farmers’ sons and daughters emigrated, there

RN

~
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were [ewer Livstend;ims‘ to carry on the family farm. Competition From. central
Canada and the west increased. As some farmers grew disheartened with
marginal soil and surrendered to the pull of Maritime industrial cenfres or the _
Tnited States, farmlands were abandoned or sold. Fah‘n-based 'comrm‘mities were
forced to adapt to contracting population.

" )

The purpose of this chapter is to ex‘amine such changes in rural:hrm
communities. as they occurred ir; the agricultural districts  of Guysborough
C‘oumy during the late .nincteemh -c'entury,'_]"articular mtemio_n is given to the
state” o Guysborough County agricﬁl{gre in the 18705.‘ and 1880s, the pheno-
menon of outmigration and it§ ef!‘écts on farm structures, farnminé and the
cmﬁmuuiiy life as recorded in ‘news\pavpers, educational re‘ports and agri'«:ulturak

S0CIely reports,

- ‘ ‘
Guyéboroi&gh County in the twentieth céntury is ‘hot well known for its
ag;iculture;.Yet, in 1871, 31 percent of all individuals® with occupationai-listings
i’or‘the‘ county were classified as farmers. In tha:‘year‘ a total oi." 43,797 acres
of land w'gré improved- in Guyst‘)orough‘ County, approximately half of which
was in pasture and half in cropland |[SEE TABLE 2:.1]. At its agricultural peak
about ten years later, ip 1881, the county supported 55,522»acre's of mproved
land, of which 31,995 acres were in crops and 23,361 acres were in pasture.

Mixed farming\ was most common in Guysborough County\in the 1870s
and 13865. Rather than sﬁecializing, fam;ers usually maimninea ;\ variety of

bvestock and cro‘ps. Throuéhom Guysborough County in 188) “there were 16,552

sheep, 8408 cattle, 21_71 swine, and 1520 horses. ‘Major crops grov&n included
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‘potatoes, hay, buckwheat, oats. barley an(‘! w‘hem, all quix;: typieat of  the
average mixed farm in Nova Scaotia in 1881. Available yields per Hcre for the
1881 census show that on ‘avex'nge mn Guy‘-sbmbugh County mﬁnii) ‘m;d\ wheut
production per acre was below the provincial average, while hay production
was higher per acre [SEE TABLE 2.:2]. As WAk dexmnsumed‘ in. Chapter 1,
however, within Cuysborough County there was‘ a great deal of d:wprsi!)n
Average county figures for agﬁculmm! production. in the Jjate nineteenth

century represented a mingling together of everything from subsislengo farming

on the Atlantic Coast to the best agricultural areas farther inland. A {usther

subdividing of the county into - census districts reveals great. ditferences

throughout Guysborough County in érop vields, numbers of livestock, types of

farm implements, farm size, land usage. and livelihpod supplements on the Tarm
outside agriculture. Most of this varation resulted from Guysborough County's
great geographic, economic, ethnic, and religious complexity,

According to the 1871 census returns, six of the fifteen subdistricts of

the county were primarily agricultural Forks (St. Mary's), Caledonia, -Salmon

- = ) N N ) N .
.River, Intervale, Manchester and to a lesser extent Guysborough {SEI—:. Figure
4). A detailed breakdown of occupation for these same areas in 1881 shows

that from 63 to 85 percent of the occupied individuals in five of these six.

districts classified themgel;fes as farmers ({not includiné farm labourers). Thie
only‘ excepilion ‘was \Guysborough District which included Guysborough Town,
the shire-town of‘ the county. In this census division only 42 percent of those
occupied were classified as fafmgrs ISEE TABLE.E:‘%]“"

* Growth and expansion had characterized life in the agricbltural districts

of Guysborough County to the 1880s. In the‘ census report_for‘ that year, as

Table "2:4 shows, populations for the Forks, . Intervale, and Manchester -were-

i
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between 1400 and 1500 persons. Guysborough. with 15 village population
included, was the:largest district having 1703 persons, while Salmon River and
" Caledonia  were much - smaller, having populatinns of 717 and 376 persons
respectively.

The landform of these agricultural districts of the county was quite
'di!Te;rem.. As mentioned earlier, in Manchester,‘ Guysborough* and parts  of
intervale, most of the agricuhprai ]:md‘(bmh crop and’ pasture  land) was
concentrated  on ,rt;lling hii]gides. t!;ere being & limited’ amouni of valley
interval available. In cohtmsL m the Forks, Caledonia, and Salmén River, most
of the cropland was on the valley floor, while pasture land “was on the hills
rising out of the vallej{.‘ .

Farm size within  Guysborough County also vqried markedl&’ bet;k'eén
districts, as census information for 1871 demonstrates [SEE TABLE 25} The
greateél pr‘oportions of larger farms‘. were ‘in Salmon River 'and“ -Caledonia, )
where almost all farms were, more than fifty :;cré‘s in size. In the Forks, a'nd

Intervale réspectively 86 percent and 78 percent of the farms were over 50

acres. A greater number of smaller farms were found in Guysbor‘oughkwhere 61

&

percent were Q\:er- 50 aéres, -however, 1t was 1 Manchester that a larger
proportion of smaller farms of the c’\oumy were found. In this latter district,
mainly as} a result of peography, a different gr_;mtin.g scheme, and the influence
of the [fishery, 54 percent of the farms\were under 50 acres. Most of the
added size in the larger farms of Salmon River, Ca‘lédf)nia, and the Forks was
!he‘ result of larger woodlots, which were usually cyt out of the less f{!r{i].e
;backlands. | )

Overall, the Forks contained the largest and most productive con-

centrations of farmland in the county. Although in 1871 the Forks did not
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have l}}e _greatest luful\‘pnpulalion of the farm districts, it did have the
gi*eatest‘tbtal aéreage‘ improved and the largest acreage in crops [SEE TABLE
2:6). Generally the district produced the largestiquamities of Tield crops and
maintained the greatest numbers of livestock. In 1871 the m:o districts on the
St. Mary's River (the Forks and Caledonia) had the highest ‘yields per .acre of
potatoes and hay in the county [SEE TABLE 2:7].

Table 2:8 gives an indication of tih& dollar value and guantity ‘m“ \fnrm

land in four of the six agricultural districts under study, as recorded in the
1861 census. The greatest value in agricultuml‘land’wax'on the St Mar;v‘s‘
River. ‘

.The Forks, St. Mary’s had the greatest 'number of farm invxplenwnts per

district according to ‘the 1871 census, even given its smaller population than -

Guysborough and Manchester. Although ploughé and. cultivators” were common in

‘all the farm districts, the degree of mechanization in the county at this time

¢ was generally low., Fanning mills for sépnrating chaff from grain were present

N
)

in all districts, although reapers and .mowers, horse rakes and  thrashing
machines were less common [SEE TABLE 29]. The Forks had eight of the nine
- N > .

reapers and mowers found in the farm districts of the county and 32 of the 67

fanning mills.

Lack of available . data makes it difficult to determine the Aypes  of

farming methods used in the county, or o ascertain whether these technigues

. Lt N \‘ N .
differed from district to district - which might account in\ part for varying

T~
rates of yield per acre [SEE TABLE 2:7). Differences in productivity from

district to district seem to have resulted from a combination of factors. The
quality of the soil varied throughout the county, as did the landform. The

people who had settled the land came frong different cultural backgrounds;
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many Scots had been farmers in the homeland and were better prepart8 t
work the land than some of the Irish who had come from a pursuit of the
fishery in Newfound!and, or the biacks who were accustomed to actil;g qs
slavgs and not running their own farms m xrock);' \noirthem C'\iimes‘ Different

sounces of non-agricultural income also placed varying demands on the farmer,

fishing required time at sea during the growing season, whereas logging - could
be carried out in the winter when crops did fot have to be tended.

In each of the six farming districts in the late nineteenth cém'u‘ry

> ~

there were active agricultural societie_s. 1These organizations, sponsored by

7

government and- lecal mmatwe, were fundcd by gmsrnmennl gmhts and }ocal‘

dues.. The societies m11ed at 1mprovmg’agraculmra} standards, largely through
. N i

“

the introduction of pure‘bred livestock, good quality seed and inaproxved farming

implements, The societies encouraged their members to adopt new agricultural
. N s A ] - N -0

ER TN

t“‘ech\niques :by‘ providing books and magazines to- local farmers.®  To promote
local agriculture the societﬁs‘f ol‘i&r;_\spo{xsor‘ed a fall exhibition in _the,“_count‘y,
. where livestock, crops and anin}al and farm préduce could be displayed. "

. D\urirlug ‘the 18705 in the _Mafitir}m‘re’s, a-gricu]mr\é was ge‘nerally“‘stil]

5

- expanding. Despite inc'reases‘ in the 'acr.eage of occupied laﬁd and in the ;num\ber
of occupiers, 1he farmer in Guysborough County faced a mzmber of restrictions
-and limitations.” Original grants oF land usually had been {srge, but Ihe amoum
of 'ar'xble land conmmed 1n each had been limited and hrgely restricted to the
river valleys. Thg backhnds were usually p&cky and infertiie, of‘fering poor
opportunities for sons who desired to take‘ up farming. Even within the ;ix
districts where agriéulture ‘w‘asA most prevéle!‘gt in ‘Guyébbr‘o'ugh Cduniy, x;lany
farmers maintained non-agricultural i‘ntérésts Aas a s;xpp]ement to their liveli-

v

“hood. Such additional practices distracted the farmer's atterition from the farm
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and- hindered the advance of agric‘ulmre. S.ASaunders commented. on  this

¢ * . .
problem n has Economic Hmory of the Maritime Provinces: )

‘.‘..the~ﬂexienswe praunce of combining  one  or several  other
occupations  with  farming make  difficult a  high  degree  df
. efficiency "in. farm management and the adoption of new and

: improved agricultural pf’lcmes" . T

These outside ‘interests maintained by farmers were not revealed in

occupational classifications of census  data. Detailed information  given under

o local shops and jndustries in 1871 does however, pive some indication of the

types ' of  non-agricultural : imgresis r;xaintailxcd' byv farmers  and ~'h‘ow‘ they
differed " fror
industry wa-s a‘ unportant supplemém to the local economy. Allhnugh SOMEe
young men were employed in. the lumber camps duzmg) the winter momh': m'my

3

farmers “cut logs on their woodlots durmg the mmer and in the spring Mmld

(Y

or to float down‘ the river for sale in Sherbrooke to local. mills for expmjt or

" to feed the local: shpruxldmg industry. The Forks had sevemeen sawmllls in

AR

pperation"in‘ 1871, four of which oper'ued Y’?\Sxx months or ]onger Although

these were npt the - largest sawmills ig the county lhey _r\epre&;nted~ the

greatest concentration of sawmills in ‘a\ district. - \ '

~

In the - districts of Manchester .and Guysborough much of thc'best\

\ N ) .
timber. already had. bgen cut by the late nineteenth century. Farm grants here

iended to ~be ‘smaller and generally had less WOod land. The close proximily of

Chedabucto Bay drew somg farmers from these areas: to f;shmg as q livelihood

. (

supplement, According to the 187) census in Guysborough and Manchester

there were respecnve]y 114 and 90 boats found in each district, more than.

>

were found in any other farm districts of the county A]though not all farmers

- district  to  district. In Caledonia and the Forks the limber

A

float them downs_tream for plocessmg Other fmmers “had  their own snwmails

“and would spend_t‘i‘me durmg thé summer months sawmg lumber for local use

N
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fished, many dcpénded indirectly on the fishery. In Manci‘uesl\er, some slarniers
made barhels: there were over 90 individuals who operéledV k§ing19‘ mafn cooper-
ﬁges in 1871. Tht;se -were operations which required alower capital 'rrivéstmen\
than a sawmill or 3 ﬁshmg boat.

: Guysborough Intervale, being farther\ removed from the ‘_Chedab_uc.m Bay,

did not offer farmers the same option -of fishing’ Many individuals there tugned

to coopering, as in Manchester, selling their “barrels for storage of fish, In
.0 PN N

]
L
)

1871 there were ovcr 40 single man cooperages\in the Intérvale. Sh;mgle‘.
makm‘g {by }mnd} was ano!her source .of additiohal mcorng Wthh -requxrt’d a
Iew ]evel of capuai mnvestment and was commo‘n in the ln(ervale\ About‘ 30
mdnvxduals m'ﬁ'dg shmgies in 1871, There was some lumbenng carﬂed “gon n thusﬁ
ﬁxsmut but it was on a more hmned smle thdn in St. Mary's.

Of all the agnculmral dismcts in Guysborough County, Salmon River

appears to have been the most dependent an agriculture. A's'ﬂ 4t was farther

inland, the fishery optiqn was ‘not as‘readily-avai]abié, nor were there any.’

R . N ~ s

barrel makers or shingle makers listed in this district in 187} ‘Althou/}? there

L were two sawmills in, Salmon River in 1871, they were single-man operations,

. . : . o~
B . N -~ . R )

with small outputs, General statistics’ showing output of raw. timber for the

. b
- district were also very. low.

; N ¢
The. five decades following 1881 saw tremendous change in agriculture

throughoul tﬁe Maritimes. Between 1891 and 1941 some 27,000 farms were

_ abandoned®*”in Nova Scotia alone® A variety of factors converged 1o bring

decay to Maritime agriculture: industrialization, urbanization, rural ‘depopulat-

ion, and changes in transportation. While some farmeérs turned to specialization

poors
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in oparticular crops or livestock, many more abandoned the or Maritime .

. centres of industry.dr the‘ Uniteci States. In Guysborough County, agricultural
decay began earlier than e}s&where‘and was more extreme. Féw mrﬁwrs were
able tw find a viable \s_nlulicm in. specialization, since most of the county.
remained rural and wés cut off from rail ser\'ice and urban centres,

Failing 10 evalve beyond its rosourcevbnséd “economy, C'iu)'Sbmﬁugh
County did not develop an ‘urban: industrial centre. By the .18703 oumligrj‘niun
had begun to take 1ts toll of the county’s ydu_ng peop)e,\Oulmigration had-
alwaYs -occufred th‘roughq}u the M:'ari‘(i'me Region® \The extent of tl}if‘;~ movement ‘
in the first ha!f' of the nineteenth century ‘however: v;‘as not enough ‘to of set
the coloniés’ expanding p_ppulations. Even after the ‘midpoim oi‘ lhg x;iﬁeteémh
century, from 1-851‘ to “!881, gx-oﬁ'!b rates were high~in the Maritimes and on a
par‘ with levels kisewhere “in Canada!® In Guysborough County, k\the discovery
“eof” gold attracted hundr‘eds‘ of migrangsl To some extent this spread additional
aélivhy into  agricultural _districts“ of the county, which were required o,
produce food ;md timber m‘méet the extra demandi-,:rhe western  half o!f‘thé

-3 : .
county was most affected by this go]dAboom. Underneath this high grm‘v‘lh rate
howeve~r, 'ourm‘igration was beginning to take place in the county, the heaviest
ol initially being taken amorg Guysborough‘s‘ young adults. Young single rural
inhabitants began to leave, at first on a more seasonal bases. ! fn 1870 the
school~ inspector Tor the county reported the problem of outmigration amongk
‘the county’s young men, and its relation to s§hq(ois,:; )

So ‘many m: the ,young .men ﬁave left, ﬂnt“m many Séél‘io-ns.

there are not sufl'xc;em rate- pavers 10 support a_School - and
. T - even in some sections where ‘a school is kept, the salaries are

so low that the abilities gf the teacher engagéd are often found
far short of what many of the pupils require.}?

< ‘_,\

Ahhough the 1nspector did nm mentxon ou(mxgranon among females, 1t "also

. . -2
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appears “to M&e been a significant problem. perhaps even more so than for

males. Male to lemale ratios for 1861 show 97 niore males than females in the

county, by 1881 however, there were 316 mote males than- fermales in Guys-

.
borough Couaty, *

This movement of single young rural adults in the 1870s was felt all

over the Maritimes, and continued into the late nipeteenth century when in

any given decade young -active age groups -Jost between 20 and 50 percent of

their “numbers, three 1o four times the rate ,Qf foss for ~the. population at

large.]3

In the agricultural districts of Guysborough County the situation did

not~always encourage young people 1o stay. In “family  units having numerous

sons, all could not remain on the family farm and ~exp(§ct to support families of

their own. The option of farm expansion or seeking fo take up new land was

restricted - in  Guysborough .County bacause n}oSt of the best land ‘had already

been granted. To many young adults the prospects of. hard “laborious work on

2 By
N )

the farm was unappealing and uninviting. The most viable option seemed to be

outmigration. Urban centres appeared lo offer an array of advantages, and’

opponﬁnities for success.

.

The results of this initial wave of outmigration had a varying statistical -

A

impact on the vcounty’s farm districts. Only Manchester experienced any

absolute population decline at this early time, losing 13 peréém of its populat-

B2

ion' from 1871 to 1881. If one

v

takes 14 percent as the minimum decadal growth

necessary for a retention of nawral increase,’® less in  population was also

recorded in the Forks, Salmon River and Guysborough [SEE TABLE 2:10]. Only

- . > . . N
Intervale and Caledonia experienced real intreases, respectively 22 percent apd

59 percent!® The effect of decline in farm population, on agricultural output,

» >

1 .
'S

A

o



and on farm stze” however, was minimal at this early’ stage. Generally at this

time 1gmmtuxe uommued to- exp\md in Guysborough County: During this stage .

‘of the o\\“nmi\gmﬁon wave, )"ounger; people seemed “to be most affected. | Not

N b MATE] -~ N ~ ~
~many farmers up-rooted Iheir families andd(\n the county in lhc- }8705_. Even

v

il some farmers’ sons and daughters !en the farm, the hrger ﬁmulws of the

. day ensured that there was stil . sufficient help rt\m'ammg to  continue  the
f'armmg opemtxom 16 The -advent of increased farm mechanization also meant

thal ) fewer farm labourers were . reqmred Thjs drain  of young sons and

-

daughters had a more delayed effect on farms of the courty. Only in Man-
chester, wherg the greatest populatioh, decl‘me was ‘é\pr.{«'iencud. did, noticeable
RN ‘ N

ch'mges n hrms appear.n the census information by 1881

Farms in Mamhester on 'werage h'\d heen sm'll]e than in the other

districts of ,Guysborough County prior to 1881‘ 54 pprcem in" 187 were Tess

than SO-aCres. By 1881 there ‘was population dechne as iwell- s’ cxxmi’xsion of

f'trm!'md in Manchester to make larger and more vﬂble farms. By 1881 only 33

percem of the district’s f'arms were 1ess\*(fnn 50 acres. while 67 percent were.
over 30 acres {Tab!e LIEEN Consohdat‘:on of\farm}and did not occlr because the

actual ‘total number of occupiers of™the land remained about the same from

>

1871 to 188}, Since other farm districts were not similarly affected it would
appear that this phepomenon may have been related to’ ch'mges in the Tishery,

"m impcrtam supblemem to. the Man(:heaw farm er.onomy A pm)r spell <\>‘f

f:shmg may h'we drwen some full-timé f:shermen of chhesler ‘oul of the

© tegion, and forced those who were fishermen-farmers to become more dt*pend-

. ent on agnwlture Only a laalure of the fashery would have brought populaw)n

dgcline and consequently an-. ex;;ans:on of- agnculmre (e cephce the lost ﬁshmg

- - NERCA

mcome,

g

2y
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Agricultural  Society reports  support such  a ssuggestion. In 1878  the

“Milford Haven Socierty; which included Manchester, rep'or\ed a reduction in cits

) : Vo
membership and their  subscriptions.. The secretary  stated: | "There are’ many
. ) . ’ ’ ) \ R .7 <
causes, for this being the case, but the scarcity of money 15, no doubt the

5

7

chief one7 One ‘year later a _further drop - in society  membership  was

v

recorded. \.th secretary - reported: - "We nre sorry ‘to have to report a large

- - L N v e N - ‘.J S !
Falling off in membership this year, owing to the fatture of the fnsher_\-' and~ the
consequent  scarcity,. of money."*® This demonstrates - the close interrelationship

\

bl

of farming with fishing in Manchester and confirms the decling in _the !‘ishér_\t

" The Cuysbomugh Distrigt, which again was somewhal depéndexit on fishing, .

also showed some changes in farm size and a ‘decrease in total number of

occupiers of the land.” Euli analysis  of these"change‘s however, 15 .made

impossible because of alterations in the census district’ boundaries and theé

influence  of the village. Reports from the .local -~ agricultural society in  the

)

village show a declining ‘interest in agriculture generally. in the late 1870s. In

1875, the secr_t—:mry"‘renmgkéd: "We very much regret that many of our farmers

DY

take so little interest in agricultural matters"’® Two years later the secretary

Al

-

s!at_éd: "Although we regret Gery much tha‘t a. larger nugber of our i‘arm’ers do
not take a more livelyi interest in agricultural matters."20

As. the migration of young people from rural 10 wrban areas continued
in;b the }880; throughout Guysborough County, it became. gpparentv that the

lyre of the city was becoming a.threat to rural farm life. In_an - attempt “to

convince farmers’ sons®of the value of farm life, as opposed to the false hopes

offered- by the city, locally read newspapers heralded. the ills of {iity hfe. A

writer for the Eastern Chronicle's weekly column "For the .Farmer", challenged:

farmers’ sons to consider the advantages of the farm over the temptations of\\

v
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“the ¢t

The great tandency for farmers” sons to seek.a life of ease in
the towns and cities, and to cultivate a dislike for the szo-
called drudgery of the farm or.garden, calls forth -earnest effor!
to iry to- convince the boys of the mistake they make in
exchanging lhe free; happy healthy life of " the country tor the
bondage and uncwtamiaes of city life. The ambition to become
great, and able to i‘e'\d a “life of ease and luxXury, s often the
snare. that is laid to:lure many a youth from the quiet stweady ,
fife of the farm to embark in the feverish existence of "a .

’ business career that, after it 15 fInttered to the bitter end,

© closes with bankruptey, and financial ruin.?! '

The write}r continued in a three fold argument - financial, physical, and moral

- 10 attempt to convince farmers’ sons of the value of staying on the farm.

B

~As the “exodus" continued so did the reports of departures for the
* “ e .

United States. In January of [884 a correspondent” from St. Mary's reporting to

B

_the New Glasgow Eastern Chronicle lamented the removal of so many of the

district's young people:

The. St M”trys district has had its Share. of the "Exodus" during
the last few yenr {sxc] Many of our young people have.gone ta
.seek their fortune in the United States. .1t -is. hoped that> some
of* them may return and not wholly depnve"‘(heir native land”
of the fruits of their honest mdusrry

Reguhrly‘ 5by the Ima 18805, young peép]e departed  from Gugs%:dmugh};
agncultural "districts -in  the spring. A correspondent from Guysborough Town
N Al ‘\

stated in March of "188%;

The Spring exodus of our voung men -has again begun, Almost
every train carries numbers of them to Uncle Sam's (ermmv to
" spek their fortunes. While we  wish them success, yet we regret
that they do not see their way clear to remain at home, and
thus give their own country the benefit of their labor while ip
‘the prime of life.?®
Migration did not always stop with one generation of farmers’ chidren.
> o

W/hi}e spring brought exodus, sumamer meant the return of many migrants for.

summertime vacations with their relatives and friends -in Guysborough Coumy.

The maintenance of thess ties ensured that migration would be more easily
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facititated for following generations who  would also be encouraged to emigrate,

being told of the henefits of city life and promised assistance om arrival in ihe .

city.. A reporter from the Forks in 1888 wrot_e\ of the ties maimntained . by

 former residents: "Quite a number of our young folk hiave of late arrived at

-

s their home from Yankee Town to spend the hot months of summer éenjoying
- the gentile [sic] ‘breezes  and invigorating atmosphere to be -found here'-
. . s

| N R N - >
}-‘rors Caledonia a correspondent reported: *Quité a number of our -friends from

different parts of the country and, the States, are home at  present visiting

their friends”*® The ties- of family and friends to outmigration and destination

points are obvious in obituaries which appeared in the,local paper. From Lower

~

Caledonia in 1892 ’ R T . T

We: are sorry to record the’ death of lames- Nelson McQuarry, .of

this place who died, last month in California. Only-a few weeks.

prévious we were startled by the news of the degth of another

~ young man, ~Alexander Cruickshah}is,k who also, died in -the' same
place. Both young men were surrounded byloving brothers and
friends.?® - - ‘

*

Another obitudry from  Cross Roads, St. Mary's (Aspen) gives.testimony of the
toll that outmigration had taken on the children of whole families:

He [Mr,McKﬂ,n] leaves a widow a‘nd.seven children to- mourn

their loss - ojly one of whom was privileged to [return heme

from Providencg to] atend ‘[sic] his death bed: the rest all

residing in the United States.?T. : : '

After 1881 and :;\R{ugh, to 1931, growth rates in the Maritimes slumped
.and remained very low as the affects of outmigration became more v>isible.

During the 1880s, according to Patricia Thornton, outmigrétion was for the

first time higher in the Maritimes than in - the rest of Canada: "oui-migration

had .reac@he\d epidemic proporiions:: the '_net loss represented some 112,000 people °

~or 125 per cent of the population of the Maritimes alone."?®  From Guys-

B

borough County between 1881 and 1921, according to Thornton’s  calculations,

1 ) . . ‘" ' ‘ . . ‘ga

3



//4 ‘ E e

6240 people depaned.?g‘ Although this movement had begun with the’ young .

single people, often on a seasonal basis, by the 1880t it had come to embrace
the older, more stable elements of the population as whole families abandoned

their fagms. 1t was at this time, as Brookes says, that "..the exodus took on a

qmorg permanent complexion, reaching its climax in the 18805 and 1890s."%"

'

Brookes explains how the nature of the migration was altered over time:
s : > ) ' . .

The "changing nature of. the -migration during the period van be-

separated into three cdtegories embracing both sexes, and all

_ages, religions, and ethnicities. "The first group to leave con- -

sisted .of young, single males and females whose departures. were

often on a seasonal or temporary Dbasis.,The intermediary

category ~was of newly-weds and -young couples with no -or very

_ few children who began married life by deciding to set up home

* in a locality with better prospects for advancemeni. The third
group embraced older people, over thirty-five years of age, who
migrated euher as whole families or as eiderly parents gnen to
an offer to join successi‘ul offsphng elsewhere.$

It was when 1]10 exadus encompasscd Uus more smblc clement of the Maritime

N

population that a]most immediate effects cou]d be seen in census stabstics for
farm districts, »partic'ulnrly n Ghysborbugix County.

In the 18805 the ‘"exodus" was a serious problem to ~the Maritime
Provinces and as Brookes says: » .had taken on the characteristics of @ mass
migration, spreading into rural areas not p’geviously affected,  and even to

industrializing urban centres of the region."®® Almost weekly the Eastern

Chronicle included reports from the agricultural districts 'Qf Guysborough

‘CouinyA which toid of the departure of local :i‘nhabhants: from Cémé\\on's

)

Settlement: "Miss Carrje Cameron has left for Boston."$% from ' Goshen: "Qulte

»

a number of our young folks left here this week for the Slmes:":“; from

Middle Caledonia: "The Misses Chisholm intend leaving  for 'Uncle Sam‘s;’
domain this week."®% from Aspen: "Miss Sarah Gunn, Miss Gussie McKeen and

Miss Bell Poison left our neighbourhood this week to try Uncle Sam's country

e
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.

-Still they g0."%%; and from Smithfield;

John C. Archibald ‘and . wife have gone to Uncle Sam’s-. dpomain...
Erta M. Mcintosh has also gone. Miss Libbie MclIntosh is -home.
from Boston but we are sorry to learn she intendsgoing back
soon. "Still they go" 37 : -

]
N

In Guysborough County all six of the .agricultura; districts experienced
absolute popﬁ]alionwloss from ' 1881 to 1891. An average of 12 percent of .the
‘population was lost from these districts in only ten years. In Caledonia, where
the 105§ was ~m.0re» ey‘nreme tlgan in the cher districts,” a decline of 43 percent
>\;vas recorded [SEE TABLE 2:!.0]. In Ca]edonia, lntervale.:zind Mz‘mch\éster there

N N N . ‘U". N
were declines in the sumber of occupiers of the lapd as well, while in Salmon

River and the Forks slight increases were experien“ced [SEE TABLE 2:12]. Once

-

again~ Caledomia's _loss " was most extreme: a decrease of 33 percent of the

occupiers of the land from 1881 to 1891. The reason for the great exodus in.
- . - : i . - A4 N

Caledonia may have been its greater proximity to the growing industrial area

of New Glasgow, and thus to the rail connection which led to the West and
the United States. The slight increases in the humber of occupiers of land in

the Forks, St. Mary's may| have been because it was the most viable farm

~

district-.of the county.. No' .visible reasons indicate why a smaller decline

occurred - in- Salmon - River. An increase in- fagming activity in Guysborough in

-

the 18805 -can only be explained by a failure in the-fisheries which would have

drove more fishermen-to farm, as in Manchester a decade earlier. In a report

D

from Guysborough Town.vin 1889 the cor}espondem. bemoaned the plight of
local fishérmen:

1 regret 1 cannot report matters so satisfactory for the fisher-
men, who represent such @ large proportion of our population,
"The spring mackerel proved a complete failure, also thé catch of
fat herriqg in July was comparatively small in our bay,(con-
sequently the cod fishermen report a poor harvest) as well as
the net fish...This being the third consecutive season that has
proved a failure for the hardy toilers of the sea, the prospects

N . . )
.
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for them, in view of the long winter tast -approaching, 18 by no
means a bright one 38

Newspapers weekly reported the departure of wmore "of the. "faint-
hearted " farmers. who gave uR on their often rocky and unfertile soil 1o find
better opportunities elsewhere. A cor‘respondent from St. Mary's reported in
-February of 1892:

Rumour has it that a number more of the so called 'faint

hearted' .ones are ere long to leave for the western states. We

do trust in the near future to see such a_ change in government

which will induce those true hearted sons and daughters which.

C.H. Tupper so 1gnomm10usly sl'mdered return again to the und
which g'we them birth.3

Ahhough the flood of young tpeop{e c;)nti'xed unabated, the déparmre
of farmers with their whole fami]ieg meant cfmngesf n -f;arm ownership ':md
farm abandonment. A Middle Caledonia wri{ter reported in 1892

James Cameroﬁ has bought Mr. McQunrrie:s Farm at Middle

Chledonia. Mr. McQuarrie intends. moving to the far -west with
his wife and family. Another of "the faint hearts" 4% ) *

Another. Caledonia correspondent told: reéder’sz "Geo. A. MclIntosh and f:xﬁi&y

hgwe removed to the far .West. We wish them prosperity in lh(.jr m;w hbme,
but we will miss then; here.! The web of friends and relatives already in the
ijnited States’ or the Canadian West often encouraged those at home 1o join
them. Parents were ur‘ged by their children lo‘ migm‘t(;. and be with the}r
of fspring. \

. Mr. WH Mnchnéldﬁs about to retire from business and will

leave shortly 1o make his home in the United States. Mr,

MacDonald will be greatly missed by.the community at large..,*?
The decision to move sometinﬂe’s‘ followed wisits " to their éhi]dren's udopt‘fd
home or wintér- visits to the United States. A correspondent from Grcenf‘ie;d,

St. " Mary's (Denver) -demonstrates this network of connections in the United
Yy d .

States reporting in 1854:

vy
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Mrs. Samuel Mclean has gone 1o the States and is now at her
da‘ughtcrs in Cambridge. She will visit her son in - Lowell and
her brothers and sisters and friends besades and s expected 10
return in October 8

This mass migration of people very soon took its toll on the county's
agriculture, ‘changi‘ng farms and ..communities, Even in the lSSOs!farmers n
Guysborough County were writing about) how agriculture could be improved in
the coﬁmy and how vyoung people could be kept at home to work thé farms. A
reporter from ‘Glenelg {Forks) wrote in 1885: -

True this is an agricultural community and farmers are not as

~ wide awake as they should be to their own interests. What is to
prevent an agricultural society being formed...? ...The benefits
of uniting in a society and m%eting for 'the discussion” of the
best methods of improving the ﬁrm and farm stock and for the
encouragement of each other “in the practical application  of
these methods would be, if properly managed, of incalculable
benefit to farmers, stimulate enterprise and keep our young
people at home ‘

The ' farm faced serious challenges, as reflected in the local newspapers. A

writer for The Eastern Chronicle, questioned his readers for possible solutiohs

v
n
t

to the depan\ire from the farm of many local. pecple:
The question before us to-day is: are there any ways an'd‘me'ms,
are there any practical methods that can be adopied 1o stay, n
some imeasure, the exodus from the farm to town or city, or to
foreign parts; to improve and elevate agriculture, and make our
farmers iore contented and better off, and consequently, make
agricultural life more attractive than formerly?4% '

No effective solutions were immediately found however, and the movement

\|‘

continued, In 1892 a writer for The Eastern Chronicle demonztmted the

seriousness of the threat which outmigration posed. to local agriculture in
it ’ .

Guysborough County: . :

e

-
N

3

In my travels through the county of Guysborough, 1 noticed
evidence of good crops. Hay seems to be extra good and it Jooks
as if farmers will "have a plenteous harvest. Will there be enough
of our young men left at home to reap the harvest"‘"3

As the prosperity of gold mining faded in Guysborough County and,
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. people. left, markets for agricultural produce began 1o dry up, forcing local
farmers to search for possible al‘tema‘tives.‘!n‘ 1884 a farmer ‘i:r‘om the | Forks
District offered his advice:

Should the mining district of Goldenville fail as a market for
farm produce, as indications at present seem it may, Tarmers
bere will have to change their system of farming, ds in fact, 1}
think they ought to do under any circumstances. Better to raise
more hay, and fatten more cattle, and improve the breeds, than
to go on in the old plan of raising cere'als and roots for market.
1t will tmprove the land and pay the better

In addition to outmigratior and declining local markets, competition
from central Canada and the west placed increasing market pressure on
Maritime fs}rmers. The network of railway links allowed mass produced

agricultural products to flood the, Maritime marketplace. As Robert MacKinnon
g »

states: .
..Central Canadian wholesalers gradually took over functions
formerly performed by local grocers and merchants, and it
became cheaper to purchase imported items (particularly - flour
and manufactured goods), the production of some farm and.
household commodities dropped off (especially wheat,  barley,
buckwheat, barley {sic}, rye, corn, wool, cloth and chakse...).48 Ce

Some farmers in the Maritimes were ab‘ take advglftage of the railway link
which brought these foreigA goods: into: the region. )Growing loicn‘l industrial
centres offered new markets fm\\f:iarmers ~and rail provided,-§ comparatively

qniék and easy means of transportation for perishable goods. This new

" opportunity allowed expansion particularly in the province’s commercial

dairying and poultry raising industries and brought increasing specialization in

crops like potatoes and apples.*®

Guysborough County farmers did not have the advantages of a nearby

industrial centre to market .their goods, nor did they have easy access to the

RN

raill line. As a con\equence, fanﬂb’rs of Guysborough County were not able

efficiently to market their dairy and poultry pr‘oduéts in  Maritime growth

\‘:"
LN

N R
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‘fzemrés and they were not induced to ektensi-ve specialization. The result was
!h;lt ‘der}]ine\ in Guysborough County‘g farms came earlier than in (;tlmea; parts of
Nova Sc;otia, pﬁcr :5 1891, Althoﬁg}( there was's‘ome increased activity . in
dairyihg by 1891 in Gixysborough County {SEE TABLE 2:13] - as the number of
milking cows  increased and as cheese making factories processed local milk-
declining marké:s and a lack of‘rail transportation, however,. prevented its
continued success. By 190; de\creases‘i‘n number of‘ milking cows ‘\yere shown.

The quality of the " soil itself was also an imporiant influgnce: onvthe
detérioﬂuion bof a‘gri\cult‘ure.' In the distri‘cls »of the Intervale, Salmon ‘River an‘d
Manchester, 'available figures ‘of‘Yie]d per acre were substantially below the -
provinc;al averaéé in the 1880s for poiétoes and less 'so for hgy ;SEE ~TA\BLi;;
2:14).  Although Céledonia and Guysboréugh came closer to th.e‘ provincial
avemgeb in potato production, they»surpasse‘d the average - in .'hay. production.
The F(;rks, St. Mary's ~was the ‘only' district “to surr;ass thej prok\.’kincial average
in bothﬁotétp« and hay production p_er. acre in 1880-é1. Given these production
levels, it is not surprising that in some of the less prkoductiye areé;s such ag
Intervale, and Manchaster‘the‘ numb_erk of .occupiers_ of the land declined sooner
as poor qpaliiy land was abandoned more quickly, As people found it more
diffié:u]t to survive and compete they wWEre eitlae'r“forced to leave or were
drawn away‘by outside prospects.

The sum of these factors - outmigration of farmers and their sons and
daughters, market :cﬁanges, increasing competition, lack of rail transportation,
~and poor. quality  soil - brc;ught noticeable decline 10 Guysborough Coumy
ngr’!culmre as éarlyﬁs the 1890s. Although the. total land (;ccupied ip the

county increased slightly, from 1881 to 1891 (2.5%), the total land improved

‘
declined by 16 percent, and cropland decreased by 32 percent [SEE TABLE

ERRY
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2:15). More land was being left in pasture.{an increase of 822 acres or 3,5%),
but this in no way accounted for 10.000 acres of crop land that was lost alter

> N
only ten years. Especially dramatic was the loss of acreage in grain from 188]

to 1891, iargely the result of the influx. of grain from Ontario and the west.

Most noticeable was the decline in wheat ﬁcreage, a loss.m‘ 89 percent in only

ten years; production went from 6529 bushels in 1881 "throughout tl;z-' county te

- 856 bus}j}e]s in 1891 [See Table 2:16]. The same was true of other g.min crops.

Bushels §f barley 'préduced declined by 68 percent, while bushels of buck wheat

and  olts had res;)ectivé losses of 46 pex*ceht and 35 percmt."]‘he sl::;‘,)‘lrs ‘ol'

hay. and potatoes also‘ showed 'declines‘i‘h both :\creagg‘pl:\nted and  total
Y

bushels produced. Potato acreage showed a 31 pesggnt decline, and  bushels

~

harvested were down 25 percent. -Hay acréage was down fourteen percent and

- - . -
‘bushels produced were down nine percent. While such losses in cultivated

crops occurred throughout the -<county, production per acre for all available

crops‘ {wheat, potatoes and hay) slightly increased [See Table '?:!7]. Although

this increase in production was partially the -result of improved, seed and farm

methods, most of it was more likely owed to abandonment of poorer .quality

land which had kept production averages for the county lower,

This co‘ntmction‘of agriculture in Guysborougﬁ County was in cc;ntrasx
‘to comparative provincial trends for the 18:)03. Land occupied in Nova Scotia
from 88! to 1891 had increased 13 percent, and impreved acreage was up
‘eight percent. While on average provincially there was a drop of 20 percent in
crop acreage, ‘in Guysborough Coﬁnty the decline was more extreme al -
32 pefcent‘[SEE TABLE 2:18]..In other parls of Nova Scotia farms expanded

because” railroads and propeller driven steamships, opened new markets for

agricultural produce, both at home and abroad.’® Without adequate transport-
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ation facilities, G&ysboro&gi\ County's farms {aged,serious restrictions.

Not “all ofi.the" agricultmﬁl ‘districts of Guyshorough Coumy. responded in
the: same w‘ny to these forces which brought farm de‘cliné. bifférent‘distx'icgs
were: affected: by distinet circumstances and differing trenas, resulted. Degline.

Agvas most serious in the .districts of Ca]e;‘lonia and Manchester. Only a Heéadé
earlier in Manchester, an efipansion‘ of farming }iad‘ ovcurred because of a
failure of the fisheries. This expansion, however, was short-lived. By\ the 1890s
in this district some farmers seemed to_be'returning to fishing, leaving m}mh

of their farm land uncul!ivaied. While the occupiers of the Ia_n;i‘ only decreased
. by eight percent in I\danchester, the acrﬁeége of improvt:d land dropped 79
percent and the uacreage of ;:foﬁ lad ‘decreased by 63 percént. Contrastingly, -
n Ca!edor}ia more of the decline in agricu-llur‘e..wus the result of putmigration
and t‘arﬁers‘ giving u‘p\ their lands. from 1881 -to 18%] in Caledonia there was
27 percent ‘drop in acrés of; land occupied and r:e‘spectivel(yi 69 and 5‘8 percent
lqgses in imméved acreage and cropland a»creageiSE\E TABLE 2‘:1‘8}. In- t.he
. same ten years the overall population of Caledonia dropped. by 43 percent [See
fable -2:l0j, as:“compared» 1o a decline of only nine. percent in) Manchester.
Marketing of agricultural produce was difficult for Caledonia, because of - its
poor transportation links and greater distance from county centres of populat-
iwon. The ln~te'rvale"lost 17 percent of 11s population in the same time and lost
14 pe‘rcem of -its acreage of’occupi{iﬂ “l;md. This district was significantly
affected by oxltnl%gration-of farmers and by poor qualityhof agricultural land. In
1871 and 1'881 the Intervale had the lowest yields per acre in the county. By
1891, because of the elimination of less pfoductive ‘farms, vyield per acre had
been- greatly increased. In these three districts which experienced the greatest

contraction in farmland {Caledonia, Manchester and Intervale) decreases were
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T : alsp experienced in the number of occupiers of ithe land.

) . " In the Forks. ‘one of the most prodncti\-e agricultural areas, a decline
¢ o~ . S
A Lt -

- of nme percem in \ihe 101'11 popuhhtm was record&d bm (ml\' a three percem

[

v ‘ d:op I acres of occupied land was shown Gutmagr'mon was more of *1 pmbl(’m
w7 o among 1he‘ young of the dxsmct and did \not 50 much mxpl\t &he demrlme of
) f‘irmerﬁ 'md their hm!hes, ﬂccordmg to nc}spwpe wports The reyson I'or llm {;"’

[
N i

Rt was Ihqt the farmland in the Forks was of a bener qmmy and 0 nmrgmahl)
N o 2of fax*g\n.- production did ,not f:orce as - %m"my Earmers to lenve;‘_é_jfso, greater
S .. Pproximity to the "village of Slierb_rpoke and its )neighb\ouring-‘gold niining town

- . providea-an\\impormm market for Forks produce. T

" two -percept in the ten years following 1881, Similarly, thére. was only a Ythrees . .
% N . o . \\ : ,
, o ' percent loss »in-’ acres- of occupied land. Limited information” is  available’

- - . A
> . v

cbngerniﬂg this district, there ‘heing no newspaper .in}:ormation or school

3

“jon for this small decline in Salmon‘?{iver was the discovery of gold in Forest

Lo f Hill in the 189Q’§, This industry Helped somewhat to stabilize the district.
U The only district which experienced any growth in "agriculture was the

Guysborough District, where a- temporary revival of agriculture had occurred,
N N . L. £y
. . v N -
This expansipn of agriculture in  Guysborough was possibly  the © rdsalt  of
problems in the fishery, as mentioned aboye. Changes in Qhe Guysborough, _"‘"3

\ Ny RN : Al
N

_census boundaries make accurate analysis for thedistrict véry difficult.

o 3
E

The measurement of agragian (1ecjine Jaccording : 1o livestork® is  more

difficult. With hgmes not being avallable for 1881, ‘a 20 year gap is lefl To a

certain degree, as lmproved land dechned in the county livestock gained a

N ' 3}
>

greater prominence on’ the farms of the céﬁnty:‘;Eiaiﬂinaiio}i' of the Tigures in
_ - ‘
NS YR R . , K .

. weon . ) . . w
v 3 o .

SRR o JIn"" Salmon River District, population decline was ninmmnl: only : minus -
. : - . N

_reports which specifically refer to »Salmon  River. The most “plausible explanat-- .

toame
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Table 2:20 shows that from 1871 to 1891 the greatest increases in livestock
e ’ > .

’ - ' 3
numbers were in cattle and sheep, Thede ,animals do unot appear o -have been

so hegatively affectéd by agrarian changes by 1891 as was crop production.
&4 . S .

"

o=

Mulgn\e or at Tracadie in  Antigonish (oumv A "report to the Eastern
RIS . N .

! » ™ ) ' N o

o I)lstnu 'mdi'm increase IR she-t'p ri"fsmg T T ’
. ] N -

fee A drove 'bi""ﬂearly $tx hundred sheep and lambs were started

S . from here on Tuesdays porning, 20th inst, for Tracadie station,
S to be sh:pqed to. the States. Thése sheep were purchased by S.H:
_Pyle for. P.Gi Mahony? of St. John, N.B. Four hundred of them -

. ~ were purchased, during the f{ore noon ‘of- the 10th and three.

v ) hundred of them were we;ghed and marked during the oonsecut~
ive, hours. Farmers are giving more attention to sheep raising
here than formerly, some farmers -having as, many as twenty- f]v >
’lambs f0r sale on the 16th51 : )

i

]
-

K ’ . There was an -increase of from 33 to 67 percent ipn the number of other
- horned cattle fraom 1871. to 1891 +in the dﬁstgem districts of the county (Guys-
» g o e, . ~ : .

" borough, ‘Salmon River, Tatervale, and Manghester). In the western half, the

v N e

g

[SEE TAQLE» 2:20).7 The greatest incr_eases in numbers of nﬁilking cOWS was in
. R F
.. Salmon® River and Intervale, where the\ milking herd- grew«by;?é percent, Ixi the
\

Forks the milking herd grew I4. percent and. m Guysborou h by one percent

o Bmh fﬁladonm 'md Manchester,. -which cxpenenced t~he rea;}est overa]l decline,

lost respectxve]y seven and 21 percent of their mylking he 5. Proportionally it

\{w » R . .\ i - . : " ~\-\
\ ,seems  clear that, Iivestc_ﬁk, particularly cattle, received greater attention from

) ¥
v lpcal  farmers by the 18905. However in districzs such as Caledpnia and

Noos Manchester, where ohimigration took its grmtest t.oll dairying did not begome

\ 2 N .
o Y T =

ah.option and only beef catﬂe‘ expe(ienced any growth. h

)

Y

Particularly for farmers ‘in the eastern -pdrtion- of - the county, livestock sales,

o werc‘f{'\mé oft a  possibility, animals could be. f\e&'ded to ihe “rail siation in

~§§?\ronic‘lg in 1891 reﬁ&rted a large ‘é'};ipmeﬁt oi",.-‘]ambé ‘out of Manghester

. Forks and CaledOma recorded» increnses of only 21 and 22 pef’éeni respectively

g

iy

Ly
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Thronghout  Nova Scotia by the 1890s many farmers  weres moving

>

> N . . . . . R . .
towards specialization in' dairying. In Guysborough County it was  w the

districts of the Forks, '‘Guysborough, Salmon River and Intervale--that  the

. -
(S
BTN

greatest  volumes of cheese and butter were produced. Small * joeal crmmg"os
. L
or cheese factories emerged to serve most of these areas, Sketchy information

. N . K] . - .
on the production rates of these creameries prevernl the piecing together of an -
) . N !

“accurate picture of Guyshorough's dairy 7 industry, - except” according  to . herd
: 1 oo 8

z »

.numbers. In 1894 the Antigonish Casket reported the opening of a' new cheese

.. . A\ N N

factory at Boviston in the Manchester district: ' . _

R . S N )" X . N . ‘j
The cheese-factory at Boylston is. about .completed. This is, we'
believe, the first of the kind established .in this county.. It
should receive the encouragement and patronage of the farmers
here, as it is-an industry which under a qapdble manager. must

j to the advantage of all concerned. We understand that in

gonbection with the factory, Mr,+Kirk has chartered a small

-boat to carry the milk from different places along the bay
and rivesS2 : :

A

For. the three decades immediafgl& following 1891, no demiledvagricult»

ural information is Available §n the census reports agewrding to districts, thus

LI

breveming detailed apalysis. - County . agricultural

totals anpd “school ,‘reports,

& 2

however, demonstrate clearly that the 1850s continued -to bring change ¢ farm
- R ' ! N
. N 3 [N N
digkricts of Guysborough County: . v
- Qutmigration continued 1o be a . problem throughout Guysborough

County, with ‘most agricu]mraliy—based districts experiencing decline. In  the

N , | ] .
vianchester the absolute decline was -greater than it
> . N -

};Srks, Salmon Rivér, and.

? -

ever had been before. The only district showing an increase in population was
. * N L]

.3 v -
Caledonia, where population increased 23 percent. The reason for “this short

s not completely -clear, but it may have been

?

term increase in population

- ,\‘

related to.the forest ingustry which was an important supplement to* farming in )

Caledonia. Re;;o;ts from the late 1890s tell of the ]afgcst booms of lumber ever

3

~7

e LN

- B . : - Y
P - . .\{ .
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; N
being \.;\brogghx down the river o Sherbrooke.®® The Miller Company with its
mill ‘a‘l Sherbrooke awmded contracts to men from (.‘:*xlm:hmia.{N By the late
nme(ccmh cemurv most "of the best tim‘bcr downrivcfhﬁd ibecn Cut. \}*hi]@ in ¥
the less densely populated area of Cglédoﬁig“gobd 1imbéf still remaiﬁed. 5“}16‘
Caledonia area supg.ﬂim timbcrv 10, the Sherbrooke mill. By 1897 a x\ww gang saw
mill had opened in \She;\hroqke which was capable ~of sawing tg‘n-_t‘o fweive
million feel o‘r luinber ber 58315011. "This» new mill may have created- an even

greater demand for timber from the Caledonia area. .
By G\e turm of lhe twenlieth century .the effects of three deeades of
U ‘ )

ommigrmi@n of the coumy‘s young people were truly becoming visible. The
sthool inspecior in 1901 reported a shortage of young El_aildrcn: ..

The, depletion that has been going on in the population of our
agricultural districts in eastern Nova Scoti for several years
past, has had a'pamcuhrly baneful #ffect on opur country
sch\les. The old rural homes no longer rejoice in the mirth .and -
. frolic\of healthy and happy children; new homes and families
.are, nnhappxly but rarely to be met wnh 55 ‘

'Th;s dearth of s\uﬁems qnd families led to sc‘hom cl@um% the tum of the

menueth cenmw T)\e inspector commemed in 190"
i

Schodls, once strong and f!ounshmg, are now_no more; or are
so weak in pupils that trudtees do not feel justitred in engaging
any but the cheapest teachers. Nor are these sections, as a rule,
Aterritorially smd]] or weak in propenv valuanon

Communities were so seripusly affected that even 1h.ose which " had previously
maintained strong schools faced s‘choo‘i' closure. -Later. t'he inspector  reflected
on this problem: N " T '

..two efficient causes brought about the gradual decay and
practical extinction, in this division, of 'a-large number of 'these
schools which were once flourishing. One was the abahdonment
of farms on_ the more elevated and less productive areas in
these counties [Guysborough and Antigonish], and the othgr an
unfortunately general® movement on the part of our young men
and women tp give up, farm life for other industrial pursuit§ in
the larger Qghtres of " population. These movements, now long
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standing.. .have caused a great shrinkage in our school popuiat-
ion, and also in the number of our schools.®?

From 1891 1o 1901 the total number of occupiers of thé larid in the

county declined by 30 percent and the acreage of total occupied land dropped -

N

b)} 14 percent, The amount of imbmved land in thv county declined some 36
percent, while cropland acreage dropped off almost 30 percent {SEE TABLE

2:1%) More land than belfore was being. left in pastureland. ‘which  increased
i H

(2

some 28 percent in ten yedrs. The change toward less ntensive crop culti-

vation on Guysborough County farms continued. With the exceptix@\ of wheai>
from 1891 to 1901 acreage of all of the miiihkrops grown in the county had
decreased [SEE TABLE 2:16]. The a]:regge of barley- \wa‘s down. 70 percent,

pplato - acreage was down' 21 percent, onl'aéreage was (16\\'1) H-percen'l nnﬁiﬁuw
" acreage was down .nine‘ bercém\.:‘Drastit ‘c.hanges i;x ceounty  yields . took  place
N N X . 14
between 1891 and 1901, As Tabla 2:17 shows, from 189) to 1001 ieiﬁs‘ acreage
was required to RIOW the ;a}ne yiélds of CrppS.A‘Oat “produmion increased f‘rgml

16.1 bushels per acre in 1891 to 32.6 bushels per acre in 1901, Barley yield
. ‘ A i .

almost doubled, while wheat, harvested intreased -from 11 bushels per acre in

1891 "10 16 bushels per acre in 1901 There was also a shight increase in the

N L~

tons of hay per acre.
A combination of factors had brought about these changes. Poor land

continued to,be abandoned and allowed county average yields, to increase. Also,

. N

although census recortds- do not reveal the exact time lhat;fen‘ivlizers came into

use in the county, it appedrs that commercial fertilizers and more effective use

, v

of manure was allowing for greater crop yields per acre by the turn of the

twentieth century. Despite this ability to produce more on Jess land, farmers i

Guysbbrough County grevi: only minimally more produce than they had: ten

years earlier [SEE TABLE 2:16). This meant that agraran deteripration was

N



acreage.

- somewhat - concealed in production rates, but was more evident in

75

reduced

. - o .
Fven livestock, which had offered an alternative to extensive [arm

cultivation, ha‘d‘decrea‘éed in number by 1901 (SEE TABLE 2:13} SWi»ne numbers

declinad “31 percent, shéep; numbers dec_:lined 19 percent and iniU(irig‘;1 cows

declined by 10 perceni. Only other horned cows and horses experienced: slight

increases, respectively of 2 perceni and 6 percent, Guysborough County

" continu

farmers -

ed to leave and agricultural deterioration persisted into the twentieth

century.

s ' .
of Guysborough’s agricultural population’ looked to the possibility of a rail line

In the face of increasing outmigration and.farm abandonment, some

extension o the county. As population declined flarmers were confronted with

‘poor roads prevented farmers from moving their gcmﬁs into nearby

-

industrial centres ip the I . A ‘presbytery delegation sent out from

to Caledonia in 1901 expressed thew surptise at the inferior(‘ te of the road;

The way to St. Mary's is by camage road iﬁs m Brae. It

‘the reduction of. already small markets. The lack of rail jran_époriation and.
growing

Pictou

is a remarkable road. At the Pictou end it is so. , rough .

and utterly neglected, that we can never forget it. ‘It 3s a pity

" that such ;'1' large district must "depend on such a highway for all
‘their intercourse with the trade of the country.®®

" Afdvocates of - the railway had began their strugg'!e-' o secure

a rall

SETV?QE for the county. in the e’trly 18805\ By - the turn of the twentieth century

there was 4. good de*ﬂ of ophmlsm that their efforts would be rewarded. Local

farm‘prs

o s A

saw it hs their only hope. One farmer from St. Mary’s wrote:

Just ndw, we feel that we are out im the cold; but with a

“railway to Néw Glasgow, according o the route 1.have propésed,

we will be in touch with the busy world around us and lifg.owill

‘be ‘worth hvmg then.®®

In May Qf !90lhthe &Eas;gm Chronicle assured ifs readers. that the

LI

.4

. % :
Guysborough Railway was practically guaranteed.®® Although many different

s E
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routes Qere ‘Drbposed the r;wost"- favoured course ‘\;’ﬂ& the 6ne which  extended
from Sun.ny Brag\.Pictoﬁ ‘é‘ounty into St. Mary’s and. then across Guy@baﬁmgh
County neat Crpss Iioads Céu‘htry Harbourtto Salmon " River “and on- 1o the

village of Guysborough. Since the pro_posedﬂ route passed through much of the
: . t
best agricultural land qf the county, which did not. presently have rail ling

access, local farmers were excited about the prospects. A ‘resident of Caledoniy

wrote:

A r'nlway would be a great boon to lhe ‘West River {St. Mary's),
which, although 'a fine farming ‘country is greatly isolated from
market and consequently .sadly handicapped in the struggle for )
prosperity. There are grist, shingle; and lumber mills; the N
business of which might be very largely increased if there were
facilities for transportation such as a’ railroad would afford.
Farmers would bé encouraged and greatly stimulated by the
Messession  of - a convement means Of exporting produce and
xmportmg supphes ’ v

The expected line -did not immediately matcrialize. In the spring of 1905

the Eastern Chronicle insisied that the line was eminent:

A contract ~ has- been. signed..for. the - ‘Eastern . railway {10
_Guysborough].... This means that the coming sufmmer will see
active jconstruction in progress and that soon the people in the
regiops through Wwhich . this railway is projected will have the
-condection of which they have s0 tong. had to wait 8% - -

Constructmn was due to begm the First of July‘ 1905, By the end of

~ 4

the summer hgwever sml no start had begun ‘on the Guysbarbugh Ra;]W'ly A

correspondent from the. farmu‘xg district of ,Caledoma wrote in October of the’
) ‘ -
5ame Yean - :

We expected to have - seen work in. full'blast on the long
promised Railway ere this, but now it appears the business is
somewhat under a cloud. The people of Guysboro County are’
gemng Jmpatlem

R S

The {ate of the ra;]way }ay in the  hands of polmcmns and outsnde business
intérests. Local mhab:tants were often the last o be mf‘ormed of the -raglways
w N

progress or regression. In a local newspaper the following ad appeared in



November of 1906; R

Lost, strayed or stolen, a second hand Railroad Enterprise
bearing the well and considerably . tarnished “initials N.S.E.
Anybody acquainted with its wheresbouts will. do the public a
. favour by communicating some definite “information 1o this
.- office. ‘ e :

By ‘190‘8_; still "1{0 concrete action waé taken t-oward the construction of
the ‘railway to Guysbarough. The county's ‘agAricul{ura!_djst\ricts were c§nfromed
with ‘the ‘dwir]dlirng local .markets as population of the gold mining_ areas began
10 shriﬁk af"tey a short revival at th;: t‘ﬁ»rn of the iwentiéth _Eentury. Out_-i
niigr_ation' coh‘tinued and inland coam—{m_mitiesh declined. Some areas were finding
-great difficulty in trying to even maintain their - schodls.®8  Unkept promises
frustrated many local in}t'abimn_tsx ‘\A ‘writer ‘fr;)m St. ,Mz}ry‘s,' disgusted with

.

. the poor roads and lack of action oo the Tailway emphatically stated:

~

But-1 know its: time for men in Guysborough County to get up
8 and speak. Are  you _g\oin‘g to be dummies all your lives? But men
‘are apt to say, "Oh! 1 can stand it if the rest can.'®®
‘In the fall of 1,906 a newspaper galled' the Searchlight was initiated i_n'
G1iysborough Town. lts vocal editor, M.H. D:avison urged local- people to seek
. new ﬂitermtwes toe the present s;tuahon D'wxson implored his readers:
This is a new age, presenting prblzgﬁms and demandmg methods
entirely at variance with those that best served the needs of
the past. Investigate! Welcome the strongest possible light on
‘any andevery .subject, then acquit yourselves as ‘men. You are
the masters of the situation if you will it.57 :
In ‘h:s newspaper Dnv:son ch’allenged his_.readers to push for better
transportation and other improvéments‘ in the county. As edi{or he presented
to: }ns readershnp, what he saw as the possxbxlmes whxch Guysborough County
\ould attain if. xts pecrple could be awakened from their "hypnotxc stupor™
Wouldnt it look odd to see some stalwart champ;on of someth-
ing-or-other signing himself ‘'Guysborp First?” It' has been

‘Guysborough last for so .many, . many. years; we have been so°
long offidiating as- the, capdal,appendage and botﬂy exterminator

» M
N N
[\ N . N . -
B . " . - -
P . P R o~ : -



" emigration continued. The census returns

of Pictou County that a warrior bold, whose motto was “Guys-
Jboro First’ would - well, there is no such warrior, so what's the
*use of telling about him %8

The call to other alternatives did not rally an immediate following. in
v . R > - v
Guysborough Tounty. In December, after only four wmonths of publitation “the

Searchlight came to an end. It appeared that many preferred to either say

seek new alternatives. The tide of

nothing or leave the county, rather .

1911 told the story. In the largest
agricultural districts of the county, Manchester, the Forks and Intervale, from
18 to 21 percent of the population had been lost since 1901, The average

population loss for the districts was 13 percent, as compared with an average

‘Ioss‘of only & percent the previous decade. Although dndividual district returns

! .
T . N ) . :
of crop’ produgtion are not available for this decade, county totals show thit

farm production did not decline in proportion with the populagon of “these
N - . K N N . A

"farm districts. The total acreage. of occupied land increased from 24'?‘,752 acres

in 1901 to '248,3.50'acr‘es in 1911, The total acreage of improved land decreased

only slightly in the same time period, from 29,800 acres to 28,015 acres. The
amoxm_f-‘{‘ . land in crops actually increased from 15‘583 acres to 17,850 acres.
The levels'of crop production were vanable from 1901 to 191}, some exper-

iencing increases, and others decreases. . .

~

: The dramatic drop in -population of farm dis.?_".icts was" the result of

three decades of outmigration. Many 6f the county’s young man and women

. “

~had .gone to seek their fortunes elsewhere, as had some flarmers. The con-

/

1
1

sequences were felt in the twentieth ce.m‘ury as young people continued to
leave and local population failed to be replenished. There weré fewer younger

.\ N N > ’ . » “
families, and fewer 'children.. Schools were closing. Decades of outmigration of

these young adults hgmpered any arganized &sponsx: ® decline. Farmers

»
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" attempted to carry on their operations for the present, but without sons and
daughters :‘o take over, and without adequate transportation to get their goods

to market Tarms Taced future crisis. : )

~

Agvricuiiu;ai 'dgcline. in ' the nineteenth century was . not unique to
(;xuys;bor.ough;(“bumy.“*Thek breakdown of agriculture did however, begin h‘c;re
sooner ;llld qu more extremé’ than on‘ the provincial average, by t_he titmim»of‘
. the twentieth century. The forces of outmigrétion, chan.ging‘ local ﬁmrke‘t\s, ‘Ih‘e‘
lack. of a rﬁ‘i!‘ serviee, oxqt§jdg~ competition, aﬁd poor qtiﬁ]ity soil, converged :to
weaken G}Jysborough Cﬁounty'g farming sector“ bringing‘ general decline. Res-
ponées t'é these factof; in each of the six‘agriculmrél districts o.f Athe.county,
_was very different. In Caledonia and Mi’mchester pppu]a!ion‘deciine was rm::re‘w
extreme than in Salmon"River. In‘ the Forké, ";nitia! ouh\nigr’ation brought‘
dec!inéﬁ. in ‘yiel#s per acre, whereas in the .ln_te‘rvale it meant increases in
yields per acre‘. %he éastern: districts turned ﬁxo;e to live‘st“ock‘ f\than did ‘tﬁe
western districts as.%crop érewing dec}inéq. A rx;ore unified response.‘on the "
part of agricul_lural ‘aread did not occur 1n Guysborough County. Fo‘ur decades
of . outmigration had "“drained the county of‘ much of ifs potential . leaders in-
such a .moveme‘m. Guysborough ™ County’s ‘cor';]plekity and ‘diversity‘ 'v.;orked"
agnins{ unity  and no\ two districts reacted identically to deaclie. Ahhoﬁgh'
far\mers were.f.aééd with a variety of hardships, they were not on the verge
of‘starva.tion. The same sense of urgency to act did not mgist inland as it did .
at a, later time on ‘the coast when rural de;line imen‘Sified‘.in fishin‘g com-

munities. : . ‘ .
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- THE FISHERY, 1870-1920:

A MORE DELAYED DECLINE

Fishing communities along -Guysborough County's *oast,  although
effected quite distinctly, were not exempt from the consequences of tural

decline in ‘the late nineteenth century. Faced with the results of . industrial-

3

ization and urbanization. Guysborough's farm -communities -experienced a steady

stream of outmigration ~in° the 1870s and 1880s. By the last decade of the

N 3 . R
nineteenth century ~ serious absolute * decline: “din- agricultural _population  was

a4

obvious, as the effects of two decades, of outmigration were felt. In contrast

to these agricultural disericts, the situatioi along the ~Guysborough ovast  n

lishing: dépendent communities was ghite “different. For fishermen, the period

from 1881 to 1890 was one of greater stability and expansion. In .this time ihe

>

v

number of, fishermen in Guysborough County increased over 60 percenl. From
. - - R . -

v

’ . : <0 . v o L
o I87r te 1901, the population of -Canso, Guysborough County's largest fishing |
- @ . X . ' . o .

» . . . .
ultimately. spared from the impact of outmigration and rurdl decline. By the

turn. of the twentieth century, slow economic growth. and population decline.

were felt along the shore in the smaller ports as a result &f centralization and

modernization .in the fishing indbstry. It was somewhat later that this decay of

;po:bulation _followed in the larger - centres o\f\_t\hé' fishery, *such s Canso,

becaunse of worsening economic conditions. -

-The purpbse of this chapte

-

' fishing communities in the &comext of the changing*t‘i'des of the fishery and s

centre, increased over 108 percent. These shore districts, however, were not

18 to examine Guysborough County’s coaswal

more delayed reaction 10 the forces. of outmigration and population decline. - A .

N ) X N

84
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brief examination..of the more general trend of growth from the 1870§~-t0»1ﬁ‘e

\

‘turn of the twentieth century will- be followed by an 'm'al\'cxs of deciiné in
B K N .

these ‘shore districts after 1900, Also .demonstrdted in tlm’ canleT mll be the

" diversity and complexity of situations to be found within Guysboraugh (‘bunty.
Viéry advamagmﬁély situated for the pursuit. of “the fisheries, Guys-

borough  County’s southe'islern shore has been an atiractive location for

_commerial f&hermen since the szxteemh centuwh. Jutting ~imo. the Atlantic,

‘("msn Was strateg:mily jocated both for the Gulf fxsherv and for the offshore
‘irmk hshery Canso became the closest pnnc.p'il port to Smble Island: B'mk 'md

to B'mquareau Bank, whach together mclude an area of over 9‘000 square -miles

of rich fishing waters.!  Canso was "also the closest centre to the Misaing;

v

Canso, Middle and’\?\nimqh‘banks."’ "Thé Grand Banks QI‘T Newfoundland, with

. o

their 36,000 square mile area? ’i‘vere also accessible from Canso® The richness

B »

of these fishing waters was accurately evaluated - by the Fisheries Royal

(;O?*nmission of 1928:

N

. ) \ .
.embracing an’area of nearly 70000 square miles [these. waters
off the Maritime Coast of Camda] have yielded annually on the
average for thirty. years past, more than eleven hundred million
pounds of cod alone and here undoubtedly is to be found the
»gre"nESt cod -and haddock fishery in the wor!d“

)

- The coastlirie topography of Guysborough County w*as well suxted ior
*

the fishery. Within its numerois coves mlets, arbours and b’in adequ'ue

~

sheiter could be found for the largest oi’ boats. Even so. by 188l only abom 24

N

\v"“ Y . R , A} . N
percent “of . the population of the county * considered” themselves - to “be' stricily
N N - L \ N

fishermen. Many more were classified’, as farmers but 'lived- on the shore
securing their - livelihood from a mixtuge of farming- and fishing® TPhis .was

partjcularly true along Chedabucto Bay, where the shore line was 'tyeptér suited'
- . . 2 ty : v . ’ . -

N N AY

L R .o
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to agriculture than on the Atlantic ,Coast. The shoréds of Chedabucto Bay and

Canso Strait were settled in .the fate eighte’emh century, “chiefly by loyalists
who were nterested in good farmland. -Many of these settlers soon after their

’ N . . K4 .
N . . L3 N : N e . .
o carrival, became aware of the nich resource of fish which was also available to

.

them. Some, such as the Hessians of ' the south Chedabucto shore and the St

“Aug‘{astihim\%,s on the Canso'Straii,:képt minimal farms and turned almodt i‘ull-,.'
¥ LI - : :

timé¢ to the fishery. In other parts: of the Bay, such as the north shore,
. N . k] .

Guysborough and Minchestery fishing served primarily as a part-time occupat’

ion “and” greater emppasis‘was placed on farming. In these areas individuals

often labeled themselves as both fishermen and farmers. Evidence of this can

- -

be séen in the *AF. \_ngrch‘}fdnb for "Guysboraugh County ‘pi]l)lishm. in 1876,

>

with its accompanying business directory: In Caok’s Cove, for example, of the

. ]

twelve indi\;id\ials listed, five were classified as farmers and fisherimen: this-

compared with only. two being listed us fishermen and’ one. being listed as a
\ Co

farmer.® Because -the annual harvest of the sea was quite vanable it was not
uncommon for farmer-fishermen 1o  alternate their emphasis of occupatjons

according to suceess.

”
b

“In contrast to this more systematically setled area around Chedabucto

:

N

- ‘1339‘ the “rugged "Atlantic Coast’ of Guysborough County received ‘its inhabitants
. - . X

much more gradually over the course of the first half of 'thé ninateenth

entury, The  lack of agricultural imtemial along  Guysborough's southeastern

shore made it less attractive, and its settiement was not' as actively solicited

by government. In .contrast to the Bay area, those who came to the Eastern

‘Shore of ‘the county in the first half of the nineteenth century 'were - mainly .

N

interested in the’ i‘ishery:‘Although farms were often maintained. on the side,--
> . N ‘ N

N

some individuals even labeling themselyes as farmers in .census reports - for

v N ) N . >
-
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R

the most part this rocky shore was: poorly suited 1o vcultivation and farming:‘

1 <

This stretch of land which ran from Ecum Secum tw Canso was largely claimed . |

by transmigrming nmive "Nova Scotians about the turn of the ninetcenth
including  Lunenburg, Queens, and Shelburne counties, ahd were chiefly
interested in the ‘rich coastal fish stocks and in 1he area's preximity to -the
Labrador fishery.” Many of these individuals found the South Shore of Nova
Scotia - becoming too ‘crowded, and . opportunities growang more limited. The

N - ~

‘were. appealing to these migrating second’and third generation Nbvgx Scotians.e_.

+

Earning a livelihood, however modest, in this ‘area was not easy-for the

N e »

_subsistence ]iving could be -attained on the Eastern Shore only with work:

The natives live: thiefly by carrying cord wood, by fighing and
farming and some live by their wits end..He who plants
potatoes in the spring and catches fish in the -fall may .exist
but he cahnot support a family " decently without constant
attentibn 1o his calling. * Industrious people generally thrive bu?
the shore is not a Paradise for idlers.®

“century. These pioneers came- particularly Jfrom the gcolony's south shore, .

“unsettled state of ~ Guysbowough's Eastern - Shore and-. its fishing opportunities’

~early’ ﬁi(‘)neers‘. A5 @ writer to the ‘Nova_ Scotian explained in ~183‘7,"¢ven a

Survival was chiefly: dependant on the success of the “potato crop f;md

v

report "f'or 1845_) a4 Church of England catechist, ~ stationed on Guysborough's

after the Tailure 'of both of their staple resources:

. » . ‘ N
On account of fish being very scarce last season ‘together’ with
the loss of the potatoe [sic] .crop, it is entirely out of .their
power to assist or even make acknowledgement by subscription
to the society this year... Very many families 1 fear will be in a
deplorable condition before .the -ensuing spring, having neither
bread nor potatoes more than will serve with economy..a few
weeks. 10 ‘ ‘ . . '

~ N
The fishery ‘provided a ver& uncenain[ elihood for many jon both the

the fishery, *both of which were uncertain from year to year. In his ansmal_
\ A . -

“Atlantic Coast, expressed. his cencern for the welfare of the local inhabitants:

A

e



Atlantic and Chedabucto Bay

.of preservanon wis by drying. The mfuor catches weré\cud and hemng, as

88
yhores. Catches "varied markedly Ifrom year to

year, being determined by such changing elements as weather conditions and
ocean currents which caused fish to alter their pawerns of migration. Added 1o

this, was scarcity‘ of bait and inclement w.eather_ﬁs well as chm;ging ﬁ1aikﬂs
and \mcerta:iry prices, all of which ;(;ul(i prevent the [isherman ‘fmm realizing
his. goais‘ll »Togél_ﬁer ‘1‘hese pf?l}lenws kept the shore ihﬁnbifams at tlxox;lﬁvrcy
of their envirqnmem. N |

In 1&66 the lnspector of - Edu&';tioh for Guvshoroughi County; SR,

,.

Russel] commenled on the sme of ?!-he “shore dusmcts and the hmned financial

resources available to them:

The surface of this counly {Guysborough] is very ‘large “in
proportion to the number of people. The: shore sections,
. naturally rough and broken, are mostly~without roads, and
inhabited generally by persons whose dependence is on the
uncertain produce of the fishery for their suppori. The ordinary
County d Poor [tax] . rates are ]ngh when " compared with. the
extr?pﬁg“hmned resources of a large portion of the inhabitant

_loc'x eg on the south shore pf Chedabucto Bay and the. Atlan?

Ctied s .

»

-The following year again ,me inspector -alluded to ‘the dest:riuzion of  these

coastal fashermen and their fammes . . {
i shall not, owing to the long continued depression genemily,
-and the successive failures of the fishery on -our coast, .be able
to glve such an account of the progress made in educational
matters as -1 anticipated: but at »the same time it affords me
much gratification in being able to shew {sic] that amidst these .
prevallmg difficuities, and even while fearful destitution exists
on_ the barren sea-beaten shores of the county, the Internal
[mland] Sections have done all they could dv "to advance
lhemweivep and the cause of education. 13-

By the 18605 there’ seemed to be very little speé_iaiization in the

~

fishery, and -local fishing was confined to . the inshory” watersi* Fishermen

caught a vanety of fish. species, as their avaxhblhty dictated. The main method
S \ \

.

4 . o . N
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well  as- substantial - guantities  of  mackerel.  Increasingly by !he\ mid- 1 8b0s
) \ . » i N
fishermen in the county were able to find a market for lobster. According 1o

the' AF. .Church Map of that period thore were about ten lobster packing,
plants in  Guysborough County. These estabkishments were Jocated at Marie

Joseph. Liscomb. Sonbdra. Port Bickerton, lIsaac's Harbour, Coddles Harbour,
A

Charlos Cove, Canso’ and Crow Harbour |SEE FIGURE 31'  The lobster plants
were usually run by Americans, who }md engaged  in “the  industry alonmg  the
northern shores of the United States, or by Canadians who had learned the

methods  from . Americans.’® Tanned meat. produced in  these plants Was  sold
mainly to the United Kingdom.!7 ‘

The inconstancy of the fishery }m{npered populision growth and

expansion. Even after the mid—ninetem\lh century  when  Guysborough's inland

farming districts were well esfablished, the Atlntic Coast was  still  sparsely

populated. The 1860-1 census returns -showed only 346 fishermen From White-

\

head 1o Ecum  Secum, a distance. of over 100 Kilometres. The greatest con-

centration of ‘the fishermen was in the eastern portion of the county, from Tor -

Bay to Cans.o and amund the southérn sh~0re of  Chedabucte Bay (1)‘(3\1}’5-
bomug‘h. In the 1860-1 census returns of the men employed on  vessels :méi
boats in the county, almost 50 pi‘rcent ol* the total 971 in\diiidu:\]q were found
wi\hin\this latier section of coast line.

Incestitude characterized the Misheries  of Guysborough County even by
the 1870s. A general &conomic depression during that decade : brought low fivh
prices.!®  Topether with unfaveurable weather and a  bait scarcity, this ngant
fhictuation in the-Guysborough County fishery.’® Annual total values of fish
during the decade fluctuated from a high of $743.2J0 in 1871 to a Inw of

$358,702 in 1879.20 In a one year span alone, from 1875 to 1876, there was a

- .



. 90

26 percent drop iﬁ annual total value from ,3630',5(11 o $463,74]. These changes

nevitably  affected fi:f.hermen and their families. In March of 1880 a report

3

entitled "Distress in Guysborsugh County” appeared in the Eastern Chronicle:
AN _ T S

L] N . *

A deputation from- Beckerton [sic] and Fishermens Harbor
‘waited upon Mr. A N.MacDonald, M.P.P. at Sherbrooke, on the

21st ult. and represented that some of the . people ‘of those -
places were in % destitute condition, and required food and
other necessities.... Mr.MacDonald promised “1o see what he could

do for the people?i_ _ . . : C

Following a decade of depressibn, the 1880s’ brought "change to theﬁ(
lshery. Although fluctuations in value and catches remained "evident from year.
1w year, the general trend was upward, a tendency which was refidtted in

populqtion uﬁnls nigr;g “the * shore. ]n'creasés’ in numbers of ii\habitahts were
experienced in ‘most Al!uniic Coast districts as the éensut% returns from 1871
:‘and 1881 demonstrate [SEE TABLE 3:2] Thé largest i'hcrea.sesk \Verehin' (‘he
districts of Molasses Harbourg (Tg Bay arf.;:l) and Canso,‘ where the greatest
‘ probortion of k?:uysbo'rmugh County's fishing industry was logated [SEE FIGURE
4]? ‘Subsmmial» increases of 23 and 28 percent were r\‘ec:()rdetff r'espcctivt;ly in
these twop disuicts ~in ohly ten  years. \lnc‘reases f‘arther west ir; the county
were smaller,: but nevertheless sub'ém.ntiah Marie Jé)seph and Stormont (.consisu
“ing of Country Harbour and area) experienced increases of 18 percent in their
P()pl‘l]m'l('m‘ while ,!éa:;c‘s Harlvouy area increased by nine:pé:rccnl.‘.

In contrast 10 this gr<mﬂa in fishing was the depression in gold prices
and ‘the subsequent ef‘?‘ec_l on gold mining. In Sher_bro‘oke'and‘ Wi;ne Harbour,
swhere ~gokd m’inir;g lmd‘a{imcted hunﬂx‘eds of fortune seekers n the 18665, the
dow decade of the 1870s brought a slight drop in population. By 1881 these
communities experienced réspective losses o'l'.one percent and one—hal;' percent.

The experience of the fishing communities along Chedabucu; Bay and‘

N

Canso Strait by 1881 was somewhat &ifferent from that of the Atlantic Coast

N



»/
S N S o e - R

mackerel. If these species failed, the fishermen along the coast were deprived

of a large portion of .their. income. Several ‘consecutive years of failure “of the

" Bay fishery in' the late 1870s resulted in a shortage of money locally and some

fishermen were forced to choose ‘belween farming or.m‘nigxé{;icj)}n. As oxplai‘ned
in chapter 11, the decline of th:e_ i‘igher}? i)mugm‘ an  increase in ‘ﬁg_ritultﬁrnl
acti}:i(b’\{))’ 1881 in hda:xcﬁeSiér,‘~aé inhabitants. shifted ihei‘r emphasis l‘rqm ll;o
sea ? the . fand. Evidence of this failure of fhe Bay !‘isl{ery can be l‘oﬁnd “in

Agricultural Society reports for successive years in the late 1870s:
N . \ . - .
We are sorry to have. to report a large falling off in membership
[of the society] this. year, owing 1o the' failure of the fishery
) and the conséquent scarcity of money.?
R . N * ) .. k ’
N ) “This more localized faillure of the fishery, in combinatian with other

factors, brought outmigration and population declinge to. the shore. areas of

Chedabucto Bay and Canso  Sirait by 1881, The ‘Melford District 103»!‘1'(mr:
. . . N N }

i . > ' .
Oppartunities for ouin‘aigrat-ion would generally have been more readily available

in this portion of the county than on the Atlantic Coast there Fishiqg villages
were  often independent units in iselnted coves and harbours. . The greater

proximity of the Bay. and‘§traii inhabitants 1o Guysborough Tawn and- the

also have exerted an’ important influence. The rail Jink at Mulgrave (included -

.

economic situations. : ;

'As was mentioned earlier the inhabitants of the Bay and Strait, drea did
not, for the most part, settle in this section of Nova Scotia specifically to

pursue the fishery. Dissimilarly,” most of the inhabitants of the Atantic (‘qa;st

districts.. The Bay fishery was largely dependent on the rums of herring and

pércent ab- its’ papulation, while the Crow Harbour District lost three percent.

surrounding agricultural areas, where outmigration had already begun, would

in the Melford District) completed in 1880 provided a "w:iy out” during hard
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had been aumci‘ed by the rich resources of the sea. This f‘aﬁior woild have
encouraged Q&jmiéraﬁon » from the’ Ba}; and Stfait pornmunities _wl;e.n‘ the
“harvests of fish declined. v .

- The\ dra;natic ‘increasas ‘i‘n,‘population along the f{ilﬂmic *Coast, partic-
~ularly ir% t»he- Canso and Tor Bay areas, were the result bf‘:\;)\\e convergence of
, . : ) .

a numiber of [actors which brought growth and greater stabifity to the fishing

industry. Ruth Fulton Grant suggests that in some dreas/""the general economi¢’
.l R . N (J~ .

N A N - . n‘ ) . ) (:'\» . . ~

" depression of the 1870s led some individuals back 1¢” the fisheries during that

-

decade.® To a greater exteny’ however, it appears that the improvement .in

the larger context of the, fisheries situation had.a more significant effect on

?

stimulating such growth,
In 187L 1fue Treaty -of Washington was signed on behalf of the Dominiog -

of Canada with the United States. Overall, this .agreement was beneficial for

N

the Maritime™ fishery. The " treaty gave Canadian fishermen access to the -

American fisheries and the American market, while the Americans were given
. . ‘L. N N . X

fud use of the richer Canadian inshore f{ishery and access to British North -

American ports. As lnnis describes the agreement;
It provided for the participation of - Canagdians in the inshore
waters of American fisheries and of Américans in the inshore
waters of the Canadian fisheries in return for. freedom of entry

" into the United States for Canadian fish, and a sum to be
determined by arbitration 24 : -

Although this ag‘reement helped to stimulate the Maritime fisher}; by .

opening the American market to Canadian fishermen, other changing cir-

- i ! ) ¢ . . >
cumstances were also notable. Confederation had brought with it a gradual

turhing of the Maritime' focus from the Atlantic Ocean to central Canada. This

meant changing market possibilities Tor Maritime fish. According to Grant:

The National Policy and .the construction ‘of _ the Intercolonial
Railway bfought an . increase in interprovincial trade, and new

AN

—

:
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were opened for Tish 'md mher ccommodities from Nm'\
estward to Montreal ¥ 5

-

eclions, along with an. expanded steam ship servige to

Quebec, and Montreal, contributed 10 tht development of ;i‘lnl'ge fresh-Tish

“These | ‘jded trade

1

industry in Nova Scot?':an.26 .
1;\ 1880 "with the extension of the 1~xﬁerm]0nia! Railwaoy m.‘Mulgmve\
the f‘ishin.g industry of e'mern Gnysborough Codnly was giv‘en a  welcome
‘imp.e%us.‘fhis link aHowed hsh to be‘ transported by boat frgnﬁ (‘nnsﬁ and
points along Chedabugto B‘ay_ o Mylgrave whehr\e n could be transported by rail
to cen;ral Canadiﬁn m‘nr.kets. :As time passed, mn“r‘e sv\.ximb]e'~ connections  were
grz;dually deve*?;)ped between Mulgrave and: Cans;)_; facilitating the sh‘ipgwn; of
greater quami{ties of fish. w\ R ‘ » o d
: ;By 1881 the total yéﬂue of the ‘i‘ish 1:1}§en at C:nluso incr‘ensed dyer- 60
percent in a_ single year, from $80,327.00 in '1880 to 5123,462‘.00_.27 '1‘he>drivd‘
fish market remained JH‘:DOIl’im as well ‘and experienced 'some growth in the
18805 l"he largest markets for dnsd fish n&c]uded the Umted States 'md ‘the
West-lndlesk. This d ned fish market was parncularly important to fishing areas
in the western pe;rt of the county where railway connections swere far removed
and transportation links ;were irregular and unre_liab];.

Adding further -encouragement to the ]0(;:1] fishing ingiustry in Guys-
l;_orough (foumy was the initiation of fishing bounties in 1882. 'I‘he_ﬁ()m.pensat-
ion due to fhe Canadians i‘o‘r the diffgrence in value of‘the Amerim‘n inshore
fishery in the Washin‘gt;m Treaty had been aeterm‘med i 1877 by an ir}lenmt-
ioha,l.;:ommisS‘ion sitting at Halifax. The figure of $5,500.000.00 was set by,thc
commission as a fair return; this was 10 cover the twelve years during wh‘ich"

the fisheries chuses were in phce 28 After one million of the sum wis granted

to Newfoundland, and ohe half million was paid in administrmivc expenses,

v
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‘ in 1885,

94
four million remained to be distributed for the improvement af the Canadian

Fishery.

The granting of {ish bounties was one way of apportioning this money

10 local fishermen. This allotment of money for improvement of.gear had, for’a

. N ] ~
short time, 'n significant impact on the Maritime fishery. Largdr vessels were

constructed to take advantage of this system  of bounties. In 1883, according to

Grant, 143 schooners were added to the Nova. Scotia fishery, "emp]oying 1524

additional men.?® Individuals who formerly had been compelléd to go to the

Unifed States 1o fish on board American schooners were able to stay home

because of the increased activity in the fishery brought by the‘paymem of the

fish bounties® From 1880 to 1885 the Guysborough County vessel fleet

increased its Mo‘do, and in the same time over doubled .its
previous total tonnage [SEE TABLE 3:3]. In the Canso Neck area’: by 1882

there. were 13- vessels repwstered, with 527 men recorded as employed. on

vessels.. On the north shore of Chedabucto Bay, and Canso :Strait the number

4 \

of vessels registered grew from six employing 44 men in 1880 tw 16 employing

161 men- in 1885, In the more western portion of the county fewer vessels .

were employed, there being a total of only six registered west of New Harbour

’

Many of these: Guysborough County vessels in the .eérly 1880s were used

in the pursuit of the offshore bank_fishery. Canso. was strategically located for

v

_this fishery, with its proximity to the fishing banks and i#ts connection by

water to the Intercolonial Railway at Mulgrave. In 1883 the valie of fish
landed in the Canso Neck area made up almost 60 percent Qf the total value of
fish landed in the entire county. A.substantial vessel fleet also grew on the

north Chedabucto shore from Guysborough Town to the county line on the

e
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Canso Strait. The number of vessels increased from six emploving. 46 men in

v

1881 10 16 employing 161 men in 1885 [SEE TABLE 34). .

In addition to the expansion of Canso's fishing /industry, the Atlantic

g the terminus Tor the

~ port . received the added benefits in ‘1831 of becom)
Western Union’s trans- Atiantic cable.'Tﬁe first cable

that year. “The influx of the . company's operators had a sign \oant impact “on

Canso. As John A. Morrison, a local historian, explains:
The cable office was established Jat Canso]...and the arrival of -
the cable colony of seventeen aoperators, . married and single, was
a valuable addition to the ~sogial and business life of the
community 32 N s

landed in May of

The ‘company“o;ﬁer:ned two cables from Land's End, Cornwall, England to .

Canso, and two lines from Canso to. New York, - .
Later in the 1880s.a Second cable company chose Canso as the terminus
1. ’ - o,

for its trans-Atlantic: cabie. "The .(Mackay-Bennett) Commercial Cable Company

was incorporated in 1883, and a contract was placed for the laying of 1wo

cables from Waterville, County Kerry, lreland to Nova Scotia, with a section to

Rockport, Massachusetts, and another section to New York City3 The

s

terminus for this cable was at Canso, but the cable station itself was located:

in Hazel Hill just wesl of Canso. The p;ésence of thegse operators and tiuﬁi;
families was\':m important aédil‘ion 1o Canso, pm\vidin_g“wlam Mm-risqn calls:
'a very pléasant aﬁd highty intelligent corﬁmunity."?“; 'l‘hc. 1endc~rsh]p‘(.}fl'ered
by these cable company em’plloy’ee‘s\ 0 community n“‘nirg was  sigmificant, and
was of particular importance to Canso after the tﬁrn of the ‘Iwemicth when
the town’s position became ix)creasingly thr’en;ened. ‘

Not only ' did the vessel fishery of Guysborough County fzxperivm:e
expansion in the early 18805 \a large in;reésé i_n the number of boats in the

county was also recorded and the intensity: of the purswit., .of  Jhe. fishery

-
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* preatly inc"reasQ, “In his account for the year J883, fishhe.ries inspector  Allan

S e . ) . . 1 . k, \ . ‘. L
* - " McQuarrie in the Western part of the county .reported large increases in the

catches of herring, mackerei, cod-and s:i!mon, The federal report stated: -

o >

He [M¢Quarrie) attributes the increase mainly to the bounty of.
the past year..they [fishermen] are satisfied "that “their rights ,

~have been faithfully and honestly conceded them, and this yeas ;
they put forth renewed ‘energy, and are preparing to persecute N -
their arduous.eccupation in the future with yet more vigour and
- enterprise.3® ' N

Y

From 1882 to 1887 an increase of 4] percent in the number of boats and of 3]
. percent in the number of men employed on boats was experieniced in Guys-

borough County. The number of boats involved in the fishery in the county . :

3

grew from 1254 in 1882, employing 2127 persbns\. to 1774  in 1887, employing

)

2790 persons [SEE TABLE 3:3],

“ Another very important contributing factor o the expansion of the

>

N fighery was the érowth of "the lobster industry. As mentioned earlier, lobster
processing plants were located in Guys’boro‘ugh County in the 1880s. By ‘1873\

according to Dewolf, there were a total of 40 canneries operating  throughout

N .

Nova Scotin% From 1870 to 1886 the number of canneries continued 1 grow
and lobster landings: rapidly'increased.” From 1880 to 1882 the total number x.
of ‘cans of , lobster producea in  Guysborough County grew from 676,060 to

933,240, an increase of almost 40 percent. Expansion characterized this period
S ‘

in the lobster fishery as the industry attracted gfe}(ﬁumbers of fishermen.

Dewolf explajns;

Cash 3ales and relatively high rerurns aftracted more and more
people into the [lobster} fishery so'thaf, betweén 1877 and 1886,
[lobster] landings in~ the Maritime provinces - rose steadily,
n " reaching approximately 94 million 1b in 1885 and 93 million 1b in .
1886. Market wvalue increased during the decade by over 200 %.%8 - ' T

N

: r
In addition, access to the- American markets and technological advances offered

by the \Tremy of Washington contributed to this increase in .canning establish~

-
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ments.
 The cash basis system offered by the lobster industry attracted greater
numbers of'fish_ermen to pursue the lobster fishery more - intensively. Sessional
. | N

papers giving summaries of the -reports of the fishery inspectors  provide

examples of anxious fishermen complainihg that seasons. for lobsters closed too

early and prevented them from extracting as large a quamit‘y of the valuable

shellfish as they would !;ave‘ liked: "..but- the fishermen complain greatly of

what tHey consider an unnegessary - iength of the close “season3® As  the

canning establishments grew, the  opportunities 10 séH lobsiers became greater

. . £
and-the demands on the lobster population grew heavier.

On July 1, 1885; Nova ‘Scotin’s free fish market in New England was

ended and the fishery clauses - of the ~Washington Treaty werp"" terminated,

Changed circumstances led the Americans to favour nonrrenewal of  the

agreement, As lnn‘i§ notes: . )

\

..thé increasing importance of the fresh-fish industry,  the "1

decline of the mackerel fishery, the growing part played by the
purse seine in the seventies, and less dependence bn inshore
fishing were factors which "limited the interest of the United
States in any further extension of the treaty. 4% ‘

Although the termination of the Washinglon agreement clauses resulted in
ecrease in pickled fish and lobster exports to the United States, the decline

proved only tempgrary as the West :]naies market held stropad! As  Waite

explains, "..broadly the effect [on the Nova}Scotia fishery)
the prosperity of the northeast of the province against the southwest."$?
Between 1884 and 1885 the number of cans of lobster produced in

Guysborough Couniy incréased by‘ more than 30 percent, reachin‘g 1,117,430

cans. Although the fresh lJobster industry grew in the southwestern part of

Nova Scotia in the 1880s it was somewhat slower to dévelop in Guysborough

strengthen
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.1t became ~incre§silag'ly diffiéu!t‘ to continue the

and deep sea fishing. As Grant comments, such a transition:

: — - c98

County because ‘of the -greater distance ‘1o ‘the Boston market and the poor

transportation connections.” 1t, was not . until the early 1890s that “the. first fresh

lobsters were recorded as having been shipped out of Guysboroilg}{ County,

Although the 18805 was generally a time of. increasing stability for the ‘

fishery and for fishing communities, outmigratien of labour still oceyrred; this

expdus did  hot, ‘howexfcr, become severe enough 1o cause serious population

dectine, as had been the ‘case in-the inland farming districts of .the couhy,
. - "’ Wt ° - ) - » ‘
According to Innjs 1 was: "the expansion of the American domestic market and

restrictions ~upon  imports of Canadian fish' to the United States [which]" had

resulted in the migration of labor”*® Innis estimates that in 1886 of the 13,938

men. employed in the New England fisheries, 2,254 were from the Canadian

Provinces. Striking differences in wages attracted Nova Scotlans 10 the United.

Statds; in New Engl;}nd wages ran from $125 to 3190 per month, whéreas in

Nova Scotia the same worker earhed between $75 and $82 per month. The

_demands for labour in the coal mines, the iron and steel industry, the lumber -

industry, and the construction jobs in other provinces also lared men from the

»

fisheries, although 1o a lesser extent 44

Yet, despite the consistent growth of the f{ishery of Guysborough

‘(fuumy in the first half “of the 1880s. further chaﬁges were in process by the

1
latter part of the decade. True to its historical changeability, once again the

fishery experienced declining values and smaller catches. Methods of transpor-
tation were changing, sailing vessels were -gradually being replaced by steamers.
- - K s

.

¥

..made it increasingly difficult for the [sailing ves®H 1o secure
¢ return  cargoes, {this] discouraged direct shipping and finally

beought the * disappearancé . of -the wvessel fisheries in  various

counties, ¢? - ‘ C

practice of | combining trade
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This type of change n turn left many smaller ceain‘c‘s wi!imu( a  marketing
organizmi(;n or transport services. A

Th‘e use of ice apd the development of a‘r{‘ii‘icial refrigeration allowed
for the mpiq t‘xpansioﬁ of the fresh Tish industry. The growing demand for
i‘résh' fish "meant that i‘as‘ter vessels  were  required 1o ge‘t\ the product
market in the shortest possible time; sail was not able to cqmp:ew ‘»\"ilh
stean. ¥ As the gualities off irdn as a shipbuilding material were better known,
wo}cd became obsoiéte: This replacement of waod l‘\y diron had ;‘:\r reaching
effects. As Grant s‘mtcszi "The disa'm)éamnce of the wooden ship\ for tr:mhs’pm!‘
pu'rposes was accompanjed by a decline in the deep-sea fisheries."7

After 1887 the Ql‘fshbre bank fishery of Guysborough County began 1o
dwindle and the number of vessels waé_mmkedly rqujgcdl Canso, which had
been the centre of this fishery, - was particularly hard 'hi\t. The numb& M'

. vessels in the Canso area alone, from 1887 1w 183‘8, dropped from ﬁ\’t; employ- _
ing 66‘ ﬁ:é’n to one employing only ten men [SEE TABLE 3:’5]». By 1.8‘}0,’%!‘ v
16 vessels em‘ploying 161 men in the nonh‘(‘hedabuéio_ﬁay p(ms. in 1885, only
4 vessels remaiped, employing just 14 persons. This decline iﬁ the h:ml% _i'ishu,ry
also affected annu:ﬂ total fishxvalues. The annual total value of the landed
catqh in Canso from 1887 to 1889 dropped approximately 88 percent. Similarly-
between 1885 and 1888. the énnual total value;;'of the f;sher_y on  the nnr_ih
shore of Chedab\;cm.Bay dropped 81 percent [SEE TABLE 3:6).

Althougi: such declines ‘were'more‘ marked n sections ol the county
where the - vessel fis}\ery was larger, smaller ports {urther west were also
affected. In the westernmost, portion of the Gﬁysbor,oug}w County coast from

. .

Ecum. Secum to Liscomb, where the dried fishery was of greater importance,

khe total landed value of fish had declined‘iid percent from $70.232.00 in 18RS



important to the fishery in the western, portion of the- Guysborough Coast:
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W $46:105.00 sy T 1890, (‘h;n';\p:e% in the marhet énmribpwd to this .drop. An

increase in shipments of fresh fish gradually cut into dried fish sales*® The

‘market for Nova Scotia codfish in the West Indies experienced a slump by the

late 1880s, despite the improved methods of shipment. As Europeans began (e}

row an increasing amount of sugar beets, they had dess of a. demand for sugar
L g ¢ IRAT, ) 54

cane which had been largely supplied from. the West Indies. The effect on thd

West Indian  economy was quite serious “and  as Grant notes this  restricted

purchasing power was:

reflected in decreased imports, intloding  Canadian dried

fish...The British West Indies was .the largest market for

Canadian codfish, and the loss of exports .was a serfous blowe?
" Decline in production of cod in Nova Stotia after 1886 was @

result of the partial 40ss of the West Indies markets.*®

" The inspectors’ reports for the vear 1887 also noted a decrease in the

overall catch of fish itself, particularly cod and. herring, - which were very

Hcrriz;g and cod are the main dependence of fishermen in this
T {the western) division, and the catch of these fish- was rather
below the average. .Late in the season large quantities of fall
herring appeared in. some places, and remained only a few days,
but the quantity taken Wwas confined to a. few: Of late years
~both cod and herring appear 1o be receding from shore and
small bogts have been unsuccessful in Securing large fares.®” ‘

Added to this difficulty was' a shorage of bait which fishermen felt was alko

receding 1o deeper waters. In 1888 once again a poor .catch of groundfish was

.. recorded. Inspector Tory from the eastern portion of the county reported:

..the fisheries for this district for the past season have been a
fearful failure, and in some localities nearly a total one, ‘which
leaves many persons unprovided i‘o; the winter.?

The report from the western district’ of the county for the same year was
similar .

..the fishermen, in the face of diligent and faithful efforts, did

not strike the fish, and consequently, are ill prepared to meet P



- A

- . 1M

the hardships of a cold winter. 1t is very probable the Govern-
ment *may  be called upon . tohelp tide some over the winter
months.5? :

This m‘rioq of faiiukre had a“dmrimemm effect on the. pursuit of the,
cod énd herring fishery. Poor prices were received for l‘isﬁ owing tu.the fack
of a m:ﬁkéti }Sijcause ¥ishermen found ii‘increasingly.dii"ficii]l o ger rid of
their Ealch they respouded Ry landing lewer !‘ish‘j Reactions 40 this change
however, were variable along t'he(;co‘ast. Although hnr&s%ﬂp resulfed  for mm;y
fishermen .:md 1}3eir families on the Atlantic (T(}asl' by 1891, n\m}ulmiun decline
as & result oé massive oﬁtmigration, for the aiwost part, was not evident. In the
eastern; portion of -the cgumy, particuﬁ&:ﬂy n the Canso Neck area, substdntial
population  gains were. renorded»lin‘ ﬂxe_ ten _vec;r span from 1\88] 10 |8£)|;
Corresponding io the increase in shipmehts _oi‘ fresh fish, Canso's population
alone 'érgw 26 percent, while the. neighvbour\ing district of Molasees  Harbour
increased 24 percent “m‘ the same, period [SEE TABLE 323 F‘:ar(l\z;r' w(‘*sx‘ along
~the shore, Q}\ere’ the decline in cod and herri‘ng had btfen the worst, - l‘ishing

cogymunities, for the most  part  experienced ‘gro\{[’!h, although in smaller

E e

N . .

percentages than in the Canso Neck aréa. In lIsaac’s Harbour the population

~

Jincreased 15 percent, while in Marie Joseph a 12 percent increase was record-

ed. This growth however, was quite different from the prevailing si{uaiion ins

» »

gold Amining vilages of the Aflantic Coast and - of Tishing communities on

- Chedabucto Bay and Canso Strait.

Along the Atlantic, an areas inﬂuenced by the fluctuating gold industry,
smaller incrgases or absolute decline~was experienced. Because of 1héfdwindling
ti\cliviiy of g‘(ﬂd in “Sherbrooke, .in only 10 yéars the number éf inhabimms\i_n
Ahe area dropped 34 percent. Wine Harbour, another gold. mining centre, also

experienced, decline having a 10 percent loss in population from 1881 1o 1891,

] - ?
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to the deterioration of this rural district. The chief factor, however. in

N AN
LY
. 102
The pages of the Eastern Chronicle bear witness 1o the growing exodus from _ .
these gold mining districts: . ,
Sherbrooke - "THE EXODUS - Two of our villagers, Henry
) MacDonald and  Alex. MacDonald, have gone West. Mr. Donald .
Carthew and W S Snmh will soon “follow. Good men are they all
and Bherhrool\ {sic] will be poorer without them.?
In the following months the Sherbrooke‘ correspondent continued o bemoan the
loss of the village's "most worthy" citizens,
The situation “in fish dependent ‘districts along Chedabucto Bay and
Canso  Strait remained in confrast to that of the f{ishing villages on the
Atlantic Coast where population "expansion was evident. From . 1881 to 1891 in
Melford District, a-loss of 12 percent of the total population  was felt, while
on the south shore of Chedabucto Bay in the  Crow. Harbour piétx-ict an
' »' ) .
. increase of only two' percent was experienced; a .figure which does mot even
: i‘ . . ' A - ) ’ . ’ L - ; ‘ ;\P——
maintain  the natural increase of the local area. In this former “district along .
the Canso Strait the decline was particularly marked, ~following a similar trend v

of the farming areas of the county. Decline in. vessel numbers also contributed

affecting 1his extreme, decline in Chedabucto Bay and Canso Strait, was the

distinct nature of the fishery of the Bay and area, where the {obster industry

- ) _ \‘
was not a viable alternative. o

Lobster ‘fishing was the only sectiop” of _the’ fishery that wmintained its
catches during the more general diminution of fish landings in the late 1880s;

over one million ¢ans  of lobster were produged anpually in  Guysborough

“County from 1885 to 1891 {SEE TABLE -3:7]." The number of lobster camneries

continued to increage on the Atlantic- Coast of (?uysborough Counfy in the late
1880s, providing a market for the catch of local fishermen, For successive

vears fisheries inspectors noted the material increase of fhe .lobster fishery.®

A

—
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The rfpm‘t\summary of Inspector MeQuarrie for the year 1887 stated:
The, lobster fishery is on the increase; there being some 20,000
Ibs put up in excess of 1886. This [lishery appears to stand the .
“pressure  well, and does. not ‘yet show material signs of ex- )
haustion....The , southern toast of Guysboro' is .rugged, rough and
rocky, affording ample shelter_ and protection  for  soft-shell,
female and small Jobsters.5% . ‘ )

This availability of the valyable shellfish along with the cash basis ol

the industry and its healthy market served to encourage the growth of the

lobster fishery. Much of the Amezican supply of lobster had - been heavily

~

“exploited earlier “in the nineteenth century. The result had beén n decline in’

American landings off the northeast ceast of the United States and a move-

ment north into the waters off the coast of British North & America® These
Amefrican interests established themselves in  yarious parts of - the Maritie
N B A

coastline, including Guysborough County. Canneries  were’ setup, providing a

ready market for local lobster sales.
.~,ﬁ‘pj_i‘l{e; tfaq dried - codfish market in Guysborough County, which had

~ -
meant delayed  cash returns for the fisherman and operating on o uredit

system, the lobster industry _g"a\‘fe more mmediate financial benelflls. As, Gram

states: B ‘ - h .

The prompt cash returns in  the lobster Tfishery tontrasted
favourably with the long. procéss of marketigg in the dried. fish
industry. The shore fishermen had DLeen handicapped -by lack of
credit facilities, and the’ immediate cash payments of the lobster
industry were extremely attractive.5? ' . s

This opportunity to provide @ readonable income for their Tamilies, along with

the availability, of the resource drew more fishermen into the lobster fishery.

When problems began to ovcur “in _the groundfish fishery in the late

1880s, the)mové 10 lobster fishing hastened. The decline of the bank Fishery,

the ~decreasing warkgt for. dried Maritime fish in -the United States and the

West Indies, and (,tr\e-alternme growth in the fresh Ffish industry, made the.

.»j B
R . . '}

Tr et
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lobster  fishery wmore altractive to fishermen on Gu\shomughs Atlantic, Co’lsi

particulardy in the smaller ports. lndusmaixzanon and modernization brought an
m‘umsmglv capitdl-intcnsige fishery. Thé large cash _investment which was
required ‘zf a fisherman was 1o tra:ns!‘ér from the dry 1o the fresh fishery often
m:vyemed sﬁch a  transition. Arliﬁéial &frigemtion was  expensive for a

fisherman who was dependent on the fluctuating fortunes of “the ground fishery
R y N .
“for ‘a living: Transportation. links were poor and- hindered such a transition.

Connections  with the Intercolonial  Railway \Ze/r{mvkward‘ especially in  the

. western chalf  of the c;n:;umy. Lobster kcanning‘on the other hand  was “more
suited 1o, the éinail cémmunily. requiring a more modest investment, without
‘qwnsive cooling equipment,
A | T:he ~exlrem(; demand i‘;)‘f lobsters often led canneries to co@pete with
each othe.r; The , sutcome  was ‘the harvesxing of more lubslerm the \fiélatior1~

of |‘i<‘.ht};‘v reguhlio*m In his l888 report lnspeuor Tory expressed his. concern
3 .

@rﬂwﬁkﬁ of such a pmv.me on the lob,s!er resource nse!f

-

There aré now too many cann@nes in operation, and opposmon

to each other is so great that strong inducements are held. out

to fishermen to violaw the regulations, besides most of them are

owned by foreigners, and they should be compelled to contribute

towards the protection of a fashew from "which sthey derive such
: a source of income. 58

. , .
As ; result of_ Guysborougﬁ County's distance from the United States,
and niore importvaml_v because of t_i}e pooF lrans;or{mion links‘ possessed by the
_;cén_mly, the t‘r‘esh Tobster fishery was slower to develop. Whereas in the
su_uthweswr;x pmt:m‘nj of Nova Scotia export ‘of !‘r‘esh lobsters began‘ in . the‘
‘18803, it was not until 1894 that the first fresh lobster was recorded as having
— been shipped ‘out of ‘Guysborough Cbumy; o ‘
The transition to the lobster fishery brouéh‘t many changes. for local

fishermen, inchiding greater specialization. Lobster fishing was so .intensely



- the lobster. fishery:

followed that- many fisherman in a short time failed tw waintain gear for
fishing other species. The outcome was a greater exploitation of the lobster

and .an increased dependency upon i1 by roal fishermen. A repeit from

Inspector  McQuarrie  for 1888 demonstrates well the flourishing  state of  the
»
lobster fishery and also his concern for the effects of this specialization:.
Fishermen have not the appliances they used 10 keep l;ol‘ure the' T
palmy days of lobster fishing, gand are not in a position to
prosecute other fisheries; consequently, the: poaching of 13bsters
has been very general, and every trick ol the trade put in
practice to evade the law3% .
: . 2
As the lobster provided a greater portion of the Tisherman's income, !‘arming‘

became less important. The lime spent at sea meant there was litde time for

agricultural pursuits on shore. In petitioning the government Fo,r‘_ more repolat-

ion in the lobster fishery and a longer .closed season, Inspector McQuarrie
commented on this alieration in sources of livelihood “in his report for the
vear 1891:

Many fishermen favour a close season from the 10th- September, .
to continue as long as the weather will permit in the fall. This
would ‘enable them 1o attend to their farms, whith remain
neglected since the beginning of this [lobster] fishery. Their
fathers'made more than half their living from the farms.%”

Later in the 1890s the Prince Roygl Commission report remarked on this

startling change in the fishery, and the increasing dependence of fishermen on
' ‘ \

N

..the failure of the mackerel, cod and other fisheries, has had a
great deal to do with compelling a large number of fishermen 1o
take up lobster fishing with the ‘tesult that the fishery ‘hay
become practically the staple industry¢ along large portions of
the coast.%! o ' ) : :

. . ‘ . s
The lobster fishery on the Atlantic Coast offered an alternative to the
failing ".groundfish. The lobster helped these coastal communities to maintain

their population and experiench

growth. ‘On Chedabucto Bay, particularly on the



capital, and fisherm®n wmoved to larger centres such &% Canso, Halifax,

. ' ‘ 106
north shore, .where the lobster industry was less_ of an alternative, the late

18805 and early 1890s brought extreme decline and outmigration. The fisheries

e

inspector in his rcpni’t for 1891 repog_gg;“_

Fish of all kimdgy were scarce in Chedabucto Bay until faill
mackerel set in, of which there was a fair_ catch...This. run of
mackerel was a surprise; .?‘gmer\visg 'more would have  been
taken 82 5 TN '

¥

In this north shore districtsand on the Canso Strait sharp declines in annual

7 e

total values of fish were experienced: in the fate 1880s [SEE TABLE 3:6). From
a high of $199.101.00 in 185;5, total value of fish taken in the area plummeted
to $37,374.00 Ly .1888, a drop of 81 percent. The lack: of newspaper reports,

.detailed census records and .other - writtén sources for the area however,

prevent further more detailed analysis. of this “decline on #he north .shore and

Canso Strait.
' The last decade of the nineteenth century was one of continued t]mﬁge
for 'liae fiéheriés in Guysborough C01:111)=, (i‘bnsolidation and centralization of‘
the tishery took its toll as 'gfo*wth rates in smaller. * Atlantic \pbrts dwindled;
Shar;ﬂy in comba;ison to their previous exﬁnnsion. With the increasing capital

3

investment in 'ghe 1‘i‘shery }and the growth of the fresh Tish industry, catches,
Lunenburg and Digby. In the small‘ér ports‘ along the Atantic (‘Qast of
Guysborough County that were exclusively dependent on fishing, "groxvtix _rates
from 1891‘ to 1901} co'mracted 10 between five and sight percent jas compared
with increases of eight to 24 percent during the previous decade] {SEE TABLE
32]. As the lobster fishery had became the mainstay of the fishing industry on
the Atlantic Coast, the pursuit (;f ‘ptlxer types of fishery became less intense.
This ihcrensing‘dependencé had provided a solution to their immediate pr(;blems

with the shortage of ground fish, but in the long term such a reliance on a

o
LY
%

e © P
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single species of fish was unheahh)':

Although lobster catches remained cnnsisténtly high in the lS.Q"Os ’th‘e
industry was not \#'ilhout its problems. The Fisheries inspedtors even in  the
18805 had cautioned fishermen on the t-l‘f‘ects o what they  perceived  as

overexploitation of lobsters. In the summary of Inspector “‘]'nr_\:‘s‘ réport of 1887

.

the lollowing statement appeared:

Mr Tory urges the necessity of the appointment of an officer to
take these [lobster] factories under his charge, and 10 see that
the laws are strictly complied with, otherwise this fishery. will
be ruined.®® : B ’

R

Such warnings continued as the fishery increased in popularity. By the tun of
the twentieth century a scarcity of lobster was reported in different parts of

the county. fJA writer for the Goldboro Bugle "in April “of 1901 couwtioned.

fisherimen refqrd lobster fishing:

. : v )
All along \the shore from Canso to Liscomb, the lobster fisher-m =

men - are _¥usy gewting ready for their work... The lobsters seem
to be ~gfowing scarcer each year and we hope the fishermen will

~study their own interests by catching only such lobsters as come
within the requirements of the law.%

Changes in the Iobster industry occurred in the last decade of the.
nineteenth century.. The first shipments of fresh lobster were sent out of
Canso in 1894, and until almost 1990 most such exports went from that area of

. i .
Guysborough County alone. The sr{mlle; communities on the shore Toarther west

found it quite difficult to move I,-*mm this new markel. As mentioned earher,

{

transportation links with the weslern portion of the coast were poor. Ralway

- connections were distant and sfeamer service was irregular. To_ ship lohster

from these areas involved a ¢ertain degree of risk that on_arriv)l all the

’

¢
shellfish might be dead and Wave to be discarded at a substantial Joss fo the

v

fisherman. N

‘Corresponding to the rise of the fresh ]ob‘ster‘ industry ‘was a decline in

i
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the total poundége '61’ canned lobster produced in Guysborough ™ Counmty. After
re:;ching a bcak of 1,246 685 pounds in 1895, by 1896 the poundage ‘pr(‘acessed'
had declined by 33 percent. Although the,p‘oundage of canned lobStei then

remained Steady until 1900, following that year the amount of lobster being

.cmmed declihed consistently: By 1909 the pmmdage 61‘ cahned lobster had

dropped 76 percent since the peak of 1893 [See - TABLES 3:9]\3 Canneries were
r;?t;ined the longest in the smailer areas where the fresh fish industry was pot
so  viable, As the canneries closed ;3119 by .6ne the ‘tmnsition for thesé sm;ﬂl'
ports Troma canned lobster to freQ: was a difficult one. Lack of the*nécessary

¢ . .
ca;ﬁiml left some individuals on the shore seeking chqr alternatives outside
their smal) {fishing villages. - : f

The fishermen of these smaller villages who still secured a living from'

the dry fish market were also faced with changes. As the fresh fish industry.

lgrew in size the dried ‘.fi‘shery experienced decline. As Innis states:

The spread of industrialism evident in wurbanization, improved
transport, and refrigeration had profound effects on an industry
that had s life in a commodity which depended on salt as a
preservative if its ptoduct was 10 be sold in distant and tropical
countries,% ‘
This" new industry required a greater investment of capital which was not
available 10 many of these small port fishermen. Improvements .in  transport-
ation in larger cenires of the fishery made 1t harder for smaller more isolated
coastal communities to compete. Innis comments: &
The steamship and the railway continued to effect far-veaching
changes in the {ishing industry,  particularly because of the
decline of the wooden sailing vessel. Its gradual disappearances
in the carrying trade involved its disappearance from the fishery
and the decay of the small ports. 66

From Ecum Secum to Gegogan the annual total value of the fishery declined 46

percent from 1895 to 1903 [SEE TABLE 3:10]. For the same period in the

7
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Country Harbour area the decline was more exireme, there being a loss-of over

was a decrease in the fishery in Guysborough's smaller ports, the -effects of

BN A

62 percent in the annual total ‘\"alue‘of the fishery, Although by 1901 there

outmigration on coastal communities was not as muarked as farther inland -and

© decling was only in its earliest stages. Reports of - the inspector of schools for

the county lead the  reader to believe that shortage of students was not as
great a  problem on the shore as farther inland.® A report o the

Eastern_Chronicle in August of 1901 supports this sﬁbpqsilioh.‘ ’

By looking over the census returhs it will be seen that the
great - fishing counties, such as Lunsenburg and Guysboro, have

— held - their own in population made {sic] better than the purely.

.5 agricultural counties. The reason of [sic] this is that the fishipg
1\ industry has been attractive and renumerative enough to keep

our young men. at home,58 : '

Unlike these smaller coastal areas, where the 1890s had brought slowed
growth and declining fish wvalues, for Canso the same period was a ume of
unprecedented 'gr(é)wtlu. With its advantageous ,position, Canso grew to become 2a
centre for t!-ﬁ/f‘ishery on the Eastern Shore of Nova Scotia and atwracted the

necessary capi;al to make the tramsition to the capital intensive fishery of the

twentieth century. -

v
ta
?

Aflter experiencing a éetl)ack in the failurg of xhe bank Tlishery in the
late 1BBOs, ‘Canso by the mid-1890s was on the rebound. The port had be_mfné
the centre of a ,substamiai‘fresh fngh Jipd.ustry on the Iiastﬁfm Shore of Nova
Scotia, and had the necessary faciliti:; for storage and shipping oai' frcsh‘ fish.
From $79,130.00 in' 1891 (o $365,077.00 by 1901, the annual winl value of

Canso's fishery in a span of only tems increased 361 percent.. This

contrasts sharply to the smaller Ecum Secum to Gegogan section in  the

- L]
western half of Guysborough. County, where in the same period a decrease of

55 percent in annual total value of fish was experienced. The number of boats
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.simioned' in .Cansil_‘mme than doubled {rom ‘l89i 1o 1901, ir‘acrmsing‘l'rom 109
to 272. The _vessél fleet at Canso expanded, advancing from only one vassel
employing four ;Se\ople in 1891, to 12 vessels enxploying 66 people by 1901, The
two cable smtio‘nfs also contributed 1o the vgrokwth ‘as their offices in Canso
were gradualiiyb ep!arged; and the number of émployees stmiopea in\‘(‘;}nso was
\increase'd ‘ \
Tl‘w experiment of shipi;‘mg fresh fish .out of (‘apso had begur; in thé
o}lriy'\ 13903.‘ A‘long ?M‘ lobster,"cod, mackerel, herring, ‘and hadd‘ock‘ were‘aw
' lshipped: fresh by ‘s'{f;ﬁnuer to Mulgrave in incr-é‘asing -amounts as the decadé% ‘ A
progres&d The Intercolonial Railway link  opened the markets of cehtrai
Canada, partiéularly‘ Quebec and Montreal. As well, Canso became :‘an ir’npérx-'-;
b ’ .
ant  supplier of, bail and other necessilies to the offshore . fishermen. As
Morrison comments. "The “A‘meric,an‘ anerunenburg fishermen were as well
'know.n in ~Caylst> as in ﬂ;eir home ports."®
The people of Canso experienced an atmosphere of ’expansi‘pn. Morrison
notes 1hé~growth that was occﬁ};‘;ng in this coast:{l Vp.ort»:
" The erection of t.heks‘e modern dwellinvgs,‘ sometime  between 189‘0~
94, and the improvement and ornamentation of the surrounding ¥
L grounds was an indication ©of the growth and prosperity of the =
town of Canso, and known to .the outside world as one of the
most progressive little towns in eastern Nova Scotia.”®
\\"nh‘a harbour at (imés‘filled with from B0 to 100 vessels, the lécal\ in-
habitants became well aware of their distinct position on a ;hore where other -
smaller.  ports were kexperienci‘ng slowed growth z:md\ tHe initial stages of
dechne. A Write‘r in the Cansp Breeze in October of 1894, while encouraging

the incorporation. of  Canso as'a town, expressed his views on the distipcmeés

of Canso's position:

W;g have the material right here in Canso to make a good [town] g
. council. We ngpre solated from the rest of the county whose
, ;

3
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Ner 1.1
interests are ot identical with our own. Canso is a plase by

itself which has -managed to forge ahead without the assistance

of the county, and the idea of governing our own affairs by a

c ~ properly constituted council is in° our opinion, as wel as the )

opinion of others, a move that certainly ought to commend itself 4
to the peoplaof our growing town.”}

In 1897 the first steamer began fishing out of Canso. operated ‘by" AN,
. . . “““ rn

Whitman and Son, the local merchant. The same company .also purchn\sied‘ a
steam  fug that same vyear for employvment in the lobster fishery. Bv 1900 o

senes of advances were made in ‘this gromng Tishing wllage a Tob?‘ex factory

was builtl. and smoke huuses were mnstruued b} Wimm'ms it dahso.  The,

\

of fresh fish. The la;’:a

T

called at a “number of ports which meam delays for fisl*i ygmems Gm of % .

—— s

Canso. In January of 1904 a direct steam service wag esmblished ‘belwven

Cansp and the railway terminal at Mulgrave, adding a further stimulus to i}\g . E-

Canso economy. By avo{dmg the call at Anehat the trip to Mulgrave could be -

made in two hours ’Qs Mcmsomﬁcmmems <

. oY
j&g&@o!ume of express shlpmems of . fresh and smokeq fish fmm‘
nso had so ‘increased that a prompt service wase absolutedy
“mecessary. There were seven firms shipping fresh fish from
Canso contributing, more to the revenue of the Canadian Express
Company than amny point east of Halifax. The previous year
+  express charges.oh fish amounted to ten thousand doliars. The
fresh fish business was rapidly expanding and plans were now
moving .to make the trip under -two hours between (anso ‘md __
the refrigeration cars.at Mulgra\ve L . T

~Jn August of 1904, with the help pf government, a cold storage plam

was opened

ynso. The facility was 1o encourages the cold storage of bait
: ) AN '

4 - ‘ - . . - N
for the ban crmen, and was the first mechanical getzer in  Eastesn

B 3
Canada.”™ The phnt had a Capamty of freezing 1000 barrels per d%}k

The substantial reduction in lobstey ‘landmgs" after the turn of  the
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century also prompled the goxernmem IO sponsor the wnstructmn of a numbe‘r

of lobster !\alcl:vries. One such halchery was opened in Canso in the sprmg of
- o 1905. Du’ring‘_t_he same yeér a Dogﬁsh Reductiﬁn’\&-‘orks was _buill in- Canso.

'I‘his provided fishermen\with a' market for the previousiv useless catch of the

hmhersome dugfish. The doghsh was processed Tor "use as fe!tuhzer and o1l

x

v« dn mnjumt:on \nlh uns e\mmmn in ('mso nnprmemem: were made 10

the rail service which. was offe‘red\ to the  Canso fishermen via Mulgrave. The
initiatipn  of - a "speed train” meant a fastey,, sefvice for fresh fish. John

Morrison repdrted lhe de{mnure of the firsi\sﬁch ‘Uaint

,.
fa o,

For the first nm& in the history of Nova Scotia, a speed’ train
loaded with .fresh fish was dispatched early this. month 1o the
Boston Market. The train cohsisted of nine cars loaded with
‘mackerel and lobsters from Canso and. other paris of the
" province and went the Dowminion. Atlantic Railway to Yarmouth,
to be transhipped thence by steamer to Boston.“ 2

With \h\s gxeat increase 5;“ revenue Crmted by \l.1e growth of u:e f:shery in
Canso, "Accordmg 10 the Fzshem‘: ~Blue B()gi( of 1906, Gu)sborough Counw in
1905 recorded the highest toml.annual value%ced f{ ﬂ\e flshety.o{ any
county in the province, a figure of $1,3§5‘,O!8‘75.7‘5 . k |

The inlensification of‘capita‘lizxuib‘ny in the‘ fishery soon bf'ought the
.ﬁﬁvem of the steam traw}ler, The trawlﬁ was able 10 operate‘:ﬂmost comfnu»
ously, was.extrenwly mobi]e,nre\quired no bait anci ‘could move quickly from cod
grounds” to  haddock g-ro’un_ds !‘o port. These large vessels could take adva'nmgé
or- the offshore fish stogks, which smaller boat i‘is}:efnaeq found recedmg from
inshore waters, Trawle.rs‘ca_ugh( more_ fish on a continuous basis and were less
ai‘l‘eéted by ;vezttl{er conditions than the smaller vessels. ‘Their speed allowed
them 1o get fish back 1o "pori ‘so;that thgre was a continuous supply of fish.
Grant argues strongly. in favour: of the greater stability which she “felt the

trawler offered :

\



The vessel’ and shore-boat  fishermen - claim  that  they can
adequately supply the markets: of Ontarioc and Quebec in all
. seasons, but’ this is doubtful. In many sections of the Atlantic
coast, fishing in the winter i5 not carried on to any extent by
shore  fishecrmen. Moreover, unfavourable weather vonditions
frequently ‘make vessel Tfishing impossible, since ¥ becomes
“dangerous’ to fish from small doriea Consequently . it is doubtiul
whether wholesalers in Montreal and Toronto can be assured of |
a regular supply of fresh. fish if dependeht upoh ather sources
than the trawler.78 \ ~

The first trawler ‘began .fishing out of Canso about 1908, helping 1o incroase

the volume of the fresh fish available for market.
Facing increasing restrictions on | fish impors™ from Canada to  the
Unijted States and declining markets for dried fish, steps were taken in Canada

after the turn of the twentieth century to promote the sale of local {resh {ish
. o . N

. in Capadian .industrial centres, The introduction of trawlers allowed for the

harvesting of a sufficient v'o_lume of” fish 10 continuously supply these large
markets. To help overcome Nova Scotia’s distance Irom its central Canadian

markets, 3 tanirf‘ af’ one cent a pound was imposed on imperts of \American fish

and a federal palu.y of subs:dlzed l"ast rml servme was mm'ued a4

The C'mso tmwler hshery w:.n not ummmously welcomcd Boal {isher-

men-soon voiced o’wpositiun to this method of mass ﬁshing\-(l‘ﬂncég;
expressed  for theufee-ding_‘grou‘nds of the fish, which many fishermen felt

would be destroyed’” by the trawlers. Largeé _guantities of undeveloped and

undersized fish were taken by the -trawlers and smatler fishermen  feared a

~serious reduction in stocks.”® In the editotial of the Canso News in December

of 1910 this opposition 'was made clear:

_ The mlroducnon of Steam Trawhng melhod of fishing s meeting
“'with a great deal of antagonism and adverse criticism from boat
fishermen who claim the. Trawler should be strictly prohibited
from fishing on this side of the Atlantic.”

“In 1908 a local paper in Canso, sponsored by a merchant of the town



proper methods of fishing. The inspector stated:

114
put forth in a boosterish manner the advantageous qualities possessed ™ by /the
town:

Canso - handies more Tresh fish than any other town in Nova
Scotia. o : \

Canso hay the finest fleet of fishing boats on the continent.

Canso's population is growing rapidly. )

Canso 18 the only incorporated town in Guysboro County. .

Canso has the finest Public School in the County... ‘
Canso has 3 Canning Factories, 1 Dogfish Reduction Works, |
Lobster hatchery. ‘ -

Canso has 4 lines of Steamers calling at its port, 3¢

Whereas other parts of the county had 'l_osl large numbers of their

young people lo outmigration, Canso in 1908 was taking steps encourage

them to mdintain the fishing. tradition of their fathers.’ In 190

.
o

ol .schools for Guysborough County commended Canso on its extellent school
o . . -

facilities and s success in Securing a mautical school 1o train 115 “woung

']‘l)g.‘progressive_town'of Canso, already occupying a foremost
position in educational. work, succeeded in getting a  nautical
“school, under the patronage of 131e Dominion Government, added
to .its system, during the year under review. The Principal of
the high School of .the town, Mr. Mcleod, is instructor. With an
enrolment of about one hundred pupils.its success can no more
be doubted than its wusefulness..With admirable foresight, the
Canso School Board, led by its chairman, W.E. Brown, . Esq., .
began agitation for a school in which the hardy young seamen
of Canso could receive the technical training and knowledge
that . would fit them for good and lucrative positions iﬂwhe
merchant-service of the country ®! ‘

Despite this type of o;ﬂtimism and progress, however, by 1909 there was

@ noticeable decrease M the annual total fish value for Canso, and for

Guysborough Tounty in general [SEE TABLE 3:11]. In Canso from 1905 10 1909

the total annual dollar value ofathe fishery declined 73_percen‘t. For the whole

of Guy\sborough Cdunty the difference for the same ,period was a loss of just

“over 50 percent. The lobster fishery. was badly affected by over- exploitation.

N

Whereas in 1903 there had‘been 509 individuals‘ employed in_ the county in -the

the nspector .
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lobster fishery, by 1909 there were only 341 individualz smbl involved. The cost

v

of Niving was increasing as  well, adding an’ additional squeeze 0 the small
fisherman. A writer for the Canso News in 1911 wrote y

The high cost of living is being felt somewhat among a <¢lass,
for it must -be noted that much of the poor man's food has
almost, if not fully doubled in price over a iew years ago,-
Such items as pork, lard, beel, sugar, molasses, winter produce
and coal. The high prices ruling for fish has offset somewhat
the poor man's disadvantage, but not wholly, ¥ \

B

The large influx onto -the lotal market. of the bulk catches of the'
trawler fleet had a detrimental influence on the small boat fishermen, Even the

local merchant admitted in 1912 that fishermen were not able to market their

! : .
catch” on® as “favorable” terms as .are granted to the steam trawlers. Fishermen,

could not puarantee the same constancy in catch or bulk that the trawlermeén:

\

“were aisle to offer. ‘ \ LY

Thé.éﬂ'ects of such .declines ho;\yteve\rl,. were ‘felt‘ n;“ore noticeably in ‘lht‘
smaller ports than ]P Canso. With its Gaxﬂer fleet, Canso’s shipments of fresh
fish via Muigrave, actually experienced some growth by 191‘0, accbrding_ 10
figures publ‘ished in ‘!he Canso New;” Added smbiilhy was }given' td Canso i)y
the two cvab!e company stations which by 1910 employeﬁ over 100 employees.
As a correspondent to a local newspaper stated: |

The two cable slations located in this town are a source of
large revenue to the business interests. Their pay rolls, which

. are monthly, .are large and are not affected by any vdriations in
trade 8 :

By the end of the first decade of the twenticth century, despite the

previously low level of outmigration from Guysborough County's coastal areas, -

many shore inhabitants were now choosing to leave. An appeal v:gas made in

the Canso News in August of 1910 to potentiai migrants, particularly young

men, of the Canso area;
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Therefore, we say, espdvially to our voung men. stay home 'mj;
help to develop the resources of our own provmcc and share In
" the prosperity which-is undoubtedly’ commg our way.? )

The greatest victims of dcc?mmg pq‘pulanon were the .smaller fishing-

N

R4 - . .
dependent  ports along the coast [SEE TABLE ,‘] The problem of isolaton

from larger distributing  centres  placed - hshermen ar -a d:sndvanmge in theseil
pln'\C«L‘S.‘ Although most of the large »‘!‘in‘hs in the Maritimés had Rsuyefs in these
wmall purts; vcvasionally A!‘i‘shemw;l found it necessary 10 box ‘and we fish
themselves “and  ship it to  wholesalers or commission n'wr‘chan.ts.86 In the

communities which  werg strictly  maintained by fishing, Jlosses in number of

imhabitants of -between o and seven percent were experienced from 1901 to

Clore. o T o

: NN .
N N -

. In areas were gold wmining had been prevalent bses wére;xnore‘

extreme; Stormont had Jost 19 percent of .its population since 130T . and
Sherbrooke  lost 18 pércepl.. “The huanbering  industyy .on  the Llscomb River
. . . ' o .

helped 1o stem the tide ofdecline in the Marie Joseph district and a three

percent growth rate was experienced in that area. Continued interest in gold

~

in Wine Harbour allowed for a three percentbmte\ of ‘gtowth there and the °

expansion of Mulgrave as a railway terminus vesulted in a two percent growth

_the Melford District. In the sambk ten-year period, Canso experienced a

~

population increase of six percent. Although this figure was in contrast to the
. ’ - ) )
30 percent growth experienced from 1891 to 1901, the growth of six percent

S

was the highest of any district in the entire gounty.

Despne ihe tone -of stubborn optimism held by the Canso News, in 1913

N

the priest m (‘1 150, I"nher J. McKeouglL was willing cautiously to admit that.

the economy was not as buoyant as h had been, and that circumstances: were.

Caking their toll on the "spirit” of the people:
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Now, so far as we -in Guysboro Co. are concerned, the run’ of
fish has been away below -the average, and we cannot deny that
“there. 18 a spirit of -depression and d.iscour:iéenwm abroad in
Canso....When we ask- the cause of this depréssion, we are -
generally told that the two “chiel industries of Canso  are
tottering -the cables are going, the fish are .as good as gone
and,as a consequiehce the young men are leaving 37

P

Outmigritipn had began to take effect in Canso, which had held as the last’

bastion of county’s popylation. McKeough expressed very oledrly  how, -in

. . . . - 3 Lo . . . N
his opinion, this drain of young men was yhaving a detrimental effect on the

fishery and on the mentality of the community on the whole:

. R . M)

It is unfortunately true that the Tever Jhat *has. been carrving

off the population of Guysborough County .to the boom centers-

Halifax, New 'Glasgow, Sydney and elsewhere, has reached us and

robbed us of wmany good- citizens. Many of our young men have

. captured honourable and profitable positions abroad, and are

making good. 1t is unfortunate. that energetic and ambilious

young men should be obliged to leave Canso, for they are just
the men Canso needed at home;3® ‘

He maintained, though, “that popr conditions in the fishery had been exag-

gerated and _that this had driven away these people needlessly. since “the

fishery had always been an industry of-flux. .

+

»

. -
~

The gremeét problem .in" the fishing industry was not  that the markel
price of fish had fallen so drastically, but rather -thm the pursuit of the

fishery * had become so much more expensive for the fishermen and prices”

»

gained for fish had not advanced at the same rmfl By the 19105 gasalink-' )

powered boats were becoming’ the normp rather than p,he‘ exception. Alang with

N N

this came a move to larger. boats and mproved wedquipment, * all of  which -

required larger capital invéstiment, As a correspondeént’ in *and‘in 1913

commented:

In the former days expenses were small'and a day's work: was

.



¥ more easily and quickly realized. The larger boats of the present
day make it necessary with the increased expense of gasoline
Engines and larger crews to go farther out 1o sew " 10 secure

their fares.® :

v

-~

These advances in fishing methods, as in arming communities would

also have meant  that fewer individuals would have been required in carrying

———

out the fishing indusiry. In 1891 on average in Guysborough County there were

1.32 persond for every boat operated [SEE TABLE 312} By 1909 this proport-
jon had declined to about one individual for every boat.. At the same time the

number of boats in the county were gradually dropping. In 1897 in Guyvs-

»

: ‘-borough County there were just over 2600 boats operated. By 1508 that number

wd . ) v * N ' . . .
had "dropped by 32 percent to. 1780 boats. More attention was being given to
the larger vessels which. were fishing out of larger ports such as Canso. The
number of men employed on vessels in the county grew from 98 in 1894 -to a

high of 373 in 1905. Bul between 1905 and 1909 the number of vessels and the

N N L]
number of men employed on them declined somewhat; there was a drop of -

about .30 percent dn—the number of men emploved on vessels and only a 21 .

percent drop in phe number of vessels.
As -young men left, so also more money lelt the lotal area 1o pay for
gasoline and engines as capital .investment in equipment increased. Besides the

additional money required of the. fisherman. for investment in his equipment, he

.

also had "to bear the brunt of increasing transportation costs. Acgording togthe

vear-end reporl in the- Canso News in -1913 wansportation  costs  had  almost

~

tripled since 1902, advancing in that time rom $4.87 per-ton of fish to $1 137,

The need for an economic alternative was .becoming evident. "As the
inland areas of the county had looked: to the panacea of a railway when facing

the effects ot rural decline in the 1890s, so even by 1933 the people of Canso,

the last of Guysborough's growing ports, were sgeing the need. for alternativés

R
. . N ) .
Lo Q . . . ) ! . )
¥ ) . : . A
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to their economic situation. Father McKeough stated: B ‘ "
A NS . ~ '
Canso hag one great supreme want, and my hope is that every
other writtir will arpuse our people to that grea\ necessity. We
~want a railway and we want it in the worst way, I )
raillway comnecsions  Guysboro  County  is  slowly 1IN
dying..Wishing all your readers a happier and better New Year,
s » J. McKeough.?°

of
surely

Other writers felt that they could effect the economic well being of
the town by entouraging the” townspeopye 1o think and act . positively  about
. . Canso's fulure. John A, Morrison attempted to rally the people of Canso

We should look at -the future of the town optimistically, take
pride in all #s good works, ‘speak .a cheerful word for it at all-
times.... Dispel the idea that we are on the ebb of the tide when
some discouraging occurrence happens....Do not stand. idly by and
look onh but take a hand in the fight..Let us all give a push
‘and in 3o  doing make this litile town of ours a better and
happiér place in which to live®! .

Tt was difficult Tor local fishermen to remain optimistic, however, as conditions

seemed to grow steadily worse.

[

The [irst World War had *a varied effect on the Ciug?sbom\ugh County

fishery. The market for fresh fish remained steady. The subsidized  fast rail

service which ran to Mulgrave from Canse continoed to aid the movement of

fresh. fish. The number of men employed on boats in the county remained

~

aboul the same at just over 1500 individuals 1hroug4‘s the war yewrs lo 1918
[SEE TABLE 3:13), while the number of men employed on vessels sliéh!ly

*"1

increased. The market Tor fish was benefitted guring the war by the food

propaganda  which accelerated the development of the home market for fresh

Tish.®2 Yer still the war vears did not receive the optimism of 1he first decade '

L |
of the twentieth century,

For those involved in the dry fisfhéry shortages of fish during the war

2
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plaved havoe with production. A fisherman wrote in 1917:

Recently, on some sections of thé coast - where it has  been
difficult to get-salt and where no c¢old storage facilities are
be found, fishermen have been obliged to remain jidle for a
time. %3 ) : i '

Fishermen continueé to complain of young men leaviy;\g the i‘ishenﬂ and
of snmii.remrns in con}parison o costs. The expenses incurred in catching the
“Tish w%.re increased, while the price recl*ived for the hrpduct on the market
remainﬁ-d about thg same. A fishermen \writing to the Canso New; in 1917
outlined the problem from his point oif view: . . » .

..the fishermen’s lot is a hard one.The cost of all kinds -of
fishing gear has increased enormously,” calling for increased
outlay., A fishing boat which could be had for $30.00 per ton a-

few “years ago-is today costing. from $80.00 to $100.00 per ton-

more than double the cost. Then the advent of the gasoline
engine; which s also beneficial to the dealers as 1o the
Fisherman, also calls for increased outlay. In view of this, the

. prices being paid today are really no more than were paid by a
) former fish buyer who when in business was always a friend of

the lishermen. ® .

" This same fisherman éominued by éxplaining th& prices in Eastern Nm—’a Scotia
‘were‘ lower  than in other ‘localilies‘ placing lécal fisher “e’n at a disadvantage.’
()t'hm: places i;u the .pru;«'ince. he insisted, received as much as 40 percent more
for their catch than in ‘b(‘a'nsn because of the low prices paid ‘1o t‘ishermép by
" the fish buyers. o
Fishermen and - townspeople r‘espondcd in very difTerent ways to the
squeeze of . increasing costs and stagnant fishﬂ prices. Some continued to push
for the construction of the’ Guysbérough‘ Railway, seeing ‘it ws the dehvering

force for the county:

The resources of the county [Guysborough] are being strangled
by the lack of railway {atilities, and realizing this handicap, as
far as the [isheries of the district are concerned, we would
advisé every resident of Guysboro County to co-operate with

each other, and through their _parliamentary representatives
demand that the Government railwa? be extended to the eastern
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: ‘ . . I

limit of the  county. The. whols future of the district depends
upon the railroad, and those Vitally in‘teresmi;:shuuld not rest
until their request is granted.% :

Fishermen became increasingly  frustrated  with™ their  disadvantaged

position with the local fish buyers. In- October of 1919 in Cansa conditions
between the two parties deteriorated 10 a situation which the Cansp_ News
asserted:  "..practically  amounted to sirihe  conditions  during  the  grater  {sic)

part—‘o—f\ this wmonth". % Some of the fishérmen, in an attempt 10 strengthen

their position, set’ out 1o organize a fishermen's union. The union was not only

1o help improve the relation of fishermen 1o the fish buyers and upgrade the

general markéting of theiw fish, but .also was to provide . mutual relief and

1019 the

J

benefit for the needs of fellow Ffishermen. By lhesz;hdw of Octobe

nucleus of a fishermen's union had been formed ini(‘ansn.‘"

. . , - X ‘

Very little im‘ory(a;?n‘ i5 available to document “the conditions existing
m ‘1h;9 smaller fishing comrﬁunities ‘along the coast. 'ﬂ;e‘doxvnmrn of thg dried
fish markets, particularly fo]iowipg World War I,-theﬂeclinc in Iobster catches,
t};e‘ increase in price for gear would all have damaged the smaller communibies,
whe;e less available capifal and poor transportatipn imzldP the J.:rcsh ‘fisi;v
industry difficult. -In 1919 an additional blow 1o Gu;}sborough‘ County fishermen
was fhe discontinuation Of\ the subsidized rail service wﬁ]ch had begun in 1908,
‘I‘he‘_‘rifuit was a . Turther incfeaéeg in tran‘sporlmion ’césts and grealer hardship

for local fishermen. The dawn of the 1920s, for smaller coastal ports and

larger Tishing centres alike, brought a tone of urgency and of increasing crisis.

The coastal communities of Guysborough County experienced greater
stability and expansion during the 1880s than the inland farming districts. The

growth of the bank fishery and the lobster indusiry were of particular benefit. -



 This ywth was not universal however;
bevause  of poor‘ local fishin nditions and the non-availability of a Ebster
ﬁ:shery popuintion mmed. Diversity continued to prevail. W3 the “increasing
capitalization afd centralization of the 1890g, - Canso cx;)erie,x\céd substantial
grpwlh‘ .Quili differently, - 51113116;‘ ports, };owever. Jacked the Tinancial
resources to move successfully in‘tko ‘this new\ era, nn\d experienced the bBeginn-
ings of decline. \Canso’s re‘cord of gro\‘vth‘did not continue unaffected. By the

end of the !"irsﬁ!& decade 'ol‘ the twentieth cénmry expansion had. slowed and

outmigration had began—10 affect population.

By 1920 the coastal areas of the county were suffering a fate similar to

~that  which their dnland “counterparts had experienced .at “the turn of the

century, Outmigration and -economic  staghation beéame universal throughout
Guysborough (‘Ounty.‘ The later development of this trend on the éoést
however, meant that shore i}lhnbitan!s \§ere better equipped to respond to
decline, -Since the‘be.givtming of large scale outmigration some four decades

previous in inland districts, many of the potential leaders for a miovement of

"

response in the farming arcas had been lost. Coastal areas in 1920 were better

- R

prepared to respond. As fishermen on the coast became increasingly squeezed
by stationary prices for fish in the face of increasing production and traps-

portation costs an organized response to decline becarhe imminent,

Chedabucto Bay and Canso Strait

il

cday
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evel farmer{seemed convinced that they had felv options.

1V

DIFFERING RESPONSES TO . o 5
* ~ ’ N ) . . . . \
A DECUINE: THE 1920~ — 7 - = \

A 3

~

The first twe decades of the twentieth century had been a penod of

“thange and, Aransition -for rural communities of Guysborough County. Both shore,
> ) ~

and  inland . districts  werp inyreasingly affected by difTicult g&momic Cir- ) -
. cumstances ~and  popalation declihe. Modergization, ' induslrializmion?‘#cemralizat—

ion, anpd urbanization all teok their toll on the farm communities and: small

seaports of the county. During the 19203, the situation became . more seripus.

Thronghout the Maritime region a general economic. depression was lelt.

Continued decline, and gloomy futures prospects, in .Gu»ys‘boroﬁgh County "

- prompted ‘more organtized action on the part of some local people.

> -

Despite the influence of somewhat similar circumstances however, {he ;

situations in shore and inland districts .of the. county remained quite distinct.

Quumigration occurred in both areas, but the greater losses were felt inland.
Economic difficulties existed tthroughout Guysborough County, but- it ‘w‘ns';m‘e’“ﬁ\\
shore inhabitants who were -more often brought to the point of starvation, ) '~

requiring government assistance. Considering such specific differences and the

.diversity of Guysborough County in general, it is not surprising  that “the

responses  of shore and inland distriéts 10 economic‘hardship and  population
“ . . : .

contraction ~weré different and that their ideas for possible solutions varied. By -
1931, ‘incrms‘ing}y\jncnl fishermen in desperation were’” willing 10 seek new -

B N

alternatives to their crisis. Conversely as agriculture slowed., to a subsistence

The purpose ‘of this chaptefr is-to examine Guysborough Couni\y“s ‘plight .
‘ 128 - '

it
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from the early 1920s until the advent of the Great Depression of the 1930s. It

»

was during this time that local inhabitants faced a. deepening, crisis, as they
found it more difficull to awain a livelihood in the county. The chapter will

emphasize the differing circumstances experienced by different regions of the

. . -

county, and their responses o the-rising dide of decline angd population decay.
» - : : '

3

e

~ A

Guysborough County in 1920 continued to face serious problems. Inland

communities were losing their farm population, and smaller shore communities

~

were increasil}g;y pressed by the shrinking profit margin. of the fishevy.

‘Although no}/“altogether unique in Nova Scotia, the situation in Guysborough

4 .

County -was made worse by poor. transpoertation links and the almost complete-

~

lack . of . railway service. As the coastal areas " of the county felt increased

uncertainty, they joined the inland districts in looking 1o the railway as a

stabilizing factor or possible solution to their economic dilemma. ‘The county

RS

was largely isolated from :the modern world and its markets, Horatio €.

Cromwell admonished the people of Guysborough County: "This railway develop-

s,

ment  is gabsolmely essential  before any greatgforward movements can be
W R - . .
h * - 3

ingugurated successfully.™ After more than twenty years of promises by the
government that a Guysborough- line ‘would be constructed, it was not surpris-

»

project would ever become reality.

A}

The census returns of 1921 present a sad commentary -on the state of

the county. . Population _ decline since the . 1911 census had. become aimost

only exception being the district of Melford, where the rail

ted. [SEE TABLE 4:1). The extent of such decay -however, was

ing that many of Guysborough’s inhabitants * remained skepticn!" thal such o
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markedly different throughout the county. CAlL of  the agricultural ‘distri;‘ts
'~excem ‘Manches'xer e%periﬁncvd; declines ranging from 10 to ‘Z‘.l percent.
~Manchester, wh’ﬁ:h fost only “four percent of s population, was t‘hg only
!‘urmi.n\g \nrm“which had. limited access 1o the radl line ‘at Mulgrave, :-md‘ Ahis
w‘n‘s a sustaining factor in its pop‘ulation‘ ‘

The greatest declide in Guysborough )\Cmimy‘was. _t‘.\:Aperit;med in  the

est from railway connections.  This isolation

Western areas which were  furthe:
N o ) » . N
from markets, ‘combined with outmigranOn _from farming districts, the reduction -

N 1 A . . N . * %
in- gold mining activity, sand the problems in the fishery, had resulted in

average declines of almost 20 percent per census -kd‘istric-t in the west, This was
in contrasl to thé more eastern fishing districts, -where the greater part of the

county’s fishing activity .was concentrated. In the Canso Neck area -gn average

~

of only 1.6 percent of the population had been. lost since 1911, Decline in

smaller Tishing' ports in the Canso Neck areaq, . i some case$, -had actually

3

- slowed since the 1911 census. This sustained population, however, was not the

_result‘ of buoyant e‘cono;n'xc_ ciréu_msiante‘s.

\Fish.erﬁ]‘en m the ‘wéstern portion of - Guysborough Counw had. always
peen more dependent on Ih&ned fish nuq;}\et than Llleir eastern coumermm
. The -westém -pm‘-tion‘ of " the cou;ny Was f:mher removed from rail transport and\
the m\mger steumefServicv offered was not suif:cxem to allow fishermen there‘
o move Mo a brisk. tmde in iresh fish. Smce 190)9 the ng’snber of lobster
cnnnerivs -i\n‘ (;uysbor9ugh County \had decreased by almost 1wo \hirds. Ship:.

v

ments of [resh lobster only  partially rep!acvd these cannery losses. The dry’

fishery hced a . steady dex.lme as {resh Qish gmned in populamy‘ partiéulér}y

following World War 1. The eastern part of the county, by contrasl, was closer

to the rail link @ Mulgrave and fishermen there were able .to make large

N
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county dechned by 16 perceat [SEE TABlT 42] ~ CoeT
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shipments of fresh fish. In the eas{ the Fishermen cauld usually sell their rish_

even af prices- were low, whereas in tho West hxhormen -had 3 pmblmn en‘u m

. ?
getting  rid of their eatch, These addmmml‘hardsh;ps for hshm‘mm in the

western  portion  of jhe cou‘my hastened 1the out’ pnuring. of loen) inhabitants.
The dependenw of lhe wes!ern pons on Umber nnd gold. bmh ‘f which'hmi
e\penenced declme by the i“)”()s '1]50 mmnbmed to this outm:gr*ﬂmn

By“igzi mém‘* fishermen mmculaxl\ in the castern - }mlt ol the county,
7

© were st\ll \r\mg R su:mm thair h\'ehhood lmm the Imher\, Fishi‘ng equipment

totals for (:uvcbomugh Coum\ m 1921 sim'w mm 'mc pumber of “vessels was

il

bthe s‘imc, as }nd bcen repnrted in 1919 Mnle _the total numher u! boats  in the

Yaeg

‘csumy had (r\pcr:enbed only a shgh! doume oi h\e peruem 1Y lhe same  twh

~ ~

!

“years. Consohdq\mn and uenmhmnon however, ijtmued o take \)\c‘?r ol

l

From 1919 to 19 0 the Xoral number of. freezers and ice houses~ i‘omn‘d m l‘i{e"

cmmiv decrewsed from 58 tO "6 whxi'e lha number of ~s-moke .md f!\h housm‘

dropped from 720 m 40() The ton} number of pms 'mc! wlmrfs used . ﬂscx

1

N

ln 19'>l a number ‘of addmeml d;fﬁculnes \wre ioh by‘lbcnl hshmmvn‘

‘\»hxch *idded to 1heu’ buxden ]n “that )ear ‘i furlher world depmsw‘m of fu,h

n‘

- pnces otcurred The dnéd hsh rmrkel was pa.rrmulmiy hard lm Rmh hxl}m

£y

© Grant gwes the example of ihe price of Lunenburg drwd l,()d wlmh declmed;

\‘«‘from $12.65 'i q\nnmd ~]_9lk9;.\t0 56.40 a qumtal in’ ]9712 Al i ‘3.92}’,. )

N

bec‘oming increasing]y protectj,ohist in " the _face oi' QOSHWQ!’ Sﬁe‘culmion the

AN

Unned States lmpOSEd the Fmdney Tanff on Camdmn fish emmng the Umted

States T}ns p!aced Camdlan hsh at a dwvamqge 0B the Amermn market

“That same yeay the mogi_us vivendi which had al}owed (‘amdmn fm{rmen to

3

market  their: -fishs direct}y' at  American _poﬂs “was cancelled. As. a result
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)

Maritime fishermen  were. forced to take their fish 1o their home ports for
trans-shipment® Added 1o this was the growing competition that fishermen

faced from fureign countries. After the close of World War 1. European fish

produting -countries  went  about reorganizing their iwdustries, By 1922 the
) . s o ; ) v ) . _ .

competition offered by Norway became. severe, and was shortly followed by,

- .other countries such as Icelond and Great Britain, "As. these countries moved

¥
»

into uaditional . Nova Scotian markets outside Canada, in countries such as the
West- Indies and Brazil, the market for-local dried fish. dwindled. Fresh fish -
markels .in turn, were glutted as fishermén who had formerly relied on the dry

lish market attempted to sell their ‘fish fresh. The result of: these changes was
\ 4 . ; . _

that fishermen were placed in an increasing diffitult position, as costs of
. . ’ i . N ' - A . . . .
catching  the fish bepan to exceed the. returns from. their sale and as fish

T

“became. more  difficult to- market. “The school inspecior for Guyshorough and

Antigonish counties stated in his ‘report fog 1921 T e

AT ctsmm i

Dependent entirely on their catch of fish and on the Fall
‘Berries of the - barreps, [for poorer ‘coastal communities] the
question of ‘'bread and butter’ becomes, -naturally the all
absorbing one, whenever the results of their "labor [all below a. -
certain minimum in quantity or iy Vvalue. This untoward situation
existed in many places along the  gcpast last year. It is within my
own .personal kpowledge™ that many. of these people found it
difficult or impossible to dispose of their catch of fish at almost
any price.d ; | o :

"

.

The scheol inspector agdih drew attention . in 1922 to the hardship of this

annuat struggle on the Atlantic shore: - ) o ;
“In most of the sections along this _coast, particularly  where
there are no good harbors, the people are entirely dependent on
“what they gain from the sea. by shore-fishing, and on the
product of ‘the berry barrens, where such are to be found. Even
when their toil is wel} . rewarded,. which has not been the case
. the last few vears, the seitlers are almost invariably on the
.. verge of want, and.the struggle for mere existenge becomes, in-
" frequently, very acute, And besides, the iron law of ecohomics
holds" them in its merciless grasp. The market for fish is poor
and bread. and raiment are high, and hence the perennial

.

»



struggle.’ .
Feeling. unable to endure these conditions, the fishermen who  could,

joined hundreds of other Maritimers, akgndoning their homes and leaving 10

and a better. livelthood in nearby industrial centres of the United

States. Erney Forbes estimates that between 1520 and 1925 more than half-a-
mitlion CanadNn and Newfoundland citizens emigrated 1o thé. United States.®

Although this ojtmigration of Guysborough County tishermen was recopnizble .

_in coqsus retweds it was not as exirenie a3 one might have expected ‘given the

poor .economic situation on the shore: For older fishermen the constant ebb
and flow of economic fortunes scemed to. have become ingrained and was an
expected part of ‘the fishery. Other fishermen could not even-afford.two bﬁs a

ticket to leave the —county, a situation that Ward Fisher, a federal fishery

officer looked upon Tavourably:

It was gaod, he said, that many of the young lishermen could
not afford .to.buy a ticket to leave home. The young men might
‘ think that they did not earn enough money at fishing but the .

fish markets were improving...? '

»

. . . . A

Becaudse of the system of credit which. some fishermen found themselves
locked into. with the Jocal merchant, it was impossible for them 1o consider
outside alternatives, Another plement contributing  to ihet‘luwe‘r degres  of

outmigratioh on the shore was that, by contrast with the nland areas, a

.
N

network of relatives kand\ friends dici\ﬁot exist o;nside the region., Whetreas
during the 183805 outmigration had: reached high levels in 1}):; agricultural  dist-
ricts, the consm} fishing communities at the same time had expvriwu‘cd‘gm:nm.'
stability. '

In the inland areas of the county, ourmigration had resulted in  the.

virtual loss of an entire genarqgion‘._})& 1921 the Forks, St Mary's had lout

s an
—,

" over 40 percent of its populajion since 1881, while during the same time the

~
N
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Intervale had Jost almost 30 percent. Although in the 1880s and 1890s 1t had

been common for entire farm families 1o leave, after the turn of the century

)

most papulation loss represented the outmigration of young adults. The lack of ,
- children in  variobs agricultural districts of the county brought decline in -

: rd . .
. school enrollment and ev‘gmmal schoo! closures for some areas. The inspector
of" schpols for Guysbordugh and Antgonish counties 1 1920 4ried to explain
. . . 7 . .

the reasons for ci'osiy;'s'choo!s and dropyy rollment

5, ul [sic] ~within a Tew years,
nenn and women to -other parts,
\ better rewarded ®

Poor _wrarkets .for farm pr
drove our young and strom
where they believed that Labor

>

Census returns for 1921 show tMgR\ in the pr-eceding.decade‘on]yﬁ&inima!
. \ .

changes bhad occurred in agncultural land™XFor thefmost part. farms were able

to be maintained [SEE TABLE 4:3). The amount of improved land increaséd by

»

29 percent, while the acreage of land in crops decreased by six percent. Since

1911 .some types of livestock such as sheep and non-milking cbws had in-

- - . >

creased, while slight declines in numbers of horses; swing and milk cows were

experienced. In a sithilar way certain types of crops were grown in ‘larger

£

quantities, sgch ;1_5." wheat, bar‘l‘ey, o:its. ‘and potatoes; . hay and buck;vhem

éxperiex;ced shight  decreases. The preyiou; dm‘;ade ~had not meant a  rapid
. 1}

abandonment of farmland by local farmers, but many of the districts’ yeung

adults were lost. As time progressed, and as elderly farmers w»s:re ‘forced to_

" give .up farming, the results of 1Be "!"ost geﬁeration_" would becothe more

ubvio\;s.. The ‘industry in most areas was facing dec]ir;ixug mark‘exs; and_ _boor

transportation  facilities  meamt  that  there < were' few opportunities to  take .-

~

advantage of markets in growhg centres of population.

\ The ilulure\of Guysbomugh’s‘ railway, the county’s saving hope, was

N N . X . . & .. .
uncertain in 1921, Since the 1880s, outmigration had fiken a heavy toll in- the
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farm districts and fishermen were finding it hawder and harder 16 seCure an
adequate  livelthood. . Such  circumstances, ahhnnéh different  throughout ~ the
county, incited a res‘ponz{e. Before Ihe. 19208 no couhlv-wide movoements fmd
: _ n \ . !
. beén organized to‘deal with what Father J.- Mc}(eongh had called Guysbarough .
»(‘ou_m‘y’s slow ‘ij‘.at.h. In 1923 however, the Canso Board of Yrade look up the
cause of xhe. gmire county and began ndyancingl 1};9 iﬁea cof holding a con-
ference 10 discuss men po;sibilities for future development. This attitude of co-
operation was in contrast to the isolationist views which had .b’wn held by
.some ,r;ssidems of Canso around the turn of lhe tentury when ﬂ:‘e town -had
been -ex‘banding. Ngvertheléss, by the early twexwtie:s Guysborough  County's
voice Wwas added'.m the _gréwing agitation which was being. expressed’ :\l'l\ ;wvel‘

the Maritimes in. response {o declining economic fortunes. The more

oniversal

‘experience of uncertainty throughout Guysborough (County had -now created q
. i

common bond,

Jt was not surprising that the ‘iniliation oi" suc}; a movekmem came {rom
~>Cénse. Whereas many of the smaller‘ports on Quysbo‘rouglm‘s~ coast ‘hud ex-
‘perienced t}ie ebb and. flow ‘of the fishery since their f(‘;rel'athe‘rs\ had  settled
on the shore at the turn \:of 1he‘nineteenth ce.-.mury,‘(‘yanso was.' somewﬁat
diﬂierem'. ‘Ctmso' héd tasted prosperity "and «gmwth for the better ‘part of 50.

Lt

years. From 1871 16 1911 the pop8lation of “the coastal port in&e:xsed by 122

percent. IR TQO:I had beeh incorpo_ra{ed as a townk and numerous improve:
menté were agcomplished. By th.e‘lf)z()s ali '1Ahis wasfun‘der threat. fl‘hel i'?sh(=ry
\v:{s facing difficulties. .The_ cavble“ company sté:’f had bee\n reduced.  Canso's
population was beginning to.‘shrii}kn]n ‘this large . community, it was. easier for

meetings to be organized and for individuals to get togelhcr.. In 1919 ‘the

fishermen of Canso had organized themselves into a union and had staged a



\
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sl-rike against the local fish buyg_rs. Canso‘s’respurces mchuded a valuable store
of !éadership which  was “reqﬁired_ to spark such a movement, The cablé‘
cnmpaniés of. (‘nﬁsn ez\nplo_\'ed h%iuly trained individuals j\yho were interested in
the plight of the §é:i—side town. Mrrisbn, an employee, of the Cbmmercial
Cable Company, who had cmigrated‘ s} Cm;nso from Sébtlanﬁ, was- the.or.iginamr
of the ‘»idoa‘oi‘.thg‘confex'er‘xce on development of Guysbm-ough (“mn_ny‘s ir;—.
,dqsgries and résimrces‘.g lf.me. iq 1922 l\he Bishop_ of Ax\{ig@:}isix sent I:a;ller J.J
Tompkins, formerly vice-president of Saint Francis Xavier University, to Canso

to serve as the parish priest’ Tompking later became -an- important figure in the

. Antigonish.  Movement, which promoted co-operation and education " as the

- R

middle road .lo prc;gress; His presence pfomoted the cause of ‘ec'lucavtion in
Canso, wh‘ére ‘the gr;ded school haﬁ‘ grow‘h to be one of the best ‘in‘ihe'
.v:‘:ml}n)u : o ‘ ‘

The thrust Jor a counly wide meeling ;iid not or.igiﬁate in the ‘imland
‘ccmmuniti'es’ of ‘Guysborougfu County becagse o"l"‘ a number of Tactors: The dx:a'm
(3;‘ ‘outrﬁig@tion ix; these districts had taken a m‘uéh heavier toll of the
population, and of the ;:;c'nemia] ]eaders‘. ~than"op the shore, This was partic?
ularly true in farming c.umnmnities of the bistrict of St 'Ma‘ry‘s whi}:h‘ prior
;() the 1920s, had Comr.‘ibuted cdnside’rably 1 the cbx‘m_ty‘s‘political léadership\..
Provincially, the "District of St. Mary's was represented by individuals from
inlnn‘(i agricuhuml' districts -for ‘24 .ofl the 38 years fol]o;vig{g Confederation,
J‘M”wr 1905‘ huwcvér. ieadershlp was Iargely ‘dra\fvn ‘f'rom Sherbrooke and ﬁo_
more represegtatives were drawn from farthalt inland.nA similar trehd can be
seen -federally. F;)r 30 of .the Sd years follbwing Confedx;.r;ili011, Guysvbo'rough
County’s representative te the Canadian Parliameﬁt came from. a farming

district of St. Mary's. After 1921, however, no -representatives came from the

»

-~

)



-highly trained individuals more ofter sought

L g > < ) ! N
United States, where opportunities were greater and pay was higher.

137

county’s farm districts in  St. Mary's. As

v

School  reports suggest, the m:)st
tunes in the west or in the

In the inland areas of the county there was not the same sense of
eCoNndmiIC 1_xrgcn‘cy 'm prevailed ‘oﬁ, the - shore. The -i‘armer‘:k \m“ lhe county
geﬁernll}rv wére not on the verge " of starvutiog,- as‘ many fishermen were by the
early 1920s. The farming districts ‘cominued to grow their agricultural pr-r;diwc

and raise livestock, . although yvithout‘ the expanded market which: might be

offered by the railway; "opppr'\unities for expunsion were hmited. as  loend

markets dwindled,

The Canso Board of .Trade, the originator of the development con- -
ferdnce idea. had been formed in 1903 just following the incorporation -of
Cadso as a town.® By 1911, however, the _body had tormally gone out of

existence. The town’s fading fortunes by 1920 drew .a large number of in-

‘dividuals in the Canso~area to organize a new board of 1rade at "a time v}hcn

)

the Marmme erd of Trade was ingreasingly b%commg a umiymg veh;c-]e for

T

Orgamzmg and expressmg reguonhl protest,!! As Morrison svvmes, the greatest -

energies of this new board were turned to: " . the work of. advancing  the

W

interests: of Canso in every phase of its development and welt beingi? An

~ important contingent of the leadership in this new bpard of trade came from

the cable company._employees. Of the board’s first new slate of officers, two

of ‘the three executive pesitions weré filled by individuals from Hazel CHINL the

" cable terminus village near Canso. Others to be involved in the Board of Trade

were the town's mayor ‘and later M'.L.;\\., H.A. Rice, and Father Tompkins.

By 1923 the members of the Canso Board 5f Trade had come to realize

. that the problems which Canso was experiencing extended beyond the Im-
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mediate area  of me town, With thé co-operatitn o! a gréatgr number of -
persons throughout the county it was -believed' that a larger Tofca could be
created, and  greater Qﬁenﬂbkm could be drawn. o the needs b.f‘Gﬁ‘}‘slvoroﬁglx

County. Many Maritimers had already come to realize that ;di\-i'sjon and isolat-

B

wnist - attitudes  prevented: Tesistance  to  worsening  egonomic  conditions, | A%
. o

Forbes states:

..the beliel was rapidly "gaining mrren-,} along peoplé.” 1\ all
parts of the Maritimes that the# shared common interests which
were threatened and cobld only be defended by . \rgorous and i
wnited dction.!s : D o . e

EX ~ %

¥

in the spring cf 1923 !he (‘anSo Bo'\rd 0! dee began sxud\mg cm\dnmns as a

whole in the goumy‘ which John Morrison described as being:

..in a state- of ﬂmthy\ md‘mtrerssion owing (prima‘rily) to

the want of railway facilities in the county to d;velop thg rich,

raw resources* with which the shire 15 endowcd 14 .

Thm same 5prmg the suggesnon was put forwai'd that the best way to
deal with “such problems was 10 hold' ‘a . conference 'whic‘h;would include

/

'rcpre'sematives !rom the enfire Jcounty, A f'woumble resolution " was passed by

1he C'mso erd of’ dee ater that Sprmg Morr;son a key organizer delined

the quesnon lo be explained:
. where wé, o'urselves, -were slipping in the development of our
natural  resources; while fully recognizing the great problem
handicapping our efforts was the want of railway [acilites in
Guysborough -County, a basic and economic privilege Guyshorough
had been  urging. on the Government of the day. for some &0
years, and consis«temly dénied our people. Why?l"’
In a county as vast 3s Guysborough the hsk of organmng a conferenc‘e
L ¥
which would b re_prcs_emahve{ of the who]ﬂ\arf:’i was A d;fﬁcult ‘one. The
geographic, economic, social, \@\ni;, “and - religious diversity of the county

posed. problems in forming a united voice. The experience on ih¢ shore

remained very different from the situation inland, yel some members of the
. . /



Canso  Board of Trade felt .that wunderdevelopment of the county’s natural

resdbirces  was common to the whole of Guysborough and that the railway whs:
. _ - - £

@ general solution. Preliminary publicity - for the Advancement Conference -

appeared in the  various newspapers which scr‘yed the different sections of the
. .M

county; the central themes were cooperation  and  self-help. “An  editerial

N

appearing in the Cansg Breeze and Guvshorough County Advocate explained the
purpose of Guysborough's "Forward Movement®: '

h'i‘sAa movement of men who wish 1o see Guysborough County
grow - greatey in. industry and in strength. 11 must be a repre-
sentative movement of all sections; not {or the advancement .of
any: one community alone, but all united for the -advancement of
the whole.... The projgct we have before us is no easy one. Qur
way to syccess lies in first making up .our minds, then applying.
ourselves with “unabated energy to this “great work, and all hold
* together until we win. In this; we must temper confidence . with
sound business caution,® : '

To promote an inclusive character, it was proposed that the county¥
wide coenferénce should establish’ committees on transportation  {the county's

foremost problem), the fisheryl,eagricullure, the f‘orestry. mineral resources and

1

_lqu?ismf With cach sector of the county's Vecc’momy\ represented i, was hoped -
that individuals with the greatest knowledge " in their reSpettivq fields .might be
attracted. The conference did not purport 10 be a radical movement * 1o b(ings

about. instant change. Instead, its organizers saw it as. & preliminary effort in

finding a possible solution to the county’s difficulties. An  editorial in  the

Canso Breeze and Guysborongh County Advocate read:

As the tree root, pushing its puny strength into the fissure of
the rock is destined some day to split the ydck, so this move-:
" ment, we hope,-is destined to split the rock of "indifference and "‘7
lethargy - that too long has barred our progress. This is a
‘movemernt Yor " the  people and by the people. We must be our
own best helpers. FORWARD GUYSBOROUGH.? L

i

The date of the conference was set as August 7-8, 1923, . Guys-

borough Town. In advance of this, realizing the importance of county wide
N B . ‘“ - .

- .
»
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input, the secretary of the Tanso Board of Trade sent notice to all sections of
N Y . .

the courty~Jand called for ‘suggestions . and assistance from all who were.

interested in* aiding the proceedings. The Board of Trade in Canso had already

been successful in enlisting the support of the Guysborough Board of Trade.

Together- the representatives from both organizations travelled the rough roads

of the county holding meetings in Sherbrooke, Boylston and Mulgrave 1o seek
: - . .

input and support.

The Guysborough County Advanéemm_ﬂ .Conference, according ta the
- . . - S N .

- Halifax  Herald: was the first of its kind in the province, unigue in both its

planning and. its  program.i®

coverage and put together an impressive list of speakers. The provincial
premier, EM.Armstrong, was in altendance, along with other top federall and
provintial - government . officials  from - thé Ministry of Highways, the Federa

F_isheries Department, . the' Federal Forestry Department, the Secretary of

Agriculture, the Nova Scotia Tourist Association, and. the - Canadian National

Railway. Also there were  the ‘provincial hydro engineer," ‘t‘he prcsidéntiof the
TR Ty . i . ’ .
. E .

Imperial * Publishing Company, the. ioc:q inspector of schools (Professor’ A.G.

MacDonald), as well as J.J. Tompkins and local government representatives,

The opening addresses of the conferepce expressed optimism over the

ccounty's past and Hs resources, but also raised trgent concerns. Outmigration .

N 3
was an important- 1opic of discussion. As the Warden of Guysborough Munici-

x

* pality, D.P. Floyd declared; o ) . i

. Our youth seemed to have lost the pioneering spirit of their
ancestors which triumphed over all difficulties and must be
regained.® ~ N

Most speakers, though, singled out the lack of railway facilities as ithe main

cause of Guysborough's stagnation.

The conference received province wide press

»
\
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N

The premier’s address to the giathering ‘was  cautious. He seemed o

~

realize the volatile nature of the situation in Guysborough County which came

'as @ result of increased economic erisis, Although Armstrong felt that Guys-

“borough had made progress in the last namber of vears he warned the people

of  Guyshiorough County against “impatience” and  "expecting  results (oo

B

soon”. 2 He reminded those gathered that @
If “someone stopped (o think it would be seen that the lot of

©our people at Jarge compared Tavourably with that of ather

. countries. ™ : ’

- -

This~ comment must have brought litde comlort to the imboverished fishermen

of the voast, who lived lives of uncertainty and hardship wondering from wvear
; ; .

to year whether they would be able t feed their families. The premicr also

-stressed the -importance of the -fishery 10 Guysborough County. As politicians

had done bei;o}e, he made promises to the people of the county.  Armsirong

~ .assured the cgﬁi\erenggh delegates that improvement of transportation  facilities

. . N N Y

was immineny:

The development of this industry {the fishery) requires better
transportation facilities’ now oo long deferred, and, in spite of
gpposition, these will be obtained at the first opportunity, It s
necessary for us here to present a united front in the mater of

obtaining adequate transportation facilities.,.22
e N

-

" Premier Armstrong completed his address by offering the options of tourism

bzmd co-operation as the hope for Guysborough County's future. '

W. Fisher, representing the Federal Department of Fisheries,  sum-
marized the problems of the fishery and suggested‘pussih'lg. action for bringing

improvement: )
Our greatest needs are to increase home consumption. Better
preparation by shippers 1o foreign markets, more ctareful
handling and display by retailers at  home, more adeguate’

R transportation Tacilities, "lower  freight rates and instruction on -

pur fishery resources in public schools,??

¥

’

A
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LE. O'Connell, Chawrman of the Nova Scotia  Tourist  Association,

stressed  the importance of publicity in opening up G\:ysbomu‘gh fo tourism and

* alsa for capital investment, while 1.C. Tory. ML.A. for the District of Guys-

E

borough, advocated ‘the initiation of a steamer service which -\\’6111{} Sén"@ the
isolated- fishing ports of the cmxmy;s coast. Professor Melville Cummings of t;he
L _ ; .
Agricultural College encouraged farmers of ‘the county -to turn to the raising 'Qf
g o o ;

L dairy catdle, which in his words: ".have proved themselves the means of
-earning for farmers a guoﬁ !ivel:ihomi and making the country- pmsi»eroﬁs."“
Miscussion fnnowgd concerning me‘ problems of market for milk produbed‘b}‘
lacal farmers. “The cdnstruc&ion of a crean.\ery‘m. xhé ésx:\blisf;ing of a coilect-‘
on depo} from the Hawkesbury Creamer&v in Cape Breton were mcmio.ned‘ *as
passible  alternatives. (Tummings als(}-’advo’cat‘ed the raising‘ of sheep in the
éoum_ﬂu Other spe_ai&ers addréssegj xi\e pé'ssibilil‘\&s of” hydro ~ development and
better pn&xecl‘ion of the forests in the icoun‘ty. o o e

The two day G\iysborough County” Advancement Conférenpe ended with
i-§1lylng‘spegches by J.C. Tory and by H.F R‘nbinsénT sécretarj} of thé Canso

"Board of Trade. Both speakers urged all residents of Guysborough County

1

".mliv‘e!iy to supporn the forward movefnem.

‘ G_uysbr)rough’s first development conference was deemed ‘a %\\;Scess by
i1_§ organizers and by ihe}oéai press. Among the more immediate results were
the formation qf Awo ne\w associations and the sending of 'a re;ol't_atign to ‘the
end of the first dn»y‘s: proceedings, it had ~_beeh decided that‘a s‘{Jbsactibn of
the "Nova - Scotia  Tourist Association should be t‘ormed‘ in - Guysborough to

promole tourism in  the county more el‘fecgively. On the second day, the.

formation of “the Guysborough County Development Association was approved.

4

Parliament of Canada concerning rail service to Guysborough County. At ti)e_

-
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This organizgation was -3et up as a continuing body  whose task it was o

L
»

promote the general development of Guysborough County. Yhe e:wcutiye leader-

) t. ) N X
ship for this associdtion came mainly from: Cansn, but the Jarger executive
b}

> council' 'was composed of representatives from various parts of the county. The
- v .\L N \ B .

immediate _task assigned to the Development  Association was .to  assist (the

county exhibition managers to make the fall exhibition a success. Near the

«

.

close of the Advancement Conference.a resolution was unanimously passed and
SN o

N

forwarded to the. federal‘A'governmcnr éémormng the hoped for construction of

- (S -

the Guysborough Railway. A portion of the resolution. read ag Fetlows:
A ‘i . = X . .‘ o - = ~
+ AT a recent conferénce "on _industrial development in. Guys-
borough] it was deemed vital to the. future of the Coumy that
the Guysborough Raﬂi@y’ should be constructed with all possible
speed, and whereas ‘at the said Conference .an examination of
the resources of, the county was, fc\und to ‘warrant the cons-
. truction of the said railway;?® \ ‘ )
As well as ihe‘s'e‘ immediate fruits ok‘ the two day meeting. the. 1ess,7
immediate consequences’ “were  numerous. The Advancement Conference  had
gained a ‘great deal of publicity for the .county in its umique move toward

encouraging development. Government, officials had met with the people in the

_county and were made more familiar with their needs. By raising ‘the issue of

the county’s poor. transportation links, o great deal -of attention had -'héen.

drawn for the cause of the Guysborough Railway. As the Morning Chronicle’s

editorial entitled "Advance Guysboro! noted: ; )

Guysboto' almost alone among the tommunities of Eastern' Canada o
“has. been cut off from railway communication - throughowt :
practically the whole of “its territory,  and the Conference  will
achieve a great gaih indeed if it focuses public attention wpon
this lask 'and need, and 'is nfluential in organizing public
opinion -in support of the project to build- a branch of the
‘Canadian Natigpal Railways through the C()ljrxw.26 o

Another "important result of thg’ conference was the drawing ii}gether of

local residents for the icommpn good of the county. With the slogan ."We are

woa

7
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our own best helpers”, (the foundation. was laid for future co-operation among

. (;u$~sb(>rr)1aéh County’s cttizens. The Morhing Chronicle optimistically predicted:

.we believe that theé two day conference held in the shire town
may well have been the beginning of "a new -era of progress and .
prosperity which wiil place the County of Guysbore in the very
forefront of our industrial leadership.t? o : :
The _ Iattér coMment was, of course, grotesquely over-optimistic: I?irgs{ic

‘th;\ng‘e.:% did not ovcur pvernight. The conference ‘_ had had i(‘.s short ;omings.
The barrier of sectionalism had not fu!i‘y been broken down. Not all se;tions @" R
the county had been represented in this movement. From thc‘]is‘t éf partici-
m"n’\é H ';ﬂ\.pn‘:,\\’s that Nwm.were fe® representatives present from SL‘M‘éry‘s
'.Jist"rick, Th-e MLI..A.@‘mm St Marvy‘s J‘wns not inéiuded in the list of dist‘ing_
uished guests, nor did he address the g:\nherin'g as did” ihe M.L.A. f‘rofm ‘the
Guysborough” Dii;tsiicx, ‘Only . one representative frem the District of St -Ma‘r}:"s
was ir‘xc‘!uded‘.iﬁ {h‘e\‘{ixecqtivé Council “of the newly ‘l’orinedgGuysborough

!}eveiopmén_t'Associmiun. Although this representative gave Sherbrooke a wvoice ~

hé association, neither the inland {farming districts nor the coastal fishing

ons “of  the Districd of St Mary’s  was represented.. The agricultural

. "

questions of the western ghalf of the county appear to have been overlooked,

Eaed

singe the' proposed créamery in.- Guysborough Town would have been of no
. ' . - v
benefit “to  farmers in. St. Mary's .some fifty kilometres away. Similarly "‘I(he

- developmere of gold mining, Which was concentrated din the western portion of

the county, received little attention at the conference.

i .

The Advancement Conference had mnot promised to bring an immediate

- N . . . N N
csolutwon to- all of  Guysborough County's pr_dblems. Although  many of the
" speakers had encouraged those in attendance to be optimistic, dn many parts of

N N
thy c011y:y§‘l_\' there awas’ little 10 be optimistic about. Twp months after the

)
SN -

c‘oi\t‘ere_m:e, m Drum Head, near Isapc’s Harbour. the “cilosi‘ng of‘ the local

i
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cannery brought a strong reaction from . local fishermen.  Wheno the Canadian

Bank of Commerce arrived

N

ossession OF the fish in sft})‘ck\“‘nt‘ the

N

cannery, 8 farge. portion fof which was “nap .paid - for, loeal Tishermen’ were

. walling in a body to prevent its removal. .As the, Halifax_Herald stated:

\
N

A the end of a pooir)séqson‘ dnd winter .coming on the Tfisher-
~men feit that they had”suffdred a severe blow as they depended
- on the amount due them to cirry them through the, winter.® .

N
»
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N

" Despite his attempt to stay optimistic in his annual report, Mayer Rice

of Canso -admitted" that the vear had not been a good one for local fishernien
P . . v . N " .

and that there had been a growing tide of outmigration along-the coast:,
Perhaps the industry which languished most throughount the year
has been ‘the great fishing industry... Begause of many dis-
_couraging features -peculiar~to the industry many [ishermen have
gone to other centres of -industry where ready money  is |
available and where there s not the outlay and risk required in » -~
fishing.?9 '

. Nevertheless, ~'Ih‘e reform  spirit  remained strong *~ however, int Eastern
Nova Scotia. * The Canso Board of Trade continued its campaign to bring

increased growth to Guysborough County. In the third address of a leeferc

series organized for the Canso Board of Trade by Tompkins, I’i'()fvs:spr Muoses

" Coady of - Saint Franciy Xavier Univérsity incited those in attendance W be .

forceful in looking for new alternatives:”
- Progress is duc to the pusher who has vision of “better things
and ,thereby becdomes a. disruptingforce of new ideas  and
thought 30 ' )

v

The Roman Catholic . Diocese of 'Antigonish was also considering senrious{y the
problems of rural arffas within its boundaries. In the third annuil Conference

on Rural Problems sponsored by the diocese, -the ~Bishop of Antigonish, James
Mo?ﬁs‘dﬂr\‘u\np]ored his priests to "lend evefy possible aid in”improving agricul-
T~ . N - . . R

tural conditionsm}lods,.. to prevent further emigration from the country-

—~— [N

) “A\M—\-R . - » »
81 The bishop continued by urging pﬂ‘eméto\ form .committees in their

P

’
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' o . respective parishes to help them deal with rural problems. In an address to - the

cohference Rev. M.N. Tompkins gave figures of population loss for Guvs-
borough,  Antigonish, -Vigtoria, Richmond, ‘and  Inverness counties in the

‘previous  twenty vears. Comparatively, Guysborough had lost almost- double the

i

number of individuals lost by either Vittoria or Antigonish, two other counties

heavily hit by outmigration. - . | ‘ .
. .

2 v

Province-wide publicity continueds o be given "to the Guysborough

—_— County Development Association in the spring of 1924, as It began to plan its

v

“fall conference. John Morrison, in ‘an interview with the Halilax Herald.

" Claimed  that _reéults of the [irst. cor)f‘erence: had already been felt and t}m‘
there was a "more optimistic Tfeeling” preva“liing in  the county.® A week
before Morrison's slmemenr; on May 8, 1924, the Halifax Herald haa announced
that ‘thé -Ginysbm:(mgh Railway had been uppm\;ed by a parliamentary commitiee
‘:md' that ah}‘mugh‘ »_é:onStm&ion on the 3.5 h’:il]im{d‘o]lnr project would not
. begin until 1925, it\should reach Guysborough Town by 1926. Thehobes for A
‘Iailway\ however, ‘were “dashed once again, when in July of >1924 the project
was defeated by a senate tommittee vote. Many Nova ?Scotﬁms believed the
-plan had been inadequately defended. The Herald stqted:

When the Guysboro bill was reached, the matter was over in a

minute or two..Jlt looks as i the word had been passed around

"to let it go'.3®

_The second .annual conference to discuss de§elopmem in the county was
held in October (;f 1924, Qnée again~ ‘Premier Armstrong was on hand as‘
speakéi-s gave thejr:viéws ko\n »t‘he be§t way.s to‘utiiize and I;urt‘her develop the
county's major resources. Speakers such as ward i’-‘isher, a federal fishery
officer, ‘told delegates‘ that they‘\m‘ust "put ihghammer away -and brag".34 .lt

was at this conference that Fisher declared that it was good thm‘many young
. . , . .

St k4 R

-y
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fishermen could not afford to purchase tickets 1o lpave " thee county’ bevause
fishing wis improving.

Boosterism  alope, however. was  not, going o revive the  county's

economy. A number of significant resohitions did emerge out of the wmeeting.

The  delegates  agreed  to opetition  the  Federal Department - of  Fisheriex o

consider the granting. of credits to fishermen in 2 similar way that rural credit

was granted in other counties. Such credits) they believed, would help fisher
men to purehase the fishing gear and appliances which they required and could
not readily- afford. Also it was resolved that the Federal Government should be
,! ~ : “ R
_asked 1o consider seriously an investigation of the failing lobster fishery.3®
“The vear 1925 brought a provincial election to Nova Scotin and with it
came the perennial promise of a railway for Guysborough County. In April of

that year the project was again proposed by the federal -government. The
Canso Board of Trade was quick to act.and made plans early in May to send a
number of delegates to Ottawa to rally on their behalll for construction of the

Guysborough Extension. On Jume 23,.1935 the Guayshorough Railway project

réceived seconc.i _readi'ng‘ although the .Halil“dx l'ier{i\ld b;iutioﬁed‘}ﬁut Ahe
‘ govermﬁem leader had not appeared optimistic-about the.project.38

The éenkai. i3sue raised against illE' 43 :ygar ‘()ld Liberal. (;r)ver‘nmen(";in
Nova Scptia's elec(jon of 1925 was outmigration. The entire \Mnrilime Region
had suffered a substantial loss of its inhabitants in the five vears previous.
Hundlr‘eds pf Mantimers had left for the U]}iled States where éco‘nomic decline
“was less severe. Tjhe ’I‘bry party slogan was :'Votc Him Home". Adyenisen‘wms
»\;efe sponsbred‘ iﬁ provincial newspapefs wiu} Verses !ike:."Vnot_e Him. Back

Home. Vote against the Government . that Drove "Him INTO EXILE"7 Tories

confronted woters with the chronicle of the thousands of native Nova Scotians

~



whc) ad bet‘n fOru.d to 1{:'1\'

g SN i N ' .

. U Prive anyy{here ih Nova Scotia and ‘vou Wwill discover one

abandoned- ‘farin-house after another, 5.000 have been counted in

-one survey, -The tragedy’ is not in the decaying wood, the

advancing wilderness "But in the lives 'of those who worked here,
hoped - here, but had. to leave here bécause of neg!ect of the 43
Year Old Government, and because of tht burden in taxes it has
imposed.  First' the young men were forced to leave. Then the
old - !o]i\s found it impossible to- carry oh without their help. If

. you've - lived in the country you know scores of such cases. You

know what it -means to Nova Scotia to lose the flower of its
manhood and womanhood in this way. You know what it means
to “the young’ “man forced to break all his associations to seek a
living among strangers. You know.what it means to the old Folks

breaking down under the strain of carrying on alone... Think of .

this on election Day and Vote Him Back Home 38

148

This type of advertisement was supplemented by full newspaper articles which

told of specific incidents of outmigration. Although the advertising and the

stories

were romanticized -and exaggerated 1o rally votes agninst “the govern-

ment, the core of the matter was tiue.

By the end 1925 a number of significant developmems had occurred

The Guycborough R'nlw'ay once again had hxled 1o be passed by’ the Conservat—

~

we-dommated senate; the 43-year-old ‘hbera_l government of Nova Scotia was

defeated; and Guysborough, a traditionally Liberal county, had returned two.

“Tory members 1o the Provincial Legis:laxure. 1t appeared as though  the Tory

election

ents of

railway,

platform had struck a seisitive chord in Guysborough Courity.
X .

_ Resid- |

the county had grown ured gf the unkept Liberal promises of a

hardship in the fishery, and the steady tide' of outmigration . that

t ¢ .

continued throughout the county. They .turned to the  Conservatives for an

alternative.

Former

One "of the newly  elected Conserviative M.L.A's ifor Guysberough, was

Mayor. H.S: Rice of Canso. In his year-end report for 1925, published in

the  Halifax ngﬁlg}."kice looked ahead with stubborn oplimism: "Signs ‘of a
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Business Revival .Are  Already Apparent in Guysborough County”. In qeality,

indications of -a husiness revival were very difficult 1w see, paniculnr‘ly’ainhg

the shore. Rice did, however, outline the problems of the fishing industry and
the changes which he felt ‘were necessary. ‘He pointed to the paor transporta-

" tion facilitiss which prevented the transition of many coastdl communities from
. ) :

3 . v

the slow methods of salting and drying to the fresh market. The outiay of a
great deal of money for gear and the considerable risk ‘of “the fishery were
driving young men into other more promising occupations. The failure of the
‘Jobster industry also contributed to the problems. To bring change Rice felt
government intervention was ngcessary. He stated:

If the inshore fishing conditions of Guysboro county are to be -

improved so that the- industry shall attract the young men of

the population it may be that some system may have to_ be

called into operation whereby the” risk and hazard must in some

way be shared by governmental or other bodies.?®

Agricalture was being encouraged in the county by the develégmcm of
~ -\. - ) ‘- -
a..gystem of creamery depots in the farm _districts. Rice encouraged farmers to
look t¢ an improved {future in doirying. The lack of detailed agricultural

reports for this period however, prevents -more thorough examination of how

effective these creamery depots were in the county. Later in 1926 5.0. Giffin

of Goidboro, Guysborpugh’s second M.L.A. pushéd for the revival and develop-

ment of the county’s gold industry. His efforts were without success.
“The advancing years brought worsening conditions on. Guyshorough's

coast. In the summer of 1926 Clifford Rose, a Temperence inspector, recorded

a

his impressions of .conditions along the south Chedabucto shore to (“ahsp:

\
The poverty of -the people in those little fishing village; along
the coast was pitiful, not so much squalor as to be seen in the’
towns but the children seemed to be undernourished and
tubercular.40 o :

The purpose of Rose’s visit was to ‘attend a parish picnic at Dover, a
A .
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community just beyond Canso on the Atantic Coast. The recent hardship of
the fishery had taken -its. toll dn Dover and left it with what Ruose called x‘}}‘e

N N » .. N ‘\ N .
"hung-dog" look. Rose describes his impressions as a Pictou Eosunty native;

The pleasant farmlands - of Antigonish and Pictou seemed to be

thousands of: miles away. Here all was stark naked barren and

terrible.  Rocks the size of houses. had been tossed about by

some upheaval of Nature\mil]i\ons of years ago. ‘A few weather-

. beaten houses, a fish house on a wharf- with some boats, lobster

fraps, a store, these along with a hittle white chapel on the hill,

~that was Dover 41 ’

~Some government officials, such as Rice tried to bring economic change
W Guysborough County by simply substituting an attitude  of pessimism  and
defeatism for optimism. People in .communities like Dover had hnle reason 1o
feel optimistic about their situation. A change was needed.

Concerned individuals were calling not only for economic change but
also for educational change. Decades of outmigration, combined with the more
recent economic  difficulties, had had serious effects on Guysborough County
scheols, Many schools in smaller communities. had been. forced 1o close. The
local -inspector -encouraged cogsolidation of .school sections as ‘a solution to this
problem. Where there were no pupils to consolidate, parents sent their- children

to schools in neighbouring communities or to stay with relatives or friends in

another district  which maintained a schdol. The draw of outmigration *had also

affected the teaching staff. Many of \the best trained teachers were enticed to,
. . . A '

.move 1o .the Canandian West or to “the United “Smlés‘ where salaries were .

-

higher and opportunities for -advance were greater: The result was increasing
difficulty in acquiring qualified teachers and the hiring of more teachers who
N - oo -
N N o -~
had only permissive licenses. In 1926 only 35 pércent of the teachers in the

county's rtural schools had Normal College training.*? In some areas, partic-

ularly along the shore where severe economic depression was being gxXperienc~

¥
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i

ed, school sections could afford o pay only the . smallest  salaries,  which

attracted only the least qualified teachers. The school ingpector found himselt

1 a quandary:

Yet, onyaccount of tlre‘ vearly exodus of regularly qualified
teachers to other professions; -on account  of the increasing
difficulty experienced in securing. boarding houses for teachers
not natives  of - the sections and on account of the very  low
salaries offered in many’ localities, it seems imperative from year
to year 1o authorize the issuing of permissive licenses in order
to sdl;pply teachers tor sections which atherwise remain school-
less. ‘ o

Likd many other' rural educationists of the Maritimes in the 1920s, the
inspector of schools for Guysborough and Amigmiish exprossed  his corcern 1o
the provincial  supeivisor of s,cho(fls' llm:\t‘~fef0rr;13 were  needed  in the rmi
_sc};ool system. In his 1926 report the iﬁsp‘ecmr stated:”

The need for a change im the present organization of rural

schools s felt keenly by interdsted educationists in  this
U Division. It is perhaps inevitable that a system established more
Lthan  half a cenwry ago and still existing in a practically

unaltered state, should exhibit certain .inadequacies, especially in

view of the ‘changing conditions .in other fields.- Moreover, it is

doubtlessly true that the system was the best that could have

‘been’ devised for. the 'period- when the province was in its

infancy.... Now that these conditions have praclically disappeared

the question arises as to whether or not the presént organizat-

ion of rural schools lends itself to educational Improvement

work. . Those who have given seme thought to the subject

consider that it does not and this opinion is common evep to#
many of the rural ratepayers with- whom 1 have -discussed the

matter, 14 g

Despite these conditions, H.A. Rice "continued in his ,yenr—end.;répo'ﬁ)r

1926 to promote his -optimistic outloqk.»}!eAexplained to readers of the Halifax

Herald the general improvements in the county during the year and the new

optimism with which its people were facing the new year. Rice told of the

,deve!opm‘em of- the fresh fish industry at Canso which had been aided by the

~

operation of five steam trawilers out of the port. Conversely, fishermen had

greatly opposed the trawlers c¢laiming that they overexploited the fish‘s‘toc'ks{

<
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and glutted the market. Rice claimed:
Fortunately the landings of the steam trawlers do not interfere

with those .of the local boats, and a ready 'market is always,.
found with local fish buying Firms.4* v

Rive did admit, that in coastal arens outmigration had continued e a

)

problem  as "many - of the vounger men are looking towards other branches of
industry ‘which call for less hazard- and -more certain returnsf® Optside of

Canso, where individuals were dependent on the market of dried and salt’ fish

v

the same activity_was not present,
It swas the torest industry which. Rice had felt experienced the greatest
growth during the, vear notwithstanding the unsatisfactdty market conditions

which  existed. 'I‘Ly -prospects for- farming in the county worsened and Rice
5 . N Y :
. N AR .

showsd little optimism  with gseferepce to the industry without the construction

of a rail liné thrbugh the county. Farmers were unable even 10 get perishable

-

goods to markets within the county. Rice stated:

Perhaps there are _few, if any other counties in the Province
which import -s¢ mugh farm produce as does Guysboro County.
Hay, Grain,. Vegetables, Fruit, Beef, Poultry, Eggs, Butter,
Cheese. etc., aré all brought into the County at points remote
from the - agricultural sections and largely from .points  outside
the province.. [logal] Farmers with few exceptions saise little
more than is required, and consumed by their own Tamilies.
Perhaps the great drawback to the development of farming, has”’
been the difficulty of -reaching - a market with perishable
produce.¥? ‘

.

Although a milk collecting route had been séi up- following the i)eveiqpmem

»

Conference in 1923, still by 1926 no creamery had been established within the
county to process local milk. Rice concluded his report thirniétically‘, looking
toward the future develoﬁmems of go‘ld mining and tourism in the county.

By the summer éf 1927 1t was <clear fhzit fishermen weré growing ve'ry

tired of thégovernmém‘s'lack of agtion to help overcome their difficulties.

Local people of Guysborough Cdumy were ready to try go implement some of
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the 'new ideas they had recently encountered. On July 7 loeal fishemwn‘m‘
Canso  pelitioned  their own "MP. and the provincial Minister  of  Natuml
Resources to remedy a situation which was reducing them to “poverty”  and
"starvation.”® Ara meeting in Canso local Tishermen claimed that

.fishing can .be earried. on by the individual fisherman only at a

loss the receipts being barely enough. 1 cover expenses with

nothing over for a deécent living, Then those who are forced to

"seek employment at a local fish firm..are paid a deplorable’

wage 19 ;

Out of this incident arose a heated dispute between small boat fisher-

o *men and the fish company operators. Father Tompkins, taking the side of the

fishermen, enlisted “the aid of Dr.\ AG. Huntsmaﬁ, dire;tﬂor‘ of the Atlantic
Fisheries Siation ‘in Canso. Humsmdn ‘prép&rgd a ﬁumber of .recommendations
which wcrig presenteg 10 a rﬁeeting oll‘ fishermen on July 15, 1927, '];l_w me{‘!.;ng\
was - called to "discuss the fishing \i‘ndustry to try and ende;x\:g-)ur 0 find -some
solution  for  the difficulties confronting the shore ,fisherr,ﬁen, ‘which  have
reached: such a critical . stage."®  Huntsman suggested better trnihihg for
fishermen,  in r;’.ﬁ)rely fishing._'comm\;nities, in carrying  out ‘bener curing
AR kme‘thods.“ Fisheﬁnen enumerated the problems which they, dwcre experiencing,

Some spoke of the steam trawlers which they felt ':wen; being allowed to flood
. the market with tish of an ‘in"ferior quality; ‘mhers ex;&ressc;j ‘their dissatis-

faction . wit.h the price the); WETe  TECEIVIDg i‘m‘ their l‘is};, Captain  John

-Kennedy claimed that, iu the current prices, the men employed En his béut

-

would earn only 313%‘}2 each for the entire year,"’\""

The provincial Minister of Natural Resources, AJ. Walker, responded by

encouraging . fishérmen to consider improving the quality and marketing ol their

i

product“'as farmers had done in the past. Walker emphasized the agdvantage of

" .a co-operative system of markeling, a method which had had great success in
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<
3

Farm  communities, The local M.P. Willlam Duff promised to advocate the
setting up of a vommission to thoroughly examine the éxisting Si!ua(i{?n in (h{j
fisherv. ‘Others’ 10‘ address the fishermen’s meeting were ‘H.A. Rice, AT
Nickerson of Yarmouth and a ‘number of the local cle:’g}‘lx1elx. Toﬁapkins called
for the use of scientific mmhnds and’ co-operation in (;vorcoming the }dii‘l‘icuh-
s ;n hand. Among the recommendations com.ing ou{‘o!'" the meeiimg was a

request to. the federal government that-a Royal- Commission be varrred out

[

investigating  the *fish&y and that im‘proved. in:‘;pe‘ctioﬁ of  fish should be
ins‘tigmed to ensure a belter ‘qlllmlAit‘y product, .

The government wa# being pressed for action. In a meeting a few
weeks before with .the Department of Marine and Fisheries, a number of Roman -
" Catholic priests from fishing centres in Edsl\ern*Nova Scotia and Capg Brfeio*n
“drew attention to the hardships being experienced. In addition these- priests
“presented '(hei'r"suggestionsn for appropriate action. This. meéling, in conjunaction

with the mass gathering at Canso, applied greater presSure on goverhment to

act. ’

_After some cansideration and a :conference on‘ the \issue, !he feder;il
govermnén‘t‘ determined \ihm the fishermer) wére justified in their complaints
and on ;\ugust 6, 1927 the ‘Halifax _Herald announced ?o‘ s readers that a
Royal Commission would be .appointed to investigate ‘lhe‘Mafitime fishery., The
commission was 1 be entrusted with the sk of: R Tr |

..determining such .action as may be possible to enlarge the
market for fish and thus secure for the inshore fishermen prices
thate will . adequately renumérate them for their- daily ser-. -
vice..fand also] fully investigate the extent to which assisting in
the transportation of fish from different points along the shores
to a point where some may be profitably. marketed,.is of general
value to the industry 53 A

Almost ‘imrediately, in Canso, a Fishermen's Federation was formed and

N hat
S
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plans were begun Por  the preparation of a case in‘vsmﬂ to the Royul
Commission. I?y the latter bmt ol September the federativn had .um\-nvrds of 100
members.  Fishermen stressed the impm'mncé of  intelligent and prngws\si\-e\_

ideas in dealing with the problems in a co-operative way. %

A front page article appeared

in the 24 October 1927 odition of the

- Halifax  Herald, entitled "Give Guysboro County A  Chance: The Gu_\-sbnm‘
Railway Should Be Bu‘ih As Projecied”. 11\ was i‘nﬂﬁwed up by m; .m.iilm‘iul\
which c:ﬂled\' for the construction. of Guysborough's railway to 2id the Vl\ishur\\“
in particular ax'md the whole county in general. As the auilmr ;‘;)nclU(iOni\:

The record of the past s one long tragic series :m‘ political
promises. PERFORMANCE will speak for itself when it comes.?®

R

* The Royal Commission hearings into. the fishery began in the fall. Two
N N : F - N

meetings were held in Guysborough Coyn’iy, the first at Canso and the szecond
N -/ . ~ N

at Isaac’s Harbour, Canso and.area fishermen were given two days 1o present
L . . - :

their case to the commission. On the 29th October 1927 the opening remarks

at the Canso meeting included statistics which clearly ‘explained the dechine

which had -occurred in the fishery, In 1910, 32 buats were registered in Canso,

> T

by 1927° there were only 6 boats registered. " 1n the same time the number of

large boats which were unregisteréd had decreased from 51 to 11. A move to

N

smalter sized boa\t.s which were 'more- eco‘n‘omicai. 1o operate was also clear; In
‘I9l0 th‘ere‘_'were ‘10 small boats in (‘:gnéo, by ‘1927 there were' 40 small hoaisl“\‘
For .zwo iiays the cofnmission heard -local fishermen tell their _pr‘oblems,
so!;niohs\ 'dn-d stories of hardship. :Mr. John Kennedy explained to the meeting

the poor conditions which many families were forced to endure in Canso:-
1 can take you to homes in this. very town. [where they] have
not got clothes enough to sit in a . public meeting...our children
has as much right to have -an education @s -any other man’s
child. We cant afford to keep them in- school under the
conditions, it 15 impossible. The simple fact is 1 have sent mine



there with hall enough’ o eat in xhc' morning and 'lmM endugh

clothing to clothe. them “and  haif books enbugh .that 1hav ehould

have 57 3

>

‘Fishermen saw the  beam -trawler  and | large cm-pura\tinna as  their

3

greatest engmies; both  threatened 1o squeeze them out of the industry.

recounted incidents of fish companies refusing- to sell fishermen bait in

- - .

Some

favour

of the trawlers. Since the end. of the war 11 had become hardér to maintain

the gear which fishermen owned. Gradually they threw away worn-outl fets

which they could not afford to replace, and many had been forced 1o sell their
. . 4 .

~ X . - [y

boats. Disheartened by the situation, one man said:

N

If the markets are poing to be all contrdlled by big corporations

and beam trawlers there is no good 0 talk about anything... the

of the Loumry and [we will] get out ws quickly as we can. In

fam, there is a gaod many, and 1 am one, that would not be in.

t today if we could get out. 1 have had to go the last two

——— ~saly -thing lor the goverament to do 15 give ys a {ree tickel out

v )mrk and . fish out of Boston 1o, make a hvmg for my family. 1

suppose 1 will have to do it this winter.5®.
i

) Other men  who appeared before thé commi_ssion told of the
which had already occurred from Canso lo the United States .and
continued as a result of poor egonomic, prospects. Robert Meagher stated:

It is impossible to dive. and the result is. today we have 50 or
60 of our smartest young men from right here in «Canso, to say
nothing -of Nova Scotia, fishing out of the United States, giving
their lives in the service of h fOrengn country.... A’ great many
today are closing their homes and going to the United States.5®

exodus

>whkh

" Fransportation continued to' be a problem for fishermen. While some individuals

‘were adamant ‘about’ the completion of the Guysborough Railway, others wanted

a steamer Service 10 link the Fastern Shore 10 the, Boston market so it could

~r

better compete with the lobster production of the South ‘Shore.

Fisherren wanted solutions. They ‘had bee talki g about -their problems

~

men naeded action. Moses Nickerson Lommenwd

for nearly ten years, during which time thmg had steadily- worsened. Fisher- N



"~ transportation  faciliies. Although - the sale of dried fizsh was important 1o this

. effecting this decline, according to Rice, was that:

™
i

o ' i

There has been 3o progress and, in somwe places, the decline 'is
very marked., espedially T must say in the castern .counties of
Nova Scotia and the time seems ripe now for radical changes for
the better...50. S T :

In the western halt of the county; the situation scemed worse, In most

fishing communities there was . no fresh fish  market  because of _ inadequate

»

‘section of the wcoast, local fishermen were forced to  transport their goods 1o

: » RN o
Halifax, Tor sale where only low prices were pnid‘ Fhe unrctiable steamer
sg-r\:ice smnle'tim\es ok live io‘lvgt;:rs o }ialifnx \»-}aiir-e:~nihc}v x\;\‘ro- in' turn
sh:ibped b“y- tm;m 1o Yarmouth and I"mn)]y to Boston, 11}\‘:5 long juurn'vy W(I:S‘_:\l
great .risk a;d cost. Often the ;drga wgmld arrix{erdet\'d,‘on‘ly to be dumped, |

As the fishery hearings co:‘ﬁinm‘.da throughout the Mar'h‘ime Provinces

.

and Magdalen Islands the general puhlic became .more aware ol -the grievances

of- fishermen. The inshore fishery was in decline and, ds H.A. Rice stated in
his annual report for 1928, this meant significant problems for Guysborough

since the fishery was its “premier” industry. One of the, important factors

~

. : *
.the fishing industry ~has become unattractive t§. the younger .
men who recognize the hardships to be encountered, the losses 0
to. be sustained in the destruction of "géar by wear and tear @nd

by storms and accidents, and the  uncertainty of adequate’
returns for the money and effort invested.®! o

Transportation, was a significant bartier w0 development of the Guyshorough

" County Coast, as it was farther inland., Although the agricultural districts of

the county were "hot experiencing the same deprivation as ceastal areas, the

- Jagk of}ailway.!‘acililies resulted in apracultural stagnation. Rice stated:

7 ' . .

. Agriculture has shown small progress in Guysboro County, not
because it doés not possess abundaht justification for investment
in that' basic industry, but chiefly for the reason that it has
‘been denied the means of reaching a market for its products.®  }
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in Mm.h 1928 the annual Rurat Conference of the Clergy of the

Antigonish Wivcese gathered in Antigonish. One of the important results of this

- v . N LN .
canference was the decision to award twelve scholarships' to aid fishermen

. N ~ ]
“attending  the School of Fisheries in Halifax. For-two vears the Diocese of

]

Antigonish - had  granted scholarships  for attendance at  the Nova

.

N

Agricultural  College, " now such aid was  also extended to -~ coastal areas

.

t . ¢ R

Scot

mn -

ia

of

eastern Nova Scotin, regardless of religiox;si\ affi!ia}}'bn.‘ In 1928 four 6{ the

1w§lw. Scholarships were awarded" to Guys!Sorough )C‘ounty natrives,

snom;]v supported the 1de'i and nnde th respons

»

,
B

J el . : .
to“wxdwthe hhenes ;schow an interview  at the conference Tompkins

re'r(ermed “his beliéff/ﬂf' mcimduéls must have “the ‘intelligente 1o watch out

for xhelr own interests. He \ngBd

7 the peo;)le of Guysborough Coumy‘

for prosperity than a real one. The report of the RO}"ll Commission investi- - N

gantng

1928. Fishermen Telt that the report was fair and that their interests had been-

satislactorily  defended, for the most part. The commission had  honestly

Collective imelligence' ‘und united 1ctiom~--h"§ive always been the

. eu‘memm s*ﬂvamm of the TOmmon people and always will be ®

‘

B

J.J. Tempkins-

ible for raising $1000.00

Gener’all\ the years 1928 and 1929 )\'e;e somewhat “more optimistic for

the fisheries of the M'armmes 'md Magdaien Islands - was re]eased’

described the decline which they had seen in coastal fishing communities:

"We were given vivid word-pictures of fishing villages in which

ageing [sic] men alone were left to man the fishing boats, with

little hope of adequate livelihood in the future years of their

physical incapacity, and ho hope: of - pension..of fishing com-

‘munities from which theé young men had emigrated in large

numbers to. another land, or were hoping to emigrate whep they
could gather sufficient means; of neglected boats with hulls ripe
and -rotten on the beach; of discarded gear once valuable and

- useful, but now falhng to decay; of abandoned fishing wvessels,
“left “hopefully equipped as they came in from the sea, to wait
for a berter season which never came:..of once prosperous

»

ahhobgh it was more because of a hoped-

in

- db



localities  slowly: ‘but surely becoming the graveyards of "a dead
industry;  of * fisherfolk despondent and disheartened, struggling
©on against. economic disabilities, eager to labour in ong OF the
mosf“ hazardous of pursnits but.unable to sell their products Tor -
a reasonable reward, -always hoping for better luck. and clinging
grimly and patiently 1o their calling, -a tribute at once to their
character and their courage; and of schopl-ghildren psychologic-
ally distrustful of a Tuture in their own country' and planning -
migrate tq another tand to make a living.®4

Among the recommendations madé by the commission was o call Tor
™ A 3 N :

.inc@ed Ce-operation  among ‘shpre fishermen to epsure a fair price  for. fish,

and for steam trawlers be banned in Canadian ports. Afler . visiting (3115;3—~

borough County and seeing as well” as hearing\"\abom conditions  there,. the
commissi‘oner\s\ recomn;g‘nded that ! the proposed Sulm%: Brae' to . Guysburough
Railway s}-aou‘l‘d be ‘cohs‘t‘rucle‘d to Op?n. up expaﬁdeq mqu‘et possibHities I"nr the
county. .

By the fall fishing season of 1928 f‘anso f‘ishcrm‘en wére §ccing some
changes, The ‘number of steam trawl_ers operating .out of the port ;\;FIS‘ reduced

frqm five to one. This allowed more

the fresh. fish murket. The question of ‘a cohtinuous supply of 'bait sul,

remained a problem. On February 11, 1929 the Halifax Herald announced that

the Canadian Nation®l Railways had announced a plan For railway construction,

which included a proposed Sunny Brae to Guysborough Railway, to bv_-mné-'

tructed  within | three years. Shortly after this announcement on 22 I“ebru\ary;
the Cansc Board ~of Trade ‘applaudé_d the scheme in principle,” but expressed
apprehension as to the proposed ‘route, which they believed would "not be of

B

any service to the fishing industry whatever”®® An emphatically worded

~ resolution was prepared:

N

Therefore Be It Resolved that the Canso Board of Trade. while
heartily approving of the pfoject to give attemtion 10 Guyshoro
county rtallway needs, emphatically declares that any project
which does not tap the great fishing industry of the county in.

small boat fishermen to take advantage of

e,

W ! ey st
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its service will be altogether inadequate,®®
Despite such opposition, the Iiroposeg rail line Tor Guysborough County

passed the former hurdle of the S&nme’nnd was gi\'gn final approval on May

)

15, 1929, By the first of-June surveyors had arrived in New Glasgow to begin

surveying the 67 -mile “branch line’ o _Guys‘bqrough. The Eastern® Chronicle
boosted:

It may be accepted as a suréty that the ‘long {ooked for, .much
talked of railway i5 now to become an’ established fact. N
gonstruction  will call for -a large expenditure. and will mean
considerable :gctivhy in labor and supply circles in Picton ~and
Guysborough Counties fsic.}...87 - . :

At the same fime fishermen remained : concerned that their interests

were not being faithfully looked after by the g‘evernmém; the fight for change

had only begun. Although they had agiced that the tenor of the Royal
Commission Report on the~f..isheri-es had placed their “best interests at heart,

.they were concerngd that the government was not going to implement the

recommendations ‘of “the report. In March 1929 Father Boudreau, of Pé‘»tit—de-

Grat was elected by the fishermen's federation of Canso and area to speak on

-

the fishermgn‘s behalf in Ottawa. On ‘16‘0«ugust a large meeting was held in

-Canso  with the federal Minister of Marine and Fisheries, P.J.A. Cardin in -

attendance. At the gmhe’ring local !‘ishérmqi] spoke FYorcefully, 6nd presented

four demands. to the minster. The fishermen wanted encouragemént and.

promotion of co-opération and organization, an- adeguate plan of education for
fishing communities, the creation-of a separate Deparfment of Fisheries, and
the staffing of such a départment with people having practical experience in

the fishing industry.®® Conditions along. the shore were still desperate. Miss

Agnes McGuire of’ Halifax told the government representatives to go through

the district themselves and see the poverty. She explained one case in
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pm't‘icular‘_‘\lha‘l she knew of:
The people in many cases had not enough tu eat.x woman had °
told her {McGuire] that if she had not had a-son Killed oversenas
the family would starve to death 5 ; .

By the fall it looked as though some progress had been made. Moses

Coady of Saint Francis Navier University had been appointed By the Depart- -

.

ment of Fisheries. to work with fishermen to promote fishermen’s organizations.

Coady’s idea was -to change -the mentality of the people so that with a positive

-attitude and looking' 1o new ideas their full potential couid be reached for the

_benefit of the whole country. Coady told fishermen on the Eastern Shore:

In the realm of the mind must being [begin] the work of
developing people whether we call it reason, thinking, training,
education - or call it. what ‘you please, it is there. We are
constantly as individuals meeting problems in 1ife which call for
new thinking...new ways of doing things.”® e

’ * . .
Local people wete also encouraged by, the -arrival of the Dominion

. A

Construction Company's men in Sunny Brae by early November. On ‘November

19 the Eastern Chronicle proclaimed: . N

Pointing guysboro-wards a quarter of a mile of new. track had

been laid. A Jarge gang of men were laying sleepers, spiking

down rails and preparing new sidings to house the construction

cars. At last the . Guysboro railway was really under construct-

ion)?l ) NN N

The construction of the railway continued inta 1930. It was viewed with
" cautious optimism as the right of way was gradually cleared and the beds were
constructed. The railway was especially encouraging to inland communities. For
‘the fisheries, however, 1930 did" not bring so much optimism. The inland route
of the railway' to Guysborough Town ‘was of limited benefit 1o the. fishermen
on the Eastérn Shore. Again, in January 1930, the Canse Board of Trade

“sought an extension of the -railway .ta Canso.”® The suggestion did not- meet
. ) .

with success. Less than a week later, the"}.iglifgg Herald announced the closure

N
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ol the f[ish establishments 1n Canso. It was the {first time that such a shut
“down had occurred in 25 years and was .viewed with “considerable alarm®,

3 “

placing many individuals out of work.

The effects of the "Great Depression” were becoming obvious all across

Canada, folh)w‘il]‘g the stock xxaa:kct.cyash which had occurred late in 1929,
Continuza Consg-'uqtion of li;e railway <thr0u‘gh Guysborough‘\ Couh\ty however,
provided an e‘ncouragemém to. local inhabimms: By the and\ of the summer of
1930 the\ rai’ bed had been completed, most of thg qoxx;réig abutment{ and
trestles had been .b;li]t,and about 22 miles of imr:‘k was ‘laidﬁs '

In July 1930 Canadigns' wgn( to the- polls an(i aefeg!e_d‘ tixe Liberal
‘Gnvemnie‘m ‘of\MacKe-ri.z‘ie Kiné.: R.B. Bennett, leading his Corlservali\;es to
viciéry, formed the new @\é@rﬁmept._ Guysﬂorwgh‘s traditional lgyalty to the

~

l.ibe&al i Party and the return of a Liberal repr‘esgniativeimfhe 1930 federal
1 . N N

election, did- not work in the county's favour. Within one month of the election:

Bennett- officially notified the Dominion Construction Company to stop all work
on. the almost-completed Guysboronugh °Railway Project.” The railway . would
never“‘be completed, despite local agitation -for resumption of the project.” The

countly's economic fortunes darkened as a result of the general world-wide

depression. “The census returns and sessional papers for 1931 g‘ive\ account of

Guysborough’s continued economic downturn as both f‘is}ﬁn-g and farming based
communilies contracted.

In the agricultural areas there was a significant  decline in proﬁction.

Since - the census of 1921, a decade belore, the amount - of Tand ,improved had_

declined by almost 55 percent, while thé amount of land ‘in crops dropped by
By : - ' .

44 percent |SEE TABLE 4:3). The acreage of impr.ovéd ‘pasturage dropb\gﬁi by 75

percent. The numbers of all types of livestock declined drastically [SEE TABLE .

i
A
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RTX
4:«1?}: Mitking cows decrmséd by 31 percent and the number of all other types
of cattle dropped b}: 40 perceut, ;l"he number of sheep and s»i.-ine maintained in
1}33 county declined respo:ti#ely b_v. 34 percent :m,d.l-l >percmi. ']‘]wrx: were

dramatic changes in the acreage of crops grown |SEE TABLE {£5] In 1921, 163

R}

~acres of land had been planted in wheat; by 1931 there were only 12 acres.

Similarly the acreage of buckwheat in the county dropped from 124 acres in

1921 -to only 17 acres in 1931, The . acreage of other major <rops. such  as

_barley, oats. potatoes and hay declined by about 30 percent. As market prices

dr‘op“ped, it became uneconomical to market farn goods.

| Tn most -agricu!fural ;af‘éas of the county “the depression years temporar-
ily halted the exodus of local po‘pulalién, unlike in the shore dislvricis. Many of
the young people who had left lha. éounty to seek their fortunes away
t‘emp,orarii‘y' returned- to the security ﬂef their parents’ farmsteads: to wait oul
1he depresszon Four ‘of the six f.ﬁrm disuic'ts expérienced inéreaéc}s i.n their\

populgtlon of from 10 to 3" percent [SEL TABLIZ A1} The only exceptions

were Manchester afid the ‘Intervale which were in the northeastern segjion - of
the county nearer.10 the railway connections.. A greater dependence on outside

N

. . . .
markets in these districts prior to the> d‘e‘on may have brought more

severe economic decline, resu!ting in population declines ins\ead of growth by
Y

1931. Manchester smce' i9%l“ had lost 23 spercem of its popuhtmn and the

a.
)

Intervale had lost smx percent. m e v

R

Along the coast, Sislermen expasienged ‘severe economic  difficulties,

Prices received for f:sh %ro ed drastically. Unlike in the inland. areas

outm:grants did not so readily retyrn home. Instead the trend of outmigration

(] . ’ . B L
continued. The only fxshmg depenén_g‘,tommunity‘j 10 experience any increase in

‘population at all from 1921 to- 1951 Was Crow Harbour, on the south (.‘heda-\.

R

N : : 2
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bucto shore which grew by only two percent.’ In the same ten vear period

Molasses Harbour district on the Tor Bay lost fourteen percent of its populat-

ion, a marked contrast to the 32 percent growth experienced during the same

decade by the farm-based Forks, St Mary‘s{ On the shore. conditions worsened

»

and the same sense of security offered by the county’s farmsteads could not |
be extended to former residents who had lelt coastal villages. The total
poundage of vcod caught and landed in the county from 1929 to 1931 declined

by 58 percent, while its total vale dropped 72 percent. The value of the cod

itself  dropped from $1.69 per cowt. 10 $112 per cwt’ The more remote

sections of the shore which were too isolated to take part in the fresh {ish

irade were particularly hard hit. From 1929 to "1931 the value of dried" cod

dro\pped‘from $3.27 ber cwt.  to $4.69 per cwi. The total poundage of smoked

©

ccod fillets marketed from the cbunly declined 97° percent from 1929 to 1931, -

The value obtained: from these sales went from $232,694 in 1929 to only $5,229. .

in 1931. The value of Tresh cod marketed dyopbed'fm percent in Guysborough

County from 1929 to 1931, " while the  total poundage of fresh cod  fillets

. marketed dropped from 2.06] per ¢wi. In 191§9 to 187 per cwt. in 1931,
Fishermen found themselves in an increasingly desperate situation. The 'probjem‘-
“continued into the 1930s. From 1931 to 1936, the total listed landings of all

types of fish declined from 12,840,000 1b to 10,680,000 " 1b.78 Fishermen

demanded .changes and: m the 1930s "would turn to the co-operative ideas of

the Antigonish Movement as an alterngtive to continued. hardship and dig-

advantage. -

4
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Gu\ysborou‘gh (‘oum-y's decline g:\i“}(‘rt‘d mnmelm.lni during the 1920s. The
fishing. industr_V faced. % dé{iression in prives and reduced market ‘possihil'i_iivs.‘»
Some fishéermen in G11_3’stwoyt$uglx County found it impéssible tl) make a diving by
fishing and ]’el"_t‘ lhé shore forb the United States, Many of those who. rm}n:‘xim“d
did 50 out of necessily and not 'out of choice. Farming ‘in the émmly cmuixﬁﬁd
0 decling \because of the Iack of markets. Ou\migrmi\oni-:remnined a persisient
pmb]‘em, taking its toll on the farm ‘“districts’ young adulis. In response 1o
‘these problems some people leoked to the lo¥;g _promised railway as a pcssih‘}o\\
solution, The rxio‘re‘ desperate situation on the shore - and the le:;tiex'slxi_;y._oi‘fcred
by Canso"ﬁrompted an. organizea response.  The Guysbormagh Adbvancemen;‘
Conference and the subsequent i‘orxﬁagio_n of the Gmorough I)ovc!bpmom
Association _prbvided a forum\f(;r \discussi(‘m, The Roman Catholic Church
th;'m:gh its - annual  Rural C‘onferer:mf_a\ also did ‘so. Some of Guysborough
‘Céumy‘s ﬁopulation“gmduany bgc‘ahe aware of- the possibility ~that, as a group’
spe‘zilking"‘tog-‘ether{ they \coﬁld argue e,ff%actively ‘for Chéng@ Fi.shtzn‘ncn‘ n f t};;
facé. of econom-ic difficulty, successf‘ully demanded a Royal Com.missio.n' o
enquire‘.‘ into the fishery. T;m push for a rail;vay finally brought altion ih~ 19207
and construction soon Segun,

Yet by 1930 a!lkfof Guysboroﬁgh Coumy’s‘ hopes had bec;n dashed by the
general _ecnnomic de‘pre‘ssion and the cancellation \of the ‘milway. The inland
‘d‘isxricts welcomed home some of their exiled inh‘abit'ams who had returned to
wait out  the economic \dgwnturn. Fewer former shore residents returned.
Fishermen were confronted "»;:ith greater deprivation, and ﬁgriCuituraJ land in

the county contracted. As ‘Guysborough County “slowly died”, fishermen in

greater desperation would seek the middle road in the Antigonish Movement.

’
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Infand farm-based communities, meanwhile, were reduced to subsistence level

agriculture feeling the loss of almost a whole generation of young adults,
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CONCLUSION

Guysborough. Countv - was established on a” foundation of complexity and

diversity. Geographically, the county wuas varied from the fertile inland river

valleys of the west and the rolling hills of the east, o the barren rocky coast”

T

3
ol the south-eastern shore. Hs .manifold natural resources included valuable

. X R ) 2
agricultural, forestry, fishing,.and mineral resources. In pursuit of such @:oa!rh'

a variety pf peoples came, of different ethnic and religious backgrounds and

~
s

with diversified interests. Guysborough's vastness and 15 poor. Yransportrtion
connections only contributed farther to. the development ol isolationism and
sectiondlism. The résults became ‘evident in civic fragmentation and repeated

« demands for a sub-division of the‘county and its districts.

¥

The late nineteenth century brought industriatization,” centralization,

and urbanization to the Maritime Provinces. The result was.rural depepulation

N

in many parts of the regiom “‘Guysbomugh County’s failure to develop an

industrial’ centre meant an outpouring of its - inhabitants. Many hundreds ef

» N

people, particularly from the farm districts, left the county beginning in the
1870s. In response to  this decline many local residents solught the construction

-of a rail extension 1w the county, on’ the principle that iselation from markets
. . o )

in growing indusirial. centres  prevented economic growth. As Bopes  grew,

however, disputes arose and pelitions circulated concerning the proposed

}ai]way roure, bearing’ witness 1o the county’s fragmented state. Each section

of the county wanied the railway to pass though it community. Successive

D
&y

»progn'ises were made that a line would be constructed 1o Guysborough County,

171
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but the bickering among local resitlents and more importantly the projest’s

<increasing -association with .a partic'u'la( political party stood in the way of the
oo ~ w’ - R : N N
rallway's progress. Without a milway ®he result, by the turn of the twentieth

century, was economic¢ stagnation and out'migration,

. .Differing economic situations also contributed to the lack of a unified

" -voice in-response to decline* in the county. While inland agricultural areas lost

v

Iirst their yo\ung} adults, Tollowed by entire fdmilies during the 18805 and 1890s,

Vi sieas

the coastal communities, _were experjencing greater economip stability. in the

. : . . hbe
pursuit of, the lobster "trade and the fresh fish industry. Fishing communities

~ M S

did not experience the. sime .population contraction as inland communities in

~ -~
2

the late nineteenth century and " were: not conscious: of any need for drastic

“change. By,the turn of the century, although small fishing ports. were ex-
periencing- "greater difficulty; they had not been piégu}:d with oufniigration to

e .
N

the same extept as farther  inland. In the eastern section of the county the

,_frl*s!u' ish ir’,[iustry" continued 10 expand briskly, centred -on the developing

"’ " \‘ . ) : » i~ : ’ ' - - ’ )
fishing centre of Canso. -1t was not until after 1910 that outmigration reached -

significant levels in coastal districts. The lack of a common  experience

-

between farm and fishing based commynities, in conjunction with the county’s -

foundation of diversity prevented x united front against decline. .

By 1920 fishermen were being faced with greater economic hfficulties

Lo . ’ ', ~ : N 4
and, as in other parts ®f the Maritimes, those who could do so chose the .

,'J

N >

- option of m‘umigrmiou,(Tontrabtion of population combined: with the desperate

state of the fishery produced a climour for action to be taken. Canso, the

onge ‘growing focal point of the Guysborough County fishery, .was the centre of
. B L * * . .

this reaction. A laiger concentration of fishermen, the ready, supply of local

) : ) oL . e
leadership, and the town’s fading prosperity pmn‘zp!cd people in Canso to act.

N

i
i

}

”~
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. For inland . communities the push w turn the tide of decline thres

decades “Oxrlier had not gained enough momentum to bring change. The . decline

of Guysborough County agriculture at this time had vontrasted with other parts
of the province where rail service was available and had brought expansion for
farmers who had access to markets in growing Maritime cenues of industry.

“_The‘smaﬂ voice of Guysborough . County farmers. alone fighting the tide of

- :

decline was not heard. Contracting agricultural commumities: did not  have a
Jarge” central meeting point in the county, such as the fishery had in Canso,
nor were..farmers inland facing. the samie kind of near starvation  which

prompted desperate acton on the shore in the 1920s. The largér Maritime

1

“+ Rights Movement, a_ vehicle of regional protest .for the Maritimes” fading

o -

" fortunes and declining papulation, gave added momentum to the Canso initiat-
ive of the eatly 1920s. As decline became universal in both rural and industrial
areas of the Maritimes in .the 19208, people bul]ed‘tbgéther;‘m«scek reform and

. 'new alternauves.

The agrifultural communities of Guysborough County were unprepared
for. such a movement by 1920. Five decades of outmigration ,had resulted in

heavy loss in population. Potential leaders had been drained away, a point

" demonstrated in-

unty leadership both fe('!erally‘ and prbvjncinlly. The Guys-

borough Count§y Advancement Conference in 1923 was spar}wd by tj}n Canso

Board of Trade. Although the continuing body. ‘of the conferénce, .the Guys-
borough Development Association, claimed 1o be a county-wide movement, it

was: largely dominatéd by leadership from Canso and failed to have. represent-
. . : -

atives from all areas df the county. For inland areas, it was too late; alnost a-

cothplete gemeration had been lost. o .
Fishermen continued- to push for help in  their deteriorating situatjon,

e
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which many fell they could not even escape \viwommigfgatkon. With the help of
tocal c!efgy, m:ldiltiona! pressure  was gpplied xohg.overnmem“by; Guysboro’uéh
i“om;ty- fishermen in 1927, 1n'"th!e summer of - that year the federal govemmém
:m-nounced-. i!w, formation of _the Royal';‘Coﬁ)‘mission to _i.;westigate the. fishing
indus.tr'y.oi‘.t.he Maritime Provinces and Ma/ggalén Islands.

fo 19294\theipeople of. Gxiys%/r’ough‘"(‘oumy had 1;een led to believe that

action was being taken to cure the county’s economic His. Construction of the

long-promised. railway was under way, and the Roval. Commission Report of the.

previous year had reasonably represented the problems of local - fishermen.
"

2 N
Ultimately, though, the ‘advent of the Great Depression, slow action on the
'paxt of government» to implement “the recommendations  of .the Royal Com-
mission, and the cancellation of the almost-completed Guysborough Railway in

the summer of *1930 stifled all hope of immediate etonomic recovery for the

. people of Guysborough County. WU sectors faced staniling declines in product-_

£

- ion and sales.
Inland areas novi welcomed home temporarily many of their exiled sohs

and daughters to wait out the depression. On .the shore, fewer returned home.

Drastically reduced - prices and poor - markets l"or.‘fish brought continuing

.hm'dship, a prospect which did not appeal to Former inhabimmsi_ This worsened

. . X
condition on the shore led -fishermen to seek the middle road offered by the

Amigmiis‘h‘Mo‘veme_nt in'the 1930§'\hr‘<):ugh coopgat.io;x and se!f—-help. In the
farm districts, subsistence agriculture prexfdizled.‘Th‘e 19405 ;a;v the temporarily
abated flow of outmigration begin again, and in ma}ay case‘s‘aging farrpers wege
left with little hope for the continuance of their farms.' Décline and departure

had become a fact of life for the people of Guysborough County. .

&
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STATISTICAL APPENDIX

OF TABLES
¥
_ " TABLE 1:1
OCCUPATION ACCORDING TO SUS DISTRICTS,
- ‘1860—6ll
o Farm .o .
District ‘I Farmer Labourer Labourer - Fishermen Other
Guysborough 47.% 7.% 2.% 20:% 24:1%
Intervale -4 51. . "29. - 2. 18.
Manchester o61. . 13, 3. 4. 19.
Melford . {4 . 27. S 2. 4. 38. 29.
Crow Hbr. . 26. 1. 1. 57. . 5.
Lape Canso | 9. 1. 3. 57. -30.
‘Country Hbr. 26.. 5. - 51.°7 .18.
Sherbrodke 28, - 1. ~ 20. b. .s1.
Marie Joseph 27. - ' - 42. - 31.
Fork's - | . 1. . 11. ~ .- 2s.
Molasses Hbr. | 28. . - - 62, - 10.
SOURCE:  Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census

B

Manuscripts, 1860-61. Guysborough County, all districts.

£ o
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‘ TABLE 1:2
N 2 ) R . o ) . . ’
ACRE§;E OF CULTIVATED UPLAND AND INTERVALE,
. - 18861 . . .
N >, ‘
. f ) L Averages
N S . Cultivated © $ Value of Total ~
, s Upland and . Upland and Populat-|Acres/ $/
Distrigt’™ | Intervale " Intervale ion . |Person Person
|Guysborough || 2994 aéres - $46,191. . 2242 1.3 $20.60
Intervale i - 2051 b 42,713. 968 2.1 . 44.13
Manchester 2749 o0 032,209, 1548 1.8 20.80
Melford - £§81 20,125, 1583 1.1 12.71
. |{Crow Hbr. -~ | 182 v 3,152.. - 727 .3 4.35
| Cape Canso 178 5,142. . 826 .2 6.23
Country Hbr. 817 . .8,003. 893" .9 .8.96
Sherbrooke: ‘860 A 24,033. 1169 .7 - 20.56
Marie Joseph . 266 . - 7,321, - 648 .4 011.307.
Forks 3560 ° 59,452. . 1162 3.1, 51.16
MQIaSSéS Hbr. 220 ’ s 2,837, 0 . 8947 .2 2.68
"SOURCE: ~'Canada. Dominion Bureau' of. Statistics. Cénsus
Manuscripts, 1860-61. Guysborough County, all districts.
TABLE 1:3
WPROVED LAND STATISTICS,
e 1871
: % of Occupied % of Improved . % of Improved
‘District . | ~ Land. Improved  Land in Pasture. Land in Crops
Guysborough o 24.% . 56.% - . a4.3
Caledonia 2. 45. . BB.
Forks 19, - 50. _ 50.
Salmon River 22. . ' 63. - - 36,
Intervale < 17. : 50. i 50.
Manchester \ Co42. o . 51.- . 48.

@

SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summary,
1871, Guysborough County. Canada, 1872. !
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- TABLE 1:4
DAIRY PRCDUCE AND LIVESTOCK,
. 1861 )
- o " © o Milk . Pounds of : Péundé~of
District ) Cows Butter .. Cheese
| Guysborough S 732 39,158 1105
Forks - T 722 26,692 - 2092
Intervale , 470 20,730 700
Manchester . 596 26,737 716
. Lh\‘ ~ » »
SOURCE: . Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census

Manuscripts, 1860-61. Guysborough County, selected districts.

.J‘
"TABLE 1:5
POTATOE PRODUCTION PER ACRE,
N ) 1871
: . Bushels of Potatoes
IDistrict : . Harvested / Acre
Forks : 108 |
Caledonia ) B7
Guy¥sborough : 350
Salmon River ' 61 SN
Intervale : SN 70
|Manchester ‘ ' ‘81

.SOURCE: Cahada.,Déminion‘Bureau of Statistics.

1871, Guysborough County. Canada, 1872.

v

Census Summary,
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TABLE 1:6

MILLING OPERATIONS,
o ' 1871
Carding Saw Shingle Grist Fulling and
Districts Mills . Mills Mills 3 Mills = Dressing Mills
Guysborough 2 - - - = =
Isaac's Hbr: °- 2 1. - -
Wine Harbour 1 - - - : -
Sherbrooke - . 2 = = -
Marie Joseph - h 1 - - =
Caledonia - 3 = 1 -
{Forks 1 17 3 4 -
{Stormont - 3 - - -
Salmon Rive ~ 2 - 1 -
Intervale - 4 - 2 .- 1
Melford - = - 1 { - S

-

-~

SOURCE: Canada. Domihion Bureau offStati§tics;§Census Sumhary;

1871, Guysborough County. Canada, 1872,

*

TABLE 1:7
* ' TIMBER EXPORTS, ‘
1860-1
| Feet Deals Feet Pine - Feet Spruee & ° Tons Square

Districts Supf. Boards = Hemlock Boards Timber '
Sherbrooke. || 700,000 * 200,000 600,000 367

Forks . 100,000 - 176,300 285,200 . 982
Intervale - 20,000 \ 12,100 45,000 .. . .. . = -
1Guysborough T 700 73,200 61,450 | 408
Country Hbr.Y : - 19,000 110,000 .-
Marie Joseph ) - 26,000 - . - -
Melford 1,000 - 20,300 . 19,500 -
Manchéster : - 14,800 11,850 Teeo=
SOURCE: Canada. -Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census

Manuscripts, 1860-61. Guysborough County, selected districts.

.

- -
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A
TABLE 1:8
VESSELS, BOATS, AND THE NUMBER OF
- - MEN' THEY EMPLOYED,
oy \ 1860-61
Employed in the Fishery
Districts ' Vessel #s Men on Ve$séls |Boat #s i{Men on Boats|
Guysberough - -12 - 49 . - 110‘ To131
Melford 1 _ 38 . 142 137
Crow Hbx. 1 R 7 . 120 . 25
‘| cape canso 19 AR & £ : B 126 70
Country Hbr. 10 37 . 22 16
Sherbrooke. 11 - 53 - 100 ‘93
Marie Joseph 9 35 . 102 .45
Molasses Hbr, 1 3 167 , 64
SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census . -

. 'Manuscripts, 1860-61. GuysBoprough cOunty,¥Selected’distficts.i

Sy

 TABLE 1:9 ,
‘ TOTAL NUMBER INVOLVED 1IN THE FISHERY,
1871 '
o Total Number of Men Involved in the \.f:
instricts Fishery on both Vessels and Boats - |
*lGuysbdrough | - - .. . ‘ 221l

|Ccrow Hbr. ‘ . 178 ~ R
Canso ~ _ ' 372 . L N

IMolasses Hbr. ‘ v 322 o
Isaac's Bbxr. "~ || "~ ‘ 157

|Wine Hbr. o 103 ‘ BN
Sherbrooke ~ - : - 51 S
Marie Joseph e 197 »

{Stormont ‘ S 2 . : 4 ‘
Manchester . I .. 103 7 L S
Melford , T , 257 - :

. \ . . H »
N . et ~\')\\\~— X

SOURCE: Canada. Domihion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summary,
. 1871,  Guysborough County. Canada, 1872. ’ -
. ST N g . ~ .

K

v
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Lf TABLE 211, ‘ ‘
CHARACTERISTICS OF THE LAND ‘GUYSBOROUGH chNTY;
. : L1871 AND 1881~

v

1 lmotal # - Toral: Abies Inproved 'Crops . Pasture
- |vear Gtcuplers Occupled . hcreage  Acreage” Acreage

;871* 2355 \’ 282 553 " 43;797'> .20,609\ S 23,012
Tw, o oo t

1883 ||~ 2618 - ° 2??,535 - 85,522 * 31,995 23,361

>

[

» ~

' SéURCE' Canada. Domlnlon Bureau of Statlstlcs. Census Summaries,

1871 and 1881 .. Canada, 1872 and 1882 S
- - cot ;:’”
. . w0 Tn _:'\ RSN | '
K : TABLg 2:2; '\. :‘;‘;"Iﬂg?f

s YIELDS PER ACRE,
R 1880-81

. . v E . .
o 2 = i

Bushels per Acre . “Tobs /vAéfe

R

-Dlstrlct N Potatoes Wheat N -Hay

Guy borough . “\'\C“., -““f ) ‘,\'r°f f.,~ .
© County .. 95.8 . 9.6 . ‘1.29

‘fNowa 5cotia N 1?3.0' S atis 15

e - . ) >\ *

SOQURCE: . Canada. delnloh Buredu of StatlsthS
1881. Canada, - 1882. ST

~Census Summaries,

>



TABLE 2:5.

FARM SIZE IN GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY,
) 1871

Percentége of Farns
bistrict Less Than 50 Acres’ More Than 50 Acres
Forks 14.% , 86.%
‘Caledonia - 2. . 98.
Guysborough 39. - . © 81,
Salmon River 1. ‘ 99,
Intervale 22. ' ) .. #8.
Manchester ' 54. . 46. N

SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureauw of Statisties. Census. Summaries,

1871. Canada, 1872.
. L}
A
| ’ TABLE 2:6. . | o
O LAND USE, IN GUYSBOROUGH FARM DISTRICTS,
T ‘ 1871
N :
Acres-of Land .. '
District Occupied Improved Crops .Pasture Gardens/Orchards
Forks 42,71% 8096 . 4032 4016
Caledonia 11,450 1398 765 - 631
Guysborough 22,313 5311 2321 2968
Salmon River 20,376 4427 1593 . 2508
Intervale .38,657 6744 3390 3348
Manchester 16,744 70486 ° = 3601 - 3404

SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bu:éau of Statistics. Census Summaries,:

1871. Canada,

1872.
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TABLE 2:7
PRODUCTION PER ACRE,
) 1871
- . . . Potatoes Ha§\ -
District: i Bushels/Ac¢re Tons/acre
Forks = . © 107.6 1.2
Caledonia : 87.0¢ ,1.5
Guysborough * , 90.0 1.0 .
Salmon River _ 80.¢6 0.9
Intervale S 69.86 0.7
Manchester T 80.6 0.9

: 1
R} R

" SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
<~ 1871. Canada, 1872.... | o

-~

TABLE 2:8

CULTIVATED LAND ACREAGES AND‘VALUES,
' 1861
. Total Acreé»of . Assigned’

District Population cultivated Land ¢ vValue

Forks 1162% . 3560 ‘ $59,452.00 .
‘Guysborough 2242%%* . 29954 B 46,191.00 N
Intervale 968 .- 2051 42,713.00 .
Manchester L 1548 - ' ; 2749 : 32,2098.00
SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. census, -

Manuscripts, 1860-61. Selected Districts.

* Forks also includes Caledonia District in 1861,
** Guysborough also includes Salmon River in 1861.-

-2
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)
TABLE 2:9
R 4 ' bt . .
. - S FARM EQUIPMENT, .
‘ - - 1871 ~ |
B ‘ Carriages;/ Ploughs/ Reapers/ Horse Thrashing Fanning

Districts Sleighs - Cultivators Mowers .Rakes Machine Mills

” Forks - 298 . 183 8 4 2 32
’ Caledonia .66 29" S| 1 - 3
Guysborough 151 .7 136 o= 3 3 B
-Salmon River 55 . 65 - ~ - 8
- ]Intervale - 83 33 ' - 1. - 7
- 'Manchester |° 122 « #L5] - 4 - R :

<A

;SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
1871, Canada, 1872. : . :

\

» - “TABLEf 2:10

PERCENTAGE POPULATION GAINS. AKD LOSSES.,

. 1871-1901

. .
District r\\ 1871-81  1881-91  1891-190}
Forks .3 - 9.% -13.%
Caledonia + -43. +25 . ‘
Guysborough + . - 9. = 9. X -
Salmon River + 6. - 2. R - T
Intervale ' +22. . -17. R A
Manchester -13. - 9. . -14.

SOURCE:: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
1871-1901;:- Canada, 1872-1902. - ’
N ’ V ) .

<,
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TABLE 2:11
R CHARGES IN FARM SIZE, »
. 1874-1881
Percentage of Farﬁs' ; N
District Year Less.Than 50 Acres More Than 50 Acres
Forks 1871 14.% Vo 86.%
1881 12. _ 8g.
Caledonia 1871 2. 98.
1881 5. 95.
Guysborough || 1871 39. - 61.
\ | 1881 | 72, ° 28, . oo
Salmon River| 187f 1. . 99. 4
“l assl 3. w97,
Intervale 1871 S22, s
- 1881 . 16. ‘84.
. <« , S
Manchester 871 54. : 46.
s . 1881 - ., 33, 67.

SOURCE: Canada., Dominion Bureau of
1871, 1881.‘Canadak1872,18821

N

Statistics. Census Summaries,
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. TABLE 2:12

OCCUPIERS OF THE LAND,

1871-1891 . CN
. 1‘ Qccupierg of the Land
- Total . . Tenants or
District Year Populayion # Owners Enmployees

Forks 1871 1356 217 186 28
1881. - 1411 . 228 216 )

. 1891 12842 245 239 6

Caledonia ' 1871 237 43 43~ 0
: ' 1881 - 376 . 61 ‘59 2
1891 . 214 41 40 1

Guysborough || 1871 1887 | 244 234 10

‘ 1881% 1703 222 210 Co12

1891 1546 315 299 . _ 16

Salmon Rivér || 1870 | ~e74 | 106 102 4
. | 1881 - 717 115 11 2
1891 - 703 .119 118 1

Intervale 1871 1265 | 214 214 0
‘ Sl 1881 | 1548 271 264 7
1891 1282 247 . 243 4

Manchester 1873 1644 262 221 37
1881 1438 1 260 260 0

1891 1310 251 247 A

SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
1871-91. Canada, 1872-92. . \ -

" *Because of ﬁﬁ’“change in the census district boundaries data
cannot be accurately compared from decade to decade.

L4

——



Table 2:13

LIVESTOUK NUMBERS FOR GUYSBOROUGH. COUNTY,

187

1871-19%01"
i Milk dther\Horné 1
Year Horses Cows - ed Cows:  Sheep - Swine
1871 1520-  ,4538 3871 16,552 2172
.1881 " n/a n/a "n/a n/a . n/a
1891 . 188656 50418 ‘5536‘ .. 16,101 * 1418
1901 v 1765 . 4513 5622 13,001 . 971

b

SOURCE: Canada. Dominion: Bureau of Statistics.f@eﬁsﬂs
1871-1%01. Canada, 1872-1502. o S

*..-\.‘ /

R

Summaries,



; « PRODUCTION PER ACRE,

TABLE 2:14 . o .

1871-91
} . . ) .
B o Pctatpes Ray

“IDistrict _Year BushelsyAcre Tons/acre.

Forks 1871 107.8 1.2.

1881 130:7 1.2°

1891 124.5 1.3

Caledonia 1871 87.0 1.5

‘ 1881 o 117.6 1.4 ]
1891 -173.1 1.4
Guysborough 1871 90.0 1,0
’ : - 1881 122.3 1.5 -

1891 127.9 el.9

Salmon River 1871 80.86 0.9

’ T 1881 79.0 1.4 N

) 1891 92.7 1.5

Intervale 1871 69.6 0.7

1881 S 77.3 7 - 1.0

4891 . 96,7 1.4

Manchester 1871 80.6 0.9

1881 108.8 1.1

1891 B5.4 1.0

Nova Scotia 1871 ? . ?
1881 123.0 12
1891 116.2 1.2

'SOURCE: Canada. Dominion 3ureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,

1871-91. Canada, 1872-92.

%

‘en



, . 189
: . . ?
< TABLE 2:15 e "\
LAND CHARACTERISTICS, GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY
©1871-1901

N ) . . .
o Total Acreage .
Total ; //9 — 3

vear [Occupiers |Occupied Improved Crépland Pasture Wild-lang

1871 2255 282,553 43,797 20,609 23,012 n/a T~
1881 2618 277,536 55,522 31,995 23,361  n/a

1891 [ 304x 284,666 - 46,403 21,836 . 24,183, 238,263
1901 || 2135 247,752 29,800 15,583 30,907 181,845

3

)

SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
1871=1901. Canada, 1872-1902.

’

Ao

TABLE 2:16

. GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY PRODUCE,
1871-1901
i ] »
Wheat Barley Oats .
vear Acres ‘Bushéls Acres | Bushe€ls | Acres |Bushels
1871 102 1240 - 3093 - - Bl4e7
1881 682 6529 - 4152 - 42988
1891 78 8586 99 1316 - 1737 27983
1501 168 . 2691 30 618 1541 50240
\ — - -
# ) _
Buckwheat Potatoes Hay
Year ;Acres Bushels |. Acres |Bushels Acres Tons
1871 ) - 11010 1756 . 148373 | 13161 13854
1881 - © 11720 1996 191260 15891 . 20522
1891 - 6355 | 1369 144284 | 13708 . 18693
1901 219 5002 1075 106122 12498 - 19196

SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau bf Statistics. Census Summaries,‘
1871-1901. Canada, 1872-1902. \ .
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TABLE 2:17
YIELD PER ACRE GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY
1871 1901
» %
‘BusHels/Acre l~" Tons/Acre
Year| Wheat VBarley Oats Buckwheat Pqtato%ﬁ Hay
1871 12.5 - - - 83.4 | 1.1
18814 9.6 - - - 95.8 1.3
1891f"11.0 , 13.3 16.1 - - 105.4 "4 1.3
1501y 16.0 20.6 32.6 22.8 98.7 115
: ry _

.Canada. Dominion Bnreau of Statlstlcs Census Summarigs,
187¥-19.01. Cahada, 1872-1902, ' ) T

3 TABLE 2:18
LAND -CHARACTERISTICS,
I881-189%1

Percentage of Acres
District Occupied .Improved Crops .
Forks = | - 3.8 -16.% ‘ -30.%
Caledonia - 27. -69. =68,
Guysborough +110. +37. ~ +13.
Salmon River - 2. ‘ . =34, , T =22,
Intervale - o= 14, -32. -40.
Manchester ~ - 8. =79 » -63.
Nova Scotia + 13. + 8. . -20.

\

SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
1881-91. Canada, 1882-9%2.

R —

<



TABLE 2:19

POPULATION BY DISTRICT,

187‘iiigj/‘

» Population ///

District 1871 188& 1891 1961
Forks . 1356 . 1411 1284  1116-
Calédonia 237 . 376 214 268
Guysborough 1585 - 17063 1546 1411
Salmon River 674" 717 703 <7 598, ¢
Intervale L 1265 1548 1282 1196
{Manchester . 1644 1438 1310 ©1133

SOURCE: égléda.‘Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
1871-1901. Canafla, 1872-19%902. ' o

vt
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Table 2:20 »
CHANGES IN LIVESTOCK, ', - =
1871 AND 189}‘ B t.
i . - . i
S B~ {
ADiséyict Working Animals Farm Staock = 3
Yg&J’ A1l ° |wWorking | Milk |Other Hor ‘ »
-¥ Change [|Horses Oxen | Cows [ned Cows .| Sheep! | Swing
Forks =, o B L . R !
1871 B 320 . 91 805 - 1171 2959 | 454
1891 @ 361 23 - 915 1421 - 2786 | 468
% Change’ +12.% -75.% +14.% +21.% -6:1' +14.%
Ccaledonia ‘ ' v E N -
1871 : '?7 30 163 ) 145 392 ¢ 31
1891 65 10 151 177 379 . 14
% Change ~-16.% -67.% , =7.%. +22:% S -3.% -55.%
Guysborough || - ‘ o ) ' s
1871 / 163 155 484 T 322 1711 168
11891 P A 193 . 490 . 537 1666, 252
1% Change +9.% . ¥25.% +1.% +67.% +3.%  +52.%
Salmon_River| - - o ) = A
1871 120 o 17 329 285 930 149°
1891 ) 123 o017 413 391, 958 82
$ Change +8.% T 0.% +26.% +33.% +3.%  -45.%
Intexvale . ‘ N
187YT 154 - 190° 530 556 1855 184
1891 : ) 202 172 668 774 1540 11%
% Change . +31.% -10.% +26.% +39.% ~-20.% ~60.%
Manchester ‘ ‘ _
1871 : 215 194 588, 491 2443 234
1891 181 158 485 657 1786 220
% Change ~-18.% -23.% ~21.% +34.% . -37.% -6.%

SOURCE: Caﬁ;da. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
1871 and 18%1, Canada, 1872 and 189%2.
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 TABLE 3:1
‘ POPULATION TRENDS IN FISHING DISTRICTS,
~ ‘ . 1871-1931
. - Population g ) : N
District-  f| 1871 .1881 1891 1901 1911 1921 1931
Melford 1765 1700 1497 1442 - 1478 1532 1482
Crow Hbr. 796 . 775 . 788 _ 828  B1ll- 803 - -818
.Canso 1136 1451 1824 2367 2520 2496 - 2445
Molasses Hbr.| 1310 1605 1987 2099 . 1965 1893 1633
New Hbr. =% 326 353 380 . . 358 ° 359 330
Isaac's Hbr. || 928 1012 1161 - 1486 1387 964 919
Stormont ° 369 437 447 705 574 547 735
Wine Hbr. ; § 789 785 707 838 858. 657 . 642
Sherbrooke || 1623 1607 .1063 1343 1100 953 978
Marie Joseph 776 - 919 1029 11100 1148 979 948

"SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics.;CehSus Summaries,
1871-1901. Canada;—1872-1902. o

N

TABLE 3:2

PERCENTAGE POPULATION CHANGES IN COASTAL DISTRICTS,
v ‘ ' o »© 1871s1501 : :
¢ ) _ ' .

g . N ~ al

_ - Percentege Change in Population
Districts , 1871-1881 1881-1891 1891-1901
Melford “ - 4.% s -12.% - 4.%
Crow Hbr, - 3. + 2. . + 5.
canso- ' +28. +26. +30.
Molasses Hbr. : +23. _ +24 ., + 6.
New Hbr. . ‘ n/a = . + 8. + 8.
Isaac's Hbr. .+ 9, . +15. +28.
Stormont . +18. + 3. +58.
Wine Hbr.* - 0.5 . -10. +19.
Sherbrooke - 1, -34. +26.
Marie Joseph +18, . 12, + 8.

SOURCE:” Canada. Dominion Bureau ofjstatistics. Census Summariés,
1871-1901. .Canada, 1872-1%02.
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TABLE 3:3
2 FISHING GEAR, GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY, . no

1880-85

\\ BN ‘ - -
o || Vessels and Boats of the Fishery

Vessels ' -1 Boats . ]
Yeay Nunber Tons $‘Vaiue Men ‘Numpef $ value Men
1880 | 23 767 24000. 171 | 1383 34256. 2255
881 28 1098 .30000. 215 1355 . .31755. 2314
1882 wll 27 1038 28850. 224 - 1254 30330. 2127
1883. +ff NOT AVAILABLE ) NOT AVAILABLE .
1884 39 1808 77500. 328 1582 42143. 269%
1885 | 40, ©2017 91500. 336 1596 " 40800. 2697
1886 35 1769 72050.- 301 | 1552 ° 38806. 2558

1887 35 1589 62700. 297 ;774 L 45407.. 2790

' SOURCE: Canada. Sessional Papers, 1881-1888. Fisheries Reports.
Canada, 1881-1888-. ' s o :

TABLE 3:4 J

VESSELS AND THE MEN THEY EMPLOYED,

1881-85
New Hbr./ Guysborough/ Liscomb/
canso - \ Countxry’ Canso Marie Joseph
Year Neck Canse Hbr. ~ Strait Ecum Secum
VES . MEN '|VES MEN |VES MEN |VES MEN VES MEN
- =Py , ‘ ‘
1880 . B 69 4 ° 43 3 22 6 44 ‘ 2 20
1881 13 128 10 110 2 10 6 46 ) 2 7
1882 13 527 -8 98 3 19 8 62 1 6
1883 n/a - n/a n/a ; n/a . n/a
1884 13 116 4 62 - 3 36 | 14  13% 3 A6
1885 )| 9 &0 3 51 { 3 36 16 161 3. 16

v _ ' S
" SOURCE: Canada. Sessional Papers, 1881-1888. Fisheries Reports.
Canada, 1881-1888. ' )
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. " TABLE 3:5

VESSELS AND THE MEN THEY EMPLOYED,

\ ] ; . 1887~90
- i - )

o o New Hbr.,/ Guysborough/ Liscomb/ i
‘Cansoe * Country canso . Marie Joseph

1 Year Netck canso Hbhr, ‘ Strait Ecum Secum

T VES MEN |VES MEN |VES® MEN |VES MEN | VES MEN

3 : 5 : : :

T {1887 | 12 113 5 66 4 64 9 68 1 4

B 1888 9 56 1 10 -5 70| 8 62 |, - -

1889 9 . 57 1 8. 4 51 6 40 ; - -

1890 7 39 1 11 | . 5 38 4 14 - -

SOURCE:"Canada. Sessional Papers, 1887-1890. Fisheries Reports.
Canada, 1887-1890. . . ~ . ;

.

TABLE 3:6°
) o _..TOTAL ANNUAL FISH VALUES, N
. ‘ E . ' 1885-90 , '
Y . ‘ \\
o - Guysborough/ LiscCy
Cape Canso - © Country . Canso - M e\ Jdseph
. ' Year Negk Canso  Harbour Strait ,Eculm Secum
. 1885 | $377,129. $178,051. $77,682.  $199,101. . $70,232.
1886 362,565.  224,531. 87,597.%  134,184. 66,640,
1887 |- 333,813.  157,881.%107,853.%* 95,407.: . 51,879.
1888 103,625. - 25,369. 30,129, 37,374. 47,171.
d . |1889 | 98,1244. . 18,664. 18,348. 7,495, 48,942,
1890 262,418, 79,387.  45,579. ,683. 46,105.

-/

SOURCE: Capada. Sessiopal Papers, 1886-1891. Fisheries Reports.
Canada, 188%-1891. : - .

* Indicates that a slight change in district boundaries occurred.
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v : . : . TABLE‘3:7l
LEVELS OF FISH PRODUCTION, GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY,
N 1880~-93 )
- Number of
Cans of Lobster '

Year Produced »
1880 676080 © o~
1881 854926 ‘ o
1882 ' 933240 - N : ‘
1883 918400
1884 ° 'B49160
1885 1117430
1886 || - 1179744

| 1887 1181704

- 1888 1007607

1889 - - 1096609 : , _
1890 1033242 ) 1§ =
1891 1081232 ~

'SOURCE: Canada. Sessional Papefs,‘1881—1892. Fisheries Reports.-

Canada, 1881-1892. X JJ/,w

. TABLE 3:8
PERCENTAGE POPULATION CHANGES IN COASTAL DISTRICTS,
1891-1931
A
Percentage Population Change
P ok
Districts 18%1-1901 1901-11 1911-21 19%921-31
Melford - 4.5 +2.% + 4.% - 3.%
Crow Hbr. .+ 5. - 2. - 1. + 2.
Canso "$+30. + 6. - 1. - 2.
Molasses Hbr. + B, - 6. - 4. ~14.
New Hbr. + B. - 6. - 0.3 - 8.
Isaac's Hbr. +28. = 7. -30. - 5.
_ | Stormont : +58. -19. - 5. +34.
! Wine Hbr. , +19. + 2. -23. - 2. .
Sherbrooke +26. -18. -13. + 3. .
Marie Joseph + 8. + 3, s =15, - 3. !

SOURCE: Caﬁéda.\Dbminion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
18%91-1931. Canada, 1872-1932. T

Ko
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TABLE 3:9

Lobster Production, Guys

1893=1909
Pounds of Lobster

. Year . Canned in Guysbordugh County
1§93 N 1,136,478
1894  »- 1,160,322
1895 1,246,685
1896 - ‘ ' B36,416
1897 1 . 933,572
1898 R ' 915,958
1899 825,936
1900 901,028
1901 T 672,240
1302 588,496
1903 543,196

. 1904 533,852
1905 494,500
1906 487,220
1907 401,848 °
1908 - . 402,116
1909 ) 298,436

SOURCE; Canada. Sessignal Papers,

Canada,

1894-1910.

1894-1910.

197
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T TABLE 3:10
TOTAL ANNUAL FISH VALUES, SELECTED DISTRICTS
. 1894~1903 \ \
Y
£ Y
X - ) .
Total Annual Flsh Values
Lisconmb,/ Marie Joseph/
Year Ecum Secum/ Gegogan
o7
1894 $ 51370.00 X
1895 . 51634.00
: 1896 - 45819.00
1897 - 35445.00
1838 . 30220.00
o 18%9 32410.00
1960 3%379.00
1901 . 31822.00
1902 " 35960.00
1903 . 28007.00

SOURCE: canada. Sessional Papers, 1895-1904. Fisheries Regorg§;
Canada, 189%%-1%04, - ‘ :

N

y " TABLE 3:11 '
FOPAL ANNUAL FISH VALUES, CANSO AND GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY,
‘ 1905-09 '
Total Annual Fish Values

Yeay canso Guysborough County
1905 ' "% 77,3861.00 . $ 1,385,018.00

1906 - 56,2717.00 1,161,141.00

1907 32,8368.00 . 777,130.00

1908 2%,0025.00 ) . 934,511.00

1309 ‘ ‘ 21,1096.00 i 672,929.00 -

SOURCE: Canada. Sessional Papers, 1906—1930. Fisheries Reports.
Canada, 1906-1910. s

v,
e ming -



199

; fﬁ
: W
-—TABLE 3:12
VESSELS, BOATS, AND MEN EMPLOYED IN THE FISHERY,
' GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY, ) ‘
»  1891-19209

( Vessels and Boats of the Guysborough County Fishery
- - N
Vessels : . BOATS
YeaY . || Number Tons Value Men Number ‘Value | Men
1891 23 706 $1485%0. 129 1630 $36963.° 2160 -
1892 f . 16 489 10750. 79 |- 1764 49707. 2218
1893 . i3 372 ..'5500. 59 | > 1987 . 50383. 2479
1894 21 551 10049. 58 2155 | 568B76. 2372
1895 § - 25 T 549 12445. 122 2421 60440. 2641
1896 27 .601 15480. 159 22656 . 58754. 2620
1897 - . © 25 502 12172. 128 -+ 2235 . 58538. 2622
f 1898 NOT AVAILABLE NOT AVAILABLE
1899 C 28 661 17873. -164 - 2165 47760. 2400
1900 32 807  22290. 196 2213 55462, 2658
1901 41 = 890 22475, 224 1528 45862. 1912
1802 44 837 29950, 232 1888 44645, 18638
1903 49 . 947 50050. 265 1893 69645, 1356
1904 61 1126 61450. 360 | -1898 = 69675. 1933
1905 66 1153 £1100. 373 2017 76032, 2132
1906 64 1054 58550. 319 1948 77345. 1952
1907 60 9258 57450. 278 | 1204 76500. 1773
1 1908 62 949 54800. 275 190%" 80580. 1890
1909 61 914 50625. 258 1783 82440. 1780

SOURCE: Canada. Sessional Papers, 1892-1911. Fisheries Reports.
Canada, 189%2-1911. o : :
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TABLE 3:13

>

:VESSELS, BOATS, AND MEN EMPLOYED IN GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY,
. 1914-19 ' o
Vessels and Boats of the Fis'her} -
) Vessels —| ‘Boats '
Year Number |$ Value' |Men Number .|$ Value Men
. B - =
1914 52 $ 41400. -, 226 1549 $ 133775. 1598
1915 .57 46570. 243 1562 140868, 1588 -
1916 63 50550. 260 | * 1570 149025. 1572
1917 . Not Available Not Available.
1918 . Not Available Not Available .
1919 63 . 51450. 279 1506 - 174615, 1545

'
bl

SOURCE: cCanada. Sessional

Canada, 1915-1920.

200

Papers, 1915-1920. FisheFies "Reports.
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i

v

i : TABLE 4:1
~ PERCENTAGE POPULATIOS CHANGES BY DISTRICT,
1871-31931
Percentage Change in Population
|/ Districts 1881-%1 {1891-1901 +|1901-11 |1911-21 {1921-31 .

Coastal bistricfs
Melford | -12.% - 4.8 + 2.3 + 4.% - 3.%
Crow Hbr. 0+ 2. + 5. - 2. - 1.. + 2.
Canso . +26. +30. + 6. . = 1. - 2.
Molasses Hbr. +24, . + 6. - 6. - 4. -14.
New Hbr. + 8. + &, - 6. - 0.3 - 8m
Isaac's.Hbr. +15. +28., - - 7. . -30. - = 5.
Storxmont | + 3. +58. ~19. - - 5. +34.
Wine Hbr. . =10. +19.° + 2. -23. - 2.
Sherbrooke -34. +28. -18. '-13. + 3.

~ |Marie Joseph +12. + 8. + 3. =15, - 3.
Agricultural Districts

:|Forks To- 9 o-13. o -20. -10. +20!
caledonia 43, . 25, S0 o111, -21. 432,
Guyshorough - 9. - 9. -14. -10. +10,
Salmon River - 2. -15.. + 5. -17. +18.
Intervale C-17. N -18. -11. Los.
Manchester = 9. - -14. -21. - 4. -23.
. A N

SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
1881-1931. Canada, 1882-1932. : :
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TABLE 4.:2
. ®
FISHING EQUIPMENT, GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY,
. . 1914-1920
Fixtures used in the Fishery
Year - FreeZers and : smoke and
. Ice Houses Fish Houses
Number $ Value. Number $ Value ‘ T
1914 57 $ 147,800.00 | 758 $ 111,125.00
1915 56 . 151,850.00 764 112,816.00
191% ~ 62 - . ~155,550.00 787 117,2060.00
1917 _ n/a n/a . n/a . n/a
" 1918 '  n/a n/a . n/a n/a
1919 58 . 147,550.00 . 720 109,850.00
1920 26 ~.7,700.00 406 26,600.00 -

SOURCE:" Canada. Sessional Papers, 1915-1921. Fisheries Reports.
Canada, 1915-19%921. . . . T

TABLE 4:3
LAND USE STATISTICS, GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY,
1891-1931
13
» Total - Acres of land
Year Number of : < -
Occupiers Occupied Improved In Crops
1871 2,255 282,553 43,797 20,600
1881 2,618 | 277,536 65,522 31,995
1891 3,041 284,688 46,403 ) 21,836
1901 2,135 247,752 29,800 15,583
1911 2,453 ° 248,350 . 28,015 17,850
1521 2,187 232,822 36,093 . 16,8865
1931 ) . 1,725 175,506 1§, 433 9,439

SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
'1871-1931. Canada, 1872~1932. ‘ L

'
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| o
TABLE 4:4
"* - LIVESTOCK NUMBERS, GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY,
: 1891-1931 . . '
s A ;
Livestock Numbers, Guysborough Couty -
Year éVw* Milk | Other .
: Horses Cows cows Sheep | Swine
1891 - 1666 5041 5536 16,101 1418
1901 ‘f 1765 4513 5622 13,001 971
1911 T 1715 4779 5415 11,380 1528
1922 1671 4022 5861 16,935 . 1221
1831 ; 1443 ~.2784 3503 11,176 922

SOURCE: Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,
18%1-1931. Canada, 189%2-1932,. :
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- TABLE 4:5°

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCE, GUYSBOROUGH COUNTY,

1881-1931
Wheat _Barley Oats
Year Acres | Bushels Acres Rushels Acres | Bushéls
1881 682 6529 - 4152 . - 42988
1891 78 856 99 1316 1737 27983
1501 188~ 2691 © 30 618 1541 50240
1911 .118 2351 A7 1268 1788 64855
1921 165 2083 95 1619 To2272 64068
1931 12 221 43 1659 - | 1197 44894
Buckwheat , Poratoes \ Hay
Year Acres Buémels Acres |Bushels | Acres Tons
1881 = 11720 " | ..1996 191260 15891 20522
.1891 - 6355 1369 144284 | 13708 18693 -
.1901 219 5002 1075 106122 | 12498 19196
1911 160 4193 846 85987 14801 22027
1921 124 ' 1759 1110 115620 13434 19932
1931 17 444 . ‘566 72059 5956 = 8465

SOURCE: Canada. Domihion Bureau of Statistics. Census Summaries,

{ 1881-1931.

Canada, 1882-1932.
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